CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
Our Vision: A well-planned lakeside community of quality neighborhoods, distinctive amenities, diverse
employment, and cultural charm. Rowlett: THE place to live, work and play.

Tuesday, January 5, 2021

5:15 P.M.

Municipal Building

As authorized by Section 551.071 of the Texas Government Code, this meeting may be convened into
closed Executive Session for the purpose of seeking confidential legal advice from the City Attorney on
any agenda item herein.
The City of Rowlett reserves the right to reconvene, recess or realign the Regular Session or called
Executive Session or order of business at any time prior to adjournment.
Due to the public health emergency and to conform with the social distancing requirements, the
City Council meetings will be held via teleconferencing. The public can view live on the City’s
website (https://www.ci.rowlett.tx.us/397/Streaming-Video) or via RTN16.
To listen to the meeting live, call 1- 833 568 8864 and enter Meeting ID# : 160 190 9732
1.

CALL TO ORDER

2.

EXECUTIVE SESSION (5:15 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

2A.

The City Council shall convene into Executive Session pursuant to Texas Government Code,
§551.071 (Consultation with Attorney), to consult with and receive legal advice from the City
Attorney regarding the Homestead at Liberty Grove development and associated economic
incentive agreement. (45 minutes)

3.

WORK SESSION (6:00 P.M.)*
To provide comment for any Work Session or agenda item, please send an email to
CitizenInput@rowlett.com by 3:30 p.m. the day of the meeting. There will be no comments
taken during the meeting (public hearing information shown below).

3A.

Hear presentation of recommendations from the Charter Review Commission. (45 minutes)

3B.

Discuss options and timeline for moving to in-person or hybrid (in-person and virtual
combination) public meetings including City Council and Boards and Commission meetings and
provide an update on staffing levels and operations considering increasing cases. (10 minutes)

4.

DISCUSS CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS
INVOCATION – Michael Hankins, Church in the City
CONVENE REGULAR SESSION (7:30 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

5.

PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS

5A.

Mayor’s State of the City Address.

5B.

Update from the City Council and Management: Financial Position, Major Projects, Operational
Issues, Upcoming Dates of Interest and Items of Community Interest.

6.

CITIZENS’ INPUT
To provide comment for the meeting, please send an email to CitizenInput@rowlett.com
by 3:30 p.m. the day of the meeting. Please state whether your comment is regarding a
specific agenda item or a general comment to the Council. Your comment will be read
into the record during the meeting (must be within the 3-minute time limit). There will be
no comments taken during the meeting.

7.

CONSENT AGENDA
The following may be acted upon in one motion. A City Councilmember or a citizen may request
items be removed from the Consent Agenda for individual consideration.

7A.

Consider approving the minutes.
Consider action to approve minutes from the following City Council meetings: November 19,
2020 Special Meeting, December 1, 2020 Regular Meeting, December 10, 2020 Special Joint
Meeting and December 15, 2020 Regular Meeting.

7B.

Consider a resolution approve a renewal contract with DataProse, LLC.
Consider action to approve a resolution approving the fourth of four one-year renewal options
to extend the contract with DataProse, LLC through a cooperative purchasing agreement with
the City of Plano for 2/22/2021 through 2/21/2022 for utility bill printing and mailing services and
authorizing the City Manager to issue a purchase order in the amount not to exceed $145,200
and execute the necessary documents for said services.

7C.

Consider a resolution approving a contract for utility relocations.
Consider action to approve a resolution accepting the bid of and awarding a contract to A&B
Construction LLC in the amount of $286,526.00 with a ten percent (10%) contingency amount
of $28,653.00 and up to $10,000 for an early completion bonus, resulting in a total project
budget of $325,179.00, for Dalrock Road Utility Relocations, and authorizing the Mayor to
execute the necessary documents for said services.

8.

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION
To provide comment during a public hearing, call 1-833 568 8864 and enter Meeting ID#:
160 190 9732.
Please note: using the Zoom app may experience technical issues. Preferred method is
calling the toll-free number.

8A.

Conduct a public hearing and take action on an ordinance on a request by Rod Staring, TEXElite
Construction, LLC, on behalf of property owner Robert Staring for the approval of a Special Use
Permit to allow an 800 square foot carport as an accessory structure exceeding 500 square-feet
on property zoned Single-Family Residential (SF-10) District. The approximately 0.843-acre site
is located approximately 250 feet west of the intersection of Toler Road and Hickox Road, in the
City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas.

8B.

Conduct a public hearing and take action on a resolution regarding amendments to the
Community Development Block Grant programs.
TAKE ANY NECESSARY OR APPROPRIATE ACTION ON CLOSED/EXECUTIVE SESSION
MATTERS

9.

