NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS and REGULAR MEETING
QOctober 10, 2017
MONTGOMERY CITY COUNCIL

STATE OF TEXAS AGENDA
COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY ‘
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Public Hearings and a Regular Meeting of the Montgomery
City Council will be held on Tuesday, October 10, 2017 at 6:00 p.m. at the City of Montgomery
City Hall, 101 OId Plantersville Road, Montgomery, Texas for the purpose of considering the
following:

CALL TO ORDER

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAGS

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Convene into Public Hearings:

1. Alcohol Beverage Permit Application regarding an Alcohol Beverage Permit
Application for the Pizza Shack to be located at 19132 Stewart Creek Road, Montgomery,
Texas.

2. Annexation of a 10.15-acre tract of land, more or less, described as a 120-foot right-of-
way in State Highway 105 west of the City of Montgomery and in the BENJAMIN RIGBY
SURVEY, Abstract No. 31, of Montgomery County, Texas. (This is the first of two Public
Hearings)

Adjourn Public Hearings

Convene into Regular Meeting

VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM:

Any citizen with business not scheduled on the agenda may speak to the City Council. Prior to
speaking, each speaker must be recognized by the Mayor. Council may not discuss or take any
action on an item, but may place the issue on a future agenda. The number of speakers along with
the time allowed per speaker may be limited.




CONSENT AGENDA:

3. Matters related to the approval of minutes for the Public Hearing and Regular Meeting
held on September 26, 2017,

4. Consider and possible action regarding approval of the Alcohol Beverage Permit
Application for The Pizza Shack to be located at 19132 Stewart Creek Road, Montgomery,

Texas.

CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION:

5. Consideration and possible action regarding adoption of the following Ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY,
TEXAS AMENDING THE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES AT CHAPTER 98,
"ZONING,” BY RECLASSIFYING A 0.28 ACRE TRACT OF LAND IN THE JOHN
CORNER SURVEY, ABSTRACT NO. 8 ON FM 149 SOUTH, FROM “INSTUTIONAL”
USE ZONING CLASSIFICATION AS FOUND ON THE CITY’S OFFICIAL ZONING
MAP TO STRICTLY “COMMERCIAL” USE; PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE;
PROVIDING A REPEALING CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE
UPON PUBLICATION,

6. Consideration and possible action regarding adopting the following Resolution:
A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF MONTOMERY,

TEXAS, PURSUANT TO THE TEXAS PROPERTY TAX CODE, SECTION 23.02,
AUTHORIZING THE REAPPRAISAL OF ALL PROPERTIES WITHIN THE CITY
THAT HAVE BEEN DAMAGED BY HURRICANE HARVEY AT THEIR MARKET
VALUE IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE DISASTER.

7. Presentation of proposed adjustment to water and sewer rates,

8. Buffalo Springs Bridge Report.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:

The City Council reserves the right to discuss any of the items listed specifically under this heading
or for any items listed above in executive closed session as permitted by law including if they meet
the qualifications in Sections 551.071(consultation with attorney), 551.072 (deliberation regarding
real property),551.073 {deliberation regarding gifts), 551.074 (personnel matters), 551.076
(deliberation regarding security devices), and 551.087 (deliberation regarding economic
development negotiations) of Chapter 551 of the Government Code of the State of Texas. (No
items at this time)

COUNCIL INQUIRY:

Pursuant to Texas Government Code Sect. 551.042 the Mayor and Council Members may inquire
about a subject not specifically listed on this Agenda. Responses are limited to recitation of existing
policy or a statement of specific factual information given in response to the inquiry. Any
deliberation or decision shall be limited to a proposal to place on the agenda of a future meeting.




ADJOURNMENT
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I certify that the attached notice of meeting was posted on the bulletin board at City of
Montgomery City Hall, 101 Old Plantersville Road, Montgomery, Texas, on the 6th day of
October 2017 at 3:40 o’clock p.m. I further certify that the following news media was notified
of this meeting as stated above: The Courier

This facility is wheelchair accessible and accessible parking spaces are available. Please contact
the City Secretary’s office at 936-597-6434 for further information or for special accommodations.




ITEM #1

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits: Application

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: October 2, 2017

Public hearing concerning Pizza Shack alcoholic beverage application

Description

This is the public hearing for the application. Other than a brief response this is
not an item for the Council to discuss the subject.

Recommendation

Listen and consider any public comment, l

Approved By * 1"
City Administrator

Jack Yates Date: October 2, 2017
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EST. 1985

PIZZA SEHACK

—— YOUR HOMETOWN ITALIAN AMERICAN RESTAURANT ——

August 22, 2017

City of Montgomery, Texas

Po Box 708

Montgomery, TX 7356

Please accept my License Application for Pizza Shack.

Our new location will not be within 300 feet of a church, school, or hospital and has been
carefully designed to reflect the City as well as our name. We are a family centered restaurant

serving lunch and dinner and request a license to serve Mixed Beverages as well.

Pizza Shack has been a part of the community for more than 30 years, and we look forward to
the future in Montgomery.

Sincerely,

John H. Simmons
President, Azzip, Inc
DBA Pizza Shack




City of Montgomery g'g 3 A, T
A_lCOhOI Beve.ragfa Montgomery, Texas 77356
License Application 936-597-3288

www.mohtgomerytexas.qov

10,

APPLICATION FOR THE SALE OF ALC(7IOLI BEVERAGE LICENSE

/
Date Received by the City: 03, 0)«4 ()?0/ 7
Type of Alcoholic Beverage License:

(1) Category A — Off Premises Consumption Sale of All Aleoholic Beverages — Paokage Store

(2) Category B ~ Off Premises Consumption Sale of Wine, Beer or Ale,

(3) Category C — Off Premises Congumption Sale of Beer.

(4) Category D — On Premises Consumption Sale of Beer, Wine and Mixed beverages — Restaurant or Cafy,
where the sale of beer, wine and mixed beverage on the premises would be incidental to the restaurant or café.

(5) Category E ~ On Premises Consumption Sale of Beer, Wine and Mixed beverages ~ Tavern, Lounge, or Bar.
The sale of Beer, Wine and Mixed beverages for On-Premises Consumption being the principal business line.

(6) Category F—Warehouse storage of Beer, Wine or Liquor for Distributors — No sale of Beer for on or Off
Premises Consumption permitted on the Premises.

Legal Description of the property for which Licenss ig sought. (Either by Lot and Block number or by a Metes and
Bounds Description: F(Jﬁ ()‘ng'— Cornelr ‘jO N K[Vﬂ.&_*’ de,’ | l:’lolll[)iﬂg 17 P)'lﬁ'—- | éﬂ-SPr. K- \\5

Exact Nature of the Business to be operated. (Must be ﬁl’liy described).

FO lv& (eskaunnt Sevv ey \uneh gnd dinner.
Attach a Plat 6f the prope% to the Application-thowing the improvements, parking areas, location of signage and other
structures on the property and within three hundred (300) feet to scale.

LY
7

Desoription of signs and the hours they will be operated to be attached as a separate document.

Attach floor plan of the building in which the business is to be conducted (showing fixtures, furniture, restrooms, kitchen
and other equipment).

Attach a verified statement stating that the building is not within three hundred (300) feet of a church, school or hospital
and that the building is in compliance with the requirements of this chapter for separate and adequate toilet facilities for
men and women if used for on-premises consumption of beer, liquor or wine. This can be included in cover letter.

Bus(i:}x;lé}é Y Srﬂ ; 'P'('E%\r,‘rf e J Oh(\ S\ mMmons Phone:; QBU’\;\‘&% - 571 q Lo

Address: 1 DT S\ Javk Tirel R Mweniena 12900
Home Address: LOOLS Peel Bd, Mootz pivel™ A3 S Phone: _ 2 NEK - 379 [0
Check if you a!-a leasing pmﬁerty: [1] - o

Land Owner; LInc ¢ Jowny Sitapaons Phone:

Address:

Business Partners; | ? 4 “\\L\( o€ \ %‘\ Nons Phone: 4 5[4\ 332 -313°1
Address: 10331 Croln Ranch BWA, oo e T4 13T,

Home Address; ‘> g ) Phone: &’ -

----------HHH_---:-----ﬂ--ﬁ'---ﬂ----uﬂ—---------------I-'-luﬂ

This is fo certify that I, 'J (",ll}". i\ I'{ &\ v o have complied with all State, County, Codes
and R;g}a/latf:‘ons of | ?}ity of Montgomery, Texas.

£ {fﬂ!?;’ [/ A Eheples or
?nziness Ovvner and/or Lesses Partner if Applicable

)

—




A
GJ(ABLC  ON-PREMISE PREQUALIFICATION PACKET Lon
it (01/2018)

s Higiity # ot talilil)

e S

1. Application for: [#] Original [1 Add Late Hours Only _License/Permit Number
O Reinstatement License/Petmit Number
(1 Change of Licensed Location License/Permit Number

2. Type of On-Premise License/Permit

[0 BG Wine and Beer Retailer's Permit [l LB Mixed Beverage Late Hours Permit
[0 BE Beer Retail Dealers On-Premise License O ™1 Minibar Permit
[0 BL Retail Dealer's On-Premise Late Hours License [1 ©B Caterer's Permit
[0 BP Brewpub License [0 FB Food and Beverage Cerlificate
[1 Vv Wine & Beer Retaller's Permit for Excursion Boats PE Beverage Cartage Permit
[0 Y Wine& Beer Retailer's Permit for Railway Dining Gar [1 RM Mixed Beverage Restaurant Permit with FB
MB Mixed Beverage Permit
[0 © Private Carrier's Permit — For Brewpubs {BP) with a BG only
3. Indicate Primary Business at this Location
Restaurant 1 Sporting Arena, Civic Center, Hotel
] Bar [1 GroceryMarket
[ Sexually Oriented ] Miscellaneous

4. Trade Name of Location
The Pizza Shack
5. Location Address

19132 Stewart Creek Rd

City County State | Zip Code

Montgomery Montgomery Texas | 77356
6. Mailing Address City State | Zip Code

19132 STEWART CREK RD MONTGOMERY TX 77356.
7. Business Phone No. Alternate Phone No. E-mail Address

( ) Pend-ing (936 ) 788 -3746 MICHAEL@PIZZASHACK.CIM

8. Type of Owner
O Individual Corporatton [] cCiy/County/University
] Partnership [l Limited Liability Company [ ] Other
[] Limited Partnership [] Joint Venture

[ Limited Liability Partnership[] Trust

9. Business Owner/Applicant
AZZIP ENTERPRISESINC,

Page 10f 5 Form L-ON (01/2018)




Last Name First Name MI | Title

SIMMONS JOHN H PRESIDENT

Last Name First Name MI | Title

SIMMONS CLAUDIA L SECRETARY/TREASURER
Last Name First Name MI | Title

SIMMONS MICHAEL vV TREASURER

11. Will your business be located within 300 feet of a church or publlc hospital? [ ] Yes [m] No

Will your business be located within 300 feet of any private/public school, day care center or child care
- facility? [] Yes [w] No

If “YES,” are the facilities located on different floors or stories of the building? [[] Yes [ ] No

13. Will your business be located within 1,000 feet of a private school? []Yes [u] No

14. Will your business be located within 1,000 feet of a public school? [1Yes M No

15.

As requ1red under Section 11,391 and 61.381, enter the exact date the 60-
Day sign was posted at your location.

16. IF YOUR LOCATION IS'/NOT WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS, CHECK HERE [_]
|, the applicant, have confirmed | am not located in the city limits of any city and therefore all city
certificates are not required.

[ 'Exact’Date '(mm/d /WW)- h
07 ; 25 ;2017

Page 2 of b

Form L-ON (04/2016)




5 ~ |IFAPPLICANTISSHOWNAS: ~ WHOMUSTSIGN:
; _Proprislorship. | Individual Owner 3 Wk
WARNING AND T L e R e g Gt 1Y RS S e G s
e RCorOfalion s aesia o EEER R e O e B e o
SIGNATURE Limited Parlnrship = General Parlner it
“Limited Liabillly Parinership | ceneral Parner = il

1 Limited Liability Company. Qlﬂce_rﬁggs;_saL e R e il

WARNING: Section 101.69 of the Texas Alcoholic Beverage Code states: "...a person who makes a false statement or false
representation in an application for a permit or license or in a statement, report, or other instrument to be filed with the Commission and
required to be sworn commils an offense punishable by imprisonment in the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for not less than 2
nor more than 10 years.”

1, UNDER PENALTY OF LAW, HEREBY SWEAR THAT | HAVE READ ALL THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN THE APPLICATION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS AND
THE INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT. | ALSO UNDERSTAND ANY FALSE STATEMENT OR REPRESENTATION IN THIS APPLICATION GAN RESULT IN
MY APPLICATION BEING DENIED AND/OR CRIMINAL CHARGES FILED AGAINST ME. | ALSO AUTHORIZE THE TEXAS ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE COMMISSION

TO USE ALL LEGAL MEANS TO VERIFY THE INFORMATION PROVIDED. ylicis .
i
PRINT SIGN / / -
PRNT  JOHN H. SIMMONS Y /S oy e
l/t/L P TITLE /FéESIDENT

#

— / . )
Before e, the/uridersigned authority, ep fhis _ \.MZ day of AUGUST 2017 | the person whose name is signed to

B~

th foregé‘ing qpplication persginal@_app ared and, clulg/s,\’av_orn by me, states under oath that he or she has read the said
appljgatiH &g /hat |l the fatts therein/gst forth are, tn angd correct.

sy U0 IO (AU 2

S — =

) L
% %  NOTARY PuaLt} /,«-" \

G GERTIFICATE OF CITY SECRETARY (FOR MB, RM, V & Y)
"y, 45556 Section 11.37 AN

|'f’r‘éiraw% Mtify on this day of ,2017 | that the location for which the
license/permit is sought is inside the boundaries of this city or town, in a “wet” area for such license/permit, and not
prohibited by charter or ordinance in reference to the sale of such alcoholic beverages.

SIGN

HERE MONTGOMERY | TEXAS
Cily Secretary/Clerl Cily

SEAL

CERTIFICATE OF CITY SECRETARY (FOR BG & BE)
Section 11,37 & 61,37

| hereby certify on this day of , 20 , that the location for which the
license/permit is sought is inside the boundaries of this city or town, in a “wet” area for such license/permit, and not
prohibited by charter or ordinance in reference to the sale of such alcoholic beverages.
Election for given location was held for:
[] legal sale of all alcoholic beverages
(] legal sale of all alcoholic beverages except mixed beverages
[] legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages
[] legal sale of beer/wine (17%) on-premise AFTER Sept. 1, 1999
[ legal sale of beer/wine (14%) on-premise BEFORE Sept. 1, 1999
OR IF ABOVE DOES NOT APPLY:
Be advised the location must have had two election passages per Section 25.14 ar Section 69.17 of the TABC Code. One for beer
and wine off-premise and one for mixed beverage,
] legal sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption only
AND EITHER:
[0 legal sale of mixed beverages
OR
[ legal sale of mixed beverages in restaurants by food and beverage certificate holders
(applicant must apply for FB with BG and BE)

SIGN

HERE . TEXAS
Cily Secretary/Clerk City

SEAL

Page 3 of 5 Form L-ON (01/2016)




A

i hereby ceﬁ:fy on this day of - , 20 , that one of the below is correct:
The governing body of this city has by ordinance authorized the sale of mixed beverages between midnight and 2:00

L]
AM.; or

] The governing body of this city has by ordinance authorized the sale of heer between midnight and
Ll

Ll

AM.; or
The population of the city or county where premises are [ocated was 500,000 or more according to the 22™ Decennial
Census of the United States as reieased by the Bureau of the Census on March 12, 2001; or
The population of the city or county where premises are located was 800,000 or more according to the last Federal

Census (2010).

SIGN
HERE ;, TEXAS

City Secretary/Clerk City

SEAL

| hereby certify on this day of , 20 , that the location for which the
license/permit is sought is in a “wet” area for such license/permit, and is not prohibited by any valid order of the
Commissioner's Court,

SIGN
HERE COUNTY
County Clerk

SEAL

I hereby certify on this day of , 20 , that the focation for which the
license/permit is sought is in a “wet” area and is not prohibited by any valid order of the Commissioner's
Court for a Wine & Beer Retlailers Permit.
Eiection for given location was held for:
[] legal sale of all alcoholic beverages
] legal sale of all alcoholic beverages except mixed beverages
] legai sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages
] legal sale of beerfwine {17%) on-premise AFTER Sept, 1, 1999
[] tegal sale of beer/wine {14%) on-premise BEFORE Sept. 1, 1999

OR IF ABOVE DOES NOT APPLY:
Be advised the location must have had two election passages per 25.14 or 69.17 of the TAB Code, One for beer and wine off-premise
and one for mixed beverage.

[] legal sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption only

AND EITHER: i
[] legal sale of mixed beverages

OR
] tegal sale of mixed beverages in restaurants by food and beverage certificate holders

{applicant must apply for FB with BG and BE)

SIGN
HERE COUNTY
County Clerk

SEAL

FPage4 of 5. Form L-ON {01/2016)




i hereby certify on this day of , 20 , that one of the below are correct:

[] The Commissioner’s Courl of the county has by order authorized the sale of mixed beverages between midnight and

2:00 AM,; or
[] The Commissioner’s Court of the county has by order authorized the sale of beer between midnight and

AM.; or
[1 The population of the city or county where premises are located was 500,000 or inore according to the 22" Decennial

Census of the United States as released by the Bureau of the Census on March 12, 2001, or
[ The popuiation of the city or county where premises are located was 800,000 or more according to the last Federal

Census (2010).

SIGN
HERE

SEAL

COUNTY

County Clerk

This is to certify on this day of , 20 , the applicant holds or has applied for

and salisfies all legal requirements for the issuance of a Sales Tax Permit under the Limited Sales, Excise and Use Tax Act
or the applicant as of this date is not required to hold a Sales Tax Permit.

Sales Tax Permit Number 1-76-05506686 Outfet Number

Print Name of Comptrolier Employee

Print Title of Comptrolier Employee

SIGN
HERE FIELD OFFICE

SEAL

Name of newspaper

City, County
Dates notice published in dally/weekly
newspaper (mm/ddiyyyy) / ! ATTACH PRINTED
Publisher or designee certifies atfached notice was published In newspaper stated on dates shown.
COPY OF THE
Signature of publisher or designee :
NOTICE HERE

Sworn to and subscribed
hefore me on this date ! /

Signature of Notary Public

SEAL

Page 6 of 5 Form L-ON (01/2016)
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FINAL CONCEPT DESIGN PRESENTATION & DECORATIVE LIGHTING SELECTIONS

PIZZA SHACK - MONTGOMERY, TEXAS
DECEMBER 2015

DESIGN CONSULTANT: SCHMITT DESIGN GROUP
LISA SCHMITT
2238 SUL ROSS
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77098
713-553-6536
lilischmitt@sbeglobal.nst
F.D.FREEMAN & ASSOCIATES, INC,
DUAYNE FREEMAN
1712 NORTH FRAZIER SUITE 206
CONROE, TEXAS 77301
939-760-3666
dfreeman@consolidated.net
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN: MIKE STEFFEY

281-923-2148

y steffeymike@vahoo.com

PROJECT ARCHITECT:

OWNERS:

GENERAL MANAGER:

PROPERTY LOCATION:

GENERAL CONTRACTOR:

JOHN SIMMONS
936-788-3746
i im 4 all.com
MICHAEL SIMMONS
936-597-9488

i ns@gmail.com

PIZZA SHACK
HIGHWAY 105 & STUART CREEK ROAD
MONTGOMERY, TEXAS 77356

FAIRWEATHER GROUP

P.0. BOX 387

CONROE, TEXAS 77305
936-756-6446

RUSSELL K. MILLER
936-520-3150 CELL
miller@faleweatherzrp.com
AUSTIN MILLER
936-537-5278 CELL

amiller@fairweathergrp.com
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THE PIZZA SHACK - IONTGOMERY, TEXAS
REFLECTED CEILING PLAN AND LIGHTING
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Birds-Eye Vie SideView o

Aluminum Constructed Sign Topper
To Match In Appearance Building
Roofing Detalls

(2) Face-Lit Channels w/——
Printed Graphics Over
White Polycarb. Aluminum
Returns To Connect Channels
Through Arch

Curved Face Aluminum Cabinet —|
w/ Front-Lit Channel Letters
Attached Flush

(1) New D/F Pylon Sign w/ Internally llluminated
Logo Icon Channel and Channel Letters,

(2) New EMC Message Centers To Be installed
Below Channel Letter Cabinet.

