
REGULAR MEETING OF THE C I T Y  COUNCIL 
O F  THE C I T Y  OF SAN ANTONIO IIELD I N  
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, C I T Y  HALL, ON 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1 4 ,  1 9  7  2. 

The m e e t i n g  was called t o  order a t  9 : 3 0  A.  M, by t h e  pres id ing  
of f icer ,  M a y o r  John Gatti, w i t h  the f o l l o w i n g  m e m b e r s  p resent :  IWBERMRN, 
H I L L ,  BECKER, HILLIARD,  PADILLA,  GATTI ;  Absent: MENDOZA, GARZA, NAYLOR, 

7 2 - 4 0  The invocat ion w a s  given by C o u n c i l w o m a n  C a r o l  R.  Haberman. 

72-40 Members of the City C o u n c i l  and t h e  aud ience  joined i n  t h e  
Pledge of A l l e g i a n c e  t o  t h e  flag of the U n i t e d  States of A m e r i c a .  

7 2 - 4 0  T h e  minutes  of t h e  meeting of September 7 ,  1 9 7 2  were approved. 

72-40 - Miss Masge H o b b i e ,  r ep resen t ing  Ice C a p a d e s ,  in t roduced t h e  
f i c t i t i o u s  character "Mayor H, R. P u f n s t u f f "  of t h e  City of Living 
I s l and ,  

Mayor P u f n s t u f f ,  i n  t h e  person of P e t e  F r a n k l i n  of the San 
A n t o n i o  L i g h t  and former P u b l i c  R e l a t i o n s  m a n  d u r i n g  ~ e m i s F a i r ,  extended 
g r e e t i n g s  f r o m  Living I s l and  and i n v i t e d  t h e  Mayor and a l l  m e m b e r s  of 
t h e  City C o u n c i l  to a t t e n d  t he  Ice C a p a d e s ,  

72-40 The f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e s  w e r e  read by t h e  C l e r k  and explained 
by Mr. John B r o o k s ,  D i r e c t o r  of purchasing,  and af ter  considerat ion,  on 
motion made and d u l y  seconded, w e r e  each passed and approved by the 
fo l lowing  vote: AYES: H a b e r m a n ,  H i l l ,  B e c k e r ,  H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  
NAYS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: M e n d o z a ,  Garza, N a y l o r .  

AUTHORIZING PURCHASE O F  CERTAIN SPANISH 
MOTION P I C T U R E S  FROM WESTON WOODS FOR A 
NET TOTAL P R I C E  OF $ 1 , 7 3 1 . 1 0 ;  AND 
AUTHORIZING PAYMENT TO SAID COMPANY 
O F  $ 1 , 7 3 1 . 1 0 ,  TO BE P A I D  FROM FUND 
NO, 7 1 3 - 0 4 .  (FOR LIBRARY-SINGLE SOURCE 
ITEM) 

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 7 3  

ACCEPTING THE LOW B I D S  O F  DOUGLASS W. 
K I N G  CO. AND THE FERD STAFFEL CO, TO 
FURNISH THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO WITH 
CERTAIN GRASS SEED FOR A TOTAL SUM O F  
$ 4 , 4 0 6 . 7 5 .  

S e p t e m b e r  1 4 ,  1 9 7 2  
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72-40 The Clerk  read  t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 7 4  

EXERCISING THE CITY'S OPTION TO RENEW 
FOR A ONE YEAR PERIOD THE CURRENT 
CONTRACT WITH DON'S AMBULANCE SERVICE,  
I N C .  TO PROVIDE EMERGENCY AMBULANCE 
SERVICE WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS; SAID 
RENEWAL SHALL COMMENCE DECEMBER 1, 1972 
AND TERMINATE NOVEMBER 30,  1973. 

M r .  John Brooks, Director of Purchasing,  exp la ined  t h a t  t h i s  
matter had been d i scussed  p rev ious ly  wi th  t h e  Counci l ,  and he was 
au tho r i zed  t o  e x e r c i s e  t h e  C i t y ' s  option t o  renew t h e  c u r r e n t  c o n t r a c t  
f o r  a one yea r  pe r iod  under t h e  same t e r m s  and c o n d i t i o n s  wi th  one 
exception. This  p rov i s ion  prov ides  t h a t  i f  t h e  new proposed minimum 
wage l a w ,  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  hour ly  wages becomes e f f e c t i v e  du r ing  t h e  pe r iod  
of t h i s  one year o p t i o n ,  t h e  p e r  ca l l  rate of  $8.00 c u r r e n t l y  i n  e f f e c t  
s h a l l  increase t o  $10.00 p e r  ca l l .  

D r .  H i l l i a r d  s t a t e d  t h a t  the Bexar County Medical Soc ie ty  
d e s i r e s  t o  have ambulances i n c l u d e  equipment p re sc r ibed  by t h e  American 
Col lege  of Medicine, 

M r .  John Brooks advised  t h a t  t h e  ambulances m e e t  t h e  r e q u i r e -  
ments of t h e  S t a t e  l a w .  I f  small a d d i t i o n a l  i t e m s  were needed, he f e l t  
s u r e  t h a t  Don's Ambulance S e r v i c e  would comply. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of M r .  H i l l ,  seconded by 
M r s .  Haberman, t h e  Ordinance w a s  passed and approved by t h e  fo l lowing  
vote: AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

- - - 
72-40 The fo l lowing  Ordinance w a s  r ead  by t he  Clerk  and expla ined  by 
M r .  John Brooks, Director of Purchasing,  and a f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on 
motion of M r .  Becker, seconded by M r .  H i l l ,  was passed and approved by 
t h e  fo l lowing  vo te :  AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, Hilliard, Padilla, 
G a t t i ;  NAYS: None: ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

AN ORDINANCE 41,175 

ACCEPTING THE LOW QUALIFIFED B I D  OF 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION TO 
FURNISH THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO 
WITH OFFICE FURNITURE FOR A NET TOTAL 
PRICE OF $1,857.22; AND AUTHORIZING 
PAYMl3NT OF SAID AMOUNT FROM FUND NO. 
749 TO GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION. 
(YOUTH SERVICES DIVISION) 

72-40 The Clerk r ead  t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 41,176 

ACCEPTING THE LOW B I D  OF ACTION UTILITY 
COMPANY, I N C .  FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE 
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TURTLE ROCK SANITARY SEWER MAIN 
EXTENSION; AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF 
A CONTRACT THEREFOR; APPROPRIATING 
$34,376.00 OUT OF FUND 820-03 PAYABLE 
TO SAID CONTRACTOR AND $2,000.00 OUT 
OF THE SAME: FUND AS A CONTINGENCY 
ACCOUNT. 

Mr. Me1 Sueltenfuss, Assistant Director of Public Works, 
explained that this work was being done in accordance with the City's 
Sewer Extension Policy. The project consists of 1,562 lineal feet of 
eight inch sewer pipe off of Heimer Road to relieve a bad condition in 
that area. 

After consideration, on motion of Mrs. Haberrnan, seconded by 
Mr. Hill, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following vote: 
AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, ~illiard, Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

The Clerk read the following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 41,177 

ACCEPTING THE LOW BID OF ACTION 
UTILITY COMPANY, INC. FOR CONSTRUCTION 
OF THE U , S  .A.A. SANITARY SEWER OUTFALL 
SEWER LINE; AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A 
CONTRACT FOR SAID WORK; APPROPRIATING 
THE SUM OF $64,300.97 PAYABLE TO SAID 
CONTRACTOR AND $3,000.00 OUT OF THE 
SAME FUND TO BE USED AS A CONTINGENCY 
ACCOUNT. 

Mr. M e 1  Sueltenfuss, Assistant Director of Public Works, 
explained that this project is located off I.H. 10 Expressway and 
consists of 3,879 lineal feet of twelve inch pipe. 

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Hill, seconded by 
Mr. Padilla, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following 
vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

72-40 Mayor Gatti was obliged to leave the meeting and in the absence 
of Mayor Pro Tem Garza, Councilman Hill was designated to preside over 
the meeting as Acting Mayor. 

72-40 The Clerk read the following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 41,178 

ACCEPTING THE LOW BID OF GLENN ROGERS 
FOR CERTAIN PAINTING WORK AT THE SAN 
ANTONIO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT; 
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A CONTRACT 
COVERING SAID WORK; AUTHORIZING THE 
SUM OF $2,962.00 OUT OF REVENUE FUND 
801 PAYABLE TO SAID CONTRACTOR AND 
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$150,00 OUT OF THE SAME FUND TO BE 
USED AS A CONTINGENCY ACCOUNT, 

M r .  Mike Kutch ins ,  A s s i s t a n t  ~ i r e c t o r  of n via ti on, exp l a ined  
that t h i s  job c o n s i s t s  o f  r e p a i n t i n g  t h e  f r o n t  of  t h e  t e r m i n a l  building 
and t h e  e n t r a n c e  canopy. The b ids  ranged from a  low of $2,962.00 t o  
$7,290.00. H e  recommended accep t ance  of t h e  low b i d .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of  M r .  Becker,  seconded by 
Mrs. Haberman, t h e  Ordinance  was passed  and approved by t h e  fo l l owing  
v o t e :  AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza ,  Naylor ,  G a t t i .  

72-40 The C le rk  read t h e  fo l l owing  Ordinance:  

AN ORDINANCE 41,179 

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A LEASE W I T H  
DALTON V, BROWN, AN INDIVIDUAL, WHEREBY 
SAID LESSEE SHALL OPERATE A COFFEE SHOP 
AND CAFETERIA AT STINSON MUNICIPAL 
AIRPORT FOR A TWO YEAR TERM, COMMENCING 
OCTOBER 1, 1972 .  

M r .  Mike Kutch ins ,  A s s i s t a n t  Director of Av ia t i on ,  e x p l a i n e d  
t h a t  t h e  proposed lessee h a s  had s u c c e s s f u l  o p e r a t i o n s  s imi la r  t o  t h i s  
one a t  Lackland and Fort S a m  Houston. The lease was n e g o t i a t e d .  R e n t a l  
is  $30.00 p e r  month. T h i s  o p e r a t i o n  is  mainly  t o  f u r n i s h  a needed food 
s e r v i c e  t o  peop le  a t  t h e  a i r p o r t  r a t h e r  t h a n  a n  income t y p e  o f  o p e r a t i o n  
f o r  t h e  C i t y .  H e  recommended t h e  Ordinance be approved.  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion o f  D r .  H i l l i a r d ,  seconded by 
M r .  P a d i l l a ,  t h e  Ordinance  was passed  and approved by t h e  fo l l owing  vo t e :  
AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker,  H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Mendoza, Garza ,  Naylor ,  G a t t i .  

72-40 Mayor G a t t i  r e t u r n e d  t o  t h e  meet ing and p r e s i d e d .  

72-40 The C le rk  r ead  t h e  fo l l owing  Ordinance:  

AN ORDINANCE 41,180 

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A LEASE W I T H  
0. J. MARINE SUPPLY, I N C . ,  PROVIDING 
FOR LEASE O F  GROUND AND B U I L D I N G  SPACE 
AT STINSON MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, FOR A 
TERM OF 5 YEARS. 

Mr. Mike .Kutchins, A s s i s t a n t  Director o f  A v i a t i o n ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  l e a s e  p r o v i d e s  f o r  r e n t a l  o f  9,733 s q u a r e  f e e t  o f  o f f i c e  and s t o r a g e  
space and 26,053 s q u a r e  f e e t  o f  ground s p a c e ,  The l e a s e  i s  f a r  a  f i v e  
year period and c o n t a i n s  one o p t i o n  f o r  an  a d d i t i o n a l  f i v e  y e a r s ,  R e n t a l  
w i l l  b e  $8,900.00 p e r  y e a r ,  The s t r u c t u r e  is  t o  be b u i l t  by t h e  C i t y  and 
b i d s  w i l l  be opened n e x t  Monday, September 1 8 ,  1972. 
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A f t e r  considerat ion,  on m o t i o n  of M r .  H i l l ,  seconded by M r .  
Becker, the O r d i n a n c e  w a s . p a s s e d  and approved by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: 
AYES: H a b e r m a n ,  H i l l ,  B e c k e r ,  Mil l iard,  ~ a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: N o n e ;  
ABSENT: M e n d o z a ,  G a r z a ,  N a y l o r ,  

7 2 - 4 0  The f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e s  were read by the C l e r k  and explained 
by members of t h e  A d d n l e s t r a t i v e  S ta f f  and af ter  consideration, on 
m o t i o n  made and duly seconded, w e r e  each passed and approved by the  
fallowing vote: AYES: H a b e r m a n ,  Hill, B e c k e r ,  H i l l i a r d ,  ~ a d i l l a ,  G a t t i :  
NAYS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: M e n d o z a ,  G a r z a ,  N a y l o r .  