ADJOURNMENT

Laura Hallmark
Laura Hallmark, City Secretary
I certify that the above notice of meeting was posted on the bulletin boards located inside and outside the doors of the Municipal Center, 4000
Main Street, Rowlett, Texas, as well as on the City’s website (www.rowlett.com) on the 31st day of December 2020, by 5:00 p.m.

City of Rowlett City Council meetings are available to all persons regardless of disability. If you require
special assistance, please contact the City Secretary at 972-412-6115 or write 4000 Main Street, Rowlett,
Texas, 75088, at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting.
City of Rowlett ~ 4000 Main Street, Rowlett TX 75088 ~ www.rowlett.com

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 2A

TITLE
The City Council shall convene into Executive Session pursuant to Texas Government Code,
§551.071 (Consultation with Attorney), to consult with and receive legal advice from the City
Attorney regarding the Homestead at Liberty Grove development and associated economic
incentive agreement. (45 minutes)
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

STRENGTHEN
NEIGHBORHOOD
LIVABILITY

Strategic Goal

3.4 Support efficient development patterns and communicate
clear policy guidance.

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 3A

TITLE
Hear presentation of recommendations from the Charter Review Commission. (45 minutes)
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Laura Hallmark, City Secretary
Pamela Bell, Deputy Mayor Pro Tem
Martha Brown, Councilmember
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Charter Review Commission has concluded their research and deliberations and is ready to
present their recommendations to the City Council.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

GOVERN
TRANSPARENTLY &
INCLUSIVELY

Strategic Goal

1.8 Provide accurate and timely information to policy
makers and the public.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
According to the Home Rule Charter for the City of Rowlett, Article XII – Adoption of Charter,
Section 12.03 – Charter Review Commission, “City Council shall appoint a Charter Review
Commission at least once every five years. The Charter Review Commission shall consist of
seven citizens of the City.” Such Commissions may be appointed in the interim but not more than
every two years.
According to the Home Rule Charter for the City of Rowlett, Article XII – Adoption of Charter,
Section 12.02 – Amendment of the Charter, “Amendments to this Charter may be framed and
submitted to the qualified voters of the City as provided by the Texas Constitution and the
laws of the State as presently enacted or hereafter amended; but no more often than once
every two (2) years, as provided by the laws of the State.”
The Charter was last amended in May, 2016, so there was opportunity as the Council was
desirous of such a review at this time.

City Council appointed a Charter Review Commission in June 2020. The Charter also
states, “The City Council shall determine the scope of the review by the Commission. The
Commission shall determine whether the Charter requires revision or amendment. The
Commission may request factual information concerning the operation of the City and
such information may be provided in writing or orally. The Commission may hold public
hearings regarding the Charter. The Commission shall make recommendations for
changes to the Charter without any consideration of the impact upon staff or cost to the
City. The Commission shall report its findings and present its recommendations regarding
the Charter to the City Council at a regular or special meeting.”
With their scope outlined, the Commission began meeting in August and immediately got to the
business of their review. The Commission separated into the following sub-committees:
Governance/Term Limits/Elections, Internal Auditor/Council Stipend/Code of Ethics and General
Review/Scrivener’s Review. Over the course of the next four months, sub-committees reported
on their areas of review, the Commission received input from Judge Liston regarding legislative
changes and proposed updates, input from the City Attorney regarding any legal issues and the
Commission finalized their recommendations for presentation to the City Council.
Should the findings of the Commission not be substantive changes, there would be no need for
an election. The Charter, does, however allow for Administrative Amendments (i.e. conformance
with State Law, typographical corrections, etc.) per Article XII – Adoption of Charter, Section 12.04
– Administrative Amendment, “The City Council may provide by ordinance, after conducting
two public hearings, to amend, alter or reformat any provisions and to amend statutory or
State law references and/or endnotes of this Charter, but may not in any circumstance
substantively change any portion of the same without compliance with State law and this
Article.”
FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
There is no financial impact at this time. Should the City Council wish to proceed with a Charter
Amendment Election, the City of Rowlett contracts with the Dallas County and Rockwall County
Elections Departments for the conduct of our municipal elections. Expenses are set once the
number of entities and their respective election items, polling locations, poll workers, and
associated forms and equipment have been finalized.
Budget
Account
Account or
Number and/or
Project Title
Project Code
1011501-6406 Elections
Total

Budget
Amount
$45,000
$45,000

Available
Amount

Proposed
Amount

$43,551
$43,551

RECOMMENDED ACTION
This is informational only. City Council will discuss this further at a future meeting.