Sign Colors To Match New Bulldings Specs As

Closely As Possible,
= e,
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ITEM #2

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits: map showing area to be
annexed,
email from City Attorney
regarding maintenance by
TxDOT

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: October 2,2017

'Su_bject_

Public Hearing concerning State Hwy. 105 Annexation on the west side of the
City.

Description ;

This 1s the public hearing for the annexation. Other than a brief response this is
not an item for the Council to discuss the subject. This is the first of two public
hearings, the second will be on October 24", You can take action to annex then.

Recommendation

Listen and consider any public comment, ]

Approved By
City Administrator

Jack Yates | Date: October 2, 2017 |



shensley
Typewritten Text
ITEM #2


wk

02 =

X3 4

e

SR W D oatnearecs W g

INY FAVS S0 WVILTG
Y e uy o
”“‘m@fzzws
1

1oVl Jab
iy
|
\
|
B
- LS 7 S
i |
A\
N

-
-

Q_f.

- mH~!
yo vy

parauUs 24
(Y A

e
it it Y
il i

i

i g
8

e
i
s

!
i
gaé

A+ SRV 5101

\ it I KON MOOR [y AN YXTNNY OFS00N
=l __

E o
@ﬁ it B

Fpe ol

SV ALINIA




712017 The City of Menigomety Mail - TXDOT Maintenance Agresment wilh City of Montgamery

Yates, Jack <jyates@ci.montgomery.tx.us>

TXDOT Maintenance Agreement with City of Montgomery

1 message

Larry Foerster <foerster@dfcllp.com>

To: Jack Yates <jyates@ct montgomery.tx.us>, Kirk Jones <kirkjones63@yahoo.com>
Cec: Susan Hensley <shensley@ci.montgomery.tx.us>, "Ed Shackelford (EShackelford@jonescarter.com)”
<EShackelford@jonescarter.com=, Chirls Roznovsky <CRoznovsky@jonescarter.com>

Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 10:46 AM

Today | had a telephone conversation with Adam Galland, our local TxDOT district engineer. Mr, Galland pointed out that
clttes under 50,000 populations do not have to assume responsibility for the maintenance of the state highways running
through their cities. So paving, street lights, road signs and other routine maitenance will be assumed by TxDOT along

Highway 108, FM 149 and FM 1087.,

The exception would any spectal pavers or landscaping on Liberty Street which has been requested by the City. In that
case, the City will have to agree to maintain the pavers and the landscaping.

He also indicated that he is not aware of any plans by TxDOT for a new maintenance agreement form.

Lorrvy L. Foerster
Darden, Fowler & Creighton, LLP
414 West Phillips, Suite 100
Conroe, Texas 77301

Office 936-756-3337

Fax 936-756-2608

Email foerster@dfelip.com
For more information about our law firm, please go to www.dfclip.com

***********i*i**CON FlDENTiAL NOTECE'k*i*'k*i*i*ii*il’ﬁ********‘k*********ii**iﬁ**ii**

This message may contain confidential or privileged information under an attorney-client relationship. It is intended
only for the use of the individual or entily to whom it is addressed. Any other dissemination, disttibution or copying of
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nofify Larry L.
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ITEM #3

MINUTES OF PUBLIC HEARING and REGULAR MEETING
September 26, 2017, 2017
MONTGOMERY CITY COUNCIL

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Kirk Jones declared a quorum was present, and called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

Present: Kirk Jones Mayor
Jon Bickford City Council Place # 1
John Champagne, Ir. City Council Place # 2
T.J. Wilkerson City Council Place # 3
Rebecca Huss City Council Place # 4

Dave McCorquodale  City Council Place # 5

Absent:

Also Present: Jack Yates City Administrator
Larry Foerster City Attorney
Susan Hensley City Secretary
Ed Shackleford City Engineer
Chris Roznovsky City Engineer

INVOCATION

John Champagne gave the invocation,

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAGS

CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION:

I. Receive Final Report from the Planning and Zoning Commission on the requested rezoning

of .28 acres of land from institutional use to commercial use, situated in the John Corner

Survey, Abstract No. 8, Montgomery County. Texas otherwise described as approximately 150

feet south of Flagship Boulevard as submitted by Andrew Bay.
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Mr. Nelson Cox, Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Commission stated that they had
submitted the Final Report in writing to City Council.

Mr. Yates stated that the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously to approve and
recommend the rezoning of the 0.28 acres of land from institutional use to commercial use, as

submitted by Andrew Bay.

Dave McCorquodale moved to receive the Final Report as submitted from the Planning and
Zoning Commission. Jon Bickford seconded the motion, the motion carried unanimously. (5-

0

PUBLIC HEARING:

Convene into Public Hearing

Mayor Jones convened the Public Hearing at 6:03 p.m.

2. Public Hearing regarding a request to rezone 0.28 acres of land, from institufional

use to commercial use, situated in the John Corner Survey. Abstract No. 8. Montgomery

County, Texas otherwise described as approximately 150 feet south of Flagship Boulevard

as submitied by Andrew Bay.

Mr. Yates advised that there had been no comments received from the public by City Staff

after the public notice and letters were sent.

Adjourn Public Hearing

Mayor Jones adjourned the Public Hearing at 6:04 p.m.

Reconvene into Regular Session

The meeting reconvened into Regular Session.

VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM:
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Any citizen with business not scheduled on the agenda may speak to the City Council. Prior to

speaking, each speaker must be recognized by the Mayor. Council may not discuss or take any action

on an item, but may place the issue on a future agenda. The number of speakers along with the time

allowed per speaker may be limited.

Mr, LeFevre advised that he would wait to speak under a particular item.

CONSENT AGENDA:

3. Matters related to the approval of minutes for the Budget Workshop held on July 27, 2017 and

Regular Meeting held on September 12, 2017,

4. Consideration and possible action regarding Change Order No. [ for the Heritage Place

Medical Center 12" Waterline Project,

5. Consideration and possible action regarding the Certificate of Acceptance for McCoy’s public

water and sewer extensions, pending receipt of the Warranty Bond.

Rebecca Huss moved to approve the Consent Agenda items 3-5. John Champagne seconded

the motion, the motion carried unanimously. (5-0)

CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION:

6. Consideration and possible action on Department Reports.

A

Administrator’s Report — Mr. Yates presented his report to City Council. Mr. Yates

advised that he had been selected for the 2017-2018 Leadership Montgomery
County and had attended the retreat yesterday and today. City Council extended

their congratulations to Mr. Yates.

Mr. Yates said that he had heard that the City was awarded the CDBG-DR Grant
for the bridge, which is $350,000. Mr. Yates said that he had given the grant
representative a tour of the Baja Project last Tuesday, and they scheduled a contract
conference, so the City will probably get the CDBG Grant for the Baja Project,
which is another $350,000. Mr, Yates said that both of those were good news.

John Champagne asked about the two HMBA Meetings that Mr. Yates had

attended, and asked what those meetings were about, Mr, Yates said that one of
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the meetings was right after the TxDOT Meeting at the Community Center, and the
other meeting was with about five of the individual property owners in that area,
and there was also a third HMBA Meeting this past Thursday. Mr. Yates said that
the meeting with the property owners was the report that TXDOT had provided
earlier in the month and it went well. Mr. Yates said that he also gave that report
to the HMBA Meeting last Thursday. John Champagne asked if the City Engineer
was with Mr, Yates. Mr. Yates advised that they were not present. John
Champagne said that he thought Katherine Ferry was going to be part of those
meetings. Mr. Yates said that she will attend the TxDOT Meetings, but not the
HMBA Meetings.

John Champagne asked if they were making any progress in terms of being able to
submit to TxDOT what it is that the City wants. Mr. Yates said that they were,
and said that the TXDOT Meeting that they had in early September went very well,
as far as what they agreed to regarding parking and for the use of the property on
FM 149. Mr. Yates said that both he and the HMBA felt that the meeting went
very well. John Champagne said that as he understands it, since the State
Representative is involved, this project has been put off until May, Mr. Yates said
that was not correct, that was TxDOT’s first announcement, but they have put it
off until September 2018 to bid. Mr. Yates said that the work would begin in
January or February 2019. John Champagne said that, at some point between now
and then, the City will have some type of mockup of what is anticipated, in terms
of how FM 149 will look. Mr. Yates said that was correct. Mayor Jones said that
there is a plan for the City and TxDOT to meet once per month during that time
period. John Champagne asked how approval of the FM 149 project by the City
comes to fruition, or whether it was now out of the City’s hands. Mr, Yates said
that, at this point, he thought that the City would have another meeting, because
everything that TxDOT said last month was tentative. Mr. Yates said that he
thought what would happen after their next meeting, was they would get down to
the detailed drawings. Mr. Yates said that there would be a point where they would
get a detailed set of plans for the entirety of the project, including the downtown
section, Mayor Jones said that, at this time, the City has just been communicating

general concerns to TxDOT, and they have been communicating general responses
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in return. Mayor Jones said that they have not gotten down to certain details
because what they want might not be applicable in certain areas. John Champagne
said that it was a bit convoluted in his mind and he was trying to connect the dots.
Rebecca Huss said that it was definitely easier when TxDOT was doing what they
wanted without talking to the City. John Champagne said that when the City stays
involved with the City projects, it is always a good thing. Mr. Yates said that

Katherine Ferry would be taking notes at the meetings.

Public Works Report - Mr, Mike Muckleroy, Public Works Manager, presented his

report to Council. Mr. Muckleroy advised that they had six water leaks for the
month, five being private and one was City related on the irrigation system. Mr.
Muckleroy stated that they had one sewer stoppage, which was a lift station. M.

Muckleroy said that there were 10 water taps and three sewer taps for the month.

Mr. Muckleroy advised that they painted Homecoming Park restrooms to cover the
graffiti, Rebecca Huss asked if this was extra graffiti in addition to the instance
that occurred before school started. Mr. Muckleroy advised that it was the same
graffiti, Cedar Brake Park graffiti fell in one month and Homecoming Park fell in
the following month., Mr. Muckleroy said that they had security cameras and new
aluminum gutters installed at Fernland Park. Mr. Muckleroy advised that the
docents at Fernland Park reported a total of 316 visitors for the month and provided
19 tours. Jon Bickford asked if they had yearly statistic, and asked how the 316
visitors compared to last yeat’s visitors. Mr. Muckleroy said that the visitors went

way down compared to last month, but the trend for the year continues to rise.

Mayor Jones asked how the Wine Festival was this year as far as clean up. Mr.
Muckleroy said that it was excellent, and said that he did not think they had ever
seen it as good as it was this year, because they did not have to do anything. M.
Muckleroy said that all the barricades were put back in the same place that they
were when they dropped them off, and everything was taken care of and it was very

nice.
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Rebecca Huss asked if the crack sealing machine was going to be rented. Mr.
Muckleroy said that they rented it last week for a full week, but they had a problem
with the machine on Thursday, so they had to shut it down for Thursday afternoon
and Friday. Mr. Muckleroy advised that the company came out yesterday and
replaced the part that was bad and let them keep the machine for two more days,
so they finished all the product that they had purchased today. Mr. Muckleroy said
that they did all of the Buffalo Springs neighborhood, every street and all of Bessic
Price Owens and the Historic District, minus John Butler, because it is past the
crack sealing point. Mr. Muckleroy said that today, they finished all the way down
C.B, Stewart. Mr. Muckleroy said that when they do the next round they will start
C.B. Stewart and Buffalo Springs in November.

Rebecca Huss said that during the budget process they would do an analysis of the
City streets to prioritize them, and asked if that had been done or whether they were
in the process while they are doing the crack sealing, Mr. Muckleroy said that they
did a section and identified the area that they did and graded it on a 1-3 basis, 1-
needs crack sealing and 3-needs a lot of work, Mr, Muckleroy said that they would
continue to do the analysis in sections as they work on the roads. Mayor Jones
stated that in the analysis, he assumed that they might have found some streets that
will need to be repaved. Mr. Muckleroy said there were some areas that were
beyond crack sealing and some that are questionable. Mr. Muckleroy said that he
told his crew that if the condition of the road is questionable, and there are cracks
already there, go ahead and seal the crack because it will be just a little bit of
product and will not hurt anything, and if it does not work they will replace the
crack seal. Mr, Muckleroy said that they are in the learning process with the crack
seal. John Champagne said that it looked like they were doing a good job. M.
Muckleroy said that the guys did an excellent job. Mayor Jones said that you could
tell that the work had been done. Mr. Muckleroy said that this was a very good
machine that they are using, it is the top of the line, where one guy can apply the
product and the other can go over the materials. Rebecca Huss asked if the results
were as good as when they hired the job out. Mr. Muckleroy said that it was better,
because the company that they used had put sealant on the road where there were

no cracks and did not pay attention to where they were applying the product.
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Mayor Jones asked if Mr. Muckleroy felt like they could get more linear feet for
the money than what they have done in the past. Mr. Muckleroy said he absolutely
could, because they spent right at $4,000 for the week on rental and materials and
a temporary employee for $600, and they got twice as much done as what they paid
twice as much for before. Rebecca Huss said it was also cheaper than buying a

new road.

Police Department Report — Chief James Napolitano presented his new officer,

Abel Aguirre, from the Crockett Police Department. Chief Napolitano advised that
Lt. Belmares and Lt. Rosario met him at a class that they attended and now he is

with our department.

Chief Napolitano said that the highlights that he would like to hit are that Harvey
came in at the end of August and was here a little bit of September. Chief
Napolitano said that the City did not have any real serious problems as they had
the year before when they had the May flooding. Chief Napolitano said that they
had issued Mr. Muckleroy and his crew police radios so they could communicate
back and forth on the back channel without having to call on the telephone. The
Chief advised that Mr. Muckleroy still uses the radio to contact him if they have a

problem.

Chief Napolitano announced that National Night Out would be October 3, 2017 in
Cedar Brake Park from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m., and invited everyone to come out and

enjoy the event.

Mayor Jones said that citations are way down. Chief Napolitano said that when
citations are down that means that the officers are out doing something else. The
Chief advised that there is a difference between calls for service, calls for service
that the officer initiates himself or someone comes and calls him and self-initiated
police work. The Chief advised that as the calls for service go up or people request
their assistance, their ability to write tickets goes down. John Champagne asked
the Chief about a typical DUI that has to be transported to Conroe and how much
time the officer is tied up with the call. The Chief advised that for a DUJ arrest,
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they are fooking at 5 hours, because they have to go to Conroe ER to have a blood
draw, and you wait just like any other person, then they have to transport the person
to the jail and get them booked in, then the officer can get back on the street. The
Chief advised that it is not quite as much time with just an arrest, but a warrant
arrest is approximately two hours, The Chief advised that the times are different
with each type of arrest. John Champagne said that, if the officer is tied up with
an arrest at 10 p.m., what law enforcement is left in the City. The Chief advised
that right now they are one officer down, with light duty due to surgery, and now
they have one officer transferring over to warrants, so that will reduce the force by
two officers. The Chief said that on B-shift they have a day shift officer and a night
shift officer, instead of having a swing shift like they currently have on A-shift.
The Chief said that the day shift has three officers and the night shift has two
officers, so something has to give when they are short staffed. Jon Bickford said
that when someone is not on light duty, because light duty does not last forever,
they would have two officers on the day shift and two officers on the night shift,
Chief Napolitano said that they have one officer during the day from 6 a.m. to 6
p.m,, then they have a swing shift that comes on duty on Sunday, Monday, Tuesday
and Wednesday, from noon to midnight, and they have a 6 p.m. to 6 a.m., so that
they overlap shifts. The Chief said that they have two shifts that consist of those
schedules, so truthfully what he wanted to see them do in the future as they go
along, which was part of his strategic plan, is to have two officers on days, two

officers on nights and the Licutenants and swing shift in between those shifts.

Rebecca Huss said that she appreciated the number of calls and types, and asked if
it was possible to include the previous months’ numbers. The Chief said that he
wanted to wait and put in quarterly numbers, because he felt that would give them

better numbers to review.

Court Department Report — Mrs. Rebecca Kendall, Court Administrator, presented
her report to City Council. Mrs, Kendall advised that the warrants have stayed
pretty good this past month. John Champagne asked Mrs. Kendall how her office
was running. Mrs. Kendall said that it is as it always runs. John Champagne again

asked how Mrs. Kendall’s office was running. Mrs. Kendall said that her office
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runs good. John Champagne confirmed that Mrs. Kendall has two assistants in the
Court. Mrs. Kendall said that she did not have assistants, but she had two Deputy
Court Clerks and a Warrant Officer. John Champagne said that would make four

employees in the Court,

Utility/Development Report — Mr. Yates presented the report to City Council. Mr.

Yates noted that in the past month there was $131,619 paid in the Utilities
Department, which was primarily because they had a 19% percent increase in the
water billed. Mr. Yates said that there were 39 permits totaling $20,029, which
were new residents and seven commercial permits. Mr. Yates advised that the
Community Center was rented and brought in $730. Mr. Yates said that there are
699 active water accounts, which is up quite a bit. Mr. Yates said that the City
water consumption was pretty consistent, with Memory Park still remaining high.
Rebecca Huss said that due to the weather being really dry, shortly after Harvey,
people started irrigating, which was really strange to have had that much water and

then having people irrigating.

Dave McCorquodale said that on the permits issued he saw that the City issued a
burning permit, and asked what triggers someone to get a burn permit. Mr. Yates
said that when it is rubbish and if there is going to be more than just a small amount,
which is what the ordinance states. Mr. Yates said that if they are going to burn
enough that the Fire Department or Police Department would get calls, then they

issue a burn permit and notify both Departments.

Dave McCorquodale said that the Community Building showed $730 in revenue,
but he did not see any bookings., Mr. Yates said that the number of bookings was

accidentally left out of the report.

John Champagne asked what the City’s cost was for producing water. Mr. Yates
said that it was about $5.50 per 1,000 gallons.

Water Report - Mr. Williams, with Gulf Utilities, presented his report to City
Council. Mr. Williams advised that they had a large amount of district alerts for
Well #4. Mr. Williams said that on July 18, 19, 24 and 28, and August 11, 14, 15
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and 17, were all power influxes at the plant, and said that there has been an
improvement to Water Plant #3 and they have not received any calls in the last
couple of weeks, Mr. Williams advised that they did not have any power call outs
for the month, which was a good sign. Mr. Williams said that they had an issue at

Lift Station 8, where there was a tripped breaker, so the operator reset the breaker.