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 1  

APPROPRIATING THE SUM OF $ 1 , 4 0 5 . 0 0  
OUT O F  SEmR REVENUE FUND NO, 820-03, 
FOR ACQUISITION OF SANITARY SEWER 
EASEMENTS TO BE USED I N  CONNECTION 
WITH VALLEY FORGE OUTFALL MAIN AND 
BABCOCK PLACE SANITARY S E m R  OUTFALL; 
ACCEPTING SANITARY SEWER EASEMENTS I N  
CONNECTION WITH EXPmSSWAY INDUSTRIAL 
PARK SANITARY S E W R  OUTFALL, VALLEY 
FORGE OUTFALL SEWER MAIN, SAN ANTONIO 
RIVER OUTFALL, AND BABCOCK PLACE 
SANITARY SE-R OUTFALL; AND APPROPRIATING 
THE SUM O F  $ 1 0 , 1 5 0 . 0 0  OUT OF STREET 
IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 1 9 7 0 ,  NO. 4 0 9 - 0 2 ,  
FOR A C Q U I S I T I O N  O F  LAND I N  CONNECTION 
WITH THE BABCOCK ROAD WIDENING AND 
WALTERS - MOORE OVERPASS STRUCTURE 
PROJECTS.  

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 2  

AUTHORIZING REMITTANCE TO THE U.S.  
DEPARTMENT O F  AGRICULTURE O F  DOUBLE 
GRANT PAYMF,NTS MADE TO THE CITY AND 
A FtEBATE O F  SURPLUS FUNDS REMAINING 
I N  CONNECTION WITH THE 1 9 7 1  SUMMER 
NUTRITIONAL PROGRAM. 

72-40 T h e  C l e r k  read t h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 3  

AUTHORIZING THE C I T Y  MANAGER TO EXECUTE 
AN AGREEMENT FOR LEASE OF 864 SQUARE F E E T  
OF SPACE I N  THE BUILDING AT 1 4 0  M A I N  PLAZA 
I N  ADDITION TO 6 2 5  SQUARE FEET PREVIOUSLY 
AUTHORIZED, THE TOTAL COMBINED AREA TO BE 
U T I L I Z E D  BY PERSONNEL O F  THE C I T Y  AS LEGAL 
AND MEDICAL O F F I C E S ;  AUTHORIZING TRANSFER 
OF FUNDS AND PAYMENT OF RENTAL; AND 
AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4 1 1 6 3  ACCORDINGLY. 
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Assoc ia t e  C i t y  Manager George- B ichse l  exp la i .ned . tha t  t h i s  space  
i s  f o r  use  by D r .  Banita M. S i n g a l ,  one nu r se  and one -c l e rk - s t eno .  This  
new medical  u n i t  is  a p a r t  of t h e  P u b l i c  S a f e t y  Budget." They w i l l  p rov ide  
phys i ca l  examinations f o r  a l l  a p p l i c a n t s  f o r  City employment i n c l u d i n g  
firemen and policemen. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  they  w i l l  set up a h e a l t h  program 
whereby firemen and policemen w i l l  take p h y s i c a l  examinations every two 
y e a r s  t o  see how they  are doing.  I t  i s  hoped t h a t  t h i s  w i l l  reduce s i c k  
t i m e  and lengthen  t h e i r  c a r e e r s .  

The l e a s e  i s  f o r  a one year pe r iod .  The medical  u n i t  w i l l  
t hen  be t r a n s f e r r e d  when expansion of t h e  P o l i c e  Headquarters i s  completed 
i n  August of 1973.  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of M r .  H i l l ,  seconded by M r s .  
Haberman, t h e  Ordinance was passed and approved by t h e  f a l l owing  vo te :  
AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

72-40 The Clerk  read  t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 4  

GRANTING PERMISSION TO ALAMO FIREWORKS, 
I N C ,  TO CONDUCT A FIREWORKS DISPLAY AT 
400 GARNER STREET ON SEPTEMBER 15, 1972, 
I N  CONNECTION WITH SEMANA DE LA RAZA. 

A s s i s t a n t  F i r e  Chief I. 0. Martinez s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  site has 
been i n s p e c t e d  and approved. The fireworks d i s p l a y  w i l l  be under t h e  
c o n t r o l  of t h e  F i r e  Department. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of D r .  H i l l i a r d ,  seconded by 
M r .  P a d i l l a ,  t h e  Ordinance w a s  passed and approved by t h e  fo l lowing  vote:  
AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, B i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, N a y l o r .  

72-40 - The Clerk  read t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 41 ,185  

APPROPRIATING THE S U M  O F  $1,700,00 
FROM THE CONTINGENCY ACCOUNT NO. 
70-01-01 TO THE PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT 
ACCOUNT NO. 06-21-01 PAYABLE TO THE 
U.S. C I V I L  SERVICE COMMISSION FOR 
TRAINING O F  CITY E, E, 0. COUNSELORS. 

Assoc ia t e  C i t y  Manager Cipr iano  F. Guerra,  Jr. expla ined  t h a t  
t h e  U .  S. C i v i l  Se rv i ce  Commission w i l l  p rov ide  an i n s t r u c t o r  t o  conduct  
a f i v e  day t r a i n i n g  s e s s i o n  f o r  C i t y  Equal Employment Opportuni ty  
Counselors i n  handl ing  employee complaints .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of M r .  H i l l ,  seconded by M r .  
P a d i l l a ,  t h e  Ordinance w a s  passed and approved by t h e  fo l lowing  vo te :  
AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, H i l l i a r d ,  Padilla, G a t t i ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 
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72-40 T h e  C l e r k  read t h e  following O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 6  

CHANGING THE NAME OF SENECA DRIVE TO 
DENNLER DRIVE AS RECOMMENDED BY THE 
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION. 

Mr .  G e o r g e  D. V a n n ,  J r . ,  ~ i r e c t o r  of H o u s i n g  and Inspect ions ,  
explained t h a t  t h i s  change i s  being m a d e  a t  the  request of t h e  P o s t  
O f f i c e  D e p a r t m e n t .  T h e r e  i s  one Seneca D r i v e  off of Bandera R o a d  i n  
t h e  C i t y  of L e o n  V a l l e y  se rv ing  e i g h t  residences and another  Seneca 
D r i v e  i n  ~ h u n d e r b i r d  H i l l s  t h a t  serves one f a m i l y ,  

T h e  Planning C o m m i s s i o n  r e c o m m e n d s  t h a t  Seneca D r i v e  i n  
T h u n d e r b i r d  H i l l s  b e t w e e n  War A r r o w  D r i v e  and L i n u s  D r i v e  be changed 
t o  D e n n l e r  D r i v e .  

A f t e r  cons idera t ion ,  on m o t i o n  of Mr. P a d i l l a ,  seconded by 
Mr .    ill, t h e  O r d i n a n c e  w a s  passed and approved by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: 
AYES: H a b e r m a n ,  H i l l ,  B e c k e s ,  H i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: N o n e ;  
ABSENT : M e n d o z a  , G a r z a ,  N a y  lor .  

72-40 T h e  C l e r k  read t h e  fol lowing O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 4 1 , 1 8 7  

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN AMENDMENT 
TO THE P W S E N T  GRANT, CONTRACT WITH THE 
U.S .  DEPARTMENT O F  HOUSING & URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT (COMMUNITY RENEWAL PROGRAM 
AND ANNUAL ARRANGEMENTS/COMMUNITY 
PLANNING & MANAGEmNT PROGRAM) SO AS 
TO ADD THERETO A PROJECT KNOWN AS THE 
MUNICIPAL INFORMATION CENTER PROJECT,  
ACCEPTING A GRANT FROM S A I D  DEPARTMENT 
AS ASSISTANCE I N  CARRYING OUT SUCH 
PROJECT,  ESTABLISHING AN ACCOUNT, 
ADOPTING A BUDGET, AND APPROPRIATING 
FUNDS. 

Mr. R o b e r t  J .  M a c d o n a l d ,  D i r e c t o r  of I n t e r g o v e r n m e n t a l  Services, 
stated t h a t  add i t iona l  funding has been offered f o r  t h e  purpose of s e t t i n g  
up a M u n i c i p a l  Information C e n t e r .  The O r d i n a n c e  accepts t h e  m o n e y  and 
sets  up t h e  necessary budget and account ing  system. 

A f t e r  considerat ion,  on m o t i o n  of M r s .  H a b e r m a n ,  seconded by 
M r .  H i l l ,  t he  O r d i n a n c e  w a s  passed and approved by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: 
AYES: H a b e r m a n ,  H i l l ,  B e c k e r ,  ~ i l l i a r d ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: N o n e ;  
ABSENT: M e n d o z a ,  G a r z a ,  N a y l o r .  

72-40 - T h e  C l e r k  read t h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 41 ,188  

AMENDING THE ANNUAL BUDGET AND PAY PLAN 
O F  THE CITY O F  SAN ANTONIO FOR F I S C A L  
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YEAR 1972-73, BY CHANGING THE CLASS 
NUMBER AND PAY RANGE OF THE SUPERVISOR 
OF PUBLIC UTILITIES; CONFIRMING THE 
APPOINTMENT OF MR. THOMAS EDWARDS AS 
SUPERVISOR OF PUBLIC UTILITIES 
EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 18, 1972. 

Ms. Clyde C. McCollough, Jr., Director of Personnel, explained 
that this changes the class number and pay range for the position of 
Supervisor of Public Utilities from Class 0855 to Class 1035 Unclassified 
and the pay range from 33 to 117. The Ordinance also confirms the 
appointment of Mr. Thomas Edwards to fill the position at a starting 
salary of $15,000.00 per year. 

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Hill, seconded by 
Mr. Becker, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following 
vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

72-40 The Clerk read the fallowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 41,189 

ACCEPTING ASSURANCES BY GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA THAT IT WILL PROVIDE OR ARRANGE 
FOR ADEQUATE PARKING UPON ADDITIONAL LAND 
TO SERVE THE FEDERAL FACILITY TO BE 
CONSTRUCTED ON ONE CERTAIN 3.0931 ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND IN THE CIVIC CENTER PROJECT, 
TEX. R-83 IN FULL AND COMPLETE SATISFACTION 
OF REQUIREMENT FOR SUCH ASSURANCES AS SET 
FORTH IN CONTRACT OF SALE RELATING TO SAID 
3.0931 ACRE TRACT OF LAND AND URBAN RENEWAL 
AGENCY RESOLUTION APPROVING SALE. 

Mr. Winston Martin, Executive Director of Urban Renewal Agency, 
read the following letter from the General Services Administration: 

Date: August 31, 1972 

Reply To: Space Management Division - 7 PR 

Subject: Federal Building HemisFair Site 
San Antonio, Texas - Project 42-501 

To: Mr. Winston Martin, Director 

In my letter of August 24, I indicated that the General 
Services Administration still desires to acquire additional land 
to serve as supplemental parking for the Federal facility to be 
erected on the 3.09 acres of land described in the contract far 
sale attached to my letter. 

After my discussion with Mr. Jack Currington today, and 
Mr. John Montgomery's discussion with Mr, Tompham, I wish to 
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reiterate t h a t  t h e  Government wishes  t o  a s s u r e  t h e  Agency t h a t  it 
w i l l  p rov ide  o r  a r r ange  f o r  adequate  park ing  upon a d d i t i o n a l  l and  
t o  s e r v e  t h e  Fede ra l  f a c i l i t y .  I t  i s  our  desire to  a c q u i r e  Block 
707 ,  which i s  l o c a t e d  a c r o s s  Durango from t h e  p rope r ty  desc r ibed  
i n  t h e  c o n t r a c t  f o r  sale, and it i s  ou r  hope t h a t  t h e  Agency w i l l  
be i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  d i s c u s s  conveyance of t h i s  p rope r ty  t o  t h e  
Government i n  exchange f o r  o t h e r  Fede ra l  p r o p e r t y ,  so t h a t  t h e  
supplemental  pa rk ing  can be provided by l a te  1974  when it i s  
a n t i c i p a t e d  t h e  F e d e r a l  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  be ready f o r  occupancy. 

As I advised  M r .  Cur r ing ton ,  w e  are proceeding wi th  t h e  
p re l imina ry  a c t i o n s  r equ i r ed  p r i o r  t o  a d v e r t i s i n g  f o r  b i d s  for 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  Fede ra l  Bui lding,  and w e  u rge  t h a t  t h e  
executed c o n t r a c t  f o r  sale be forwarded for o u r  acceptance a t  
t h e  very earliest p r a c t i c a b l e  d a t e .  

RAYMOND E.  JONES 
C h i e f ,  Space Management D iv i s ion  
P u b l i c  Bui ldings  Se rv i ce  

M r .    art in s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Urban Renewal Agency has  accepted 
t h e s e  a s su rances  and passage of t h e  Ordinance w i l l  a l l ow  Urban Renewal 
t o  proceed wi th  t h e  sale of t h e  p rope r ty  p rev ious ly  approved by t h e  
Council .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  on motion of Mr. H i l l ,  seconded by 
M r s .  Haberman, t h e  Ordinance was passed and approved by t h e  fo l lowing  
vo te :  AYES: Haberman, H i l l ,  Becker, Hi l l i a rd ,  P a d i l l a ,  G a t t i ;  NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT CASE 
RE: MEL M. HUGHES 

Mayor G a t t i  s t a t e d  t h a t  l a s t  week s e r i o u s  a c c u s a t i o n s  were 
made concerning t h e  procedure  of t h e  Board of Adjustment s p e c i f i c a l l y  
t h e  case involv ing  p r o p e r t y  owned by M r .  M e 1  M. Hughes, 

M r .  Ralph ~ a n g l e y ,  a t t o r n e y  fo r  Mr. Hughes, has  asked f o r  an 
oppor tun i ty  t o  p r e s e n t  t h e i r  s i d e  of t h e  c a s e  which i s  only f a i r .  