TBD
TBD

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 3B

TITLE
Discuss options and timeline for moving to in-person or hybrid (in-person and virtual combination)
public meetings including City Council and Boards and Commission meetings and provide an
update on staffing levels and operations considering increasing cases. (10 minutes)
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Angela Smith, Deputy City Manager
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Since March 2020, all City of Rowlett City Council meetings and all Boards and Commissions
meetings have been held virtually due to the pandemic response. This item will provide a
discussion of the next steps for returning to public meetings for City Council and Boards and
Commissions Meetings and take any necessary action and provide an update on current staffing
levels and next steps regarding operations in light of increasing cases.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

ENSURE A SAFE
COMMUNITY

Strategic Goal

2.1 Emphasize planning, preparedness, and prevention
in emergency management.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
At the October 6, 2020 update to City Council on reopening City offices and facilities, options for
moving to in-person City Council and Boards and Commissions meetings were presented. At the
time, Council decided to stay with virtual meetings, but Council asked to continue to discuss
resuming public meetings the first Council Meeting of each month. As of October 26, 2020, all
City Departments have moved toward having staff back in place in City Offices, where
appropriate, and the Rowlett Public Library and Rowlett Community Centre have resumed normal
operating hours.
DISCUSSION
PUBLIC MEETINGS
Based on the conversation regarding reopening on October 6, 2020, Council asked to reconsider
the possibility of moving to in-person or hybrid meetings monthly. During October, the risk level
for COVID-19 had dropped in Dallas County and daily case counts had dropped as well. Over
the last month, Dallas County has moved back in to the Red COVID-19 risk level and is averaging
between 1,500-2,000 cases per day.

We now have three options with City Council Meetings.
• Go back to meeting in person.
o This will allow groups to meet in person, at designated locations and designated
times.
• Continue fully virtual meetings.
o This will allow groups to continue to meet virtually.
o We will continue to discuss options the first meeting of each month.
• Meet in a hybrid format.
o We now have a hybrid option, but to host hybrid Council meetings, all meetings
must be held in the Council Chambers. This would include work sessions, and
regular council meetings. The technology to make these meetings happen will be
installed in Council Chambers only.
o Plexiglass is being installed in Council Chambers between seats for Council and
Staff.
o A hybrid format is not possible with Board and Commissions due to the amount of
staffing it takes to conduct these meetings and the timing of the different meetings.
Boards and Commission meetings would continue being held virtually until a
decision is made to move back to in person meetings.
FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
N/A
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Provide consensus on moving forward with public meetings.
1. Is there consensus to begin meeting in person for City Council Meetings?
2. Is there consensus to begin meeting in person for Boards and Commission Meetings?
3. Is there consensus to begin meeting in a hybrid format for City Council Meetings?

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 5A

TITLE
Mayor’s State of the City Address.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Brian Funderburk, City Manager
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
In accordance with the City Charter, SECTION 3.12 Duties of Mayor:
7) The Mayor shall annually deliver and provide an annual state of the City report.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

GOVERN
TRANSPARENTLY &
INCLUSIVELY

Strategic Goal
1.6 Actively educate, engage, and communicate with the
community through a variety of channels.
1.8 Provide accurate and timely information to policy makers
and the public.

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 5B

TITLE
Update from the City Council and Management: Financial Position, Major Projects, Operational
Issues, Upcoming Dates of Interest and Items of Community Interest.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Brian Funderburk, City Manager
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This item provides announcements for upcoming events or issues that would be of interest to our
citizens and the genral public.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

GOVERN
TRANSPARENTLY &
INCLUSIVELY

Strategic Goal
1.6 Actively educate, engage, and communicate with the
community through a variety of channels.
1.8 Provide accurate and timely information to policy makers
and the public.

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 7A

TITLE
Consider action to approve minutes from the following City Council meetings: November 19, 2020
Special Meeting, December 1, 2020 Regular Meeting, December 10, 2020 Special Joint Meeting
and December 15, 2020 Regular Meeting.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Laura Hallmark, City Secretary
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Section 551.021 of the Government Code provides as follows:
(a)

A governmental body shall prepare and keep minutes or make a tape recording of
each open meeting of the body.

(b)

The minutes must:
(1) state the subject of each deliberation; and
(2) indicate each vote, order, decisions or other action taken.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

GOVERN
TRANSPARENTLY &
INCLUSIVELY

Strategic Goal
1.6 Actively educate, engage, and communicate with the
community through a variety of channels.
1.8 Provide accurate and timely information to policy makers
and the public.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
N/A
DISCUSSION
In compliance with State Law and to provide access to citizens of the business conducted by the
City, minutes are generated for each public meeting of the City Council. Once approved, these
minutes are then published to the website, the City’s electronic document storage system and
kept on permanent file in the Office of the City Secretary.
FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
N/A

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move to approve, amend or correct the minutes from the following City Council
meetings: November 19, 2020 Special Meeting, December 1, 2020 Regular Meeting, December
10, 2020 Special Joint Meeting and December 15, 2020 Regular Meeting.
ATTACHMENTS
November 19, 2020 Special Meeting Minutes
December 1, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes
December 10, 2020 Special Joint Meeting Minutes
December 15, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes

CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL
SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES
Our Vision: A well-planned lakeside community of quality neighborhoods, distinctive amenities, diverse
employment, and cultural charm. Rowlett: THE place to live, work and play.