Mr. Williams advised that August 7 and 11, Lift Station 2, had two separate callouts
for the lift pumps. Mr. Williams said that both pumps had to be taken in for repairs
and they are currently checking on everything with Magna Flow to see if this might
be related to the project. Mayor Jones asked if Magna Flow was done with their
project. Mr. Williams advised that Magna Flow has still not completed their
project. Mr. Roznovsky advised that when they went on site to look at the Lift
Station, and the field guy from Magna Flow advised that they still had half the
project left to complete. Mr. Roznovsky said that they are still working on getting
all the information and timelines together to see what makes sense with the project.
Mr. Roznovsky said that Magna Flow was not communicating internally regarding
the project, so when they spoke to the Project Manager, he thought that the work
was completed and would be delivering the videos by Friday, then the field guy

advised the supervisor that the project was not complete.

Mr. Williams stated that on August 10 there was a callout for a high wet well,
where they found no flow coming to the Sewer Plant from Lift Station 1, which is
located just outside the Plant and feeds all the sewage from the City. Mr. Williams
said that pump had to be taken in for repairs and is now back in operation. Mr,
Williams said that on August 16 Lift Station 3 had a lift pump that was not
operating, and so another lift pump was installed. Mr. Williams advised that there
was a large amount of rags inside the pump. Rebecca Huss asked if they were
repairable. Mr. Williams said that it was more economical to replace versus repair,
Mr, Williams said that the last alert, which was Lift Station 13, where they had a
no power call and they found out Entergy was upgrading service to Summit
Business Park, so the Lift Station was down for four hours and service was restored

then it was pumped back down.
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Mr. Williams advised that the City had an effluent flow of 5,107,000 gallons for
the month of August, with the daily peak flow on August 8 with 268,000 gallons,
and average flow was 159,000 gallons that is 40% percent of the permitted value.
Rebecca Huss asked what the flow was during the hurricane. Mr, Williams said
that the flow during the hurricane was outside this reporting period, but he recaltled
that it was about 900,000 gailons. Rebecca Huss said that the daily limit is 400,000.
Mr. Williams said that it was slightly higher than what they are permitted for, but
the State has issued that they are not going to be holding anyone hostage for flow

violations or even effluent violations,

Mr, Williams said that there were no excursions during the month of August, with
[4.16 inches of rain. Mr. Williams advised that the rain gauge was disabled from

August 25 - 27, 2017.

John Champagne said that compared to the situation that they had a year and a half
ago, with all that rain, was the volume comparable with the hurricane. Mr,

Williams said that the volume was a lot greater for the hurricane,

Mr, Williams said that the water report which shows that they produced a total of
12.718 million gallons, flushed 203,000 gallons, sold 11.127 million gallons,
which gives a percentage count of 89% that is 3-7% lower than what they are used
to. Mr, Williams said that they do not have any indicators of leaks or unauthorized
unmetered water use, Rebecca Huss said that was a lot of water to lose, which is

10% percent of the water produced.

John Champagne asked about calibration of the automatic radio meters, and how
the calibration is checked. Mr. Williams said that the meters will send an error
message if they are not reading. John Champagne asked if the meter knows when
it is out of calibration. Mr, Williams said no, but if the system senses that it has
not received a read from the meter in 72 hours it will send an alert to Mr. Muckleroy
to check the meter, Mr, Williams said that the calibration of the meter needs to be
manually checked. John Champagne asked what the City’s procedure was for

manually checking the calibration of the meters. Mr. Williams said that Gulf
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Utility does not handle that procedure, but they will go out with another meter,
hook it up to the house, make sure no one is using water, and they will run 10
gallons of water through the meter at high, medium and low velocity, John
Champagne asked if this would be a question more directed to Mr. Muckleroy. Mr.
Muckleroy said that there is not a set calibration plan in place because it is not cost
feasible, that it does not make sense to calibrate every meter in the City. John
Champagne said that he was not saying that. Mr, Muckleroy said that the meters
are recommended to be replaced after 1 million gallons, according to the
manufacturer. Johin Champagne said that they could do a statistical check on these
meters without having to check every meter, and he thought it would be wise to do
that. John Champagne said that he heard, after this past water cycle, a number of
people complaining about the water usage going way up, and more than likely it is
their usage, but if we are not doing a periodic check, everything breaks, so there is
some statistical ways that you can get a good idea whether they are all in
calibration, so we might want to consider that, Mr. Muckleroy said that the way
that the meters are designed they always fall to the customers advantage, and every
case where someone has called to have their meter checked, it has been an irrigation
issue. John Champagne confirmed that Mr. Muckleroy was checking the meters.
Mr. Muckletoy said absolutely. Mr. Muckleroy said that he has a meter on his
truck that is used to check a meter just like Mr. Williams described, Rebecca Huss
said that Mr. Muckleroy has also gone out and helped people with their irrigation
and figuring out how to set their system up properly, which is a service that other
cities do not necessarily provide to try and keep peoples water bills under control.
John Champagne said that, if in fact, Mr. Muckleroy is responding to complaints
to a question of the meter reading correctly or calibrated right, and it is coming out
right, that is a statistical check. Mr. Muckleroy said that they have probably
checked a total of 10 meters over the last year and a half, and out of 500+ every

one of them has been spot on.

Mayor Jones asked about using Well #2 and whether they were staying away from
it for this time. Mr. Williams said that Well #2 is where they were having a lot of
the surges, so they were unable to run the Well #2 and Well #3 ran the majority of

the water because Well #4 was having electrical issues, as well. Mr, Williams said
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that they were down to 12.7 % percent remaining on the shared allotment for those
two Wells. Mayor Jones asked if Well #3 and #4 are on separate in feeds. Mr.
Williams said that they were completely separate. Mr. Williams said that Well #3
and #4 share the common incoming down to the Water Plant and separate, and Well
#4 draws a lot more power with the Cooling Tower and the Well. Mr. Williams
said that on August 24 he received notiﬁcation that upgrades had been made and

they have not had any electrical issues in the last couple of weeks.

Rebecca Huss asked Mr. Williams to check his connections numbers because on
the irrigation, she could name 11 people that have irrigation meters, so she is
guessing that there is more than 11 in the City. Mr. Williams said that number was
wrong it should be 100 and the hydrant meter number is 8 so there should be a total
of 108 connections. Rebecca Huss asked where the irrigation meters were located.
Mr. Williams said that the irrigation meters are not broken out on this report, they
are mixed in with the residential meters. Dave McCorquodale said that looking
back on last month’s report, it showed about 30% percent remaining on Well #2
and Well #3 and this month shows there is 12% percent remaining, so they have
used half of what they had remaining for the year and 12% percent does not look
like it will get the City through the end of the year on Well #2 and #3. Mr. Williams
said that with the electrical analysis that they had with the Plants, they were forced
to use Well #3 for the majority of the water, which used 27 million gallons. Mr.
Williams said that they have early conversion credits that they can use. Mr.
Williams said that they have been using Well #4 primariiy and pulling minimal
amounts from Wells #2 and #3 to help compensate. Mr. Roznovsky said that they
are compiling the documentation so that if they have to, they can show why the
numbers are what they are. Rebecca Huss asked if the City could get a special
dispensation versus using the early conversion credits. Mr. Roznovsky said that
right now they are still going to be running off as much of the Catahoula Well as
they can. Mr. Roznovsky said that they would not be penalizing the City because
of the circumstances that the City was in. Mayor Jones said that this was based on
calendar year. Mr. Shackleford said that was correct, January 1 through December
3L
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Mr. Williams said that this month they treated 5.107 million gallons and sold
11.127 million gallons, giving them a 46% percent return to the Sewer Plant, with
14,16 inches of rain. Rebecca Huss said that the chart said that there was only 6
inches of rain, but said that if there was 14.6 inches of rain there is no way that the
return is 46% percent. Mr. Williams said that he would see about getting the chart
separated to run with the billing cycle. Rebecca Huss said that she still did not buy
that return number because it is too low for that amount of rain. Mr. Williams said
that he agreed, but the majority of that rain that they got was after the 18" of the
month, so the chart clashes with the report. Mayor Jones asked what a normal
number was in the summer for other systems that they are involved with. Mr.
Williams said that this would be 40% - 60% percent. Mayor Jones said that was a
pretty wide range. Mr. Williams said that it would depend on the types of

connections and the area, because some areas do more irrigation than others.

Engineer’s Report — Mr. Roznovsky presented his report to City Council. Mr.

Roznovsky said that there were separate agenda items for some of the items on his
report. Mr. Roznovsky said that the Bois D’Arc extension is underway, and
regarding the Lone Star Bend project, they are working with the developer to get
the final plat recorded so the project can move forward. Rebecca Huss asked
whether the developer had submitted the bond. Mr. Roznovsky said that they are
waiting for the fiscal guarantee. Mr. Roznovsky said that Lone Star Parkway is
now open from SH 105 to the Kroger driveways. Mr. Roznovsky said the next
sections will be from the Kroger driveways to Buffalo Springs and Buffalo Springs
to SH 105. Dave McCorquodale said that at Buffalo Springs and SH 105, this has
got to put a strain on the officers in the morning, that road is really a mess because
you have cars that are trying to pull out two and three at a time in the dark. Dave
McCorquodale said that this side of the County is abysmal in terms of the planning
of this, and maybe they told the City how long it was going to take and he just
missed it, but it seems like this is just terrible. Mr. Shackleford said that they did
advise that the project would run through November and the way that they are
doing the project, by blocking off certain sections rather than doing it all at once,
is quicker than if they did it one half of the road at a time. M. Shackleford said
that if they only did half of the road at a time, you might have an East bound lane
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working and detouring all of the West bound traffic. Mr. Shackleford said that
doing the project this way was more efficient; it is just happening at a very busy

time in the City.

Mr. Roznovsky advised that the Capital Improvement Advisory Committee met
last week and they will be presenting a report to City Council next month with their

recommendations.

Mr. Roznovsky said that the final item is the Terra Vista Canal on page 6, which
was taken out during Hurricane Harvey, with an additional 160 feet that eroded and
damaged a water and sewer line that serves Terra Vista. Mr, Roznovsky said that
they met with the builder and his engineer a few weeks ago and they are working
up a couple of repair proposals and they are offering to fund the repair. Rebecca
Huss asked if they were also going to pay for the 1.2 million gallons of water that
leaked out. Mr. Roznovsky said that they would be getting with the City Attorney
to see where that water would potentially be charged. Mr, Roznovsky said that was
one thing that was not shown in the report, but what was shown was the 1.2 million
gallons of water because it was in the middle of the night during Hurricane Harvey
and Mr. Muckleroy was receiving calls out from the Water Plant and all the levels
were bad because the water line that goes through this creek was flowing water
down into the creek. Mr. Roznovsky said that both the water and sewer lines were
damaged and the sewer line is not served by anyone, as of today. Mr. Roznovsky
said that the water loss is real money, with 1.2 million gallons of water that was
pumped and treated and ended up in the Terra Vista Canal. Rebecca Huss said that
was 1.21 million gallons from the Gulf Coast Aquifers so the City is potentially
paying for that with credits as well. Mayor Jones asked what size that line is. Mr,

Roznovsky said that he believed that it was an 8 inch line that crosses the canal.

Financial Report - Mr. Yates presented the report to City Council. Mr. Yates said

that the deposit in all City accounts, except MEDC, was $2,452,988. Mr. Yates
said that General Fund revenues are over the expenses by $132,053. Mr. Yates
said that the sales tax, which is not on the report, was $181,000, which is the second

highest month for September over the last 10 years. M. Yates said that the Utility
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Fund has $367,000 surplus, of which a lot of that will be transferred to the Capital

Projects Fund for next year.

Rebecca Huss said that in the Utility Fund, just to note that it was not a bonanza
year; it was that there was a big underspending in Capital Budget and Capital Items.

Mr. Yates said that was correct.
Dave McCorquodate moved to accept the Departmental Reports as submitted.
Rebecca Huss seconded the motion, the motion carried unanimously. (5-0)

Jon Bickford stepped out of the meeting at 7:02 p.m.

7. Consideration and possible action regarding approval of Emma’s Way Extension construction

plans.

Mt. Roznovsky presented the information to City Council, stating that they had submitted a
memo and a copy of the red lined plans that are ready for provisional approval, with minor
items to be addressed, as well as easements being recorded. Mr. Roznovsky said that their
recommendation is approval subject to final comments being addressed, which is what the

Planning and Zoning Commission did at their meeting,

John Champagne moved to approve the construction plans as presented by the City Engineer

for the Emma’s Way Extension. T.J. Wilkerson seconded the motion.

Discussion: Rebecca Huss said that to be specific, none of these roads require any City
financing or investment. Mr, Roznovsky said that was correct. Rebecca Huss said they are
private roads to be conveyed at some later time after construction, Mr, Roznovsky said that
was correct; after construction process, as in other projects, they will recommend City

acceptance of that infrastructure.
The motion carried unanimously. (4-0)

8. Consideration and possible action regarding approval of Lake Creek Village Section 11I Final

Plat and acceptance of financial guarantee.
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Mr. Roznovsky advised that he had submitted a memo regarding this item, and stated that this
project will now be called the Estates of Lake Creek Village, which will be at the same location.
Mr, Roznovsky said that they are recommending final approval of the Final Plat, subject to the
final items being addressed, and since the construction is not quite complete, a bond to cover
that remaining construction cost be submitted prior to recordation of the plat. Mr. Roznovsky
stated that the Planning and Zoning Commission discussed and conditionally approved the plat

last night, according to the conditions recommended tonight.
John Champagne moved to approve the final plat of Lake Creek Village, Section Three as
presented by the City Engineer, in acceptance of the fiscal guarantee. Dave McCorquodale

seconded the motion, the motion carried unanimously. (4-0)

Consideration and possible action regarding an Eagle Scout Project for Cedar Brake Park

involving placement of a sandbox at the Park by Conner Jones,

Mr. Connor Jones, presented his Eagle Scout Project, which is an ADA compliant sandbox for
Cedar Brake Park, on the East side of the Park, next to the small children’s play area. Mr.
Jones said that 127 foot by 16’ freeform sandbox to match the rest of the Park’s play areas that
are all freeform, Mr. Connor said that it will have a similar board at the other areas of the Pack,
and will have 10 inches of sand in the sandbox. Mir. Connor said that he had spoken to Mr.
Muckleroy and said that he wanted to make sure that the sidewalk that came up to the sandbox
would be easy to be maintained by the mowers. Mr. Connor said that he kept the sandbox
ADA compliant by leaving an opening at the sandbox, to allow someone in a wheelchair or on

crutches to enter the sandbox and use the play area.

Mr. Yates said that the concern about cats did come up in the discussion, but the feeling was
that there is already a sand volleyball court and they have not had any serious problems with

that area.

Jon Bickford returned to the meeting at 7:07 p.m.
Rebecca Huss asked if they had to do a lot to maintain the volleyball court, Mr, Muckleroy
said that they really did not have to do a lot, and being a smaller area and an actual sandbox,

they will probably make sure that it is raked out more often to try and keep it nice. Mr. Yates
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said that the entirety of Cedar Brake Park is ADA compliant, so he was kind of concerned
about the handicapped access of this, and his suggestion to Mr. Conner was to build a pedestal
up to a specific, ADA required, height and put sand in that so that a child in a wheelchair could
play in a sandbox. Rebecca Huss said that this would be an elevated sandbox. Mr. Yates said
that it would be roughly 30 inches in height, and it could be adjacent to the concrete. Mr. Yates
said that since this is an all ADA Park, it scemed worthwhile to maintain that criteria. Jon
Bickford asked if all the parks were ADA compliant, or was Mr. Yates suggesting that they
designate certain parks as ADA. Mr. Yates said that he thought that Cedar Brake Park was all
ADA compliant, and he was not sure about the other parks. Rebecca Huss said that Fernland
definitely was not ADA compliant. Jon Bickford asked if all parks should be ADA compliant,
and should they be mindful of that. Mayor Jones said that he thought that they should where

it is possible. Mr. Yates said that he would have to check on that information.

John Champagne asked Mr. Jones whether he planned on working in government. Mr. Jones
said that he did not, he said that he was looking at engineering. John Champagne said that he

and City Council certainly appreciated what Mr. Jones was doing,

Mayor Jones asked how many fellow Scouts and man hours was he looking at. Mr. Jones said
that he can get started on this project on October 6 and 7, 2017, and then they will only have
to fill the box with the sand and wait for the concrete to dry. Mr. Jones said that they will come
back the following weekend on October 14, 2017 to finish the project. Mr. Jones said that he
has some guys from his church that will supply concrete and materials. Mayor Jones asked if

they were going to hand mix the concrete, Mr, Jones said that he was not sure at this point.

Jon Bickford moved to accept the Eagle Scout Project for Cedar Brake Park involving the
placement of a sandbox in the Park by Mr. Connor Jones and his crew. John Champagne

seconded the motion.

Discussion: Jon Bickford said that the Scouts are a blessing fo the community, and said thank
you very much for the projects that they bring, specifically this kind of effort. Mayor Jones
said that Jon Bickford was right, the City of Montgomery is the beneficiary of a lot of Eagle

projects.
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The motion carried unanimously. (5-0)

Mr. Connor Jones, Eagle Scout Candidate, thanked City Council.

Consideration and possible action regarding an Encroachment Agreement for a sign located on

a 2.0795 acre tract of land situated at the southwest corner of FM 2854 and SH 105 as submitted

by First Hartford Realty Corporation,

Mr. Roznovsky presented the information to City Council. Mr, Roznovsky advised that that
the location is in the neighborhood of a sewer line, and the agreement, as they have proposed
to the City, allows the City to make any repairs, and it is not the City’s responsibility for the

cost. Mr. Roznovsky said that they do not have any objection to the agreement.

Jon Bickford asked if the reason for the request was because it is over a sewer line or because
they were trying to get closer to the street. Mr. Roznovsky said that it was because it is within
a City utility casement and they are requesting to encroach on that easement. Jon Bickford
asked if this easement will allow them to move onto the property. Mr. Roznovsky said no, this
would be adjacent to the right of way of the street. Mr. Roznovsky said that the most recent
one that they did was the one catty corner to this location, the Care Now Clinic, who requested
a variance for a sign, same size easement and it was approved. Jon Bickford asked if they were
doing this to get the signs closer and closer to the street, was his question. Mr. Roznovsky said
yes, it would allow them to put the sign closer to the street or else it would have to be outside
the right of way. Mayor Jones asked if that was an extra-large easement. Mr. Roznovsky said

that the easement is 26 feet wide.

Mr. Brian Morris, with Foresight Group, Inc., said that he was representing the developer, First
Hartford Realty Corporation, and that where the property fronts SH 105 there is a 26 foot wide
utility easement for the City sewer that runs along the entire frontage. Jon Bickford asked if
that was something that they knew when they purchased the property or was this brand new
easement rule put in place since they purchased the property. Jon Bickford said that the line
has been there from the beginning, and said this is what really frustrates him to no end. Jon
Bickford said that, for example, if he was a developer, and he bought property that stuff is not

where he wants it to be and he can’t do what he wants with the property and can’t get the sign

09/26/17 Council Meeting Minutes - Page 19




where he wants it, so he is going to come to the City to ask for some consideration from the

City.

Mr. Morris said that he understands Jon Bickford’s frustration, but said if they look at the line
compared to where the easement is, when you get towards the intersection there is a section of
the property, where the sewer line actually parallels the road, and then when you go toward the
corner of the intersection their property is mitered at the corner. Mr, Motris said that the
casement follows the mitered section and the line actually starts going back into the right of
way as they go toward the corner, but the easement still follows the property. Mr. Morris said
that as you go towards the corner of the property, you have the 26 foot utility easement, but the
line is not actually in the easement as you get to the corner. Jon Bickford asked where this
would put the sign relative to other signs on the street. Mr, Roznovsky said, on his side of the
street, there is not any other signs. Jon Bickford said that once they establish this, then all the
rest of the businesses are going to want to be out there as well. Mr. Roznovsky said that you
would assume that the rest would line up all the way down, but they have not requested that

yet.