M r .  Ralph Langley reviewed t h e  f u n c t i o n  of t h e  Board of 
Adjustment which is  f i x e d  by S t a t u t e  and by C i t y  Ordinance,  H i s  c l i e n t ,  
Mr. Hughes who i s  chairman of t h e  Planning and Zoning Commission, has  
se rved  as a member and chairman of t h e  Planning and Zoning Commission 
f o r  over f i v e  y e a r s .  M r .  Hughes i s  n o t  d i s q u a l i f i e d  by l a w  or moral 
p r e c e p t s  from doing bus ines s  i n  t h e  City of San Antonio. M r .  Hughes 
d i d  apply f o r  a series of v a r i a n c e s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  a t r i a n g u l a r  p i e c e  
of prope r ty  l y i n g  a longs ide  t h e  Cherry Ridge exit ramp from Loop 410, 
M r .  Langley gave a h i s t o r y  of  t h e  zoning of t h e  p rope r ty  and t h e  p r e s e n t  
a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  va r i ance .  H e  s a i d  no one gave any permiss ion t o  b u i l d  
a f o u r  s t o r y  b u i l d i n g ,  vary  t h e  park ing  r u l e s  and t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  of 
t h e  C i ty .  

M r .  James S t u a r t  and a group of c i t i z e n s  f i l e d  a l a w s u i t  which 
they had a r i g h t  t o  do and con te s t ed  t h e  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  a c t i o n s  of  t h e  
Board of Adjustment on t e c h n i c a l  grounds.  For t h a t  reason  a lone ,  t h e  
D i s t r i c t  Court  s e n t  t h e  matter back t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment by 
determining t h a t  t h e  d e c i s i o n  was vo id  f o r  fa&lure t o  conform t o  t h e  
S t a t e  S t a t u t e  and Ordinance i n  t h a t  t h e  f i n d i n g s  were n o t  made. 
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He said the City Attorney, who represented the Board of Adjustment, agreed. 
Mr. Langley said there is nothing in the law which prohibits the Board 
from hearing new applications at any time, 

Mr. Langley then reviewed a prior variance granted on the 
property for construction of a s i x  story building in 1968. Construction 
was not carried out because the owner passed away, and the project did 
not get started for six months. Under the law his entitlement expired. 
As a result, it was necessary to file a new application. 

Mr. Langley stated that the Board of Adjustment is an autonomous 
group and is empowered to hear Mr. IT;':;"'"' application. He asked the 
Council to remove any requests that it might have made to further delay 
the hearing of this case. H e  stated that he knew of no improper act on 
the part of any City official in connection with this matter. 

The Charter Revision Committee studied the conflict of interest 
provisions of the Charter and concluded that it sets forth a complete set 
of guidelines for conflicts of interest. Further, that State cases 
decided by the Courts set forth an ample and complete set of rules an 
this. If there has been any conflict of interest, there are adequate 
remedies for those who alleged it. 

Mr. Langley concluded by asking the Council to reaffirm the 
trust and confidence which it has reposed in the members of its citizens' 
boards and commissions and to give the green light to the Board of 
Adjustment to carry out its tasks in the handling of the affairs of 
this government, 

(A transcript of Mr. Langley's presentation concerning charges 
against the Board of Adjustment is filed with the papers of this meeting.) 

C I T Y  MANAGER REPORTS 

City Manager Loyd Hunt reported that the Bexar County Hospital 
District will begin operation in the Mirasol Homes on December 18, 1972 
where they will provide medical care to ambulatory patients, 

PROPOSED CODE OF ETHICS 
PRESENTED BY MR. CHARLES BECKER 

MR. CHARLES BECKER: Mr. Mayor, if you please, it seems that Mr. Ralph 
Langley and I are always involved simultaneously in arriving at some 
destination, perhaps only in a different direction, Ralph, I have 
enjoyed my association with you on the Charter Revision Committee, and I 
only wish that I had an inch of the persuasiveness and eloquence that 
you can display at such a time like this. With all due respect though, 
with the remarks that you made I have something here I would like to 
present for the Council's consideration, if I may, This will take 
approximately 15 minutes. It's going to make it a rather lengthy meeting 
perhaps. Lately, two weeks or three weeks ago something was mentioned 
in one of our "B" sessions about the City purchasing the old Frost 
National Bank Building. I happen to be a director of the Frost National 
Bank. I want to go on record now and I want the record to so reflect 
that at no time since I have been a member of this Council, at no time 
prior to the time I became a member of this Council and was a member of 
the Board of the Frost National Bank, at no time prior to being a member 
of the Board of the Frost National Bank have I in any way, shape, fashion 
or form lobbied for, propagandized for, advocated the purchase of the 
Frost National Bank Building, I don't intend to do it now, and I cer- 
tainly don't intend to do it in the future. Now, that is point number one, 
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Now, in an attempt to ameliorate certain situations which 
have developed between the Government of the City of San Antonio 
and one of our most influential and dedicated congressmen, Congressman 
Henry B. Gonzalez, I propose to read something here that I have 
entitled "Code of Ethics for Officials and Employees of the City of 
San Antonio." Now fox some three months, this verbal exchange 
between Congressman and the City Government has been ensuing 
practically constantly but apparently to no a v a i l .  I am offering 
this in an attempt to mitigate, ameliorate and bring about an under- 
standing between our representative in Washington D, C. and the City 
Government because I think that it's being perhaps harmful, I think 
it's being damaging to the status of the Government of the City of 
San Antonio. I think it's by inference, in many instances, to bring 
perhaps innocent people into some sort of spotlight, For that  reason 
I am going to read this, if I may, and if you will indulge me for 
about 15 minutes. I am going to pass a copy to each of  the City 
Councilmen, and if there are any left over there's some more here 
that  you can give to members of the press and the Associate City 
Managers and so forth, and certainly our City Manager and City 
Attorney. And, Mr. Langley, if you would like to have a copy of 
t h i s ,  I'd be more than del ighted.  

Now, with that preamble, I will commence: 

CODE OF ETHICS FOR OFFICIALS A M  
EMPLOYEES OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTOHIO 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of San Antonio 
that  the following be a "Code of Eth ics  for A l l  O f f i c i a l s  and 
Employees of the City of San Antonio", 

1, Declaration of Policy 

me proper opexatian of democratic government requires tha t  
public of f i c ia l s  and employees be independent, impartial, and respons i- 
ble to t h e  people; that government decisions and policy be made in the 
proper channels of the governmental structure; t h a t  public office n o t  
be used f o r  personal ga in ;  and that  the public have confidence in the 
i n t e g r i t y  of its government. In recogni t ion  of these goals t h e r e  is 
hereby established a Code of Ethics  for  all off ic ia ls  and employees, 
whether elected or appointed, paid or unpaid, The purpose of t h i s  
Code is to establ ish e th i ca l  standards of conduct fox all such 
ofZicials and employees by setting f o r t h  those  acts or act ions  that 
are incompatible w i t h  the best  in teres ts  of the c i t y  and by di rec t ing  
disclosureby such o f f i c ia l s  and employees of private financial or 
other in~erests  in matters affecting the city, The provisions znd 
purpose of this Code and such rules and regulations as may be estab- 
l i s h e d  are hereby declared to be in the best interesks of the City of 
San Antonio, 

"Public o f f i c i a l s  and employees" as used in t h i s  Code s h a l l  
include all members of city boards and all employees of such boards, 

September 14, 1972 
img 



2 ,  Responsibilities of Public Office. 

Public o f f i c i a l s  and employees are agents of public purpose 
and hold o f f i c e  for the benef i t  of t h e  public, They are bound to 
uphold the Constitution of t h e  United States and the Constitution of 
t h i s  S t a t e  and to car ry  out impar.tially the l a w s  of t h e  na t ion ,  state, 
and municipality and t h u s  to foster respect for  a11 government. They 
are bound to observe in their o f f i c i a l  acts the highest standards of 
mora l i ty ,  and t o  discharge f a i t h f u l l y  the  duties of their off ice  
regardless of personal considera t ions ,  recognizing t h a t  t h e  p u b l i c  
interest m u s t  be their  primary concern, Their conduct i n  both their 
o f f i c i a l  and private a f fa i r s  should be above reproach. 

3 ,  Dedicated Service. 

A l l  o f f i c i a l s  and employees of the muni.cipality should be 
loyal to the political objectives expressed by the electora te  and 
the programs developzd t o  a t t a i n  these objectives. Appointive 
officials and employees should adhere to the rules of work and 
performance established as the  s tandard  f o r  their positions by the 
appropriate authority. 

Officials and employees should not exceed t h e i r  a u t h o r i t y  or 
breach the  law or ask others to do so, and .they should work in full 
cooperation with other public of f ic ia l s  and employees unless pro- 
hibi ted  f r o m  so doing by l a w  or by o f f i c i a l l y  recognized confiden- 
tiality of t h e i r  w o r k ,  

4. Fair and Equal Treatment. 

Interest in Appointments. Canvassing of members of the a- - 
council, d i r e c t l y  or i nd i rec t ly ,  in order t o  obtain p r e f e r e n t i a l  
cons idera t i o n  in connection w i t h  any appointment to t h e  municipa 1 
seivice s h a l l  d i s q u a l i f y  the candidate f o r  appointment exceept w i t h  
reference to posi t ions  f i l l e d  by apsointment by the counci l -  

b, U s e  of Public Property. No o f f i c i a l  or employee s h a l l  
request or permit the use of city-owned vehic les ,  equipment, rraterials, 
or  proper ty  for  personal convenience or p r o f i t ,  except when such 
services a r e  available t o  the  public generally or are provided as 
municipal policy f o r  t h e  use of such official or employee in the 
conduct of o f f i c i a l  business.  

c. Obliqations to Ci t i zens ,  No o f f i c i a l  or employee s h a l l  
grant any special cons ideration, t rea tment ,  or advantage to any 
citizen beyond that which is available to evsry other  citizen, 

5. Conflict of Interest 

N o  councilman or  other official or employee, whether paid or 
unpaid, s h a l l  engage i n  any business ox t ransact ion ox shalL have a 
f inancia l  or other pexsonal i n t e r e s t ,  direct or indirect, which is 
incompatible with the proper discharge of his official d u t i e s  i n  t h e  
public interest or would tend t o  impair his independence of judgment 
or action in the performance of hi; o f f i c i a l  dut ie s ,  Personal as. 
distinguished from f i n a n c i a l  interest includes anyinterest ar i s ing  
from blood or marriage relat ionships  or close business or political 
association. 
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Specific c o n f l i c t s  of i n t e r e s t  are enumerated below for the 
guidance of o f f i c i a l s  and employees : 

'a, Incompatible Employment. N o  councilman or  o t h e r  official 
or employee s h a l l  engage i n  o r  accept  private employment or render 
services for  pr ivate  interests when such employment or service is 
incompatible with the proper discharge of his o f f i c i a l  duties or  
would tend t o  impair his independence of judgment o r  action i n  the 
performance 02 his o f f i c i a l  duties. 

b. . Disclosure of Conf ident ia l  Information, N o  councilman 
or other  official or employee sha l l ,  without proper l e g a l  authori- 
zation, disclose confidential i n £  ormation concerning the property, 
government, or affairs of the  c i t y .  Nor s h a l l  he  use such informa- 
t i o n  t o  advance t h e  financial or o t h e r  private i n t e r e s t  of himself 
or o the r s .  

c, G i f t s  and Favors. N o  councilman o r  other official o r  
employee s h a l l  accept any valuable gift, whether i n  t h e  form of 
sekvice ,  loan, t h ing ,  o r  promise, from any person, f i r m ,  or ca rpora t ion  
w h i c h  t o  his k n o w l & e  is  i n t e r e s t e d  d i r e c t l y  or  indirectly i n  any 
manner whatsoever h business dealings w i t h  the city. nor s h a l l  any 
such o f f i c i a l  or employee (1) accept any gift, favor ,  or  thing of 
value that nay tend t o  inf luence him i n  t h e  discharge of his duties, 
or ( 2 )  grant in the discharge of his du t i e s  any improper favor, 
se rv ice ,  o r  thing of value. 

d. Represent ins  Private I n t e r e s t s  Be£ ore C i t v  Aqencies or 
Courts. No councilman or other o f f i c i a l  or  employee whose salary is . 
paid i n  w h o l e  o r  i n  part by t h e  c i t y  shall appsar i n  beha lz  of private 
i n t e r e s t s  before  any agency of the c i t y .  H e  shall n o t  represent 
private interests in any action or proceeding against the  iaterests of 
the c i t y  i n  any l i t i g a t i o n  to which t h e  city is a pa r ty .  