Thursday, November 19, 2020

5:00 P.M.

Municipal Building – 4000 Main

As authorized by Section 551.071 of the Texas Government Code, this meeting may be convened into
closed Executive Session for the purpose of seeking confidential legal advice from the City Attorney on
any agenda item herein.
The City of Rowlett reserves the right to reconvene, recess or realign the Regular Session or called
Executive Session or order of business at any time prior to adjournment.
Present (Remotely): Mayor Dana-Bashian, Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich, Deputy Mayor Pro Tem Bell,
Councilmember Margolis, Councilmember Sherrill, Councilmember Laning and
Councilmember Brown
City Council may receive public input on any of the following items:
1.

Call To Order
Mayor Dana-Bashian called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.

2.

EXECUTIVE SESSION
The City Council shall convene into Executive Session pursuant to Texas Government
Code, §551.087 (Economic Development) and §551.071 (Consultation with Attorney), to
discuss commercial or financial information that has been received from a business
prospect that the City seeks to have locate, stay or expand in the City and with which the
City is conducting economic development negotiations, and to consult with and receive
legal advice from the City Attorney relating to the Sapphire Bay project and the Sapphire
Bay marina.
In Executive Session 5:01 p.m. Out at 9:43 p.m.

3.

Take any necessary or appropriate action on closed/executive session matters.
There was no action taken.

4.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 8:56 p.m.

CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
Our Vision: A well-planned lakeside community of quality neighborhoods, distinctive amenities, diverse
employment, and cultural charm. Rowlett: THE place to live, work and play.
Tuesday, December 1, 2020

5:30 P.M.

Municipal Building

As authorized by Section 551.071 of the Texas Government Code, this meeting may be convened into
closed Executive Session for the purpose of seeking confidential legal advice from the City Attorney on
any agenda item herein.
The City of Rowlett reserves the right to reconvene, recess or realign the Regular Session or called
Executive Session or order of business at any time prior to adjournment.
Present (Remotely): Mayor Dana-Bashian, Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich, Deputy Mayor Pro Tem
Bell, Councilmember Margolis, Councilmember Sherrill, Councilmember Laning and
Councilmember Brown
1.

CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Dana-Bashian called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

2.

EXECUTIVE SESSION (5:30 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

2A.

The City Council shall convene into Executive Session pursuant to the Texas Government Code,
§551.071 (Consultation with Attorney) and §551.087 (Economic Development), to discuss
commercial or financial information and the offer of incentives to business prospects that the
City may seek to have locate, stay or expand in Rowlett and with which the City is conducting
economic development negotiations and to receive legal advice from the city attorney regarding
the request for a private letter ruling from the Texas Comptroller’s Office and the Public
Improvement District’s Service Assessment Plan for the Sapphire Bay development project. (30
minutes)
In Executive Session at 5:32 p.m. Out at 6:25 p.m.

3.

WORK SESSION (6:00 P.M.)*
To provide comment for any Work Session or agenda item, please send an email to
CitizenInput@rowlett.com by 3:30 p.m. the day of the meeting. There will be no comments
taken during the meeting.

3A.

Presentation of Year-End Update from the City Manager for FY2020. (45 minutes)
Brian Funderburk, City Manager, provided the update.

3B.

Receive a presentation and discuss proposed substantial amendments related to the City’s
Community Development Block Grant Programs. (30 minutes)

Munal Mauladad, Director of Community Development, reviewed the current and proposed
allocation per the annual plan and the potential sidewalk/alley/park projects.
After further discussion, it was the consensus of Council to proceed with the parks items and
include Carson Court if there are remaining funds available.
3C.

Discuss options and timeline for moving to in person or hybrid (in person and virtual combination)
public meetings including City Council and Boards and Commission meetings. (10 minutes)
This item was discussed second.
Angie Smith, Deputy City Manager, provided the information and ways in which meetings could
take place. It was the consensus of Council to remain virtual for their meetings. This item will be
discussed again at the January 5, 2021 meeting.

4.

DISCUSS CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS
After a short break at 7:34 p.m., Council reconvened at 7:39 p.m.
INVOCATION – Thomas Oyebisi, Redeemed Christian Church of God Amazing Grace Parish
CONVENE REGULAR SESSION (7:30 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

5.

PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS

5A.

Presentation of video of newly elected Councilmembers’ oaths of office.
A video was presented showing the oaths of office for the re-elected Councilmembers – Blake
Margolis – Place 1, Matt Grubisich – Place 3 and Pamela Bell – Place 5.

5B.

Update from the City Council and Management: Financial Position, Major Projects, Operational
Issues, Upcoming Dates of Interest and Items of Community Interest.
Councilmember Brown announced that Keep Rowlett Beautiful has decorated the Coyle House
at Pecan Grove Park and invited the public to walk the trail, see it and take pictures.
Mayor Dana-Bashian reminded the public that the lights downtown will be synced with music
and will begin on Saturday, December 5th. Visit www.rowlett.com for more information.