Rebecca Huss said that in doing this agreement, they are not actually agreeing to increase the
size of the sign by 10% percent, this is purely the location of the sign. Mr. Roznovsky said

that this was just the consent to encroach,

John Champagne asked if this information had been presented to the Planning and Zoning
Commission. Mr. Roznovsky said that it had not because this is just the encroachment
agreement, it is not the sign permit. John Champagne asked how high the sign is proposed to
be. Mr. Morris said that it would be a 10-foot tall monument sign that will be 2.5 feet wide.

Mr. Morris advised that he had provided a rendering of the sign.

Rebecca Huss said that if they install their sign and the City decides that something has to
happen with the sewer, Mr. Muckleroy can come out and tear the sign out, and the owner would
have to put the sign back if they want it back. Mr. Morris said that was correct. Rebecca Huss
said that the City’s obligation, to be polite, would be to notify you and give you a chance to

pick the sign up, etc.
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Dave McCorquodale asked Mr. Roznovsky about approving an easement on a roadway that
size, and asked if what they are requesting is different from what other instances that they might
see, and whether this exception was closer. Mr. Roznovsky said that he did not remember
where Kroger’s sign is in relation to the right of way, but he did say that this is not significantly
closer, just because the easement there is smaller, but he would have to pull the plans. Mr.
Roznovsky said that this is a similar request to what City Council saw a few weeks ago for the
Care Now property, which had a 26-foot easement and requesting an encroachment to put their
sign. Mr. Morris said that the distance from the paved shoulder to the right of way line is
approximately 50 feet to get to the property, and they are requesting that the sign be placed
about two feet off of that. Jon Bickford asked where it would go if it were not allowed to
encroach the easement, and asked how far off the easement they are requesting to place the
sign. Mr, Morris said that it would be an additional 20 feet further back to get it out of the

easement.

Dave McCorquodale asked Mr. Roznovsky, stating that it appears that the parking lot will also
go into the easement, so would that be included. Mr. Roznovsky said that this was only
addressing the sign. Mr. Roznovsky said that they have not submitted construction plans for
review. Mr. Roznovsky said that normally driveways do not require an encroachment
agreement because it is a normal thing to cross an easement to get over, but if there is a parking
lot area, he would need to confirm, Dave McCorquodale said that this very likely is not the
very last time that they will see this. Mr. Roznovsky said that plans have not been submitted
yet. Rebecca Huss said that she was confused because the sign is usually the least important
thing. Mr. Mortis said that they typically like to get any items that have to go through zoning
or get a variance out of the way up front. Rebecca Huss said that Mr. Roznovsky is saying that
they might end up having to get several variances, so they will have to go through zoning one

way ol the other.

Jon Bickford said that what he is hearing and seeing, if they approve this action, then they can
move forward with all the rest of the plans and ask for those additional variances. Rebecca
Huss said that if they approve this request, then it will build upon the request for other
variances. Jon Bickford said that whoever builds next to them will want their signage out there

also, and they will say the City did it for them, so they will want it done for them. Mayor Jones
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asked why they did it for the other business. Jon Bickford said he did not know, because he

would not have approved it if he would have been here.

Mayor Jones asked if the request was to make the sign more visible or more center on the
propetty for aesthetics, or to allow more room for a parking lot. Mr. Morris said that if they
looked at the site plan, their outside row of parking is within the easement, and the utility line
follows parallel with the road, but once you get closer to the intersection, the property miters,
so the easement actually follows the property and there is limited space up front to place the
sign to have it be on the edge of the parking lot. Mr. Morris said the only other place to put
the sign, outside of the easement, would be west of the site, which is in the floodplain area that

they are trying to preserve.

Rebecca Huss asked to confirm that they were going to have to come back and get a variance
for the parking lot, because that is also going to need an encroachment easement. Mr. Morris
said that they were not anticipating that action. Mr. Roznovsky said that the last encroachment
agreement that he remembers was for light poles and a sign within the easement, and he

believed that the paving was allowed.

Mayor Jones said that this is not a major encroachment. Mr. Morris said that the size of the
sign is 1 1-feet by 2.5 feet, Jon Bickford said that the sign was a north/south sign. Jon Bickford
said that they will either have to move the sign 20 feet north to get it in the easement, or south
20 feet, which is going to get it closer to the highway. Mr. Morris said that the northern edge
of the easement is the same as the property line, so they would not be able to move the sign
north of the easement, because it would be in the TxDOT right of way. Mr. Morris said that
they would not be able to move the sign south of the easement because that would put them in
the parking lot. Mayor Jones said that no matter what, the City will always have access to the
utilities that might be under the sign. Mr. Roznovsky said that parking is allowed within the
easement, so they would not need to come back for another encroachment agreement, so this

is only for the encroachment of the sign into the easement.
Rebecca Huss said that she was definitely sympathetic to Mr. Morris, and she understood about

the construction of the site and where the easement falls, but she feels a little uncomfortable

about not having a site plan, and they don’t have anything for sure to set this sign. Rebecca
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Huss said that nothing is official, they will still have to go through Planning and Zoning and
City Council to get approval, so to her, she would like to see it happen as a total package. Mr.
Roznovsky said to summarize what Rebecca Huss was saying was that she would rather have
the construction plans come forward for a conditional approval subject to entering into a
construction agreement, so then they would have a plan set that is ready to be signed and
approved and then enter into an agreement. Rebecca Huss said that to her that would make
more sense, because then they would know exactly where everything belongs and it would
make sense to have everything done at once. Rebecca Huss said that she understood the
developer’s point, they don’t necessarily want to go ahead and do something and set on
construction plans, without knowing and being confident that they are going to put the sign in

a specific spot.

Mr. Morris said that if they looked at the site plan where the sign is being placed, within the
easement that is really the only place the sign can be placed. Jon Bickford said that is only if
you keep this plan the same. Mr. Morris said that was correct, but said that they were limited
by the pad to the south of their focation. Mayor Jones said that the floodplain and the creek
does not give Mr, Morris much choice of where to put things. Jon Bickford said that they could
put the sign in the floodplain, they would just have to build it up, Rebecca Huss said that there

ts a limit on how high the sign can be.

Mr, Roznovsky said that one thing to note is that this is just to approve the encroachment
somewhete, and the final construction plans will show the final location of the sign, distances
from the right of way, and distances from the driveway, which will still have to be approved.
Mr. Roznovsky said that this action would just be the concept of allowing the sign to be placed
within the easement, subject to everyone else being okay that it is not geing to impact utilities
and meets the sign ordinance requirements. Mr. Roznovsky said that this agreement is just
saying that he will be allowed to place the sign within the easements, subject to approval of the
construction plans for that sign. Dave McCorquodale asked it City Council approves this sign
being placed in the easement, with the exception of [2-inches, the sign could not get any closer
to road, because he did not take any exception to the sign being located where it is shown. Jon
Bickford said that they are going to get as close to the road as they can, through the easement
and close to the road, and said that they would be setting a precedent and everybody else is

going to come behind them and say that they want their sign located there also, because nobody
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wants their sign behind another sign. Dave McCorquodale said that was true, but his concern
was if he approved the sign in the easement, he wanted to make sure that there was no way the
sign would be closer to the road. Rebecca Huss said that out of all of City Council, Dave

McCorquodale has the most esthetic experience.

Dave McCorquodale moved to approve the variance to place the monument sign in the
easement as submitted in writing, and to enter into an encroachment agreement pursuant to the
City Engineers information. T.J. Wilkerson seconded the motion. The motion carried with the
following votes (3-2):

Aye — T.J. Wilkerson Nay — John Champagne

Aye — Rebecca Huss Nay — Jon Bickford

Aye — Dave McCorquodale

Consideration and possible action regarding appointment of the City of Montgomery Board of

Adjustment members.

Mr. Yates advised that there were two seats that are about to come up for appointment on the
Board of Adjustment, which are Ann Young and Rebecca Huss. Mr. Yates said that he was
unable to confirm that the two members were willing to serve on the Board of Adjustment.
Mayor Jones asked how many times this Board has met in the last two years. Mr. Yates said
that they have not met in the last two years. Rebecca Huss said that she has met once on the
Board since she was appointed, Mr. Yates said that their terms are up right now and they have
an item for the Board of Adjustment. Mr. Yates said that any variance related to a Zoning
Ordinance has to go before the Board of Adjustment. Mayor Jones said that he knew State

Faw required the City to have a Board, but he just did not see the City using one very often.

Jon Bickford asked what City Council is needing to approve. Mr. Yates said that they need
two appointments on the Board, one for Ann Young and one for Rebecca Huss. Jon Bickford
asked if Rebecca Huss was volunteering for the seat on the Board., Rebecca Huss said that
considering that it has not cost her any babysitting time in the last four years, she was willing
to volunteer. Jon Bickford asked about Ann Young and whether she wanted to volunteer for

this position, Mr. Yates said that he did not know if Ann Young would want to serve because
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he was not able to get in touch with her. Mayor Jones suggested that they go ahead and

nominate Ann Young and then if she does not want to serve, they can address that later,
Jon Bickford moved to reappoint Rebecca Huss and Ann Young to be the designees to the
Board of Adjustment. John Champagne seconded the motion, the motion carried unanimously.

(5-0)

Presentation: Proposed adjustment to the City’s water and sewer rates.

Mr. Yates said that as an element of the rate study, that was conducted last year, City Council
reviewed and raised water and sewer rates this past year. Mr. Yates said that they were still
under the cost per 1,000 gallons that it actually cost the City to produce the water and sewer.
Mr. Yates said that last year they had a three-year plan, and this is year two. Mr. Yates said
that what he has before City Council is Option 1 or 2. Mr. Yates said that Option 1 is the
proposed year two of all rate classes as proposed last year. Mr. Yates said that Option 2 is an
increase in residential sewer charges of $.50 cents/per 1,000 gallons up to 20,000 galions per
month, which would increase the cost of $4.75 to $5.25 for in-City service. Mr. Yates said that
this would make an average bill of 7,000 gallons consumption would not increase the water,
but there would be a sewer increase of $1.20. Mr. Yates said that out of City residents would
ga from $5.00 to $5.50 for 1,000 gallons. Jon Bickford asked if the City charged the same
rates for inside and outside the City service. Mr. Yates said no, they charge $.55 cents more
for outside the City. Mr. Yates said that commercial (in City) is an increase in sewer of $.50
cents per 1,000 gallons and increases over 20,000 gallons from $6.50 to $9.35, and for
commercial (outside City) sewer increases $.50 cents per 1,000 gallons and increases over
20,000 gallons from $6.75 to $9.50. Mur. Yates said that for an average bill of 50,000 gallons
consumption for a commercial, in City service, it would increase the water $17.50 and sewer

to $95.50.
M. Yates said that the institutional use, in the City, would be an increase in the base sewer

rate from the current $150 to $300, and for an average bill of 118,000 galions consumption, it

would increase the water $38.25 and the sewer $658.75.
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Mr. Yates advised that the multi-family increase is an increase in the base sewer rate from the
current $150 to $300 and for an average bill consumption of 157,800 gallons would increase

the water $48.75 and the sewer $623.75.

John Champagne asked for the percentage shortfall for the City to break even, Rebecca Huss
said that on the residential side, for 20,000 gallons of water and sewer and over they are
charging the actual cost of production, for institutional this would bring them to the actual cost
of production, with the same for multi-family. John Champagne said that the question was
what percentage shortfall is the City realizing to break even, which takes the differential and
divide it by the cost. Rebecca Huss said that she was not sure what the shortfall is. Mr, Yates
said that with Option 1 it would be 23% percent. John Champagne said that he thought he
heard that right now the rates do not cover the City’s costs, Mr. Yates said that was correct.
John Champagne said that there is a percentage between what our cost for production is and
what we are charging, and asked for the shortfall. Rebecca Huss said that the cost for

production is $5.50 per 1,000 gallons.

John Champagne said that his frustration was, if the City were competing against another water
entity for this business, the first place they would look would be the supply chain and the
process. John Champagne said that he was assuming that we have the best run water treatment
and sewage facility on the planet. Mr, Muckleroy said that was correct. John Champagne said
that was mistake number one, we don’t. John Champagne said that every time something is
looked at within this type of situation, we are always looking at the taxpayer to make up the
differential, instead of looking at the process, John Champagne said that he has brought this
up before and all he ever hears is this is as good as it gets, and said that it isn’t as good as it
gets, it is never as good as it gets. John Champagne said before he would vote for an increase,
he wants to see the analysis of the process, the supply chain and where the waste is in this
process, because he has not seen it. Dave McCorquodale said that he knows that staff has been
looking at this information, and asked what equipment was installed to start reusing potable
water, which was a big dent, in fairness to the process. John Champagne said that he is not
saying that it is not, but he has not seen the analysis. Dave McCorquodale said that he also had

not.
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Jon Bickford said that he had another Pandora’s Box that he would like to open, which will be
a big one, Jon Bickford said that in the spread sheet it shows classes, water users and water
usage average, and asked if that was monthly water usage in 1,000 gallons. Rebecca Huss said
that was correct. Jon Bickford said the monthly average water usage of Memory Park, is
165,000 gallons. Mr. Yates said it could be. Jon Bickford said that when he looks at the usage
from all these places, he asked when they are going to address the elephant in the room, which
is the amount of water used by Memory Park and the fees the rest of us are paying. Rebecca
Huss said that if Jon Bickford is talking about Memory Park, last year the City began paying
out of the General Account to the Utility Fund for the actual cost of water that every department
in the City uses, so that is not something that is being subsidized by the water payers. Jon
Bickford asked if Rebecca Huss believed that was captured on the spreadsheet. Rebecca Huss
said that she knew it was, because if you fook on the financial reports there are checks being
written to the Utility Fund to cover water. Jon Bickford said that he was just trying to
understand this chart, because it shows all the different users, and there are only two areas that
use institution, average 157,000 gallons, and multi-family, and asked where Memory Park
would be in the chart. Jon Bickford said that if the Memory Park usage is being paid for it is
not being accommodated for in the collections. Mr. Yates said that they are getting charged
the residential rate. Jon Bickford asked to confirm that it was being paid into the water and
sewer funds. Mr. Yates said yes it was being paid to the water and sewer funds. Rebecca Huss
said that as part of the process, where they wanted to look at what the City was charging that
the City was being fair and not asking the residents to subsidize City operations, Jon Bickford
said that he just wanted to make sure that cost was being covered. Mr. Yates said that it has
been covered for 6-8 months. John Champagne said that all they have done is taken money
out of one pocket and put it in another pocket, which is good accounting. Rebecca Huss said
that it takes it from the burden of the tax dollars that the City collects to run the City, and when
they calculate how the water and sewer fund is doing they are including the cost of the water
that the City is using in the revenues rather than having it as unbilled water. Jon Bickford said
that was fine, because il the City was not paying that, then the citizens would have to pay. John
Champagne said that the citizens are paying it anyway. Rebecca Huss said that il they are
talking about unpaid water, they use to have terrible numbers every month, so she felt that they
have improved efficiencies and they are not wasting drinking water, they are trying to do things

more efficiently to reduce cost.
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Jon Bickford asked if they recently came up with the $5.50 cost or did they have that at the
time they set the rates. Mr. Yates said that they had it at the time the rates were set. Jon
Bickford asked when they set the rates. Mr. Yates said that City Council wanted to do the
increase over a 3-year period to gradually raise the rates. Mr. Yates said that since they
collected enough last year to create a huge balance in the Utility Fund, they do not have to
increase the rate to the full maximum leve! for the second year as proposed. Mr. Yates said
that last year City Council had a 3-year plan, and year one went so well that Option 2 is only
about a $20,000 difference, but the residents would not be hurt as much with Option 2. Rebecca
Huss said that she did not want them to think that they are having surpluses and everything is
great, they are saving money to make large investments in the future. Rebecca Huss stated that
when they saw the state of some of our Lift Stations that had not been remedied, they are saving
money to deal with those things and they are spending more money on preventative
maintenance. Rebecca Huss said that while they have the money, they are saving it specifically
for things and those funds are not going into the General Fund, it is going into Capital Funds
that will be used for Capital Projects. Jon Bickford said that he was trying to understand why
they were moving that third year increase to year two. Rebecca Huss said that Mr. Yates is
saying that he could defer the year two increase if they want to. Mr. Yates said that the

cumulative total for Option One is $89,898.64 and Option Two is $69,177.28.

John Champagne said that he was not convinced that the City’s cost is as [ow as it can be, and
he would like to see a three year snapshot of what the costs have tracked and what the cost was
three years ago compared to what it is today. John Champagne said that he refuses to believe
that there is not any inefficiencies in the City’s process, until he sees it. Rebecca Huss said
that she is sure there are, but she thought that the Rate Study costs $5,000. Mr. Shackleford
advised that was what the City paid. Rebecca Huss said in order to get the updated information,
it would cost money as well, and they probably need to do the study on a semi regular basis;
the question is how often the benefits of finding updated information outweigh the cost of the
process. John Champagne said that his question is relative to other municipalities we have to
compare to some degree. John Champagne said that before he would vote for this he wants a
report from Jones and Carter; he does not want an elaborate report, he wants an efficiency and
process, procedural report to show where we were three years ago and where they are today,
and how do we compare with best practices. John Champagne said that until he sees that

information he is not voting for an increase.
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Mayor Jones said that there are some things that will confuse the information, such as all the
electricity problems that they have been having that have caused problems. John Champagne
said that was part of the inefficiencies and it is not being addressed. Dave McCorquodale said
that was unfair, staff is meeting with Entergy on a weekly basis. John Champagne said that he
did not care, it has not been resolved. Jon Bickford asked if those kind of issues, such as the
power issues, are causing our cost to represent something other than steady and normal
operations that they are trying to get through and therefore they are having to raise rates to
cover this crazy period. Mr. Shackleford said that the constant dealing with Entergy and the
operator being called out because power tripped, has an impact, and he could not say at this
point whether it was 5 -10% percent. John Champagne said that was his whole point. Rebecca
Huss said that they are pumping cheaper water, from the Gulf Coast Aquifers, because it is
cooler and using less electricity and not paying the GRP. John Champagne asked Rebecca
Huss if she could quantify what she just said, Rebecca Huss said that she would need to

calculate the information.