A councilman may appear before city agencies on behalf of con- 
s t i t u e n t s  i n  t h e  course of h i s  duties as a r ep resen ta t ive  of the 
electorate or i n  t he  performance of public or c i v i c  ob l iga t ions .  
Hoivever, no councilman or  o ther  o f f i c i a l  or  employee s h a l l  accept a 
retainer or  compensation t h a t  is contingent  ugon a specific a c t i o n  
by a city agency. 

d.  Contracts with the  C i t v .  Any councilman or other  o f f i c i a l  
or employee who has a substantial or  con t ro l l i ng  f inanc ia l  i n t e r e s t  i n  

any business e n t i t y ,  t r ansac t ion ,  or  contract with the  city, or i n  
the .sale of r e a l  e s t a t e ,  materials, supplies, or s e rv i ce s  t o  t h e  
city, shall make known t o  t h e  proper authority such interest i n  any 
matter on which he may bz ca l l ed  t o  act i n  his o f f i c i a l  capacity, 
He shall xef ra in  from vot ing upon or  otherwise p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t he  
t r a n s a c t i o n  o r  t h e  making of such contract o r  s a l e .  

A councilnan or other oir'ficial or employee s h a l l  not be deemed 
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  any contract or purchase or  s a l e  of land or  other thing 
of value unless such contract or sale is approved, awarded, entered 
into, or authorized by h i m  in h i s  o f f i c i a l  capacity, 

f. Disclosure af ~ n t e r e s t  in Leqis la t ion .  A councilman who has 
a financial or  o t h e r  private interest i n  any legislation shall dis- 
close on the  records of the  council or other appropr ia te  a u t h o r i t y  
the nature and extent of such interest. This provision shall not 
apply if the councilman disqualifies himself from voting. 
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Any other official or employee who has a f i n a n c i a l  or other 

private interest ,  and who participates i n  discussion with or  gives 
an or'Eicial opinion in the  council, shall d i s c l o s e  on the records of 
the council or other appropriate authority the nature and e x t e n t  of 
Such i n t e r e s t  . 

6. Avoidance of In~ression of Corruptibility. 

Public officials and employees, whether appointed o r  elected, 
full-time or par t - t ime,  paid o r  unpaid, should conduct t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  
duties w i t h  i n t e g r i t y ,  impartiality, and in the public interest, 
Tney a l so  should conduct both their o f f i c i a l  and private a£ fairs so 
as no t  t o  g i v e  a reasonable basis f o r  the impression that any.such. 
official  or employee czn be improperly influenced in the psrformance 
of his official d u t i e s .  Such official or employee should so conduct 
h imsel f  as t o  maintain publ ic  confidence i n  his performance of his 
public trust and i n  the government he 'represents. He should not be 
a source of embarrassinent t o  that government and should avoid even 
the appearancs of conflict between h i s  public duties  and private 
interests.  

7 -  Applicability of Code. 

When a councilman or other o f f i c i a l  or em2loyee ?as doubt as to 
the applicability of a provision of this code to a particular situation, 
he should apply t o  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  on ethical conduct constituted for 
the implementation of t h i s  code for an advisory opinion and be 
guided by t h a t  opinion when given. The councilman or  other official 
or employee s h a l l  have the opportunity t o  present his i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of the facts a t  issue and of t h e  applicable prov i s ion ( s )  of t h e  code 
before such advisory decision is made, T h i s  code s h a l l  be operative 
in all instances covered by its provisions except when superseded by 
an applicable s t a t u t o r y  or  c h a r t e r  provision and statutory or charter 
action is mandatory, or when the app l i ca t ion  of a statutory or char te r  
p rov is ion  is discretionary but determined to be more appropriate or 
desirable. 

8. Discrimination in Appointments. 

No person shall be appointed t o  or removed from, or in any way 
favored or discriminated against w i t h  respect t o  any appointive 
administrative of f  i ce  because of h i s  race, religion, national o r i g i n ,  
or political opinions or affiliations, if otherwise qualified f o r  t h e  
position or office. However, t h i s  provision does not  impair adminis- 
trative discretion in determining t h e  requirements of a pos i t ion  or i n  
job assignment of a person holding such position. 

9 ,  Disclosure upon Adoption of t h i s  Code, 

. Within forty-five days after the adoption of t h i s  Code a l l  
members of the City Council, City Public Service Board, City Water 
Board, C i t y  Transit Board, as well as members of all other boards 
and agencies of the  City, s h a l l  disclose by f i l i n g  such disclosure 
in writing with the City Clerk of the City of San Antonio, any and 
all dealings or transactions which they, t h e i r  firms, or their 
employers, presently have pending or have had in the  past with the 
C i t y  or with any boards or agencies of the City ,  and said Councilmen 
and Board members shall cause all professional firms or individuals 
retained on a regular basis by the C i t y  or any of the boards or 
agencies of the City to disclose within the time and i n  the manner 
above specified t h e  re la t ionship  which sa id  professional  f i r m s  or 
individuals now have or have had i n  the past with any person, f i rm 
or corporation who now does business or in the past has done business 
w i t h  the City or w i t h  any of its boards or agencies. 
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L O ,  S a n c t i o n s  

V i o l a t i o n s  o f  any p r o v i s i o n s  of t h i s  Code s h o u l d  r a i s e  con- 
s c i e n t i o u s  q u e s t i o n s  f o r  t h e  councilman or o t h e r  o f f i c i a l  or employee 
concerned as t o  whe the r  v o l u n t a r y  r e s i g n a t i o n  or o t h e r  a c t i o n  i s  i n d i c a t e d  
t o  promote t h e  b e s t  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  City. V i o l a t i o n  may c o n s t i t u t e  a 
c a u s e  f o r  s u s p e n s i o n ,  removal from o f f i c e  o r  employment, o r  o t h e r  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  a c t i o n .  

MR. BECKER: T h a t ,  L a d i e s  and Gentlemen, i s  a n  h o n e s t  a t t e m p t  t o  
b r i n q  a b o u t  some r e c o n c i l i a t i o n ,  some u n d e r s t a n d i n g  to  bring i n t o  f o c u s  
o n c e m a g a i n  i f  it need be, t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h i s  city ~overnrnent h o l d s  i n  
t h e  C i t y  of San ~ n t o n i o .  I hope it i s  t a k e n  i n  t h a t  l i g h t ,  

MAYOR GATT1 : W e l l ,  w e  a p p r e c i a t e  v e r y  much t h e  work you have put i n  
t h i s  M r .  Becker. I think we s h o u l d  have  a f u l l  Counc i l  t o  see t h i s ,  and 
I t h i n k  M r .  Walker s h o u l d  t a k e  S t  and review it and g i v e  us his t h o u g h t s  
on it. Then w e ' l l  t a k e  it under  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  

MR. BECKER: I a p p r e c i a t e  b e i n g  g i v e n  t i m e  t o  e x p r e s s  t h o s e  t h o u g h t s  
M r .  Mayor. 

72-40 - ZONING HEARINGS 

A. CASE 4691 - t o  r e z o n e  a r b i t r a r y  t r ac t  7A, NCB 12887, 2200 
Block o f  Semlinger  Road, from "A"  S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  
t o  "1-1" L i g h t  I n d u s t r y  D i s t r i c t ;  l o c a t e d  on t h e  n o r t h s i d e  o f  Rigsby 
Avenue between Seml inger  Road and S. E. Loop 410 Expressway hav ing  
87.12 '  on Rigsby Avenue, 720'  an Seml inger  Road and 391.19'  on S. E .  
Loop 410. 

Mayor G a t t i  s t a t e d  that t h i s  was a n  a p p e a l  case and required 
seven  a f f i r m a t i v e  v o t e s  t o  make a change i n  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  There  
being only s i x  Counc i l  members p r e s e n t ,  Zoning Case 4691 was postponed 
t o  a f u t u r e  d a t e .  

B. Case 4622 - t o  r e z o n e  a 28.933 acre t r a c t  o f  l a n d  o u t  o f  NCB 
13667, being f u r t h e r  d e s c r i b e d  by f i e l d  n o t e s  f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  o f  
t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  8800 Block o f  F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road and 4500 Block o f  
Hamilton-Wolfe Road, from Temporary "A"  and 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  to  "B-2" Bus iness  D i s t r i c t ;  a 3.700 a c r e  
t r a c t  o f  l a n d  o u t  of NCB 13667, being f u r t h e r  described by field n o t e s  
f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  o f  t h e  City C l e r k ,  8700 Block of F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road, 
from Temporary "A"  Single Family R e s i d e n t i a l  Distr ict  t o  "B-3" Bus iness  
D i s t r i c t ;  a 214.771 acre t r a c t  of l a n d  o u t  o f  NCB 13667,  b e i n g  f u r t h e r  
d e s c r i b e d  by f i e l d  n o t e s  f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  o f  t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  9000 
Block of F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road and 4600 Block of Hamilton-Wolfe Road, from 
Temporary "A" and Temporary "R-1" S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  District t o  
" R - 3 "  M u l t i p l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t .  

The "B-2" zoning l o c a t e d  365.71' n o r t h  and 374.79'  w e s t  o f  t h e  c u t b a c k  
between F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road and Hamilton-Wolfe Road h a v i n g  822.13'  on 
F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road and 782.98' on Hamilton-Wolfe Road. 
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The "B-3" zoning located narthwest of the intersection of ~redericksburg 
Road and Hamilton-Wolfe Road having 365.71' on Fredericksburg Road, 
374.79' on Hamilton-Wolfe Road and 45.05' on the cutback between these 
two roads. 

The "R-3" zoning located 1157.77' west and 2647.95' north of the cutback 
between Fredericksburg Road and Hamilton-Wolfe Road, having 375.11' on 
Fredericksburg Road and 3231.23' on Hamilton-Wolfe Road. 

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

No one spoke in opposition, 

After consideration, Mr. Hill made a motion that the recommen- 
dation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mrs. Haberman seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, 
Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

AN ORDINANCE 41,190 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
TNAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 28.933 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 13667, (BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK) 8800 BLOCK 
OF FREDERICKSBURG ROAD AND 4500 BLOCK 
OF HAMILTON-WOLFE ROAD, FROM TEMPORARY 
"A" AND TEMPORARY "~-1" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT; A 3.700 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT OF NCB 13667, (BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK) 8700 BLOCK 
OF FREDERICKSBURG ROAD, FROM TEMPORARY 
"A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3"  BUSINESS DISTRICT; A 214.771 
ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 13667, 
(BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES 
FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK) 
9000 BLOCK OF FREDERICKSBURG ROAD AND 
4600 BLOCK OF HAMILTON-WOLFE ROAD, FROM 
TEMPORARY * A "  AND TEMPORARY "R-I.'' SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "R-3" 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED. 

C. CASE 4642 - to rezone the remaining portion of Tract L, NCB 
11178, 3602 Roosevelt Avenue, from "B" Two Family Residential District 
to "B-3" Business District; located on the east side of Roosevelt Avenue 
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( U . S .  Highway 281 South) being 179.4' north of the cutback between 
East Hatding and Roosevelt Avenue (U.S. Highway 281 South) having 
336.25' on Roosevelt Avenue (U.S, Highway 281 South) and a depth of 
approximately 54 4 ' , 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Becker made a motion that the recommen- 
dation o f  the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr, Hill seconded the motion. On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, 
Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

AN ORDINANCE 41,191 

AMElNDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS THE REMAINING 
PORTION OF TRACT L, NCB 11178, 
3602 ROOSEVELT AVENUE, FROM "B" 
TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "8-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

D. CASE 4686 - to rezone Lot 57, save and except the west 150', 
NCB 10744, 100 Block of Holmgreen Road, from "A" Single Family Residential 
District to "B-2" Business ~istrict; and the west 150' of ~ot-57, NCB 
10744, from "A" Single Family Residential District to "B-3" ~usiness 
District. 

The "B-2" zoning located northwest of the intersection of Holmgreen Road 
and Boulder Drive, having 155' on Holmgreen Road, and 185' on Boulder 
Drive. 

The "B-3" zoning located on the northwest side of Boulder Drive 185 ' 
southwest of Holmgreen Road, having 150' on Boulder Drive and a maximum 
depth of 140 ' . 

M r .  Gene Camarga, Planning Administrator, explained the proposed 
change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by the City 
Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Dr. ~illiard made a motion that the recornmen- 
dation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Becker seconded the motion. On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, 
Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Tlendoza, Garza, Naylor. 
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AN ORDINANCE 41,192 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 57, SAVE 
AND EXCEPT THE WEST 1501, NCB 10744, 
100 BLOCK OF HOLMGREEN ROAD, FROM 
"A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT; AND THE 
WEST 150' OF LOT 57, NCB 10744, FROM 
"A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3"  BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THaT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

E. CASE 4688 - to rezone Lots 247, 248 and 249, NCB 8597, 503- 
507-511 San Joaquin Avenue, from "C" Apartment District to "B-2" 
Business District; located southwest of the intersection of San 
Fernando Street and San Joaquin Avenue, having 146' on San Fernando 
and 176' on San Joaquin Avenue. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Becker made a motion that the recommen- 
dation of the Planning   om mission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished and that a six foot solid screen fence is 
erected along the West and South property lines. Mrs. Haberman seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage 02 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: ~aberman, 
Hill, Becker,Hilliard, Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, 
Naylor. 