6.

CITIZENS’ INPUT
There were no comments provided.

7.

CONSENT AGENDA

7A.

Approving minutes.
Consider action to approve minutes from the following City Council meeting: November 17, 2020
Regular Meeting.

This item was approved on the Consent Agenda.
7B.

Consider a resolution authorizing an expenditure for food pantry assistance.
Consider action to approve a resolution authorizing the expenditure of $34,500 to provide food
pantry assistance to Life Message Inc. in support of continuing community-wide COVID-19
related operations.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-149-20.

7C.

Consider a resolution accepting a project proposal and reimbursement of project cost
for enhancement project.
Consider action to approve a resolution accepting a project proposal from the Hope in Hand
Food Pantry for a COVID-19 related food pantry enhancement project and authorizing the
expenditure of $14,015.97 for the reimbursement of project costs.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-150-20.

7D.

Consider a resolution authorizine the execution of an Escrow Agreement with Savannah
at Lakeview Holdings, LLC.
Consider action to approve a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute an Escrow Agreement
between the City of Rowlett, Texas, and Savannah at Lakeview Holdings, LLC, in the amount
of $89,000.00 as financial guaranty to secure the installation of public improvements to serve
the Lakeview Senior Living multifamily development.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-151-20.

Passed the Consent Agenda
A motion was made by Councilmember Margolis, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich,
including all the preceding item(s) marked as having been approved on the Consent
Agenda. The motion carried with a unanimous vote of those members present.
8.

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION

8A.

Conduct a public hearing and adopt an ordinance on a request by Anthony Shane Tharp for the
approval of a Special Use Permit to allow for an accessory structure exceeding 500 square-feet
on property zoned Single Family Residential (SF-10) District. The 0.55-acre site is located
approximately 345 feet west of the intersection of Lakeview Circle and Mark Lane, in the City of
Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas.
Ms. Mauladad presented the information for this item. The public hearing opened and closed
with no speakers.
Motion by Councilmember Sherrill, seconded by Councilmember Margolis, to approve
the item as presented with the conditions outlined by the Planning and Zoning
Commission – the current carport will be removed and the new structure will be painted

to match the residence. The motion passed with a unanimous vote of those members
present. This item was approved as ORD-028-20.
TAKE ANY NECESSARY OR APPROPRIATE ACTION ON CLOSED/EXECUTIVE SESSION
MATTERS
There was no action taken.
9.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 8:56 p.m.

CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL/COMMUNITY
INVESTMENT ADVISORY BOARD
SPECIAL JOINT MEETING MINUTES
Our Vision: A well-planned lakeside community of quality neighborhoods, distinctive amenities, diverse
employment, and cultural charm. Rowlett: THE place to live, work and play.

Thursday, December 10, 2020

5:30 P.M.

Municipal Building – 4000 Main

As authorized by Section 551.071 of the Texas Government Code, this meeting may be convened into
closed Executive Session for the purpose of seeking confidential legal advice from the City Attorney on
any agenda item herein.
The City of Rowlett reserves the right to reconvene, recess or realign the Regular Session or called
Executive Session or order of business at any time prior to adjournment.
Present (Remotely): Mayor Dana-Bashian, Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich, Deputy Mayor Pro Tem Bell,
Councilmember Margolis, Councilmember Sherrill, Councilmember Laning and
Councilmember Brown, Brian Galuardi, Victor Cardoso, Noel Wardrope, Mike Volz,
Micah Rabalais, Jeff Sheldon and Ron McCarty
City Council may receive public input on any of the following items:
1.

Call To Order
Mayor Dana-Bashian called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.
Brian Galuardi called the CIAB portion of the meeting to order at 5:32 p.m. and introduced the
members who were present.

2.

Presentation of Community Investment Advisory Board’s recommended projects for
possible bond election in May, 2021.
Mr. Galuardi reviewed the number of projects that were considered, costs for each and the priority
ranking.
Angie Smith, Deputy City Manager, reviewed the public input process, how those project requests
were processed and those projects included in the recommendations.
Mr. Galuardi reviewed the ranking criteria, the challenges the Board faced, the various bond
scenarios and the Board’s recommendations.
Discussion regarding specifics of certain projects and the additional information to be made
available to the Council.

3.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 7:04 p.m.

CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
Our Vision: A well-planned lakeside community of quality neighborhoods, distinctive amenities, diverse
employment, and cultural charm. Rowlett: THE place to live, work and play.
Tuesday, December 15, 2020

5:30 P.M.