Mayor Jones asked if this is a choice for an action item, the suggestion of a study. Mr. Yates
advised that this was just a presentation not an action item. Rebecca Huss said that if they
looked back to where they were two years ago, they ran the Utility Fund on a cash flow basis
and starved the Utility Fund of preventative maintenance money. Rebecca Huss said that what
Jones and Carter did was try and put them on a path of looking at what the City’s longer term
costs were, depreciation and preventative maintenance, which they do now. Rebecca Huss said
that if water does not cost anything, people will use it and not respect the water. Rebecca Huss
said that they tried to protect the people at the average and low user. Rebecca Huss said that
two thirds of the City averages 7.000 gallons per month and one third of the City is 2,000
gallons or below, so they left that tier alone when they went through that process, John
Champagne said that he would submit that most of the focus is on one side of the equation and
not on the other, because he can ask questions about the cost and process. Rebecca Huss said
that it also depends on from where the water comes because those costs are different and you
can’t compare those costs. John Champagne said that there is an analysis that can be done, and
if in fact they are doing the very best that they can, it is what it is. Rebecca Huss said that there
is always. room for improvement, but she was saying that they have been making

improvements. John Champagne said that he was not denying that.
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Mr. Yates said that approximately two years ago they asked the same questions of the Public
Works Department and he did a report on that so maybe he could do that on water and sewer.
John Champagne said that he was asking for that to be done again, but he was asking Jones
and Carter to perform the study. John Champagne said that what he would like is a totally
transparent, raw report of an evaluation of the process, all the entities involved, all the
competencies and incompetencies, and of course it will be a subjective evaluation, but that is
what he wants authorized. John Champagne said that he did not want to hear that it is really
not their place to say, he wants to know where we are and how and if they can improve, John
Champagne said that it would be $300-$400 maximum. Mr. Yates said that he thought that if
Mr. Muckleroy, or Mr. Roznovsky and Mr. Shackleford knew of any obvious insufficiencies
they would say something. John Champagne said that he would bet that they do, he knows
that there are some things that they can improve upon. John Champagne said that he was not
accusing anyone of finding the easy way out, all he is saying is if they were competing against
another water provider and it meant them staying in business, he promised the City would find
a way to get the cost and prices competitive. John Champagne said that they do not have to
compete, they have a captive market. Dave McCorquodale said that one thing that might be
pgood to have in that report, would be when they initially looked at the water and sewer rate
study, one of the big things that they found was that the residential customers were subsidizing
the institutional and commercial users, so to that end, he knows that those rates have been
adjusted on their side, John Champagne said that there might still be some of that subsidizing.
Rebecca Huss said that was part of the rate adjustment that was proposed, so by doing nothing,
they leave it as it was. John Champagne said that he was not proposing to do nothing, he was
proposing to get some information and moving quick, and he liked putting end dates on things,
arbitrary. Mr. Yates said that he would plan on giving a report at the next meeting. John
Champagne asked if Mr. Yates or Jones and Carter was going to give the report. Mr. Yates
said that John Champagne has asked Jones and Carter. Mr. Yates said that he could ask the
City Engineers to work on a study. John Champagne said that for $300 - $400. Mr. Yates said
that it would be more than that cost, which is the reason that he felt that he should be involved,
Dave McCorquodale asked Mr. Yates when he thought that he could come back to City Council
with that information. Mr. Yates said that he thought he could at the next meeting, Mayor
Jones said that Mr, Yates had eluded to the fact that they need to make a decision on this pretty

quick. Mr, Yates said that whatever Option that City Council leaned toward, they would have

09/26/17 Council Meeting Minutes - Page 30




3.

a public meeting that they would advertise, but he would not move forward until City Council

was sure of what they wanted.

Mayor Jones said that no matter what they decided, they need to recognize where they were
and where they are now, because it was a pretty long trip. Mayor Jones said that they have
done some good things. Rebecca Huss said that they should also recognize that the City
Engineer, Public Works and the Operator have done a massive job in terms of bringing things
to the City’s attention and getting things done. Rebecca Huss said that they do a lot of work
that nobody sees, and she appreciates the work that they have been doing. Jon Bickford said
he would second that statement. John Champagne said that they are doing their job and they

are good at it,

Presentation: Buffalo Springs Bridge Report by the City Engineer.

Mr. Roznovsky reported that as Mr, Yates mentioned carlier, today they did receive
confirmation that the grant will be awarded to the City, for the part of the City’s local match
of the project. Mr. Roznovsky said that as of today, they are still waiting on FEMA, and said
that FEMA has not provided them with the final approved documents that they said that the
City would have by now. Mr, Roznovsky said that they have not had any response to the
correspondence sent to FEMA.  Mr. Roznovsky said that they had a conference call today to
begin the 60-day process to go through the project review. Mr. Roznovsky said that all the
items can be done concurrently while they are waiting for FEMA approval. Mr. Roznovsky
said that they are hoping to begin construction in December 2017. Mayor Jones asked about
the other approvals, Mr. Roznovsky said that they are working with the Corp. of Engineers to
answer their clarification questions, and as late as last week they had received some additional
correspondence. Mayor Jones asked about the Congressional Meeting. Mr. Roznovsky
advised that the last they heard from FEMA was that it is still in Legislative Affairs for review.
Mr. Roznovsky said that Congressman Brady’s office has been informed and they are included
on every correspondence to FEMA, so they are aware of the process. Mr. Roznovsky said that

he is going to reach out again and see how they can work on moving the process along faster.

Mr. Yates said that the intention is to proceed to publish the project and to be accepting bids,

and then City Council can accept the bids, they just cannot execute the contract until final
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14.

approval. Mr. Roznovsky said that the only thing that they can’t complete ahead of the 60 days
is they can’t execute a construction contract. Mr. Roznovsky said that for the grant process
you have to have an environmental study before you enter into the contract. Mr. Roznovsky
said that they can have everything ready to proceed and then once they receive the approval
they can move forward. Mr. Roznovsky said that they will have the contracts at City Hall
ready for sighature, so that once they are ready it can be signed and ready. Mayor Jones asked
if they would go out for bid again. Mr. Roznovsky said that the environmental review process
is 6-8 weeks, 60-days from today, which is the end of November or first of December, to have
an executed contract. Mr. Yates said that they would advertise early next week. Mr.
Roznovsky said that they would advertise for bids next week, and get contractors to start

looking at the information. Mayor Jones said that was good.
Mr. Shackleford said that because of the complexity of the project, normal advertising is 21
days, they might want to give the ad an extra week: Jon Bickford said that would give people

time to took at the information, with the holidays coming,

Mr. Roznovsky said that the grant has been secured and obligated, conditional upon the final

FEMA documents being approved.

Consideration _and possible action regarding amendment to the Monteomery Economic

Development Corporation’s mission, goals and objectives statement.

Mr. Yates presented the information to City Council, stating that this is to discuss the primary
purpose(s) of the MEDC. Mr, Yates said that the MEDC had a similar worded item on their
September 18, 2017 Agenda. Mr. Yates advised that at the meeting Mr. Randy Moravec,
MEDC Board Treasurer, proposed amending Section 2 of the Mission and Goals Statement by
adding ltem 2(d) to read as follows: “to quantify the process of economic development efforts,
the MEDC will report to the Montgomery City Council no less frequently than once per
calendar quarter, economic development activities and the estimated number and types of jobs
brought into or retained by those activities.” Mr. Yates advised that Mr. Moravec said that he
was proposing this partially based upon the City Council discussion at its September 12, 2017
Meeting regarding effectiveness of MEDC activities regarding economic development. Mr.

Yates said that the MEDC discussion then evolved into the issue of “primary jobs™ and its
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relevance to marketing to retail businesses. Mr. Yates said Mr. Moravec said the report was
the responsibility of the Board to perform and present to City Council. Mr. Yates said that in
the Council packet is a copy of the MEDC Mission, Goals and Objectives Statement, with a

job description of the Economic Development Director and a brief history of the MEDC,

Dave McCorquodale stated that he wanted to go over why he brought this up; when he was
initially asked about this, his questions were directed a lot along the lines of jobs and utility
rates, and when he looks at what the City and MEDC spends on economic development, which
to be very clear is defined as jobs that are in pursuit of producing things, making things that
aren’t to be consumed by the people who live in the City. Dave McCorquodale said that you
do not open a taco stand and sell tacos to residents in the City; the State does not call that
economic development. Dave McCorquodale said that when he looks at the budget, his
question is, if MEDC is spending $650,000, which was the most recent budget, as an example,
if they average $500,000 per year, over the past six years, they spent have $3 million dollars
in pursuit of economic development activities, and his question was, is there a quantifiable
number of jobs for $3 million dollars. Dave McCorquodale said the answers that he got was
no they can’t quantify that information. John Champagne said that he thought Dave
MeCorquodale made a good point, and today when he was reviewing this information he said

that for every dollar spent he likes to see an anticipated rate of return on investment.

John Champagne said that the problem, as he sees it, as it pertains to Ms. Shannan Reid,
Economic Development Director, you have a representative who he would call an outside sales
person, and there are a lot of times when his outside sales person falls into things or by the
result of them marketing paraphernalia or on the web site they might get a lead. John
Champagne said to quantify and to bring those dollars, some of which needs to happen, but
sometimes it is hard to have those dollars track exactly where they initiated and how they ended
up here. John Champagne said that the other thing that he would say, definitions used by the
State may be one thing, but part of economic development is the improvement of the quality
of life in the City. John Champagne said that it is like asking somebody to go out there and
sell widgets when you don’t have any widgets in inventory, so if you want to go out and sell a
company on the virtues of moving into a small City, what do you have here and why would
you want to come here. John Champagne said that governments do not create jobs. John

Champagne said that, in his opinion, the City is in the business of making this the best City
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that we can make it, providing the best services and, hopefully, it matches up with some
corporations and private entities that want to do business here. John Champagne said that for
us to say you go out and find us a business and bring it to the City, to him, is ridiculous, Dave
McCorquodale said that he would politely disagree with John Champagne. Dave
McCorquodale said that he would call Mrs, Reid’s position a Director, and asked Mr,
Champagne if he were interested in finding out how efficient the City water system is running
and the rates, do you have someone that you would point to and say that is your job. John
Champagne said yes, he would point to staff. Dave McCorquodale said that when he looks at
economic development, what he looks at is the Director and asked if he was wrong in thinking
that. Jon Bickford asked if Mrs. Reid was the Director of the Chamber of Commerce. Dave
McCorquodale said that what we pay Mrs, Reid for is Director of Economic Development.
Dave McCorquodale said that the alternative is that they have spent $3 million dollars for the
past six years, but it is unfair to hold anybody accountable, is that fair. John Champagne said
that he would hold the people sitting on the MEDC Board dolling out money as being partly
responsible. Mayor Jones said that he agrees with the accountability part, but he feels that it is
an accumulation of a lot of the things that they do that brings business in to the City. Dave
MecCorquodale said that his honest concern, with the way things are now, they are spending a
whole lot of time and a whole lot of money messing around the edges working on retail and
festivals, and the quality of life, which is all really important, but he believes that their focus is
really on that at the expense of primary jobs. John Champagne asked what he meant, a machine
shop or what type of business. Dave McCorquodale said that would be an example of a primary
job. John Champagne said that what he thought would be better, a tech group where the cost
of living is low and they can set up an office and operate 15 people doing web marketing or
web site flipping. John Champagne said that these people live all over the world because of
cost of living and quality of life, because it is a different world. Rebecca Huss said that those
jobs are high quality, industrial jobs are not all smelly smoke stacks, there are jobs that are high
skilled, blue collar with high wages, that also can and do exist in this community, we just don’t

necessarily know about it.

Rebecca Huss said that one of the big discussions that Council needs to think about is, are retail
jobs worth pursuing. Rebecca Huss said that her feeling is that retail jobs, Kroger and McCoy’s
came here, not because of anything that we did; they have been wanting to come here for years

because of Walden, Bentwater, they are looking at the dollar value of the homes and the
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estimated money that people make in this area and they come here because of profits. Rebecca
Huss said that, for the most part, the City does not lure businesses to the City, they come here
because they can make money based on the people that are already here, so those jobs are a
byproduct of what already exists here because it is the profits that lure them. Rebecca Huss
said that Taco Bell does not care at all about our quality of life, they care about the profits that
they make from the people that already live here. Rebecca Huss said that with retail jobs tend
to be minimum wage jobs and tend to work part time, and these are not the type of jobs that
would allow people to live in this community, they do not héve a lot of apartments and homes
in the $150,000 range, so those jobs are primarily high school students. Rebecca Huss said
those jobs are where people come in to work and live somewhere else, so she did not feel that
they should put their money into chasing those types of corporations that are just here for the

profits, they are not here to bring in jobs and quality of life,

Mr, Philip LeFevre stated that he was not here to talk about whether individuals should or
should not work, he personally thinks that MEDC has been a disaster for the last 5,6, 7 or 8
years. Mr. LeFevre said that he does agree that the retail is coming. Mr. LeFevre said that the
retail is coming because this is a void, you have 44,000 people within 12 miles averaging over
$100,000 per year and basically with Kroger here, HEB has to come because they have to keep
market share. Mr, LeFevre said that all these guys do their own studies, they do not need
MEDC to tell them what to study and they are coming because of the location. Mr, LeFevre
said that it is because of Walden and some of the stuff that they have in Montgomery., Mr.
LeFevre said that a few years ago Montgomery really worked hard on its branding, Mr.
LeFevre said that to a degree he feels that they have lost some of that because they have been
chipping around the edges. Mr. LeFevre said that he has only seen one business come in the
last few years that actually hires people that are not retail, that are welders and that person now
has 38 people working for him and he has had no help from the MEDC, no help from the City,
in fact he hates the City because they have given him nothing but grief. Mr. LeFevre said that
this business owner wanted to donate a museum, but now he does not want to because the City
basically ignored him. Mr. LeFevre said that he has been to one or two MEDC Meetings and
it is crap, MEDC needs to be in the business of marketing the City lifestyle and aggressively
going after businesses. Mr. LeFevre said that years ago Mr. Tom Stinson worked with Conroe
Economic Development Corporation and he aggressively went after businesses; the point is

Conroe has done an extremely good job of targeting businesses, getting businesses and jobs

09/26/17 Council Meeting Minutes - Page 35




into the City, which in turn helps the retail. Mr, LeFevre said that he personally thinks that
MEDC needs to put much more focus on attracting businesses that are welders, high tech

people, etc.

Jon Bickford said that he thought that was Mr, LeFevre’s version, and he appreciate his view,
but there are a lot of citizens here, himself included, that he would just as soon not have another
building here; that is not why he moved to Montgomery. Jon Bickford said that he was all
about quality of life, and by the way he makes more than minimum wage and he spends money
here in town, and travels other places to do his work, but he is very happy living here. Jon
Bickford said that he gets less and less happy living here every time he sees another piece of
property of SH 105 get cleared out and knows another building is coming. Jon Bickford said
that with the new buildings comes more traffic, more headaches and people doing everything
that he did not move to Montgomery for, because if he wanted all that crap, he would have
moved to Conroe, where they have it all. Jon Bickford said that is not what he wanted here,
so at some point, this may not be where they want to be because it is going to grow and turn
into Conroe because we are attracting more big businesses and we want more people to come

in here, which is some peoples feeling, but not everybody’s feeling that lives in the City.

Mr, LeFevre said that he understood, but with respect, in 2003 it took an hour to get through
town in the morning and an hour in the afternoon, and that was solved by development. Jon
Bickford said that the people that lived here were apparently happy and they chose to live here.
Mr. LeFevre said that their fogic was that they did not need any more development because
they lose money on the water and sewer. John Champagne said that was economic
development because you improve the quality of life. Mr. LeFevre said that was correct.
Rebecca Huss said that the other thing was that the government, unlike other States, Texas has
very strong private property rights so there are limited amounts that we can do to prevent
development from happening, which is why they had the corridor enhancement type of thing,
and the thing is to find the best development possible that keeps Montgomery the type of place
that they all want to live in and see if there are ways to have the type of growth that is most
beneficial to everyone, Mr. LeFevre said that he accepts the quality of life point, but they did
not have a library a few years ago, they did not have parks, they did not have anything. Jon
Bickford said that they have more parks per capita than any other City that he can think of and
he went looking. Mr. LeFevre said that Memory Park is probably the biggest draw in the
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County. John Champagne asked what that is doing for the City. Mr. LeFevre said it gives the
City an extremely good reputation. John Champagne asked Mr. LeFevre to put that in dollars,
because they are talking about chasing businesses. Mr. LeFevre said that John Champagne
would not be here if not for him, and he said that City Council would not be here because of
him because there was a picture of what they wanted as a balanced City that had parks, walking
trails, etc. Jon Bickford said that was not why he moved into the City. John Champagne said
that he agreed with Mr. LeFevre more than it might sound, but all he is saying is they are
talking about a $30,000 investment. Dave McCorquodale said that he was talking about a
$650,000 per year expense. John Champagne said that Dave McCorquodale indicated that they
have a Director, and what is the Metrix by which they can measure her. Dave McCorquodale
said that John Champagne brought up Mrs. Reid, he had said that he held a Director
accountable for a $650,000 budget and he is wondering where the jobs are. John Champagne

satd that Director is not in charge of the $650,000 budget.

Mr. LeFevre said somewhere during 2008-2009 Conroe paid to have a study done to see what
to do to make Conroe better, and one of the recommendations was to be more like Montgomery.
Mr. LeFevre said that now, if they did the study, they would probably say don’t be more like
Montgomery. Mayor Jones said that Mr. L.eFevre was right, they have all these grand plans in
their head, they just don’t have the money because $650,000 won’t go very far and they have
to bring businesses in to make that money. Mayor Jones said that when the State goes to
finding things like small cities and stuff like that they say under 50,000, but the City of
Montgomery is super small, and maybe the only advantage that they have is a lot of the people
that spend their money here live somewhere else, which is like bringing in the money for people
that do live here, which is almost like a primary job for our City. Mayor Jones said that the
State says that they can spend a significant portion for quality of life and they do, but it also
fimits how much they can spend on marketing and that ties their hands. Mayor Jones said that
the biggest portion of MEDC’s budget is for infrastructure associated with economic
development. Jon Bickford asked where the $650,000 come from. Dave MeCorquodale said
that money is from the taxpayers. Jon Bickford said that the $650,000 comes from sales tax,
and sales tax comes from retail. Dave McCorquodale said that you do not chase retail with
retail dollars. Rebecca Huss said that what she said earlier was that the retail comes based on
the conditions that exist on the ground, so they are wasting money going after retail, they should

be using our money going after jobs, the money should be spent with specific goals to create
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jobs. Rebecea Huss said if you look at what they are spending money on it is not creating jobs,
it is primarily the retail coach, presenting Montgomery demographics to people who might not
know about it who don’t have their own demographics company. Rebecca Huss said that they

are wasting their money on presenting Montgomery’s retail numbers.

Dave McCorquodale said with respect to the changes in the Mission and Goals of MEDC that
really makes him happy and he likes it a lot, because what that does is again helps to quantify
things. Mayor Jones said that there will be some retail and primary jobs both reported, because
they are probably going to get more retail. Dave McCorquodale said that as long as they are
not blending the two, Dave McCorquodale said that his point was they have spent $650,000
per year and they said if they just had another festival that is when job creators would come in.
Mayor Jones said that the festivals are not necessarily designed to create jobs, but they might,
indirectly. Mayor Jones said that everything they do does not have to create jobs, Dave
McCorquodale said that when he asks a question about the creation of jobs and it is nowhere
on the radar, that is what peaks his interest to effect some kind of change. Jon Bickford said
that this is an amendment to the MEDC Mission and Goals. Dave McCorquodale asked if they
need to approve this. Rebecca Huss said that she did not think that City Council should change

their Mission and Goal Statement.

Mr. Yates said the MEDC approved the change in their Mission and Goals Statement. Mr,
Yates said that it did not require Council action. Mr. Yates said that he put it as an action item,
in case City Council wanted to take any other type of action. Mayor Jones said that City

Council did not have any change that they want to make to change what MEDC has done.

