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The City Council Questions and Answers Report was derived from a need to provide City Council Members an 
opportunity to solicit clarifying information from City Departments as it relates to requests for council action. After a 

City Council Regular Meeting agenda has been published, Council Members will have the opportunity to ask questions 
of departments via the City Manager’s Agenda Office. This process continues until 5:00 p.m. the Tuesday before the 
Council meeting. The final report is distributed at noon to City Council the Wednesday before the council meeting. 

 
 

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
 

1. Agenda Items # 2 and # 3: 2) Authorize the negotiation and execution of an 
interlocal agreement with Travis County under which the City of Austin will 
administer the 2016 Justice Assistance Grant Program on behalf of the City and 
Travis County. Related to Item # 3. 3) Approve an ordinance accepting $27,975 in 
grant funds from the United States Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice 
Assistance; and amending the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 Austin Police Department 
Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund (Ordinance No. 20160914-001) to 
appropriate an additional $27,975 for the Austin Police Department Justice 
Assistance Grant program. Related to Item # 2 

 
a. QUESTION: With regard to Item 3: (1) Please provide more detail about how 

staff plans to spend the grant funds, and list (with a description and the cost) 
the items APD has bought, and programs it has used these grants funds for, in 
the last three fiscal years. (2) Please describe any restrictions on how grants 
funds may be spent. (3) Is the County’s portion of the grant part of the 
$309,975 identified in the backup materials, and if not, how much money is 
the County going to receive from the grant? 4) With regard to Item 2, has the 
City negotiated similar interlocal agreements with the County for the 
administration of Justice Assistance Grants in the past? If so, please provide a 
copy of the most recent agreement. COUNCIL MEMBER GARZA'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
2. Agenda Item # 48: Conduct a public hearing and consider an ordinance approving 

a Project Consent Agreement waiving provisions of City Code Title 25 to 
incentivize preservation of a 41.04 acre tract of land at 2636 Bliss Spillar Road 
located within the Barton Springs Zone and allowing construction of commercial 
development of a 12.08 acre tract of land located at 12501 Hewitt Lane in the 
City’s Desired Development Zone. 

 
a. QUESTION:  1) Staff denied grandfathering under Chapter 245 in June of 

2014. On what is applicant basing the claim to “established” rights mentioned 
in the RCA? 2) Absent this agreement, how much impervious cover would be 
allowed on the 41 acre exchange tract? I.e., how much development is being 



 

 

reduced on this tract with this agreement? 3) How much of the Brodie Lane 
tract could be developed under all current regulations? 4) Has a tree survey 
been conducted? MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
END OF REPORT - ATTACHMENTS TO FOLLOW 
 

 
 

The City of Austin is committed to compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Reasonable modifications and equal access to communications will be provided upon request. 

For assistance, please call 512-974-2210 or TTY users route through 711. 
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Items #2 and #3 Meeting Date October 13, 2016 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION:  With regard to Item 3: (1) Please provide more detail about how staff plans to spend the grant funds, 
and list (with a description and the cost) the items APD has bought, and programs it has used these grants funds 
for, in the last three fiscal years. (2) Please describe any restrictions on how grants funds may be spent. (3) Is the 
County’s portion of the grant part of the $309,975 identified in the backup materials, and if not, how much 
money is the County going to receive from the grant? 4) With regard to Item 2, has the City negotiated similar 
interlocal agreements with the County for the administration of Justice Assistance Grants in the past? If so, please 
provide a copy of the most recent agreement. COUNCIL MEMBER GARZA'S OFFICE 
 

ANSWER:  
1)  Please provide more detail about how staff plans to spend the grant funds, and list (with a description and the 
cost) the items APD has bought, and programs it has used these grants funds for, in the last three fiscal years. 
 

The split between the City and the County for the 2016 JAG grant will be determined within the coming 
months. Based on past history, APD anticipates the City will retain 65 – 75% of funding, with 25-35% 
allocated for County expenses. Using an estimated split of 65% City and 35% County, APD plans to 
allocate the 2016 JAG grant funds for the following unmet needs: 10 each Starchase© systems ($55,000), 
a hostage negotiation throw phone system ($28,499), offender watch software ($15,781), and specialized 
training cost ($102,204). This is subject to change once the actual split is negotiated. 
 
During the last three fiscal years, APD has purchased the following items with JAG grant funds: 
(Grant period for each grant is four years thus you will see expenses on multiple grants each fiscal year) 
APD Expenses during FY2016: 

• From JAG 2012 - $12,428 for pursuit & immobilization technique equipment to be used at the 
APD Training Academy; and $960 for specialized training. 

• From JAG 2013 - $140,192 for a navigation and mapping system for the APD helicopter. 
• From JAG 2015 - $13,736 for specialized training. 