Municipal Building

As authorized by Section 551.071 of the Texas Government Code, this meeting may be convened into
closed Executive Session for the purpose of seeking confidential legal advice from the City Attorney on
any agenda item herein.
The City of Rowlett reserves the right to reconvene, recess or realign the Regular Session or called
Executive Session or order of business at any time prior to adjournment.
Present (Remotely): Mayor Dana-Bashian, Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich, Deputy Mayor Pro Tem
Bell, Councilmember Margolis, Councilmember Sherrill, Councilmember Laning and
Councilmember Brown
1.

CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Dana-Bashian called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

2.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

2A.

The City Council shall convene into Executive Session pursuant to Texas Government Code,
§551.071 (Consultation with City Attorney), to consult with and receive legal advice from the City
Attorney relating to the City’s lease with American Golf Corporation and the Waterview Golf
Course. (45 minutes) (THIS ITEM WILL BE DISCUSSED FOLLOWING THE REGULAR
PORTION OF THE MEETING)
In Executive Session at 10:25 p.m. Out at 11:07 p.m.

3.

WORK SESSION (5:30 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

3A.

Discuss Site Plan and Phase One Design for Lakefront at Pecan Grove Park. (45 minutes)
Aaron Cleaver, Director of Parks and Recreation along with Andrew Duggan with studioOutside
reviewed the timeline, existing conditions, proposed master plan, process for public input and
amenities.
After further discussion, it was the consensus of Council to proceed with the master plan and
have a kayak launch focus for phase I while awaiting the grant application results.

3B.

Discuss Dan Roberts’ Environmental Learning Center (DRELC) Design and Site Plan . (45
minutes)

Mr. Cleaver, along with Matt Wallace with Lake Flato and Mr. Duggan, provided information on
the project schedule, site context, public input received, proposed site plan and the building
program.
Councilmember Brown provided comments regarding the process from the Keep Rowlett
Beautiful (KRB) side – design, fundraising, etc. A statement from Mark Engen, KRB Chair, was
read into the record.

3C.

Discuss the City’s SARS-CoV-2/COVID-19 vaccine distribution strategy. (30 minutes)
Ed Balderas, Emergency Management Coordinator, with Jason Chesher – Garland Health
Official, reviewed the distribution process/strategy. Discussion regarding prioritization and ways
to monitor the process.

4.

DISCUSS CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS
Mayor Dana-Bashian asked for clarification of Item 7B.
After a short break at 7:45 p.m., Council reconvened at 7:51 p.m.
INVOCATION – Councilmember Brown
CONVENE REGULAR SESSION (7:30 P.M.)* Times listed are approximate.

5.

PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS

5A.

Hear presentation for Comprehensive Monthly Financial Report (CMFR) for the period ending
September 30, 2020.
Wendy Badgett, Director of Finance, presented the report.

5B.

Update from the City Council and Management: Financial Position, Major Projects, Operational
Issues, Upcoming Dates of Interest and Items of Community Interest.
There were no announcements.

6.

CITIZENS’ INPUT
There were no comments provided.

7.

CONSENT AGENDA

7A.

Consider a resolution approving an agreement for municipal judge services.
Consider action approving an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement between Rockwall County and
the City of Rowlett regarding municipal judge services.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-152-20.

7B.

Consider a resolution authorizing the purchase of dynamic message boards and
associated equipment.
Consider action to approve a resolution authorizing a purchase order in the amount of
$56,661.90 to Solar Technology, Inc. for the purchase of three (3) Silent Messenger II-SS IRT
dynamic message boards and associated equipment through a U.S. General Services
Administration purchasing contract #GS-07F-5946P.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-153-20.

7C.

Consider a resolution appointing a member on the Rowlett Community Organizations
Active in Disaster Committee.
Consider action to approve a resolution appointing Officer J.J. Jones as the City Manager
Office’s permanent voting member representative on the Rowlett Community Organizations
Active in Disaster Committee.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-154-20.

7D.

Consider a resolution approving the purchase of water meters.
Consider action to approve a resolution for the purchase of 2,699 Sensus water meters from
Aqua Metric Sales Company in the amount of $587,421.44.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-155-20.

7E.

Consider action for payment for services to drinking water system.
Consider action to approve a payment to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
(TCEQ) for Services to Drinking Water System of the City of Rowlett in the amount of
$50,521.45.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as RES-156-20.

7F.

Consider an ordinance updating Code of Ethics for Certain Officers.
Consider an ordinance updating the City of Rowlett Code of Ordinances amending Section 6,
Article IV, Division 2. Code of Ethics for Certain Officers.
This item was approved on the Consent Agenda as ORD-029-20.

Passed the Consent Agenda
A motion was made by Councilmember Sherrill, seconded by Councilmember Margolis,
including all the preceding item(s) marked as having been approved on the Consent
Agenda. The motion carried with a unanimous vote of those members present.
8.

INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION

8A.