Rebecca Huss said that she would like to have some honesty in terms of what jobs are actually
created by the MEDC; McCoy’s, does not count because they came to the City, they had been
talking to Mr. LeFevre for years. Rebecca Huss said that the MEDC upsized their water line,
which is great for future development that may or may not be predicated on having an upsized
line. Rebecca Huss said that those are retail jobs that are coming because of Walden. Mayor
Jones said that everything that they do might contribute to jobs locating here, so if we say you
can’t count McCoy’s, why can’t we, they are just going to report that jobs came to town, they
do not know how they got here exactly. Dave McCorquodale said that was part of the reason

he is asking these questions, he thinks that they talk in a vacuum like there is people out there
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who don’t understand and do economic development every day and do these things to create
jobs. John Champagne said that other than creating bureaucracies and intergovernmental
departments, government has not created one job; we don’t create jobs, and we create an
environment that, hopefully, businesses will want to locate here. Dave McCorquodale said
that his point is they are not directing those incentives in the right manner. Dave
MeCorquodale said that all he wants is MEDC to find somewhere in that $650,000 year budget,
to focus on finding out how to go about creating that space for jobs to grow. Mayor Jones said
to consider it done. Dave McCorquodale said that when children graduate from high school
and they want to end up right back here, because a vibrant community isn’t a whole bunch of
people that live here and drive everywhere else to work and then return back home to our
bedroom community. Dave McCorquodale said that in his opinion, a vibrant community has
a broad representation of everybody in the socioeconomic spectrum and the demographic, age
spectrum, and in 20 years, we are all going to be gone; we are just hoping that some other
people come in and move into our bedroom community. John Champagne said that if he
attracted a bunch of older people, they are going to build a hospital, so that is one way that they
can do it. Dave McCorquodale said that then you would have primary jobs. Rebecca Huss
said that if they thought bigger, they could have bigger results. Mayor Jones said that was fine
with him. Jon Bickford said that they could put tighter clamps on the MEDC Budget, and say
that a certain amount of dollars are allocated for specific things. Mayor Jones satd one last
thing, over these years MEDC sits there beating their heads thinking what can they do, they
have had people come in to try and help them. Dave McCorquodale said that they have had a
retail coach come in and try to help them, and he said that they are looking for the wrong help.
Jon Bickford said that they really only have one option and that is to hire somebody from
outside that is going to cost big money, and that $650,000 won’t go very far. Mayor Jones said
that the MEDC needs to have this discussion with City Council. Rebecca Huss said that if you
say it is $650,000 per year and they can’t do the big things, so they will spend what they have
an chip away at the edges, then pretty soon it will add up to setious money, so the question is
what do you do. Mr. Yates said that there are development planners just like there are land use
planners, and maybe that is what they need to do, think about where you are going to be 10-15

years from now and what type of jobs you want to have and start working toward that goal.

No action was taken on this item,
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EXECUTIVE SESSION:

The City Council reserves the right to discuss any of the items listed specifically under this heading or

for any items listed above in executive closed session as permitted by law including if they meet the

qualifications in Sections 551.071(consultation with attorney), 551.072 (deliberation regarding real

property),551.073 (deliberation regarding gifts), 551.074 (personnel matters), 551.076 (deliberation

regarding security devices), and 551.087 (deliberation regarding economic development negotiations)

of Chanter 551 of the Government Code of the State of Texas.

15. Convene into Closed Executive Session as authorized by the Texas Open Meetings Act,

Chapter 551 of the Government Code, in accordance with_the authority contained in the

following:

a. 551.071 (confidential consultation with city attorney); and

b. 551.072 (deliberation regarding real property).

Mayor Jones convened the meeting into Closed Executive Session at 8:43 p.m.

16. Convene into Open Session,

Mayor Jones reconvened the regular Open Session at 9:06 p.m,

POSSIBLE ACTION FROM EXECUTIVE SESSION:

17. Consideration and possible action resulting from the item(s) listed under Executive Session.

There was no action taken.

COUNCIL INQUIRY:

Pursuant to Texas Government Code Sect. 551.042 the Mavyor and Council Members may inquire about

a subject not specifically listed on this Agenda, Responses are limited to recitation of existing policy

or a statement of specific factual information given in response to the inquiry. Any deliberation or

decision shall be limited to a proposal to place on the agenda of a future meeting.

ADJOURN
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Jon Bickford moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:06 p.m. Rebecca Huss seconded the motion, the

motion carried unanimously. (5-0)

Submitted by: Date Approved:

usan Hensley, City Secr

Mayor Kirk Jones
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ITEM #4

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits:

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: October 4, 2017

Consideration of action regarding Alcoholic Beverage Permit Application for
Pizza Shack

Description
This is the approval of the Alcoholic Beverage Permit. Is an item on the Consent
Agenda because it was felt that the approval was routine.

Recommendation
Motion to approve the Alcoholic Beverage Permit Application as submitted. |

Approved By
City Administrator | Jack Yates Date: October 4, 2017
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ITEM #5

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits: Application letter,
Survey of property,
An ordinance will be
provided at the meeting.

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: October 4, 2017

Consideration of action regarding rezoning of the property of Andrew Bay from
“I”” Institutional to “B” Commercial

Description

This is the approval of the rezoning. The property is immediately north of the
MISD Bus Barn and across the creek and is adjacent to the pond built by
Heritage Place Apartments.

The Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval of the rezoning,

Recommendation

Motion to approve the rezoning of this piece of property from “I”’ Institutional to
“B” Commercial.

Approved By
City Administrator

Jack Yates | Date: October 4, 2017 |
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| , CITY (OF HONTEONERY
936-597-6434 !
August 11, 2017
| RECK: 00021272  B8/11/2017  4:55 PH 1
OPER: AS  TERM: 001

. REF#: 17
City of Montgomery Texas i
Planning and Zoning Department TRANiaﬁiﬁﬁoggg e ILDINE PERHITS
: . TONTNG APP FEE
Jack Yates City Administrator SUCLDING PERHLTS 500,000
P.0. Box 708 TENDERED: 500,00 CHECK
Montgomery, TX 77356 APPLLED: 500,00~
CHaNGE: ~ 0.00
Dear Sir,

| am the owner of an approximately 10,000 sq. ft. lot on FM 149, South
of Flagship Drive as shown on the attached exhibit. | wish to have it re-
soned to commercial. | have been told it is institutional and at other

times multi-family.

Please start the process immediately. | would like to point out that the
property was previously used for commercial buildings. | never
requested it to be changed to institutional or residential, and think that
it was done during re-zoning for the apartments. | would request the
City waive or refund my $500.00 fee. In the meantime |'have attached
my check waiting for your decision. '

Thank you for your assistance,

=

Andrew Bay
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Motion was made by , seconded by

, that the following Ordinance by passed:

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS
AMENDING THE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES AT CHAPTER 98, "ZONING,” BY
RECLASSIFYING A 0.28 ACRE TRACT OF LAND IN THE JOHN CORNER SURVEY,
ABSTRACT NO. 8§ ON FM 149 SOUTH, FROM “INSTUTIONAL” USE ZONING
CLASSIFICATION AS FOUND ON THE CITY’S OFFICIAL ZONING MAP TO
STRICTLY “COMMERCIAL” USE; PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE; PROVIDING A
REPEALING CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE UPON
PUBLICATION.

WHEREAS, the City Council has passed the City of Montgomery Zoning Ordinance
providing certain rules and regulations concerning zoning within the City of Montgomery, as found
in the Code of Ordinances (“CODE”) at Chapter 98; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has been informed that a 0.28-acre tract of property located on
FM 149 South, and further described in the attached survey incorporated into this Ordinance as
“Exhibit “A,” (herein “the Property™), is currently zoned “Institutional” on the City’s Official Zoning
Map; and

WHEREAS, the property owner, Andrew Bay, has requested that the City Council rezone
the entire 0.28-acre tract as “Commercial” as authorized by Section 98-36 of the CODE; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 98-36 (c) of the CODE, the City Planning and Zoning
Commission has submitted a final report to the City Council in which it has voted to approve and
recommend that the Property be reclassified as “Commercial” consistent with its proposed use; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was also conducted on September 26, 2017 before the City
Council, as authorized by Section 98-36 (d) of the CODE, in order o consider the amendment of the
zoning classification of the Property to “Commercial;” and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that all notifications and other procedures required by
Section 98-36 of the CODE have been followed; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it in the best interest of the citizens of the
City that the Property should be reclassified as “Commercial;”
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MONTGOMERY, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, TEXAS THAT:

Section 1. Adoption of Recitals. The recitals in the preamble to this Ordinance are hereby adopted
as the findings and conclusions of the City Council.

Section. 2. Amendment to the City Zoning Map. Pursuant to Section 98-36 of the Code of
Ordinances, City of Montgomery, Texas, the Official Zoning Map of the City of Montgomery is
hereby amended so that the zoning classification of the 0.28-acre tract of the Property, as herein
described in the attached suvey (Exhibit “A™), is reclassified from “Institutional” to “Commercial.”

Section 3. Codification of this Ordinance. Wherever any provision of this Ordinance provides
for the amendment of the Code of Ordinances, City of Montgomery, Texas, such provision shall
be liberally construed to provide for the codification of the specified provision and for such other
provisions of the Ordinance that the codifier in its discretion deems appropriate to codify. The
codifter may change the designation or numbering of chapters, articles, divisions or sections as
herein specified in order to provide for logical ordering of similar or related topics and to avoid
the duplicative use of chapter, article or section numbers. Neither the codification nor any
application of the codified Ordinance shall be deemed invalid on the basis of a variance in the
number or section of this Ordinance and its codified provisions. The failure to codify the specified
provisions of this Ordinance shall not affect their validity or enforcement.

Section 4. Repeals all Ordinance in Conflict with this Ordinance.

Any and all provisions of ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby expressly repealed.
Section 3, Savings Clause.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be
uncenstitutional, void, or invalid, the validity of the remaining portion of this Ordinance shall not be
affected hereby, it being the intention of the City Council of the City of Montgomery in adopting and
of the Mayor in approving this Ordinance, that no portion hereof or provisions or regulation contained
herein shall become inoperative or fail by reason of any unconstitutionality or invalidity of any other
portion, provision or regulation.

Section 6, Effective Date.

The effective date of this Ordinance shall be upon its passage and publication as provided by law.

Page-2




PASSED AND APPROVED this day of , 2017

Kirk Jones, Mayor
ATTEST:

Susan Hensley, City Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Larry L. Foerster, City Attormey
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ITEM #6

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits: Memo from Tammy McRae
regarding reappraisals for
property damaged in Harvey,
Notes and e-mails of
Questions and answers
regarding issue,

Re!' 0 lu'l‘ 10n :
Preticle ow MDD

I} ‘o 144
Prepared By: Jack Yates d seulsion v wlotmation)
City Administrator

Date Prepared: October 2, 2017

Consideration of allowing Reappraisals of Hurricane Harvey Property Damage.

This item is before you because the County Commissioners authorized a
resolution for the reappraisal of properties damaged due to Hurricane Harvey and
by their taking that action that allows taxing jurisdictions in the County to also
allow reappraisals. As a taxing jurisdiction in Montgomery County, it is an
option, not required, that the City allow the reappraisals.

I have not heard of any damage to property in the City due to Hurricane Harvey.
The County has also, not heard any reports of damage from properties in the City
of Montgomery. I could send a press release out to solicit damage reports, but
doing so would not affect Council’s action ... as we may see.
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Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

The way that a property owner may inform the County Appraisal District that
they feel they are due a reassessment due to damages is, to visit the website at
the Montgomery County Appraisal District to fill out a survey for damage and
possible reappraisal. After the District is contacted, the property will receive a
preliminary assessment as to whether the property receives a reappraisal. If a
property is reappraised it will hold that new value for the time between August
26" (date set by the Appraisal District) to December 31, 2017. At the first of the
year the property would be reassessed as part of the normal annual reappraisal
process.

The cost to the City for a reappraisal of the properties that are reappraised, (not
the ones that contact the County that are not reappraised) is the total cost of the
reappraisals throughout the County divided by the number of parcels reappraised
in the County. Although it is an estimate, Tony Belinoski, Chief Appraiser at the
District said that he thought that there might be a cost of $180,000 divided by
6,000 properties getting reappraised. That would result in a $30.00 per
reappraisal cost to the City. I doubt that within the City that there would be three
reappraisals, costing the city $90.00.

Action Needed:

One alternative is to do nothing- meaning since you do not know of any damage.
why enter this at all. I believe that is deciding without leaving any alternative toa
property owner that might have damage.

An alternative would be to delay your decision until the November 10, 2017
meeting of the Council and to inform the residents and businesses in the City of
the opportunity of the reappraisal, so that more is known before you make the
decision to allow the reappraisals. The cost of this would probably be $250 in
administrative time to write and distribute the press release and place the item
back on the November 10" Council meeting,.

My recommendation is for you to pass the below recommended motion realizing
that very few property owners will qualify for the reappraisals that would not
cost very much for the reappraisals and might reduce the total assessment to
probably less than $10,000.




Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Recommendation

Motion to approve the Resolution as presented. |

Approved By
City Administrator | Jack Yates Date: October 2, 2017




Tammy J. McRae

Tax Assessor-Collector
Montgomery County

September 14, 2017

City of Montgomery
Attn: Jack Yates

P.O. Box 708
Montgomery, TX 77316

Re: Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area

Dear Mr. Yates,

On Tuesday, September 12, 2017, Montgomery County Commissioners Court authorized a resolution
for the reappraisal of properties damaged due to Hurricane Harvey pursuant to the Texas Property Tax
Code, Sec. 23.02, which states:

Sec, 23.02. Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area.
(a) The governing body of a taxing urit that is located partly or entirely inside an area declared to be a disaster area by the
governor may authorize reappraisal of all property damaged in the disaster at its market value immediately after the
disaster.
(b} If a taxing unit authorizes a reappraisal pursuant to this section, the appraisal office shall complete the reappraisal as
soon as practicable. The appraisal office shall include on the appraisal records, in addition to other information required or
authorized by law:

(1) the date of the disaster;

(2} the appraised value of the property after the disaster; and

(3} if the reappraisal is not anthorized by all taxing units in which the property is located, an indication of the taxing

units to which the reappraisal applies.
fc) A taxing unit that authorizes a reappraisal under this section must pay the appraisal disteict all the costs of making the
reappraisal. If two or more taxing units provide for the reappraisal in the same tervitory, each shall shave the costs of the
reappraisal in that tervitory in the proportion the total dollar amount of taxes imposed in that territory in the preceding yegr
bears to the total dollar amount of taxes all units providing for reappraisal of that tervitory imposed in the preceding vear.
(d) If property damaged in a disaster is reappraised as provided by this section, the governing body shall provide for
provating the faxes on ihe property for the year in which the disaster occurred. If the taxes are provated, taxes due on the
property are deterniined as follows: the taxes on the property based on its value on Japuary I of that year are multiplied by a
Jraction, the denominator of which is 365 and the numerator of which is the number of days before the date the disaster
occurred, the taxes on the property based on its reappraised value ave multiplied by a fraction, the denominator of which is
365 and the numerator of which is the number of days, including the date the disaster occurred, remaining in the year; and
the total of the two amounts is the amount of taxes on the property for the year.

Tax statements will be mailed on the current taxable value as of January 1, 2017 on October 1% or
shortly thereafter. 1 ANTICIPATE receiving the reappraisal supplement from Montgomery County
T RS
400 N. San Jacinto St, (936) 539-7897

Conroe, Texas 77301 (281) 354-5511 ext 7897




Appraisal District in December. Upon receipt of the supplement, revised tax statements will be mailed
reflecting the adjusted value for the county and any other entity that elects to reappraise. An automatic
refund will be generated for any paid account whose value is lowered by the reappraisal. We will be
working closely with mortgage companies to ensure they have the most up-to-date information prior to
remitting payments in an effort to avoid potential issues with taxpayer escrow accounts.

If the governing body of a taxing entity wishes to authorize the reappraisal of damaged properties within
its boundaries, they must do so by a resolution and it must be provided to my office no later than
November 15, 2017, Following this timeframe will be the most cost effective for the taxing entity and
ultimately, the taxpayer.

I will be happy to answer any questions you may have or attend board meetings to discuss this option.
Please feel free to contact me at (936) 538-8124 or tammy.merac@mctx.org.

Sincerely,

Tanuwny McRae
Tammy McRae, PCAC
Tax Assessor-Collector




9/18/2017 The City of Montgomery Mail - RE: Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area

L]
G m 7l | I Yates, Jack <jyates@ci.montgomery.tx.us>

A e
By 1;7..|~

RE: Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area

1 message

Tony Belinoski <tonyb@mcad-tx.org> Mon, Sep 18, 2017 at 1:50 PM

To: "McRae, Tammy" <tammy.mcrae@mctx.org>, "Yates, Jack" <jyates@ci.montgomery.tx.us>, "Roe, Kimberly"
<kimberly.roe@mctx.org>

Cc: "Hensley, Susan" <shensley@ci.montgomery.tx.us>, "cbranco@ci.montgomery.tx.us" <cbranco@gci.montgomery.tx.us>

Mr. Yates,

The Appraisal District is utilizing every resource we can think of to identify all properties affected by Harvey. The
District is collecting data from all cities, the county, and FEMA to identify as many damaged properties as possible.
We have also put a survey on MCAD’s website that property owners that were damaged may utilize to inform the
District of damage.

€ rom
Mr. Ernest Butler ferm-our office will be in contact with your office to request any information or list of damaged
properties you may have available.

The District began the process of reviewing the properties before Montgomery County requested the re-appraisal.
You are correct that these properties will need to be reviewed for January 1, 2018 valuations. District staff will

document the damaged properties now and revisit closer to January 1°' to document the state of the improvements
closer to the January 1 appraisal date for tax year 2018.

The properties damaged will be automatically reappraised for the taxing units that request the reappraisal under
section 23.02 of the Tax Code for Tax Year 2017.

| agree with Mrs. McRae’s statements concerning cost and other units exploring the idea of re-appraisal.

If you need anything further please let me know.

Thank you

Tomny Belinoski, R.P.A.

Chief Appraiser
https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=c96585b6a3&jsver=Xg1-uL2q06¢.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15e96539a24eded0&siml=15e9653%a24ed ed0
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Montgomery Central Appraisal District
Phi#t 936-539-8699

Fax# 936-539-8695

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This communication and any attachments may contain privileged or confidential information
under the Texas Public Information Act and/or other applicable state and federal laws. If you have received this

message in error, please notify the sender immediately, and delete this e-mail from your system.

From: McRae, Tammy [mailto:tammy.mcrae@mcix.org]

Sent: Monday, September 18, 2017 1:00 PM

To: Yates, Jack <jyates@ci.montgomery.tx.us>; Roe, Kimberly <kimberly.roe@mctx.org>

Cc: Hensley, Susan <shensley@ci.montgomery.tx.us>; cbranco@ci.montgomery.tx.us; Tony Belinoski
<tonyb@mcad-tx.org>

Subject: RE: Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area

Mr. Yates-

I’'m not suggesting that the City approve a resolution. The purpose of my letter is simply to advise all taxing jurisdictions that the costs, if
any, from the Tax Office will be shared if the reappraisal process is handled at the same time as the County.

T've copied Tony Belinoski, Chief Appraiser on my reply as he will have to answer some of your questions.
Please see my response below in red.

Let me know if you have additional questions.

Tomwmy McRae, PCAC

Tax Assessor-Collector

Montgomery County
400 N. San Jacinto

Conroe, Texas 77301

& 936.539.7897 & 936-760-6992

tammy.mcrae@mctx.org

"Committed to providing the citizens of Montgomery County with excellent public service while maintaining the highest level
of accountability.”