AN ORDINANCE 41,193 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 247, 248 
AND 249, NCB 8597, 503-507-511 SAN 
JOAQUIN AVENUE, FROM "C" APARTMENT 
DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A SIX FOOT 
SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED ALONG 
THE WEST AND SOUTH PROPERTY LINES. 
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F .  CASE 4733 - to rezone a 0.468 acre tract of land out of NCB 
10600, being further described by field notes filed in the office of 
the City Clerk, 1000 Block of Eddie Road, from " A u  Single Family Resi- 
dential District to "1-1" Light Industry District; located on the west 
side of Eddie Road being 554,15' south of the intersection of Eddie 
Road and Lula-Mae Drive having 110' on Eddie Road and a depth of 185.26'. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Becker made a motion that the recornmen- 
dation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Hill seconded the motion, On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Haberman, Hill, Becker, Hilliard, 
Padilla, Gatti; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Mendoza, Garza, Naylor. 

AN ORDINANCE 41,194 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 0.468 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 10600, (BEING 
FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES 
FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK) 
1000 BLOCK OF EDDIE ROAD, FROM "A" 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED. 

G. CASE 4660 - to rezone Lots 12 through 15, Block 2, NCB 15909 
and 2.36 acres out of NCB 15909, being further described by field notes 
filed in the office of the City Clerk, from Temporary "R-1" Single 
Family Residential District to "R-6" Townhouse District; being an 
irregular tract of land located 291.0' northeast of Mesa Alta Street 
and approximately 420' southeast of Pipestone Drive having a maximum 
length of 1218.87' and a maximum width of approximately 190', 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Becker made a motion that the recommen- 
dation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Hill seconded the motion, On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES:  ill, Beckes, Hilliard, Padilla, 
G a t t i ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Haberman, Mendoza, Garza, Naylor, 
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AN ORDINANCE 41,195 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
Z O N I N G  ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 12 THROUGH 
15,  BLOCK 2 ,  NCB 15909 AND 2.36 ACRES 
OUT OF NCB 15909 ,  (BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED I N  
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK) FROM, 
TEMPORARY " R - 1 "  SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "R-6 " 
TOWNHOUSE DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER REPLATTING I S  ACCOMPLISHED. 

72-40 - Mayor  att ti w a s  ob l iged  to  l e a v e  t h e  meeting and i n  t h e  absence 
of Mayor Pro Tem Garza, Councilman H i 1 1  w a s  de s igna t ed  t o  p r e s i d e  over  
t h e  meeting as Acting Mayor. 

CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 

JAMES F. STUART 

M r .  James F ,  S t u a r t ,  7803 ~ o b i n  H i l l ,  spoke t o  t h e  Council  
concerning t h e  Board of  Adjustment Case wi th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  property owned 
by M r .  M e 1  M. Hughes. 

M r .  S t u a r t  p r e sen ted  each member of t h e  C i t y  Counci l  and t h e  
C i t y  Clerk wi th  a le t ter  addressed t o  t h e  Mayor i n  which he  made certain 
accusa t ions  a g a i n s t  t h e  Board of  Adjustment and asked t h a t  i n  accordance 
wi th  Sec t ion  42-40 t h a t  t h e  C i t y  Counci l  ho ld  a p u b l i c  hea r ing  on s a i d  
charges .  (A copy of t h e  w r i t t e n  cha rges  and M r .  S t u a r t ' s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  
a r e  f i l e d  wi th  t h e  papers  of t h i s  meeting.) 

Acting Mayor H i l l  asked t h e  C i t y  Manager and t h e  C i t y  At torney 
t o  s tudy  t h e  w r i t t e n  charges  made by M r .  S t u a r t  and r e p o r t  back t o  t h e  
Council .  

MRS. DOROTHY BEAWAIS 
LEROY H.  GILBERT 

M r s .  Dorothy ~ e a u v a i s ,  7811 Robin H i l l ,  and M r .  Leroy H. G i l b e r t ,  
7807 Robin Hill, a l s o  addressed  t h e  Counci l  and supported M r .  James F. 
Stuart i n  h i s  a l l e g a t i o n s  a g a i n s t  t h e  Board of Adjustment. (A t r a n s c r i p t  
of t h e i r  remarks is  f i l e d  wi th  t h e  papers  of t h i s  meeting.)  

RAUL RODRIGUEZ 

M r .  Raul Rodriguez, 719 Delgado, spoke t o  t h e  Council w i t h  
r e f e r e n c e  t o  p rope r ty  s o l d  by t h e  s h e r i f f  f o r  de l inquen t  t a x e s .  H e  s t a t e d  
t h a t  Mr. Mart in  Sada, a cand ida t e  f o r  s h e r i f f ,  had a s su red  him that i f  he  
was elected he  would change the procedure  f o r  s e l l i n g  such p rope r ty  s o  
t h a t  everyone w i l l  know of t h e  s a l e  and t h a t  people  who lose t h e i r  
p rope r ty  because of  unpaid t a x e s  w i l l  r e c e i v e  something for t h e i r  e q u i t y ,  

- 
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WILLIAM WALLACE 

M r .  w i l l i am Wallace, 224 Bogue, s t a t e d  t h a t  he was c a l l e d  a 
"straw f o o t "  f o r  t h e  Mayor because of t h e  remarks he made a t  t h e  l a s t  
Council  meeting concerning t h e  appointment af Assoc ia t e  C i t y  Manager 
Cipr iano  F. Guerra,  H e  emphasized t h a t  when he comes be fo re  t h e  Counci l ,  
t h e  remarks he  makes are h i s  a lone ,  H e ,  a g a i n ,  r ea f f i rmed  h i s  suppor t  
f o r  Assoc i a t e  C i t y  Manager C ip r i ano  F.  Guerra,  and t h a t  t h e  Counci l  
should do l i kewise .  (A t r a n s c r i p t  of  M r .  Wallace's remarks i s  f i l e d  
wi th  t h e  papers  of t h i s  mee t ing , )  

MRS. HELEN DUTMER 

M r s .  Helen Dutmer, 739 McKinley, adv ised  t h e  Counci l  t h a t  t h e  
Cha r t e r  Revis ion Committee s t u d i e d  a t  l e n g t h  t h e  c o n f l i c t  of  i n t e r e s t  
p r o v i s i o n s  of t h e  C i t y  C h a r t e r ,  

M r s .  Dutmer s t a t e d  t h a t  she p e r s o n a l l y  s t i l l  f e e l s  t h a t  t h e  
City Manager and every  depar,tment head should have a  r i g h t  f o r  a  f u l l -  
d r e s s  hear ing .    hey should a l l  be on an equal basis. She added t h a t  
t h e  C i t y  wants people  s e r v i n g  t h e  C i t y  t o  be of high q u a l i t y  and high 
c a l i b e r  who have i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  You are going to get t h i s  through your 
bus ines s  community. She d i d  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  anyone i s  a r b i t r a r i l y  
throwing around t h e i r  weight and c o n f l i c t  of i n t e r e s t .  N o  one w i l l  
s e r v e  on t h e  C i t y  Counci l  o r  any Board i f  t hey  are r e s t r i c t e d  from 
doing b u s i n e s s  of any t y p e  i n  t h e  C i t y .  Everyone has  a  pe r sona l  
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  City. She f e l t  t h e r e  i s  a ve ry  f i n e  l i n e  which should 
be  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  when r e f e r r i n g  t o  "pe r sona l  i n t e r e s t  or gain" a s  set 
o u t  i n  t h e  c o n f l i c t  of  i n t e r e s t  code p re sen ted  t h i s  morning. 

72-40 M r s .  Haberman s a i d  t h e r e  was a q u e s t i o n  as t o  whether t h e  
Council  had j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  r i g h t s  of  a c t u a l l y  s topping  t h e  hea r ing  on 
t h e  Board of Adjustment case on M r .  M e 1  Hughes. She asked what t h e  
s i t u a t i o n  is.  

C i t y  At torney Howard Walker s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  Counci l  has  
no j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  t h e  a c t i o n s  of t h e  Board of Adjustment. The C i t y  
Council  has  c e r t a i n  p l ena ry  powers over  t h e  Board o f  Adjustment i n  t h a t  
i t  may remove members f o r  due cause ,  e t c .  The Board of Adjustment i s  
more or less an autonomous Board, and t h e  Ci ty ,Counci l  has  no a u t h o r i t y  
t o  s a y ,  "You should hold a meeting on one day and you should n o t  hold  
it on another . "  M r .  Walker concluded by saying it is  beyond t h e  C o u n c i l ' s  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Mayor G a t t i  s t a t e d  t h a t  he  wanted t o  g e t  a consensus of t h e  
Counci l  on t h e  matter. H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Counci l  has  heard bo th  s i d e s  
a s  w e l l  as from t h e  C i t y  At torney and thought  t h a t  t h e  procedure  should 
be followed as is  legally set up. 

The Mayor a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  C i t y  Manager Hunt should check o u t  
s p e c i f i c  t h i n g s  about  t h e  depar tmenta l  a c t i v i t i e s  and g i v e  a r e p o r t  t o  
t h e  Council .  The Counci l  concurred.  

There be ing  no f u r t h e r  b u s i n e s s  t o  come be fo re  t h e  Counci l ,  
t h e  meeting adjourned a t  11:55 A.  hl. 

A P P R O V E D  

AWEST: @$$* 
i t y  C l e r  
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TRANSCRIPT O F  PRESENTATION BY MR. W P H  LANGLEY 
CONCERNING CHARGES AGAINST THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT. 

SEPTEMBER 1 4 ,  1 9 7 2  

> 
MAYOR GATTI: A l l  r i g h t ,  last week w e  had a citizen who made 
some very s e r i o u s  a c c u s a t i o n s  concern ing  the procedure of t h e  
Board o f  Adjustment and some i n d i v i d u a l s  t h a t  were involved i n  
it. The a t to rney  for  one of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  has  asked m e  for 
equal t i m e  and under t h e  fa i rness  doctrine, I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  what 
you c a l l  i t ,  I t h i n k  i t ' s  on ly  r i g h t  t h a t  w e  give t h e  o t h e r  side 
t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  p r e s e n t  t h e i r  case. I have asked M r .  Langley, 
who i s  t h e  a t t o r n e y  fox M r .  Mcl Hughes. I f  I remember correctly 
w e  used up about 26+ minutes  l a s t  week. 

MR. RALPH LANGLEY: M r .  Mayor and members of t h e  Counci l ,  T '11 
try t o  make it less t han  26% minutes .  My name i s  Ralph Langley. 
I'm h e r e  today as a legal r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of M r .  M.M. Hughes, Jr. 
While I have been employed as h i s  legal  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  I t h i n k  
i n  a larger s e n s e  t h a t  I a m  h e r e  today also t o  speak i n  beha l f  
of c i t i z e n  government and t he  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  c i t i z e n s  on boards 
and commissions of o u r  town. I d o n ' t  t h i n k  they  need any a p o l o g i s t s  
o r  defenders .  I a m  also here t o  speak i n  beha l f  a£ t h e  department 
heads of t h i s  staff a t  City Hall and of t h e i r  integrity and honor 
which was placed under attack h e r e  l a s t  week. I a m  h e r e  t o  answer 
t h e  vicious and v i t r o l i c  remarks which were made by a man who 
i d e n t i f i e d  h imse l f  as James S t u a r t  t o  t h i s  Council .  I have heard 
h i s  remarks as reflected by t h e  t a p e  i n  t h e  City Clerk's office 
and I have read them a number of times wi th  c o n s i d e r a b l e  care. 
I a m  h e r e  i n  t h e  interest of f a i r  play and t o  p r e s e n t  t h e  o the r  
s ide of what  he s a i d .  