Consider an ordinance reviewing and approving an Interim Annual Service and Assessment
Plan Update for the Bayside Public Improvement District (PID) – South Improvement

Area pursuant to the Amended and Restated Service and Assessment Plan (SAP) for the
Bayside PID.
Jim Grabenhorst, Director of Economic Development, along with Joshua Arendt with MuniCap
– PID Administrator, provided the information for this item.
Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Grubisich, seconded by Councilmember Sherrill, to approve
the item as presented. The motion passed with a vote of five in favor and two opposed
(Brown, Dana-Bashian). This item was approved as ORD-030-20.
8B.

Conduct a public hearing and take action on an ordinance for a request by Cypress Creek
Rowlett, LP, to rezone the approximately 14.30-acre tract from Limited Office (O-1) District to
Planned Development (PD) District for Multi-Family-Suburban (MF-S) and Limited
Commercial/Retail (C-1) Uses in order to develop the property with mixed uses consisting of
office/commercial uses and a multi-family development. The subject property is located on
the northeast corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road, in the City of Rowlett, Dallas County,
Texas.
Munal Mauladad, Director of Community Development, provided the information for this item.
Casey Bump with Bonner Carrington and Rick Sheffield, Executive Director of the Rowlett
Housing Finance Corporation provided additional information. The public hearing opened and
closed with several emailed comments read into the record (attached).
Motion by Councilmember Margolis, seconded by Councilmember Sherrill, to DENY the
item as presented. The motion passed with a unanimous vote of those members present.
This item FAILED.

8C.

Conduct a public hearing and take action on an application by Pov Chin, J.M. Civil Engineering,
for the approval of a Special Use Permit to allow for a convenience store with gas pumps on
property zoned General Commercial/Retail (C-2) District. The 0.73-acre site is located
approximately 330 feet east of the intersection of Lakeview Parkway and Eula Street, in the City
of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas.
Ms. Mauladad provided the information for this item. The public hearing opened and closed with
no speakers.
Motion by Councilmember Brown, seconded by Councilmember Sherrill, to approve the
item as presented. The motion passed with a unanimous vote of those members present.
This item was approved as ORD-031-20.
After a short break at 10:18 p.m., Council reconvened in Executive Session at 10:25 p.m.
TAKE ANY NECESSARY OR APPROPRIATE ACTION ON CLOSED/EXECUTIVE SESSION
MATTERS
There was no action taken.

9.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 11:07 p.m.

8B Cypress Creek Citizen Input

Lauren Franks
5813 Iris Dr.
I am writing to voice my opinion as a resident living near Big A/Old Rowlett Rd. This area has a heavy traffic
flow, poor streets and infrastructure, and changing this commercial area into multihousing is wildly
irresponsible. Our local area is oversaturated with apartments already and there is plenty of free space in
other areas of Rowlett, like Waterview, that would benefit from more housing diversity. Also, with the
retirement facility and city offices recently just built right here, we have seen increased displaced wildlife,
which has caused our neighborhood animals to go missing or become injured and large tree rats desperate
for nesting space. It is irresponsible to add 200+ housing units in this small space that is beaming with thriving
commercial buildings already. P&Z unanimously voted no to this twice already, even after they threw in a few
small "commercial spots" to skirt around the original ruling, because they agreed this was a terrible location
for this project.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Andy Stryk
3414 Tulip Lane
Here we are again, discussing the merits of a requested zoning change to allow more apartments.
So, from the looks of it, Rowlett is losing the bedroom community look and feel to allow more population
density and more traffic than Rowlett is capable of supporting.
I am NOT in favor of approval of this type of development for this tract of land.
Rowlett has way too many apartments under construction already.
When will Rowlett ever attract some meaningful commercial business?
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Charles Hinton, 30+ year homeowner at
3506 Aster Ln.
Please do not approve the Cypress Creek apartment project.
Adding high density housing will only exacerbate the city infrastructure that is already overtaxed in this area.
The water pressure in my neighborhood, Flower Hill, is terrible and adding apartments in this location will
make it worse.
Increased traffic is also a very real issue, there are regularly residents of the Evergreen apartments riding
scooters / wheelchairs on Big A and Old Rowlett Rd.
As it is now seeing these “vehicles” is often times difficult and adding that much additional apartment traffic to
the mix will make looking for the Evergreen residents even harder, additional automobile traffic in this area is
not a good idea.
In addition to being opposed to additional apartment construction in general, this complex is a rent subsidy
project, which makes it even more impactful to property values to homes nearby.
With the Evergreen facility also being a rent subsidy facility, allowing two such multi-family located projects to
be located literally next to each other is unfairly discriminatory towards the current home owners in both of the
neighborhoods adjacent to the proposed Cypress Creek site.
I am adamantly opposed to the Cypress Creek apartments.
While there may be some short-term monetary benefits that the city would receive form the state or federal
government the long-term costs associated with rent subsidy units is always too high.