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=c96585b6a3&jsver=Xg1-uL2q06c.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15e96539a24eded0&siml=15e96539a24eded0 2/4
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

THIS TRANSMISSION IS INTENDED FOR THE SOLE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND/OR ENTITY TO WHOM IT IS ADDRESSED, AND MAY CONTAIN
INFORMATION AND/OR ATTACHMENTS THAT ARE PREVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. IF
YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISCLOSURE, DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, DUPLICATION OR
THE TAKING OF ANY ACTIONS IN RELIANCE ON THE CONTENTS OF THIS TRANSMISSION BY SOMEONE OTHER THAN THE INTENDED ADDRESSEE
OR ITS DESIGNATED AGENT IS STRICTLY PROBHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER BY
REPLYING IMMEDIATELY AND DELETE THE MESSAGE.

From: Yates, Jack [mailto:jyates@ci.montgomery.tx.us]

Sent: Friday, September 15, 2017 2:08 PM

To: Roe, Kimberly <kimberly.roe@mctx.org>

Cc: Hensley, Susan <shensley@ci.montgomery.tx.us>; cbranco@ci.montgomery.tx.us; McRae, Tammy
<tammy.mcrae@mctx.org>

Subject: Re: Reappraisal of Property Damaged in Disaster Area

Tammy, A few questions--

- Why can't a person simply call you and let you know that they have damage and get reappraised for next year? True it
might cost the persaon the lower assessment for

the prorated three or four months of a tax break ... but isn't that what would happen through the normal appraisal
process as you perform assessments for next year? The Appraisal District must follow deadlines outlined in the Texas
Property Tax Cade. Under normal circumstances, appraisal values are determined as of January 1 of a year. The property
owner then has a specific timeframe in which to protest the value of their property. This particular reappraisal is outside of
normal circumstances and is allowed only because of a Natural Disaster. Sec. 23.02, Texas Property Tax Code.

- Do you have any reports of damage or requests from the city of Montgomery? The Appraisal District is in the process of
identifying the properties with damage due to the hurricane.

- How would you decide/accept reappraisal requests-- would there be a notice of the offer of a re-appraisal and the
person let you know of their desire, or how? The Appraisal District does have a specific plan for the reappraisal. | will
defer this question to Tony Belonski.

- Any idea of the cost of a new appraisal? The potential exists for costs to be incurred by the appraisal district and the tax
office. We can't provide an estimate until all properties with damage from the hurricane are identified.

- Any idea if other taxing jurisdictions in our area will be approving the re-appraisal? The County authorized the

reappraisal on September 12", Tony & | will be attending meetings to discuss the reappraisal with the boards for Conroe
ISD, The Woodlands Township and the Montgomery County Hospital District.

- Can you get me a sample Resolution? Attached is a copy of the County’s resolution authorizing the reappraisal.

Jack

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=c96585b6a3&jsver=Xg1-uL2q06c.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15e96539a24e4ed08&sim|=15e9653%9a24ed4ed)  3/4



Info for property owners with damage from Harvey

Inbox %

Tony Belinoski <tonyb@mcad-tx.org>
to me

Jack,

Property owners can visit our website at http://mcad-tx.org/ to fill out a survey for damage received during Harvey.

At the top right there is a button Harvey 2017 that will take them to the survey.

Tony Belinosky, R,PA.

Chief Appraiser

Montgomery Central Appraisal District
Ph# 936-538-8698

Faxit 936-539-8695




Motion was made by , and seconded by that the
following Resolution be passed:

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF MONTOMERY,
TEXAS, PURSUANT TO THE TEXAS PROPERTY TAX CODE, SECTION 23.02,
AUTHORIZING THE REAPPRAISAL OF ALL PROPERTIES WITHIN THE CITY
THAT HAVE BEEN DAMAGED BY HURRICANE HARVEY AT THEIR MARKET
VALUE IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE DISASTER.

WHEREAS, a number of properties in the City of Montgomery, Montgomery County,
Texas have sustained serious damage as a result of the natural disaster caused by Huwricane
Harvey; and

WHEREAS, Montgomery County, Texas has been declared a disaster area by the
governor of the State of Texas; and

WHEREAS, Section 23.02 of the Texas Property Tax Code authorizes a taxing unit, such
as the City of Montgomery, Texas, to authorize the reappraisal of all properties within its
boundaries that were damaged in the Hurricane Harvey disaster; and

WHEREAS, on September 12, 2017, the Montgomery County Commissioners Court
authorized a resolution for the reappraisal of properties damaged due to Hurricane Harvey pursuant
to the Texas Property Tax Code, Section 23.02; and

WHEREAS, the City Council for the City of Montgomery, Texas recognizes the need for
reappraisal of those properties in the City which have suffered damage due to Hurricanc Harvey;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, THAT:

1. All of the above recitals are true and correct,

2. Pursuant to Section 23.02 of the Texas Property Tax Code, the City Council of the City
of Montgomery, Texas, hereby authorizes the Montgomery County Appraisal District
and the Montgomery County Tax Assessor-Collector to reappraise all properties within
the City of Montgomery that have sustained damage due to the Hurricane Harvey
disaster at their market value immediately after the disaster.




3. The City Secretary is directed to provide a copy of this Resolution to the Montgomery
County Appraisal District and to the Montgomery County Tax Assessor-Collector no
later than November 15, 2017.

PASSED AND APPROVED this day of 2017.

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS

Kirk Jones, Mayor
ATTEST:

Susan Hensley, City Secretary
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Conroe ISD reconsiders reappraisals for Harvey-
damaged homes

By Catherine Dominguez, cdominguez@hcnonline.com Published 9:53 pm, Tuesday, October 3, 2017

Montgomery County Tax Assessor Collector Tammy McRae along with Montgomery Central Appraisal
District Chief Appraiser Tony Belinoski provided information on the current reappraisal of storm damaged
homes in the county to the Conroe Independant School District Board of Trustees Tuesday.

It's was a much different scene at the Conroe Independent School District board
workshop Tuesday night as members took time to listen to reappraisal information
regarding Hurricane Harvey-damaged homes after a majority of directors refused to

discuss the item Sept. 19.

Montgomery County Tax Assessor-Collector Tammy McRae along with Montgomery
Central Appraisal District Chief Appraiser Tony Belinoski provided information on the
current reappraisal of storm-damaged homes in the county.

http://www.yourconroenews.com/news/article/Conroe-ISD-reconsiders-reappraisals-for-12251081.php 1/4



10/6/2017

Conroe ISD reconsiders reappraisals for Harvey-damaged homes - The Courier

According to Section 23.02 of the Tax Code, "the governing body of a taxing unit that is
located partly or entirely inside an area declared to be a disaster area by the governor
may authorize reappraisal of all property damaged in the disaster at its market value

immediately after the disaster."

Last month, Montgomery County Commissioners Court, the Montgomery County
Hospital District, The Woodlands Township and Emergency Services District No. 8 all
called for the reappraisal to provide tax relief to residents whose homes were damaged

during the storm in late August.

: However, while the item was on the
CISD agenda Sept. 19, several board
' members refused to consider the
discussion and voted 5-2 to remove
the item from the agenda and therefore any possibility of the affected homeowners
getting any relief from the Conroe I1SD, which has the largest tax rate at $1.28 of any

other taxing entity that falls within or is partly in the CISD's boundaries (except for a
couple of special-purpose districts).

Board President Melanie Bush, who originally placed the item on the board's Sept. 19
agenda, and board member Ray Sanders were the two nay votes.

Following a firestorm on social media, the item was placed on the board's workshop
agenda Tuesday night. This time, the board listened to the 45-minute presentation and
asked questions about the process.

Chief Financial Officer Darrin Rice said if the board moves forward with the reappraisal,
it would have about a $3.4 million effect on the district's more than $473 million
general fund budget for 2017-18. That amount does not include debt services and
children nutrition, which accounts for another $113.1 million, bring CISD's total budget
for 2017-18 to $586.1 million.

Board member Skeeter Hubert asked what the cost to the district would be to

participate in the reappraisal.

"Obviously, we are stewards of the school district's money,” he said.

http://www.yourconroenews.com/news/article/Conroe-1SD-reconsiders-reappraisals-for-12251081.php
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McRae estimated the total cost of the effort would bet between $170,000 and $180,000
and the district would be responsible for 60 percent of that cost while the county would
cover 35 percent and MCHD 5 percent.

Board member Scott Moore inquired about how MCAD appraisers were handling the

assessment of damage.

"What is the process of determining if this is Harvey damage?” Moore asked
specifically naming River Plantation as an area that has had flooding in the past, "What
are the credentials of the people inspecting these (homes) and determining new flood

damage."

Belinoski said appraisers are knowledgeable and added moving quickly on the

inspections has been key.

"We are doing our best to determine what is old damage and what is Hurricane Harvey

damage,” Belinoski said.

As of Sept. 26, McRae said MCAD officials had looked at 29,973 homes in the county.
Of those, 2,728 were damaged in the storm, she said. There are about 22,000 homes

left for MCAD to review, McRae noted.

According to current data, of those 2, 728 homes damaged, 996 had more than 4 feet
of water in them; 461 had between 19 and 48 inches of water; 825 had 6-18 inches of
water; and 416 homes had less than 6 inches. Another 30 home were damaged in the

storm, but not by flocding.

Moore also asked whether the number of home appraisal protests increase after
damaged homes are repaired and the value of those properties increase.

Belinoski said the county has never had a reappraisal situation for a disaster but said

he doesn't believe protests would increase in coming years.

Hubert also asked whether the reappraisal would affect the district credit rating, but

Rice said it would not.

hitp/Aawww.yourconroenews.commews/article/Conroe-ISD-reconsiders-reappraisals-for-12251081.php a/4
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The board also asked whether any other districts in the county are considering calling
for the reappraisal. McRae said no but added both Splendora and New Caney school
districts have inquired about the process.

"We didn't miss the boat here, did we,” Hubert asked about possibly being able to still

call for the reappraisal.

McRae said no and the board could even wait until a November meeting to make a
decision once more information on cost and number of properties affected was

available,
Because the meeting was just a workshop, the board took no action on the idea.

The board is scheduled to meet for a regular meeting at 6 p.m. Oct. 17 in the
boardroom of the GISD Administration Building, located at 3205 W. Davis St. in Conroe.

© 2017 Hearst Communications, Inc.
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ITEM #7

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:

| Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Exhibits: Spreadsheet showing totals
for Option One and Option
Two, and breakout out each
billing class

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: September 21, 2017

This regards the possibility of increasing water and sewer rates.

Description
The Option 1 or 2 is shown on the first page of the attachment. Option One is the
Proposed Year Two of all rate classes as proposed last year, Option Two is:

an increase in residential sewer charges of.50 cents/1,000 gallons up to 20,000
gallons per month from $4.75 to $5.25 in-city and for an average bill of 7,000
consumption would increase the water $0 and the sewer, $1,20--- and from $5.00
to $5.50 for out-of- city.~--

Commercial in-city is an increase in sewer .50 cents /1,000 gallons and
increases over 20,000 gallons from $6.50 to $9.35, and for commercial out-of-
city sewer .50 cents /1,000 gallons and increases over 20,000 gallons from $6.75
to $9.50 and for a Commercial in-city average bill of 50 ,000 consumption
would increase the water $17.50 and the sewer, $95.50 «~---

Institutional in-city is an increase in the base sewer rate from current $150 to
$300 and for an average bill of 118,000 consumption would increase the water
$38.25 and the sewer, $658.75 ---

Multi-family is an increase in the base sewer rate from current $150 to $300 and
for an average bill consumption of 157,800 gallons would increase water $48.75
and the sewer $623.75 ---
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ITEM #7


Montgomerty City Council

AGENDA REPORT

Small Irrigation is an increase of .50 cents/1,000 gallons and for an average bill
of 8,000 consumption would increase the water $3.00, ---

Large Irrigation is an increase of .50cents/1,000 gallons and for an average bill
of 34,500 gallons is an increase of $12.63

The cumulative total for Option One is $89,898,64 and Option Two
cumulative total is $69,177,28

NOTE: "l have not been able to get a response from Ed Shackleford regarding his review of the water/sewer
operations of the City, so perhaps there will be a report at the meeting.”

Recommendation

Motion to tentatively select Option Two and to hold public meeting to discuss
the rates by the City Administrator and to place the item on the October 10
agenda,

‘Approved By -«

i

City Administrator | Jack Yates Date: October 4, 2017




PROJECT 2016/17 CITY OF MONTGOMERY WATER/SEWER REVENUES

(WITH OPTIONS FOR 2017/18 YEAR)

2017/18 Increase &
w WATE SEWE SEWER 2017/18 Incr '
ATER ATER 2016/17 R E 2016/17 /1 ease Comm. Out, Inst, Mult, ;
CLASSES USERS | USAGE Water §'S USERS USAGE Sewer §'S ALL CLASSES (water Irrigation (water &Sewer), §
(#) (avg) (#) (avg) & sewer) Option #1 Resid In/Out & Comm In ||
only sewer Option #2 e
Resid In 444 7 $155,844.00 435 6.8 $131,022.00 $24,610.80 §12,528.00| sew
Resid Qut 23 4.4 $7,231.20 16 4.4 $4,262.40 $542.00 $230.40| sew
Comm In 103 12,2 $71,626.25 102 12.2 $82,620.00 $15,789.36 $7,466,40| sew
Sew
Comm Out 6 11,17 $4,320.00 1 8.7 $666.00 $454.30 S454.30| wer
Sew
Institution 7 157 $87,124,80 7 157 $93,172.80 | * $10,390.18 $10,390.18( wir
Sew
Mult-Family 4 157.8 $55,399.20 4 157.8 $56,416.80 $32,280.00 $32,280.00] wir
Small Irrig 69 8 $24,840.00 $2,484.00 $2,480.00| Wt
Large Irrig 31 34,5 $69,006.00 $3,348.00 $3,348.00( Wtr
TOTALS 687 $475,391.45 565 $368,160.00 $89,898.64 $69,177.28
PROJECTED TOTAL WATER AND SEWER FOR 2016/17 (USING SPREADSHEET OPTION #1 Increase OPTION #2
@M@.&TD_LWIU—S'?M S 843,551.45 Revenue Increase Revenue
T e |
* = Reduced Sch avg usage to 118 for Options 1 and
CITY PROJECTED REVENUE- WATER $463,753.00 PROJECTED SEWER  $391,524.00 2 because of Elem and MLK (2) schools closing (zero
2016/2017 (Jack's numbers) TOTAL WATER/SEWER  $855,277.00 usage/basic chg only)
T

As of 9/3/17 (thru Aug Data)



PROJECTED 2016/17 CITY OF MONTGOMERY WATER/SEWER REVENUES
(using monthly reports data)

MONTHLY WATER

MONTHLY SEWER

2016/17 DOLLARS

Months CONSUMPTION M&':TT';;Y;,“:T CONSUMPTION ng‘:;vs',:n
TOTAL TOTAL
loct-16 9102 $50,568.47 6673 $40,323.05
Nov-16 7897 $44,512.20 6175 $37,378.95
Dec-16 5650 $34,267.45 4672 $29,136.70
Jan-17 6041 $35,576.66 5218 $31,333.85
Feb-17 5612 $34,328.85 4997 $31,783.10
Mar-17 5457 $33,704.90 4502 $27,741.15
Apr-17 6902 $40,134,75 5464 $33,252.25
Imay-17 8721 $48,623.90 6528 $38,916.90
Jun-17 (revised data) 9105 $51,202.50 6431 $37,673.50
Jul-17 9311 $52,105.50 6546 $36,854.25
Aug-17 11222 $62,236.25 7308 $41,338.00
TOTAL (YTD) $487,261.43 $385,731.70
xglgmw e 7729 $44,296.49 5865 $35,066.52
Used avg usage Used avg usage
e, omammgs | S| | SOEL | ses0sss:
months months

i?g{zlc?mn §'s $531,557.92 $420,798.22
TOTAL
o st

NOTE: Updated chart info to include Jul & Aug data. If Sep usage Is between Jul and Aug numbers, we'll

As 9/2/2017

grubablg come jn about §12=000 higher on the total dollars (~$964,000 for the year)|
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Current Rates

| Residentlal In (1 meter) ssteniton

Waler usedwith Lmater (n 1K gallons | 1 Ies. In

Up to First 2K-$16.00 - 1

Next 2K:$2.25 z

Hext 766275 2 Water Sewar

Next 26:83.25 1 2015 User's ELL] 334 Avr Water Dage Monlly

Next 26:63,75 o YTD Avg Usage 7 68 07

gt 5%-84.25 o

User's User's

ekt 5K-$4.75 o 44 435

Dver 20K:$5.50 0 Fﬁm IN WATER SEWER Tolal RESID 1N GAING &

Total pates for water uved | 4 Current $155,844.00 §131,022.00 $286,R66.00 (100)

Sewerrates usad with § mater | 7 Res. In Optlon 1 $169,164.00 $143,550.00 $312,714.00 425,408.00 Ineréased avg usage bl $5.00
Iup to Flirst 2-$12.50 2 1' $12.50) Option 2 5155,844.00 $143,550.00 $299,394.00 $0.00

HNext 2K-$2.25 2 44.50]

Hext 2¥-62.75 1 $5.50

Hext2K-63.25 1 $3.25|

Hoxt 2K:63.75 0 50.00

Hext 5K:54.25 o 50.00]Detall Bill Info for one melet ENTER USAGE

House Meter 52935
Nexl 586475 [ $0.00]Sawer §25.75 7
uar 20k:55.50 o sue':_r—m—w_] ORVON T eaes ATATeT/savel
45./5|Garhaga 519.78 I 3
555,00 onel51.65) 1155} | Option 2 inc
£6.82 |niLLroraL 862

5 up to Z0K

Hers hy 5D cents tp to 201k

2017/18 Optlon 1

Residentlal In (1 meter) ussesiion

2017/18 Option 2 ******VOID - LEAVE RATES AS THEY ARE TODAY*#*# ¥siess

[ Residential In (1 meter)

Uraye Balsw

Water used with ) meter In 1k gaflons | 7 I."L In VIATER DIFFENENCE Water used with L metar in 1k gallons | 7 Ther in WATER DIFFERENCE
Up (o First 20-516.00 ? Up 1o First 2K-$16,00 ] 516,00
Next2Kk-$2.75 2 Nexi 2K-$2.25 2
Hoxt 2K:52.25 2 ]
NExt 2K-53.75 ) 1
Mext 2K-84.25 0 n
Mext 5%:54.75 0 i
NEKt 5K:$5.25 0 Hexl 5K-54.75 0
Ovor 20K:85.50 [} Dver 20X:85,50 U
I e 1 [ 1 ! $18.15
Sevier ratles dsed with 1 meter | 7 E" In Sewer rmles usad with 1 meter 1 7 Res, In
Up to Flist 2K-512.50 1 Up ta Flist 2K-512.50 H $1250
Hext 2-$2.75 3 Hext 20-52.75 2 .
Hext 2K.53.25 1 Noext 2K-53.25 !
Next 26-53.75 1 Next 2K-$3.75 |
Next 24:54.25 0 Hext 2K:34.25 0 X
Hext 5K-$4.75 0 8ill Info for eno Next 5K-54.75 ] Su.nﬂlnuluil Bill Info for one meter
House Melet Houte Meter §29.25
Hext 5K-$5.25 0 00| Sewer Mot 5K-65.25 n $0.00{Sewer s28.25)
Over 20K-55.50 L) .00 Lane Star Grd($.07 50.49) Over 20K-85.50 0 $0.00| Lone Star Grd{$.07 §0.49
Total sewier rates | 7 528.25|Garbage $19.78) Totsl sevwer eates | $20.25|Garbage $19.78
Il’nlm waler/sewer rate for 1 meter $60.00 |sre(s1.65) s11.55| Total watar/sewer rate for 1 meter 157,50 |Greis1.65) $1155
BILL= 801,82 [oiLL TOTAL $01.82| Bill= sl 32 nIlLTOTAL $89.32




Current Rates

[ Residential Out (1 mater)  urenson

fatar Usad vVl A meor In sk gallons.