 
APD Expenses during FY2015: 

• From JAG 2011 - $15,264 for saddles for the Mounted Patrol unit. 
• From JAG 2012 - $55,642 for specialized training. 
• From JAG 2013 - $1,789 for an antennae mount for the APD helicopter. 
•  

APD Expenses during FY2014: 
• From JAG 2010 - $20,354 for four commercial treadmills for the APD gyms. 
• From JAG 2011 - $2,000 for specialized training. 
• From JAG 2012 - $99,932 for specialized training. 
• From JAG 2013 - $78,320 for license and weight scales for the Highway Enforcement Unit; 

$18,286 to purchase video cameras for the Training Academy; and $2,191 to purchase cables and 
 



 

encoder/decoder’s for the APD Helicopter. 
 

2) Please describe any restrictions on how grants funds may be spent. 
All JAG project scopes of work (City and County) are required to focus on local criminal justice 
improvements. The Department of Justice maintains two lists that restrict purchasing: prohibited 
expenditures and controlled expenditures. Prohibited expenditures are items that cannot be approved 
for purchase under any circumstances, such as weaponized aircraft, bayonets, tracked armored vehicles 
and weapons / ammunition (over .50 caliber). Controlled expenditures may be only be purchased with 
prior written approval from DOJ and include items such as drones, specialty vehicles, riot equipment, 
construction, and specialty vehicles. The Austin Police Department uses JAG funds to support law 
enforcement activity citywide, with budget line items typically allowing for the purchase of critical 
equipment, supplies and officer training. 

 
3) Is the County’s portion of the grant part of the $309,975 identified in the backup materials, and if not, how 
much money is the County going to receive from the grant? 
 

The City has been a JAG recipient for decades and has historically been required to share funds with 
Travis County. APD will continue to partner with Travis County on future JAG projects, as the county is 
considered a disparate jurisdiction.* The City is required to negotiate and execute an inter-local 
agreement with Travis County each year for the JAG program. The split for the FY16 award will be 
determined in the coming months. We anticipate that the City will retain 65 – 75% of funding, with 25 – 
35% allocated for County expenses. If the two entities do not reach an agreement, all funds allocated will 
be forfeited and neither agency will benefit from the original funding allocation. 
 
*A disparate allocation occurs when a city or municipality is allocated one-and-one-half times (150 percent) more than the 
county, while the county bears more than 50 percent of the costs associated with prosecution or incarceration of the 
municipality’s Part 1 violent crimes. A disparate allocation also occurs when multiple cities or municipalities are collectively 
allocated four times (400 percent) more than the county, and the county bears more than 50 percent of the collective costs 
associated with prosecution or incarceration of each municipality’s Part 1 violent crimes. 
 

4) With regard to Item 2, has the City negotiated similar interlocal agreements with the County for the 
administration of Justice Assistance Grants in the past? If so, please provide a copy of the most recent agreement. 
 

Attached is a copy of the executed Inter-local Agreement between the City of Austin and Travis County 
for the 2015 JAG Grant. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  
 

 



























 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item# 48 Meeting Date October 13, 2016 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION: 1) Staff denied grandfathering under Chapter 245 in June of 2014. On what is applicant basing the 
claim to “established” rights mentioned in the RCA? 2) Absent this agreement, how much impervious cover 
would be allowed on the 41 acre exchange tract? I.e., how much development is being reduced on this tract 
with this agreement? 3) How much of the Brodie Lane tract could be developed under all current regulations? 4) 
Has a tree survey been conducted? MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 
 

ANSWER:  
1)  Staff denied grandfathering under Chapter 245 in June of 2014. On what is applicant basing the claim to 
“established” rights mentioned in the RCA? 
 

Staff will be requesting a postponement of this item. The Law department is preparing a response to this 
question, and will provide an answer when it comes back to Council. 

 
2) Absent this agreement, how much impervious cover would be allowed on the 41 acre exchange tract? I.e., how 
much development is being reduced on this tract with this agreement? 
 

The 41 acre exchange tract is located in the Bear Creek watershed over the Edwards Aquifer recharge 
zone which is classified as the Barton Springs Zone. Under current code, the Exchange Tract could be 
further developed with up to 4.3 acres of impervious cover total or 15 percent of net site area. The 
proposed PCA limits future development of the exchange tract to a maximum of 2.12 acres, or 7.4 
percent of net site area, a reduction of approximately 2.18 acres of impervious cover. 
 

3) How much of the Brodie Lane tract could be developed under all current regulations? 
 

Under current code, the maximum impervious cover for a commercial use on the 12.08 acre Brodie Lane 
tract would be 7.9 acres, or 65 percent of gross site area. However, there are approximately 8.6 acres of 
Critical Water Quality Zone (CWQZ) on the property which would prevent development of the maximum 
amount of impervious cover due to the very limited development allowed within the CWQZ.   
 

4) Has a tree survey been conducted?  
The Brodie Lane property is outside of the City’s full purpose jurisdiction and development of the site is 
not subject to the City’s tree protection regulations. A full tree survey has not be provided by the 
applicant at this time.  The applicant provided an assessment of the heritage trees located on the site and 
agreed to voluntarily preserve four trees as part of staff’s development of the terms of the Project 
Consent Agreement (Part D.5 of the ordinance).  
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