I d o n ' t  want t o  get too fundamental about i t  b u t  I , 
t h i n k  w e  should  get t o  fundamentals  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  f u n c t i o n  of 
t h e  Board of Adjustment of t h i s  City i s  fixed by S t a t u t e  and by 
City Ordinance, I t  has t h e  power t o  h e a r  and a c t  upon a p p l i c a t i o n s  
o f  p rope r ty  owners for exceptions and v a r i a n c e s  t o  those c o n d i t i o n s  
which apply t o  proper ty  which they  own as  such c o n d i t i o n s  might 
o the rwi se  be a p p l i e d  by t h e  general terms of t h e  Zoning Ordinances. 
With any ca t ego ry  o f  p rope r ty  zoned by t h e  Zoning Ordinances ,  as 
t h e  Council  w e l l  knows, t h e r e  a r e  a p p l i c a b l e  c o n d i t i o n s  which r e l a t e  
i n  the  main t o  set back l i n e s  and the h e i g h t  and construction and 
the  type  of b u i l d i n g  which may be c o n s t r u c t e d  upon property w i t h i n  
t h a t  particular zone. I'm n o t  h e r e  today l a d i e s  and gentlemen t o  
review a l l  of t h e  f a c t s  i n  connection w i t h  t h e  case t h a t  was brought  
t o  your  a t t e n t i o n  last week. But ,  I a m  h e r e  t o  discuss  so much o f  
it as is  p e r t i n e n t  t o  your  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  

My client, M r .  M.M. Hughes, Jr:, i s  chairman of t h e  
P lanning  and Zoning Commission of t h i s  C l t y .  I offer no apology 
for t h a t .  H e  has s e r v e d  t h i s  City w e l l  as a member and as chair- 
man of t h a t  commission for over f i v e  years. H e  has  never, to h i s  
knowledge or mine, voted on any m a t t e r  i n  which h e  had any personal  
interest direct or i n d i r e c t .  Be  i s  n o t  d i s q u a l i f i e d  by law o r  
moral p r e c e p t s  from doing b u s i n e s s  i n  the City of San Antonio. H e  
d i d ,  on t h e  i n s t a n c e  i n  q u e s t i o n ,  apply last Spr ing  for a variance, 
o r  a series of v a r i a n c e s ,  w i t h  respect t o  a t r i a n g u l a r  piece of  
property lying a long  s ide  t h e  Cherry Ridge e x i t  ramp from Loop 4 1 0 .  
The a p p l i c a b l e  o rd inances  i f  s t r i c t l y  applied i n  h i s  case would 
have deprived M r .  Hughes of t h e  u se  o f  7 3 %  of his prope r ty .  The 
property i s  zoned "0 - l " ,  which i s  an o f f i c e  building t ype  of b u i l d i n g .  
I t  pe rmi t s  t h e  construction of office b u i l d i n g s  upon t h e  p rope r ty  
so zoned. I might add t h a t  it was so zoned long  b e f o r e  M r .  Hughes 
made any a p p l i c a t i o n s  t o  have any v a r i a n c e s  w i t h  respect t o  t h e  
proper ty .  I t  was zoned by t h i s  Counci l  on September 2 1 ,  1967, l a n g  
before M r .  Stuart bought his property and before a q r e a t  many o f  t h e  
o t h e r  people whose names were e x h i b i t e d  i n  the documents shown t o  
t h e  Council  h e r e  last Thursday acqu i r ed  t h e i r  property. When t h e  
hearing was h e l d  on t h a t  zoning a p p l i c a t i o n  before the Planning  
and Zoning Commission there were 20 n o t i c e s  made. One was r e t u r n e d  



i n  opposition, two i n  favor,  no opposition appeared,at t he  
I 

hearing.  It was passed by unanimous vote  of t h e  Planning and 
Zoning Commission and i n  t u r n  by the Council of t h e  City of 
San Antonio. 

Now, back t o  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  for t h e  var iance .  After 
t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  for the  var iance  was f i l e d  last Spring, there were 
two hear ings  he ld .  I t  i s  f l a t  un t ru th  f o r  M r .  Stuart o r  anybody 
else to say t o  t h i s  Council t h a t  that body heard no evidence in 
t h e  case, which was a flat s ta tement  t h a t  we made an t h e  tape. 
I t  i s  completely unsubs tan t i a t ed  by t h e  record. Those hear ings  
were held by t h e  Board of Adjustment on April 28th and on May 
t h e  1 9 t h .  The Board of Adjustment very carefully listened t o  the 
evidence and I might add t h a t  there was a great volume of evidence 
submit ted by M r .  Hughes and also by the opposi t ion .  There was a 
ques t ion  raised a b o u t  t r a f f i c  and parking a t  t h e  f i r s t  h e a r i n g .  
M r .  Kiobassa, t h e  F i r s t  Assistant i n  t h e  Traffic Department to 
Mr. Stewart  F i scher ,  who w a s  v i l l i f i e d  here  l a s t  week,  appeared 
a t  that hear ing ,  gave lengthy evidence and w a s  requested by t h e  
Board t o  study the matter and come back with h i s  findings and 
a repor t  tq the Board of Adjustment, H e  again appeared a t  t h e  
second hear ing  and gave h i s  evidence.  The Board considered a11 
of t h a t  evidence as w e l l  as t h e  evidence presented by t h e  p a r t i e s  
once again ,  made a f ind ing  and a determinat ion of a 1 5 '  setback 
l i n e  on the Cherry Ridge side and 15' setback l i n e  on Moss Rock 
and a b u i l d i n g  t o  be on t he  proper ty  l i n e  on t h e  oppos i t e  side 
from t h i s  neighborhood-on t h e  side toward Loop 4 1 0 .    his was i n  
response t o  complaints which had been made a t  t h e  e a r l i e r  session. 
N o  one ever  gave anyone permission to build a 4-story bu i ld inq  
on t h a t  proper ty  a t  t h a t  hearing. N a  one ever gave anyone per- 
mission t o  vary t he  parking r u l e s  and t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  of t h i s  
City as s e t  f o r t h  i n  the ordinance.  Yet, M r .  S t u a r t  would have 
t h i s  Council b e l i e v e  t h a t  something i n  t h a t  vein was dona which 
it w a s  n o t .  

Now, what happened t h e r e a f t e r  legally was what M r .  
Stuart and a group of c i t i z e n s  d i d  and they had every right t o  
do it. They f i l e d  a l a w s u i t  i n  the D i s t r i c t  Court  of Bexar 
County and t h a t ' s  t h e  proper tribunal for t h a t .  They con tes ted  
t h e  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  actions of t h e  Board of Adjustment on 
techical grounds t h a t  they had f a i l e d  t o  set f o r t h  f ind ings  of 
f a c t  with r e fe rence  t o  t he  decision which was made. Far t h a t  
reason and t h a t  reason alone  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court of Bexar County 
s e n t  t h e  matter back to t h e  Board of Adjustment for cons ide ra t ion  - 

by t h a t  body by determining t h a t  t h e  decision was void for f a i l u r e  
t o  conform t o  t h e  Statute and the Ordinance i n  t h a t  t h e  f a c t  f ind ings  
were n o t  made. That was t h e  only decision t h a t  was made by t h a t  
Court. The City Attorney, who has also been v i l i f i e d  he re ,  appeared 
i n  behalf of t h e  Board of Adjustment as he i s  required t o  do by 
Ci ty  Ordinance and he made a p r e s e n t a t i o n  t o  t h e c o u r t  and conceded 
the points which I have j u s t  stated. I might add that M r .  Hughes, 
con t ra ry  ta what M r .  Stuart would have the Counc i l  b e l i e v e ,  had 
i n  the  meantime employed our  l a w  f i r m  and spent h i s  good money i n  
having t h e  mat ter  r e s e a r c h e d  and checked o u t .  There was an impl ica t ion  
here  that t h e  City Attorney was representing M r .  Hughes. T h a t ' s  
n o t  so. H e  was r ep resen t ing  t h e  Board of Adjustment which i s  h i s  
o b l i g a t i o n  under t h e  Char ter  and t h e  Ordinance. There  was not any- 
t h i n g  under handed o r  improper o r  i l l e g a l  about any of that. 

Now, I would l i k e  t o  address myself t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of 
t h e  r e a p p l i c a t i o n .  There i s  n o t h i n g  in the law which p r o h i b i t s  the 
Board of Adjustment from hear ing  new applications a t  any t i m e .  I 
might add that t h i s  is  a d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n  from t h e  one which 
occurs  i n  zoning cases. There i s ,  i n  t h e  zoning case, a provis ion  
as this Counc i l  we l l  know which s e t s  a t i m e  l i m i t  before a c i t i z e n  
may r e f i l e ,  But  i n  a Board of Adjustment case t h e r e  i s  no such 
i n h i b i t i o n .  M r .  Stuart appeared here  and, i n  my judgment, sought t o  

v i l l i f y  n o t  only M r .  Hughes b u t  also,by innuendo and inference ,every  
member of t h a t  Board of Adjustment. Upon t h e  basis of some supposed 
conflict of interest, and I say t h a t  i n  quotation marks because some 
of t h e  people on t h a t  Board happened t o  be involved i n  t h e  real estate 
business and a l l i ed  f i e l d s .  Tha t  s i t u a t i o n ,  i n  my humble opin ion ,  
presents no more conflict of i n t e r e s t  t h a t  i t  would for the Mayor, 
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f o r  example, t o  vote on a s e c u r i t i e s  matter o r  f o r  Mr. Becker 
t o  vo te  on a m a t t e r  i n v o l v i n g  some o t h e r  food s t o r e  o p e r a t o r  o r  
f o r  D r .  H i l l i a r d  t o . v o t e  on a medical m a t t e r  o r  any th ing  else 
that i n v o l v e s  t h e  particular business o r  p r o f e s s i o n  o f  a Council  
member. I n  t r u t h ,  and i n  f a c t ,  n o t  a l l  of t h e  members o f  t h o  
Board o f  Adjustment are i n  t h e  real estate bus iness  o r  a l l i e d  
fields. Finally, I would l i k e  for t h i s  Council  t o  know t h i s .  
That, the  matter which w a s  presented here i n  such an unsavorv 
l i g h t  had actually been presented  i n  1968  t o  a n o t h e r  Board o f  
Adjustment by a D r .  Horn whose w i d o w  i s  here i n  t h e  Council  
Chamber. I n  1 9 6 8  a prior Board of Adjustment granted a va r i ance  
t o  b u i l d  a 6-s tory b u i l d i n g  on t h e  p rope r ty  i n  question. The 
only  reason  t h a t  was n o t  done w a s  t h a t ,  u n f o r t u n a t l y ,  D r .  Horn 
passed away and did n o t  go ahead w i t h  t h i s  project  f o r  s i x  
months and under, t h e  l a w  h i s  entitlement expired and it w a s  as 
a r e s u l t  o f  t h a t ,  t h a t  it became neces sa ry  t o  f i l e  i n  t h i s  instance 
a new application. 1 t e l l  t h i s  s t o r y  because  it i s  p e r f e c t l y -  
obvious  t o  m e  h e r e ,  that M r .  Stuart would v i l l i f y  t h e  P lanning  
Department i n  connec t ion  with n o t i c e s ,  he would v i l l i f y  M r .  Kiobassa 
i n  connect ion w i t h  traffic matters, he  would v i l l i f y  t h e  m e m b e r s  
of t h e  Board of Adjustment o r  anyone else who would happen t o  
d i s a g r e e  w i t h  him. And i t  i s  an attack, i f  you p l e a s e ,  upon 
c i t i z e n  government and p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by c i t i z e n s  i n  o u r  boards  
and commissions here. I t  a c t u a l l y  i s  a s u l l y  o r  an attempt to 
sully the r e p u t a t i o n  of my c l i e n t  and t h e  o t h e r  people  who 
p a r t i c i p a t e  o v e r  there. 

I realize f u l l  w e l l  t h a t  t h i s  Council  i n t ended  no harm 
i n  t h e  a c t i o n  i n  which it  took l a s t  Thursday i n  r e q u e s t i n g  t h e  
Board of Adjustment t o  pass t h e  case t h e  fo l lowing  day. I call 
your  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  fact t h a t  M r .  S t u a r t  and t h e  o t h e r  ne ighbors  
had had a n o t i c e  before t h e  meeting a week ear l ier  of t h i s  Council  
and yet no one appeared u n t i l  the eve of t h e  h e a r i n g  t o  r e q u e s t  
a postponement because he had sought it i n  every department of  
t h i s  c i t y  and had asked by everv  means a t  h i s  command t o  get some- 
one t o  do f o r  him t h a t  which he u l t i m a t e l y  asked t h i s  C o u n c i l  t o  
do. E u t  f u r t h e r  than  that my c l i e n t ,  M r .  Hughes, had an o p t i o n  
t o  pu rchase  the property from Mrs. Horn and D r .  Lee, who happens 
t o  be h e r  co-owner, and he i s  here i n  t h e  Council  C h a m b e r  r e p r e s e n t e d  
latvyer. That option was t o  expire tomorrow and as a r e s u l t  of 
t h a t  postponement it w i l l  take t e n  more days of notice and had 
it n o t  been f o r  t h e  good graces of M r s .  Horn and D r .  L e e  i n  g iv ing  
us  an a d d i t i o n a l  t h i r t y  days i n  which t o  p r e s e n t  t h e  matter, 
M r .  Hughes would have l o s t  h i s  v a l u a b l e  right t o  purchase t h e  
p rope r ty .  And, f u r t h e r  more, as a r e s u l t  of this Mrs. Horn and 
D r .  L e e  have lost t h e  u se  o f  t h e i r  money for an a d d i t i o n a l  thirty 
days i n  w a i t i n g  for t h e  m a t t e r  t o  come back up. 