$10,00}
$9.00
£ $120 Water Suwar
Hext 2K-63 50 $0.00) 2015 User's i 1658 Ave Nater Uaga Monlh
Next 26:54.00 $0.00 YTO Ave Usage Al A4 (1% ]
lit 554,50 $0.00
User's User's
u 40,00 n 16
L] WATER SEWER Total _RESID OLT GAING §
| [T 29 $7,231.20 $1,26240 $11,493.60 (110)
1 4.4 Rus. Qut $7,56240 $4,492,60 $12,055.20 $a61.60
1 $16.00 57,231.20 $4,492,80 $11,724.00 tnon
Next 2K-52.50 7 $5.00]
Hext 2-63.00 04 $1.20)
Hext 26:63.50 L] $0.00
Next 2K-44,00 o $0.00
Hext 5K-$4.50 L] $0.00| Datall Biil Info for one meter
$26.20) ENTER USAGE
Text 5K-55.00 o £0.00) Sewer $22.20 Increasal
Over 200+$5.75 0 $0.00) | joaj 4 4
oTalaswar rales | A4 ¥al. 519,78 L [NErEdyE:
fiTotal water/sewer rate for 1 meter S4B, X $7.16]
BlLL= $75, 75 0l TOTAL $75.75)

Incransos avg vsage bill $2.40

Al water/srwer tiers

DIy SEWEr tars

2017/18 Optlon 1

2017/18 Option 2 ******VOID - LEAVE RATES AS THEY ARE TODAYetesetess

Residential Out {1 meter)  Unesdow Resldentlal Out (1 meter) Yesganelaw

oy used with L mefer In dk zallons 1 44 IRp.Ou\ WATER DIFFERENCE
[Ua to Flrsy 2K-$20,00 2 §120,00
2 $5.00
o4 $1,20
a $0.00

[Hext 2K-54.00 o $0,00| SEWER DIFFERENCE
Hoxt §K-84,50 0 $0.00
b $0.00
n _$0.00

| a4 $2830 DILL DIFFERENCE
| 14 |nes. oot
Up to First 2K-$16.00 1 $16.00]
Hext 2K-53.00 1 $6.00|
Nex! 2K-$8.50 0.4 $1.40]
" $0.00)
! 0 0,00
$0.00|Detall Bl Info for one meter Next 5K-$5.00 0 $0.00|0atall Bilt Info for ono inster
Hlouse Meler 27.40 Iltounmur
a $0.00]Sewar 23.40] Hext 5K-$5.50 0 $0,00|Sewer
[ 0.00]Lone Star Grd[§.07) £0.3) |Over 20K-55.15 ('] so_.g__o Lone Star Grd{$.071
| 4.4 23.40]Garbage E $19.78] rotal sever eates | [¥] $23.40]Garbags
550,80 |crris1.65) $7.16)Total water/sawer rate for1 mater $49.00]snris1.65)
BilL= 78,15 |BILLTOTAL $78.15 HlLL= $76,95|piLvoTAL
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Current Rates

l Commerclal In (1 meter) Vugetlew

V/aterured with 1 mater [ 1k gallons
Up Lo Flrst 2i:$19,5

Hext2K-$2.75

et 2K-$8,25°

lext 2K-§3,75

Hext 2K-$4.25

Hext 5K-$4.25 Water Sowar
2045 User's 93,67 85.6 Ayr Water Uegs Month
YD Avg Usage 122 122 mnn
Usar's User's
101 Iﬁl
2 £ Comm IN WATER | SEWER Total COMM IHGAINS &
Heat 2K-$4,00 ] $8.00 Current §71,626.20 82,620.00 £159,246.20 (120)
Heat 2K-§4.25 ] $8.50 Optlani $79,165.80 90,086.40 $169,252.20 $1%,000,00
Hext 2K-54.50 1 $9.00 Optlon2 671,626.20 | $90,086.40 $161,712.60 $2,A66,00
HaxtIK-$4.75 1 59,50
Haxt 5X-$5.00° s $25.00]0¢elall Blll Info for one meter
Comm Maler $270.00 ENTER USAGE
Iext 5K-$5.25 $26.25]Sever 302,75
195,00} Lone Star Grd (3,07} $3.50] 5 0
102,75 |Gerbaps sn.nl
572,75/ GRP($1.65) §82.50]
alll= | 600,13 s voraL $a013]
2017/18 Optlon 1 2017/18 Optlon 2
ﬂ Comm In (1 meter) Wnaneldey Comm In (1 meter) Ussgeelow
(Patec used with A meterIn T gallon: 50 |comm in VATER DIFFERENCE atar uisd with & moter In ik gallens 50 [comm. \TER DIFFERENCE
Up ta Flrat 265205 E] 52050 Up (o Fist 2K-$10.50 a3 $18,50
Nexh 2K-§3.25 a $0.50 Next2K:52.75 2 $5.50
Hext 20:53.75 2 §7.50 Next 3K:43.25 2 $6.50
et 234,25 ? $0.50 Hoxt 2K-$3.75 2 $2.50
Hext 2k-$4.75 1 $9.50| SEWER DIFFERENCE Hexy 2K:§4.25 1 $§B.50|SEWER DIFFERENCE
Hext SK-$5.25 § $16.15 IM431 5K-$4.75 5 $13,78
5 $18.75 Hext 5K:-$5.25 5 $1625
5 $180.00 Ovet 206:85,75 30 472,50
B 137,60 D{LL DIFFERENCE Vatal et fos vealarviaik A0 § 37000 [IL DIFFEAENCE
50 JComm. In Sewarrales used wilh L mater S0 'l:amm. in
Up ta Flrst 2K:522.50 i $22.50 Up ta First 2K-522.50 2 $12.50]
Hext 284,50 1 $0.00 Hiel 2K-64.50 H $0.00
Hext 2K:$4.75 1 50.50 Hoxt 7K-$4.75 1 $9.50
Rext 2K-85.00 2 $10.00 Next 2K-85.00 1 $10.00]
Hext 26-45.25 2 $10.50 Hext 2K-85.25 [} $1050
Mext SK-55.50 5 $27.50) Datall Bll Info for one mater Maxt 5%-$5.50 5§ $27.50{Datell Bl Info for one meter
Sz'm.ocl
1 $18.75]5ewer | L] $28,75]Sawar 598.25|
30 $280.50{Lone Star G1d(5.07) 30 $260.50] Lone Star Grd|$.07) 43,50
| & $390. 25 Gatbago 50 $398,25|Garbage ’ 521,38
S605.75 |orersnsst s250] Tatal water/sewer rata for 1 meter S668,25]cnr$1.65) $82.50
DiLll= | $793,18]BiLToTAL f BlLL= 77504 sl ToTAL $715.03

Increases avg ussge bii $12.20

WaAter/saweal

oV EEwar tar

s naraption 1 abovi




Current Rates
rCummercEal Out (1 meter) Uneeddey

[Waterused wiih 1 meler In 1k zalions B
(Up 1o Arst 2K-$24,50 2 Waler Sewar
Hext 2K:89,00 2 2015 User's 1 1 Aya \atag Usga Blenil
Mext 2K:63.50 i YTD Avg Uitga 1147 a7 129
A 2
L} User's User's
o i 1
WATER S%ﬁ En!.! COMM OMLGAINS &
a $4,345.20 666,00 5,011.20 [EED)
$4,747.32 §718.20 $5,465,52 $454,32 Inceenses avg usaga bill §8.70
| $4,747.32 §718.20 sslnss.sz §454.32 Incranses avg usega bill §8,70
]
Up o Flrst 2K-$25.00 1 ENTER USAGE
Hext 2K-54.25 ? ENTEN USAGE
Neat 2K-34.50 ?
Hext 26-54.75 1 8
Next2K-$5.00 (] gt
Hext 5K-$5.25 ° (Datall Bill Info for one meter o sewar by
Comm Meler 44550 A | 15 all wate ara by S0 cants aNcep!
0 $0.00]Sewer §52.00 s
0 $0.00]Lone Star Grd(5.07) $0.56
| I} 00| Garbaga 52138 Nota: This water rale Is used tor Uie [1YD mators for contractors
EPR (T D
BiLl= | §132.6dfonctorar f 5132,

2017/18 Option 1/2
Comm Out (1 meter) Upspemeloy

\WATER DIFFERENCE

[text k3450
et 2k:55.00
Hant5K-$5.50

SEWER DIFFERENCE

[HextsK-56.00

inulmn far water wind BILLDIFFERENCE

[up toFirstaKk-$26.00
Next2k-$4.75
Hexl 2K-55.00

Next IK-$5.25
Hext 2K-§5.50

senwnunlzlelc o commmpl=

Hoxt 5K-$5.75

gns.suF
o $56.00)
$0.00]Lane 5056 :

56,00 | Garbage 52138
$105,50 |anrisses) $13.20
§140,64]biLTOTAL _ Hid06




Current Rates

[ mstitutional In (1 meter)

\Watar used with 1 meter In 1K gallons

Water Sawar
2015 Usar's 0.4 95 Avit Watay Uage Montl)
¥TD Avg Usage 187 157 1099
Tolal rates forwaler used User's User's
sevior rates used with 1 meter 7 7
Hlal rate - §150 0 $150.00 [mosmir WATER SEWER Total INSTIT GAINS
Up to First 30K-$3,00 o $90.00 Current $87,124.80 $93,172.80 $180,297.60 [140)
Next 10K-54,25 10 $42.50 Opilon 1 $72,811,20 $117,877.20 $190,688.40 $10,390.80 Increases avg usage bill $697
Next 10K-$4,50 10 $45,00|Detall Bl Info for ono meter |Option 2 $72,811,20 $117,877.20 $190,G688.10 $10,490.80 (decreased projected usage to 118 for schoal closures}
Nex! 5K-54.75 5 $23.75|Maln Meter 828,55
Next 45K-55.00 45 $225.00]Sewer $744.55
Over 100K-59.35 18 5168.30] Lane Star Gral($,07 58.26] ENTER USAGE
Yotal sewer rates l 118 $744,55 |Garhage 1 18
Total water/sewer rata for L meter $1,573,10]enp(s1.65) $194.70
BiLL= | §1,776.06 |siLLTOTAL $1,776.06|
2017/18 Option 1/2
Institutional In (1 meter) wspanslon WATER DIFFERENCE

Water used with 1 metern tkgallons | 118

Isch. In

Up 16 First 30K-555 D

Over 30K86.35

Taldl rates forwstaruted | 1
Sewer rates used with 1 metar 1 118 5ch. In

Flat rate - $300 1]

All usage lmes K-59.35 114

Yotal sewor ratos I 114

Total water/sewer rate for 1 meter $2,270.10

BILL=

$2,473.06

Datall Blll Info for one meter |
$866.00

$1,403.30

$8.26

$194.70
,478,06]




Current Rates

Mull-Famlly In (1 meter)

Watar Sevier
2015 Unar's 31 EBS
YTD Avg Usege 157.0 1508
Usar's Uter's
A ]
Flatrate - $200 $200,00| iMult-Family WATER SEWER Tatal
Up to First 30K-$3.00 30 $90.00 Curront $55,399.20 $56,416.80 $111,810,00
Hext 10K-$4,25 10 $a2.50]oetall 0lil info for opa peter | Opllond $57,730.20 $06.356.00 $144,096.00
Next 10K-$1.50 10 §45.00] Maln Mator 1,154.15 Opllon2 §57,739,70 58635680 $144,006.00
Next 5K-§1.76 L] $23,75 |Sewer $1,17535
Next45K-55,00 L] 5225.00|Lone Star Grd[$.07) $11.05 ENTERUSAGE
[1A] $549.10]Garbage
157.8 $1,125,35 |Gheig1.cs 26037
z _5%,320.50laucgorhy 8000
DiLk= | 83,600,021

2017/18 Option 1/2

Mult-Famlly (1 meter)

‘p.ln I 30K:§500

D):§5.80

WATER DIFFERENCE

I L 2l

I )
Flat rate - $300
Il usspa tlmes K-$9.50

arrates

atal Watar/sear rate for 1 metar

Datall 8lll Info for one meter

hvgWater Ungatdanth
8332

MULT-EAM.GAINS.S
(102)
$32,200,00
$22,200.00

Increnses avg Uinge bl §672.50

Muln Meter $1,20290
a1 sewir $1,799.10
§u£s

Lana Star Grd|$.07]
ba,

ﬁm 32




Current Rates

Irrigation Meter Usage Belayt
reigation metar [n 1k gallons 8 Ilrrlglllon
p to Flrst 2K-612.00 2 $12.00
xt 2K-52.50 2 $5.00
ext 2K-$2.00 2 £6.00 Water
ext 2K-53:50 2 §7.00 2015 User's 65,58 Avg Walar Uage Month
ext 2K-54.00 D $0.00 YTD Avg Usage 8 543
ext 5K-54.50 0 $0.00]Detall Bl Info for Irrigatlon Meter
Irelgatlion Mater £30,00 User's
ext 5K-55,00 (] $0,00]Lone Star Grd[$,07) $0.56 ‘ 69
er 20K-55.75 0 0,00 | IRRIGATION WATER Total SNRIG GAINS §
atal ratos lorsdter used i CBo.mliGﬂPﬁl.ﬁs} $13.20) Current $24,840.00 $24,840,00 (105)
BiLL= $43.76 IBII.LTQTAL_ 54376 Optlon 1 $27,324.00 $27,324,00 $2,044,00 Increases avg usage bill $3.00
Dptlon 2 $27,320.00 $27,324.00 $2,A00,00
ENTER USAGE
2017/18 Optlon 1/2
Ireigation meter Usnga Below
Inlgation meter In 1k galions 8,00 Ireiatio BILL DIFFERENCE
Up to First 26-512.00 z 512,00
Next 28-53,00 2z $6.00
Next 2K-53.50 Z $7.00
Next 2K-§4.00 2 $8.00
Next 2K-54.50 0 $0,00[Detall ill Infa for ong meter
Hext 5K-55.00 (] $0.00]1rrigation Meter $33.00
Lone Star Grd[$.07) 50.56
Nkt SK-$5,50 [} n00] I
(Over 20K-36.00 : (1} 13,20|
Yolal ralos Torwatar uged ] ] 16,
BlLL=




Currrent

NIrrIgatlon-L Meter

Up to flrst 2K-$25,00
Next 2K-$2/50
Next 2K:58,00
Next 2K-63.50

$185.50

5242

olal rates for watar uged

$56.93

$200,80

2017/18 Option 1/2

BILL DIFFERENCE

$26,00[Dotall DI Info for ane mator
Irrigation Meter 198.13

w.snllnnusnuremgs.on $2.42)
Total rates for waler used == ‘ nP(Sl.ES} _$56.!|§
$257.47aiLeToTAL §257.47

Water
2015 User's 65,58 Avg Watar Uage Manth
YTD Avg Usago 34,8 1103
User's
1
|l§ﬂ!ﬁﬁTlON WATER Total LARIG GAINS §
Current $69,006.00 $69,006.00 11nn)
Optlon 1 $73,702.50 $73,702,50 $4,696.50 Incronses nvg usago bill $12,63
joption 2 $73,702,50 $73,702.50 $1,606.50

ENTER USAGE

34.5

2017/18 Option 1/2




ITEM #8

Montgomery City Council
AGENDA REPORT

Budgeted Amount:
Meeting Date: October 10, 2017

Department:

Exhibits: Project GANT chart for
Bridge in Bridge water line

Prepared By: Jack Yates
City Administrator
Date Prepared: October 4, 2017

Report regarding bridge repair on Buffalo Springs Road.

The City Engineer will present this report.

In brief, the status is FEMA has issued the Project Worksheet and approve the
advertising for bids which has happened today, October 10. The CDBG — DR
grant has not been awarded yet but is very close based upon discussions with the
State grants person and city staff,

‘Recommendation

Consider the report, comment as desired.

Approved By -+
City Administrator

Jack Yates | Date: October 4, 2017 |
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ITEM #8


PROJECT SCHEDULES

MARCH

PROJECT ‘ASSIGNED TO AUGUST SEPTEMBER QCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER JANUARY FEBRUARY
BUFFALO SPRINGS BRIDGE
Plan Preparation for bidding Chris Roznovsky _
FEMA Project Worksheet Brian Slie
FEMA Admin. Review Brian Slie Ec=a
9/26/2017
Congressional/OLA Review Brian Slie, Todd Stephens _

CDBG-DR Grant
General Land Office - Grant
Permits:
Corps of Engineers
TCEQ
Bid documents prepared
Project approved for bidding
Project Advertised for bidding
Bids Received
Bids Reviewed
Bid Recommendation to C. Council
Bid Awarded by City Council
Contracts Executed
Construction Begins

Interim Loan Set Up/taken/Pd. Back

Pay Estimates
Request for Expedited Funds
Construction Ends

Project Closeout

Martha Drake, J.Yates

1.Yates, C.R., To be hired Adminis.

Chris Roznovsky, Todd Stephens
Chris Roznovsky, Brian Slie
Chris, Larry Foerster, B. Slie
Chris Roznovsky, L. F., Brian Slie
Chris Roznovskt, Susan Hensley
S. Hensley, J. Yates, C. Roznovsky
L.F., C.R., B.Slie, 1.Y,
LF., C.R., LY.
LY., S.H.
C.R.,S.H,, L.F,, LY.
Contractor, C.R.

JY.

Contractor, C.R., J.Y. Cathy Branco
C.R., LY.
Contractor, C.R., 1.Y.

C.R., LF, LY, CB, B, Slie

Admi ad Aot ,

Awarded Contracted Administered Close out
Application Awarded Contracted Administered  Administered Close out
10/10/2017
10/10/2017

11/6/2017

11/10/2017

11/10/2017

11/14/2017

11/22/2017

12/1/2017

Loan Doc. Prep. Loan Ready

Council Approves

1/27/2018

12/27(2017 2/27/2018

12/28{2017 1/28/2018 2/28/2018

3/30/2018

APRIL -May
As Planned
Completed




PROJECT

ASSIGNED TO

AUGUST

SEPT.

OCT.

NOV. DEC. JAN. FEB. MAR.

BUFFALO SPRINGS BRIDGE WATER LINE

Plan Preparation for bidding
Bid documents prepared

Arrange financing of project

Project approved for bidding
Project Advertised for bidding

Bids Received

Bids Reviewed

Bid Recommendation to C. Council
Bid Awarded by City Council
Contracts Executed

Construction Begins

Pay Estimates

Construction Ends

Project Closeout

Chris Roznovsky
Chris, Larry Foerster,

JY, City Council

Chris Roznovsky, L. F.

Chris Roznovsky, Susan Hensley
S. Hensley, 1. Yates, C. Roznovsky
LF., CR., LY.

L.F., C.R,, LY.
1Y SH.

C.R., S.H, LF, Y.
Contractor, C.R.
Contractor, C.R., .Y. Cathy Branco
Contractor, C.R., LY.

C.R., LF.,JY., CB.

JY -- Formally ask
Mr. Bowen

Approved

10/10/2017

10/23/2017

As Planned
Completed

CC- Escrow Draw /
Cap. Proj. Funding

10-Nov

10-Nov

14-Nov

22-Nov
|
1-Dec
[ ] A
12/27/2017 1/27/2017 2/27/2018
27-Feb

30-Apr
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