Now, by way of what t h e  f u t u r e  holds fo r  t h i s ,  what w e  
ask  t h i s  Counci l  t o  do today i s  t o  remove any r e q u e s t  that it might 
have made for any f u r t h e r  delay i n  t h e  hearing of t h i s  case by t h e  
Board of Adjustment,  which i s  an autonmous g roup  and empowered 
to hear it following this sending of notices. I would say t h i s ,  
t h a t  w e  are prepared t o  go back and o u t  of an abundance of  c a u t i o n  
t o  p r e s e n t  a l l  t h e  evidence aga in .  W e  have worked w i t h  t h e  City 
At to rney ' s  office i n  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  of a se t  of findings, fact 
f i n d i n g s ,  t h a t  would s u p p o r t  a r u l i n g  t o  t h a t  affect. M r .  Kiobassa 
i n  T r a f f i c ,  has  made ano the r  study o f  it. I want t o  say t h i s ,  t h a t  
w i th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  P lanning  Department, with r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  
C i t y  A t t o r n e y ' s  o f f i c e ,  w i th  r e f e r e n c e - t o  t h e  T r a f f i c  Department, 
t h a t  everyone o f  those people have refrained t o t a l l y  from trying 
to gnf luence  t h a t  Board. They have wokked i n  t h e  m a t t e r  by say ing  

Lr, 
and q u a l i f y i n g  t h e i r  remarks t o  the affect that i f  you see fit t o  

w o  * pass it and approve it t h i s  i s  t h e  l e g a l  way to do it. I know of 
=E 

+-,O no improper act on t h e  p a r t  of any City o f f i c i a l  i n  connect ion 
o E wi th  t h i s  matter. And I j u s t  don ' t think t h a t  anyone can come + LLJ 

3 ~5 vl i  mi forward w i t h  anyth ing  t o  t h e  contrary, NOW, one of t h e  t h i n g s  
! that bothers m e  about t h i s  t ype  of thing, and I ' l l  be candid 
: w i t h  t h e  Council  about i t ,  i s  t h a t  when it comes back up because 

V) 
of  t h e  v i l l i f y i n g  a t t a c k  which has  been made on the Board o f  - 
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g g  & 
Adjustment that they willfeel c o n s t r a i n e d  t o  Leah over backwards 

3 E and deny it simply-,in an effort t o  prove t h e i r  o b j e c t i v i t y  and 
U o-' 
n 5 L; thereby deny a man a r i g h t  which he should  have under t h e  S t a t u t e s  

U C" c .. and t h e  Ordinance. C e r t a i n l y  t h a t  would be a t r a g i c  day for 
x L ; c i t i z e n  government i n  San Antonio i f  w e  were t o  set a pattern 
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of that  kind. 

I have read a great deal i n  t h e  newspaper about conflict 
of i n t e r e s t  and I want to say t h i s  i n  passing t o  t h e  Council for 
whatever  it may be worth t h a t  t h e  Chaster Revision Committee of 
which Mr. Becker was chairman and on which I had t h e  p r iv i lege  
t o  work w i t h  him ,7'went over t h i s  matter of c o n f l i c t  of i n t e r e s t  
a t  great length and looked at the ordinance and looked at the 
Charter previsions. I recall one night when a sub-committee was 
meet ing,  M r .  Walker went up and go t  t h e  cases and brought them 
dawn, Mr. John Daniels and he and I and I believe Mr. Becker 
and some of the o t h e r s  went over them. That t h e  committee, 
f o r  whatever it may be worth, concluded that the Charter of t h e  
City s e t s  f o r t h  a complete set of guide l i n e s  f o r  conflicts of 
interest that t h e  S t a t e  cases decided by o u r  couf t s  s e t  f o r t h  
an ample and a complete set of rules an t h i s .  So, i f  there has 
been, applying t h a t  t o  t h i s  case, i f  there has been any c o n f l i c t  
of interest here there are adequate remedies for those who so 
allege ra ther  than to have these matters t r i e d  here before t h e  
C o u n c i l ,  Anyone who sees  f i t s  to do so can enforce h i s  r i g h t s  
in that regard. Ladies and Gentlemen, I r e s p e c t f u l l y  a s k  t h i s  
Council today t o  reafirm t h e  t r u s t  and confidence which it has 
reposed in the members of its c i t i z e n s  boards and commissions 
and n o t  t o  let t h i s  government be run by innuendo,  i n f e r e n c e  
and intimidation, and I ask this Counc i l  to please  give the 
green light t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment to carry out its task 
in t h e  handl ing of t h e  affairs of this governments. I want to 
thank you Council for hearing m e .  

GATTI : Does the Council have any ques t ions?  
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CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 
SEPTEMBER 1 4 ,  1372 : 

MR. WILLIAM WALLACE: -- I w i l l  try t o  frame a l l  of t h i s  into f i v e  
minutes.  I would l i k e  t o  say one thing. If ybu can speak, make 
a speech t h a t  was r e a l l y  initiated by M r .  Gonzhlez some f i f t e e n  
minutes ,  then  l i k e  the o t h e r  gentlemen t h a t  spoke a wh i l e  a go 
about  h a l f  an hour ,  then  t h e  citizens who e lect  you and who you 
are  suppose t o  be  performing f o r  can on ly  speak for f i v e  minutes ,  
I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  some i n j u s t i c e  and d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  
system i t s e l f .  You have t o  r e a l i z e  there a r e  many people who would 
l i k e  t o  speak who can n o t  speak p u b l i c l y  and must use  o t h e r s  t o  
speak through.  

I unders tand t h a t  l a s t  week I w a s  c a l l e d  a " s t r aw  f o o t "  
and i n  p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  y o u ' r e  "straw foot" M r .  Mayor. I would l i k e  
t o  clarify something.  F i r s t  I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  p r e s s  i s  being very  
d i sc r ima to ry  by on ly  p r i n t i n g  a l i t t l e  piece of wha t  I s a i d  and 
devot ing  a lmost  a q u a r t e r  of a page t o  what t h e  Congressman had to 
say .  I a l s o  would like t o  s t a t e ,  a t  this time, t h a t  I have no 
i n t e n t i o n  of  lowering my integrity or my se l f - s tandards  and g e t t i n g  
i n t o  a name calling s i t u a t i o n .  This is something I would s u s p e c t  
o r  expec t  from a dog, a pig, a hog or something l i k e  t h i s .  I come 
b e f o r e  you as a man. I come b e f o r e  you as a black man. I come 
b e f o r e  you as a poor man. When I speak, I speak from my h e a r t  and 
what I know and from t h e  people  of g r a s s  roots and there's nobody 
else up t h e r e  t h a t  can t e l l  m e  when t o  speak and when n o t  t o  speak. 
Anytime I come before t h i s  Counci l  the remarks I make are mine and 
I ' m  not prompted by any person  t o  do so. 

I would a l s o  like t o  know, s i n c e  y o u ' r e  going i n t o  c o n f l i c t  
0 5  i n t e r e s t ,  and t o  l e t  you know aga in  t h a t  M r .  Gonzalez has  t h e  r i g h t  
t o  be c r i t i c a l  but he has  no r i g h t s  o f  d i c t a t i o n .  You go t o  conflict 
of  interest, why d o n ' t  you check h i s  own o f f i c e ,  o f f i c e s ,  and see 
how many people ,  of his own f a m i l y ,  work there .  Many o f  t h e  people 
who oppose t h e  appointment of M r .  Guerra have somebody t h a t  they  
themselves  wanted there and I can name them, i n c l u d i n g  t h e  Congressman, 
which i s  also t h e  person t h a t  i s  i n  some way r e l a t e d  t o  him. And i f  
you check, you w i l l  f i n d  these applications on f i l e  i n  t h e  C i t y  Council, 
unless somebody p u l l s  them o u t .  I would a l s o  like t o  know t h a t  i f  
t h i s  i s  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  people,  t h a t  t h e  Congressman i s  
doing. I f  you must d i s c r i m i n a t e  a g a i n s t  one employee and i f  you 
remember, when I was up here, you w e r e  asking him to do something that 
you ask no o the r  employee t o  do, I f  t h i s  i s  a Democratic way, how 
can he come down and meddle i n t o  all t h e  l o c a l  s t u f f  when t h e r e ' s  so 
much wrong i n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  that h e  i s  saying no th ing  about .  I f  
t h i s  i s  a Democratic Party's way of t h i n k i n g  t h e n  I h e r e ,  t h i s  morning, 
denounce t h e  party t h a t  I was born t o  and I a m  o f  t h i s  moment no longe r  
a'member o f  t h e  Democratic P a r t y  because it seems to m e  t h a t  the people 
there are more i n t e r e s t e d  i n  self-fame o r  s e l f - i n t e r e s t  t h a n  t h a t  o f  
t h e  people. And when you p u t  y o u r s e l f  above t h e  people and beg in  t o  
c a l l  t h e  people who help you t o  o f f i c e  and g e t  you elected, " s t r a w  
feet," I would l i k e  f o r  M r .  Gonzalez t o  come t o  my f a c e  and c a l l  m e  
a "straw foot" and we'll see who's made of s t r a w  and who has  t h e  yel low 
strip dawn h i s  back. Now, I could  say a lot of more t h i n g s .  I know 
a l o t  of thinqs t h a t  t h e  people  who h e l p  elect t h e  man g e t  t o  o f f i c e ,  
when they  went t o  him, a l o t " .  of them ended up i n  the pen. I ' m  ready 

I t o  go t h e r e  i f  it is  for f i g h t  for r i g h t s .  And I repeat t o  t h i s  Council  
you-have a wonderful  ~ a n a ~ e k ,  you have an extra talented Assoc ia t e  
City Manager, M r .  Guerra ,  and that you should  stand behind o r  ge t  t h e  
hell o u t  of the way and q u i t  i n t e r f e r r i n g  into the business .  Now, 
l a s t  week everybody swore t h a t  nobody i s  trying t o  put any p r e s s u r e  
yet, what d id  they  do, get t o g e t h e r  and t r i ed  t o  get t h e  man t o  r e s i g n .  
Now, t h e r e ' s  your  c o n f l i c t  o f  interest. I'd ra ther  c a l l  it a conflict 
of  t r u t h .  I f  t h e  Congressman i s  s o  g r e a t  and i f  t h i s  Counci l  can n o t  
l i s t e n  t o  a c i t i z e n  then  you need t o  g e t  off. I f  a ci t izen can s i t  
h e r e  f o r  hours  and hours  and l i s t e n  a t  you r a v e l  and a rgue  and f i g h t ,  
I t h i n k  you can stand h e r e  and sit and l i s t e n  t o  each one as long  a s  
hc  has something t o  tell you cause it's t h e  on ly  way i n  h e l l  y o u ' r e  
going to  f i n d  out, i s  by listening and maybe sometime you might come 
.up with something t h a t  i s  g r e a t  enough t o  help some o f  t he  people  
o u t  here. You're n o t  elected t o  serve Congressman Gonzalez, I don?$ 

I " Y *  
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I care how much he's done f o r  the City. If he i s  wrong, h e ' s  wrong. 
I don?t  care who it is. And it is time this Council  and everybody 

I else in this town realizes t h i s .  Now, I think he feels  safe because 
nobody fights against  h i m .  But if that's the case, I have no desire 
to go to Washington but, I would run  aga ins t  him as a w r i t e - i n ,  if 
it comes t o  t h a t ,  o r  somebody t h a t  could beat  him. That's all I 
have to say. Thank you very much. 
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CONCERNING CHARGES MADE A.GA1NST BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

SEPTEMBER 1 4 ,  1972 

MRS. DOROTHY BEAUVAIB : I am Mrs. Dorothy Beauvais and I l i v e  at 
7811 Robin H i l l  and the only thing that J might add is that this 
p a r t i c u l a r  lot i n  ques t ion  i s  the smallest l o t  i n  t h e  whole neighbor- 
hood. M r .  Hughes would l i k e  t o  erect a b u i l d i n g  much l a r g e r  t han  any 
b u i l d i n g  for miles around. T h e m  are no structures in the neighbor- 
hood higher t han  two s t o r i e s .  T h i s  building which he wishes to erect 
would be much c l o s e r  to any of t h e  homes i n  the neighborhood. I f  
anybody were t o  drive by t h e r e  and see Stewar t  T i t l e  Bui ld ing ,  f o r  
instance, o r  t h e  new S t a t e  Farm ~ u i l d i n g ,  t hey  are e r e c t e d  on much 
l a r g e r  l o t s  and no way nea r  as close t o  t h e  r e s i d e n c e s  as t h i s  parti- 
c u l a r  b u i l d i n g  would be. Thank you very  much, 

LEROY GILBERT: I am Leroy G i l b e r t  and live a t  7807 Robin H i l l ,  t h a t ' s  
next  t o  M r .  Stuart .  M r .  Langley w a s  very  e loquen t ,  and w e  a p p r e c i a t e  
t h a t .  The on ly  thing t h a t  I do have to say  is t h a t  i n  the  1958 c a s e  
for t h e  s i x  s t o r y  building, my w i f e  w a s  t h e r e  in protest to that. The 
Board d i d  go ahead and pass it j u s t  t h e  same. Now I merely want t o  
say t h i s  t h a t  I cons ide r  the Board of Adjustment i n  accepting t h e s e  
p l a n s ,  without change, even after t h e  prior actions have been disapproved 
o r  c a l l e d  n u l l  and void  by t h e  150th D i s t r i c t  Court, and they  are 
accep t ing  these same plans again without  change , . . . 
DR. BILLIARD : A pa in t  of order,  Sir. I t h i n k  t h e  meeting i s  o u t  
of order. We have no quorum a t  t h e  p r e s e n t .  

MR. HILL: Okay, we'll s t a n d  by. I am sure Mrs. Haberman w i l l  be 
r i g h t  back. 

BACKGROUND: Where i s  t h e  Mayor? 

MR. HILL: I cannot answer t h a t .  I'm n o t  t h e  Mayor. H e  excused 
himself  in t h e  Chambers and turned the chair over to me and I'll t r y  
to do my b e s t  to keep the Council running. You g o t  t h e  clock o f f ?  
M r .  Gi lbert  proceed p l e a s e .  

MR. GILBERT: F o r  t h e  b e n e f i t  of t h e  o t h e r  members, I'll go over  a 
little b i t  of what I just mentioned before. That in t h e  1958 case that 
was mentioned by M r .  Langley on t h i s  s i x  s to ry  b u i l d i n g ,  my w i f e  w a s  
t h e s e  t o  appear and protest a g a i n s t  it, The Board of Adjustment went 
ahead,  nevertheless, and passed it and w e  had noth ing  t o  say. There 
was no facts o r  no findings of f a c t s  a t  t h a t  t i m e .  What I merely 
wanted t o  say i s  the  Board of Adjustment i n  accep t ing  these p l a n s  
t h e  second t i m e  from Mr. Hughes without any change and t h e  Board 
n o t  f i n d i n g  any facts t o  s u b s t a n t i a t e  it o r  g r a n t  the waiver i s  
a c t u a l l y  c r e a t i n g  undo harassment on t h e  people  of  t h e  community 
but it serves t h e  i n t e r e s t  of one man. Thus,  t h e  facts or t h e  
f i n d i n g s  of t h e  d e c i s i o n  of t h e  Board of Adjustment was reversed 
and declared n u l l  and void by t h e  150 th  District Court .  There s t i l l  are 
no f i n d i n g s  of f a c t s ,  and yet t h e  Board of Adjustment accepts the same 
i d e n t i c a l  p l a n s  aga in  wi thout  change and t h e y  a r c  just going t o  c r e a t e  
an  a d d i t i o n a l  burden on us f i n a n c i a l l y .  T h a t ' s  all I have to s a y ,  
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JAMES STUART: The Board of Adjustment is not represented by 
Mr. Langley,  t h e  Board i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  City Attorney, I 'd 
l i k e  to say further that is was a very v ic ious  and malicious 
t a c t i ca l  attack on my c h a r a c t e r .  I think it i s  very obvious 
t h a t  I a m  n o t  as suave and debonair or  have t h e  persuas ive  power 
that M r .  Langley has but the only thing I w i l l  t e l l  you i s  fac t .  
Only facts supported i n  the records the minutes of the proceedings. 
I 'd l i k e  at this t i m e  to give you a copy of a l e t t e r  of w r i t t e n  
charges I have prepared. F i r s t  of a l l ,  t h e  facts I ask you t o  
just look a t  t h e  records. Look a t  t h e  records. Look a t  t h e  minutes, 
Listen t o  them, T h i s  w i l l  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  facts .  I'm n o t  up here t o  
quote many innuendos as Mr. Langley has quoted and to blow up a 
smoke sc reen .  I ' m  not t r y i n g  t o  persuade t h e  City Council. I'm 
only asking t h a t  fair and substantial j u s t i c e  be done. M r .  ~ u g h e s ,  
f i rs t  of all, d id  n o t  own t h e  proper ty  as w a s  a t  f i r s t  represented .  
H e  only had an opt ion  t o  make a windfa l l  profit i f  he got t h e  
v a r i a n c e  which was requested.  N o w ,  I would l i k e  to very quickly 
read over  t h i s  t o  make it a mat t e r  of t h e  o f f i c i a l  minutes. The 
letter is addressed t o  t h e  Honorable John G a t t i ,  Mayor. 

7 8 0 3  Robinhi l l  Drive 
San Antonio, Texas 78230 
September 1 4 ,  1972 

Honorable John G a t t i ,  Mayor 
City of San Antonio,  Texas 
City Hall 
San Antonio, Texas 7 8 2 0 5  

1'1 Dear Mayor G a t t i :  

' T h i s  letter i s  w r i t t e n  t o  reduce t o  written c h a r g e s ,  t h e  
request made to Ci ty  Council on September 7,  1 9 7 2 ,  concerning 
the removal of the Baard of Adjustment.  

In accordance with the p rov i s ions  of Sec. 42-40 ( T e r m s ,  
Removal of Members) ; A r t i c l e  IV (Board of Adjustment) ; Chapter 
4 2  (Zoning) of t h e  San Antonio Code; I, James F. Stuart  a r e s i d e n t ,  
taxpayer  and voting citizen of San Antonio,  Texas, a m  herewith 
presenting written charges, and requesting t h e  City Counc i l  t o  
a c t  as prescribed by the c i t e d  Sec. 42-40  which reads, i n  i t s  
entirety, as  fo l lows:  

"All members of  t h e  board shall be appo in t ed  for  
a term of two years and s h a l l  be removable f o r  
cause by t h e  City Council upon w r i t t e n  charges 
and after public hear ing ."  

I specifically request the removal of a l l  members of t he  
Baard of Adjustment who participated in t h e  regular meetings 
of t h e  3oard on April 2 8 ,  1 9 7 2  and May 19 ,  1 9 7 2 .  The names 
are a mat ter  of record as shown i n  the o f f i c i a l  minutes of 
t h e s e  meetings. 

I make t h e  fol lowing w r i t t e n  charges against t h e  afore- 
mentioned board members, and c i t e  these charges, i f  duly 
s u b s t a n t i a t e d ,  as adequate cause for removal of s a i d  board 
members by t h e  City Council a t  a public hearing; a l l  i n  
accordance wi th  t h e  p rov i s ions  of Sec. 42-40:  

The board has  repeatedly violated t h e  p rov i s ions  of Sec. 
4 2 - 4 5 . 1 1  "Procedure f o r  Appeals". T h i s  sect ion requires "a 
notice of appeal specifying t h e  particular grounds upon which 
t he  appeal i s  t aken" .  Those in opposition to an appeal are 
unable t o  prepare an e f f e c t i v e  case unless they  have p r i o r  
knowledge of the particular qrounds,  upon which an appeal i s  
taken. Despite  t h e  requirement of Sec. 42-45.11, t h e  board 
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heard the following cases on A p r i l  2 8 ,  1 9 7 2 ,  which d id  not 
comply therewith:  8248, 8 2 4 9 ,  8 2 5 0 ,  8253,  8256,  8 2 5 7 ,  8258 and 
8259.  On May 1 9 ,  1 9 7 2  t h e  board aga in  violated Scc. 42-45.11 
in hearing cases: 8290, 8291, 8292, 8293, 8244, 8295, 8297 and 

t 8 2 5 4 ,  

During t h e  hear ing  on case #8254 the board w a s  advised t h a t  
i t  was n o t  a c t i n g  i n  accordance with t h e  p rov i s ions  of  Sec. 42-45 .11 .  
The board never the less  persisted i n  i t s  v i o l a t i o n  and m e m b e r  of 
t h e  appos i t ion  has no recourse but t o  refer t h e  mat ter  t o  t h e  
150th ~ i s t r i c t  Court (Case N o .  F -250 ,031)  w h i c h  reversed the 
dec i s ion  of t h e  Board of Adjustment on August 2 ,  1972 .  The 
c i t i z e n s  who obta ined  t h i s  relief were forced  to  do so a t  t h e i r  
own expense and t h e  Board's w i l l f u l  v i o l a t i o n  should of and by 
i t s e L f  be adequate cause f o r  their removal by t h e  City Council. 

The board has also repeatedly v i o l a t e d  t h e  following of 
t h e  code of  t h e  City of San Antonio: 

Contrary to the provisions of Sec. 4 2 - 4 5 . 4 ,  the board 
made numerous decisions unsupported by requi red  findings of 
fac t .  Sec. 4 2 - 4 5 . 4  "Findings of Pact' '  provides as fol lows:  

"Every decision of the board shall be based upon 
f i n d i n g s  of f a c t  and every f ind ing  of fact shall 
be supported in the record of i t s  proceedings.  
The enumerated cond i t ions  requi red  t o  e x i s t  on any 
matter upon which the board i s  requi red  t o  p ~ s s  
under t h i s  article or  t o  affect any var iance  i n  
t h i s  chapter  s h a l l  be construed as l i m i t a t i o n s  
on the  power  of t h e  board t o  act. A mere finding 
or r e c i t a t i o n  of the enumerated condi t ions  un- 
accompanied by f ind inqs  of specific facts s h a l l  
not be deemed f ind ings  of fac t -and s h a l l  not be 
deemed compliance with t h i s  article." 

The power of t h e  board t o  g r a n t  var iances  is provided for 
i n  Sec. 42-45 .8 .  This s e c t i o n  provides that  NO var iance  can 
be granted  unless e i g h t  s p e c i a l  condi t ions  a r e m e t .  These eight 
condi t ions  a r e  t h o s e  requiring f ind ings  of s p e c i f i c  f a c t .  

Decisions made by the board on t h e  fol lowing cases axe 
contrary t o  t h e  requirements of Sec. 42-45.4 and Sec. 4 2 0 4 5 . 8 :  
8248 ,  8 2 4 9 ,  8 2 5 0 ,  8253, 8256, 8 2 5 7 ,  8258, & 8259, a l l  on the 
28th day of April, 1 9 7 2 .  Cases 8 2 9 0 ,  8291, 8 2 9 2 ,  8 2 9 3 ,  8 2 9 4 ,  
8 2 9 5 ,  8 2 9 7 ,  & 8254 ,  a11 on t h e  19th  day of May, 1972 .  

I 

By hear ing  defective appeals and render ing  dec i s ions  
cont rary  t o  specific provis ions  of t h e  Zoning Ordinance t h e  
board, i n  e f f e c t ,  changed the terms of Article I V  of the Zoning 

I Ordinance. In so doing the board ac ted  contrary t o  t h e  provis ions  
of Sec. 4 2 - 4 5 . 3  "Powers Strictly Construed" which states i n  

I 
I part: 

i 
I "Nothing he re in  contained s h a l l  be construed t o  

empower t h e  board t o  chanqe t h e  terms of t h i s  
article. " 

The board w i l l f u l l y  and knowinglv v i o l a t e d  t h e  provisions 
of Sect ions  42-45.3; 4 2 - 4 5 . 4 ;  4 2 - 4 5 . 8 ;  42-45.11. 

As recorded i n  t h e  minutes of t h e  meetihg of  May 1 9 ,  1 9 7 2  
on pages 1 4  and 15 (Case 8 2 5 4 )  t h e  board was advised by Attorney 

V3 
Henry Chris topher  that t h e  appeal  by M.M. Hughes was i n v a l i d  -- in that it did not set o u t  the s p e c i f i c  grounds upon which t h e  

+ 2  z 
5~ appeal was based. Attorney Chris topher  further advised t h e  

board of the provisions of Sec. 42-45.4 and Sec. 42 -45 .8 .  He d i d  s& zz " so i n  more s p e c i f i c  d e t a i l  t han  t h e  n inu tes  reflect. The t a m  x2 8 9s recording of the meeting c l e a r l y  e s t a b l i s h e s  this. Despite t h e  
specific c i t a t i o n s  of Attorney Chr i s tophe r ,  t h e  board d i d  w i l l f u l l y  
and knowingly v i o l a t e  t h e  aforementioned sections of the City 
Code. 

The board through its incompetent a c t i o n s  and w i l l f u l l  
' * '  \ $ 

207 v i o l a t i o n s  of t h e  C i t y  Code did render an erroneous decision 
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oh Case 8 2 5 4 .  Said  erroneous decisicn caused the undersigned 
t o  suffer mental anguish and financial l o s s .  

I charge t h e  Board of Adjustment wi th  t h e  aforementioned 
charges and in addition I charge the hoard with gross misconduct ,  
gross n e g l i g e n c e ,  and complete and u t t e r  disregard of t h e  l a w ! !  

In view of the  above stated charges  I respectfully request 
a p u b l i c  hearing before t h e  City Council for t h e  airing of these 
charges which I recommend to the C i t y  Counc i l  as adequate cause 
f o r  t h e  removal of t h e  members of t h e  Board of Adjustment as 
def ined  on page one. 

Concerned c i t i z e n ,  

/s/ James F .  Stuart  

(Mr. Stuart continues after reading l e t t e r )  

I have other sections t h a t  I w i l l  not mention a t  this t ime.  I 
would l i k e  t o  make o t h e r  charges t h a t  are not written here. I 
would a sk  t h e  City Counci l ,Gent lemen,  please  inspect t h e  record 
up through l a s t  Friday and up thrauqh today at this hour.  They 
are s t i l l  i n  complete lack of compliance w i t h  the l a w  and w e  
have an a t t o r n e y  on the City Council, can i n s p e c t  t h e  record 
and confi rm t h i s  o r  I would also ask t h e  C i t y  Counc i l  t o  ge t  
t h e  o p i n i o n  of t h e  City At to rney .  Ask him and I t h i n k  he will 
agree t h a t  they are n o t  i n  compliance. I on ly  ask "let's have 
t h e  facts ,  t h a t  's all. " Let 's listen t o  the minutes  and nothing 
else. N o  innuendos and blowing up a smoke screen. If we just 
listen to facts, the facts speak for themselves .  And e v e r y t h i n g  
1 have i n  my l e t t e r  i s  substantiated i n  t h e  minu tes  of the meeting.  
And these are only facts. I have many other things I would l i k e  
t o  cover  but I'm probably o u t  of time and t h i s  is a l l  the time. 
So I guess 1'11 have to stop. 

MR. HILL: Thank you M r .  Stuart. M r .  Hunt will you take t h i s  
and t h e  City Attorney and give us a r epo r t  back t o  t h e  Counci l .  