Crime in Rowlett has increased dramatically in the past few years and rent subsidized housing will make this
problem even worse.
I have seen many changes in Rowlett in the 30+ years I have lived here.
I am sure the people that were here before the area was developed with single family homes were not
pleased to see the farmlands disappear.
But at least single-family home ownership gives incoming people a stake in the city, where renters have no
stake at all.
At one time the homes being built were headed in the correct direction of being higher priced which attracts
more affluent buyers and helps existing home values appreciate.
But now the city is becoming overrun with apartments which attracts a transitory population and that is the
wrong direction. Say what you will about renters, but they are always transitory.
Apartment complexes in general do not age well and rent subsidy apartments quite frankly deteriorate very
rapidly.
Renters have no stake in the city compared to homeowners.
Please, I implore you (every member of the Rowlett city council) to vote no on the Cypress Creek apartment
project.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Meredith Neatherlin
I am a resident of the Flower Hill subdivision near Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road. I am writing to share my
thoughts on Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road becoming a multi-family housing zone.
My family and I moved into the Flower Hill subdivision and Rowlett about six years ago. Our house backs up
to the open land space, between the housing subdivision and the senior living complex. I can see the rooftop
of Evergreens from my backyard as well as seeing the newer office building development (east side of Old
Rowlett Rd) from my fence line. My home is literally becoming landlocked by buildings. This potential new
development is going to have a huge negative affect on my residential value as well as traffic, noise, and
potential theft.
The Rowlett area means community. The Rowlett area means safety and security. I am an
educator/administrator in GISD, and I have seen a lot of change in Rowlett. Some of the change has been
fantastic for our city and others have not. Placing a nearly 250-unit apartment complex on this corner would
not be beneficial.
That lot is surrounded by other currently profitable businesses. Keeping the land for new business opportunity
would make more sense. The infrastructure of the roads at Big A Road and Old Rowlett Road would not
support the influx of traffic.
There are so many other multi-family complexes being built in our immediate area. Are they at capacity? Are
they bringing in revenue? What are their crime stats? Why does Rowlett need more so close to residential
housing?
Within the past two years the senior living complex at the corner has been nice for our subdivision. We enjoy
seeing the elderly people out walking and enjoying the space. If you were to increase people, traffic, and
construction on a multi housing project at this corner it would create a huge issue for those elderly residents.
Lastly, the homes in Flower Hill are ideally located for new Rowlett residents, as well as young families and
couples. Our houses are not huge and our subdivision is well-maintained without an HOA making these
properties affordable and promising. It would be very sad to see our subdivision brought down or people to
move out due to this new construction. We are valuable property to Rowlett.
Thank you for your time.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Rebecca Presswood
6106 San Marino Ct
This area of Rowlett cannot handle this much development. Please vote against this proposal.
Thank you,
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Bridget Morehead
We live on Tulip Ln and our neighborhood, Flower Hill, has been advised, yet again, of this proposed project.
My neighbors and I agree that we do NOT want apartments here. Traffic has already increased quite a bit
since the Evergreen senior apartments have been built, as well as the new office space across from the
senior apartments. We've already voiced our opinions and concerns, in the masses, to the P&Z who have
voted NO twice! I am not sure why this is even happening again, but we are all still a resounding NO! The
senior apartment community days NO, ALL OF US THAT MIGHT HAVE TO LIVE BY THIS PROPOSED
APARTMENT COMPLEX SAY, "NO NO NO!!"
Old Rowlett road is a small street which is often falling apart and riddled with potholes and cannot support the
huge influx of traffic on it. Big A is not much better. Over the last few years, Big A has seen a lot more traffic
on it and people speed down it ALL THE TIME! I can't count how many times accidents have narrowly been
avoided by people speeding down Big A. We don't need MORE people traveling this street! Several of the
seniors that live in Evergreen drive their electric scooters and/or walk ON Rowlett road and Big A, impeding
traffic already, we don't need more people using a street without sidewalks as walkways PLUS increased
automobile traffic!
In addition to traffic, crime and infrastructure, what about the wildlife that is getting more and more displaced.
We have coyotes that are now actively hunting OUR PETS! They are coming into our neighborhood in the
night AND day! We have racoons, possums, skunks, tree rats, all fighting for space to live and now
encroaching on our properties because they have nowhere else to go. In the 8 years we've lived here, we
have seen a serious decline in bird activity in our yard, despite all the feeders we have. Nature is even telling
you NO!!
We moved here 8 years ago because we liked the small town feel. We loved the quiet neighborhood, and we
were told that nothing but a neighborhood park was supposed to be built behind our home eventually. Now it
is slowly being gobbled up by apartments.
We understand growth is inevitable, but we have lived in areas before that were all single family residential
and once apartments came into the area, crime increased. We are already seeing crime increase around here
as more and more people move out from our neighborhood and rent out their homes. Cars bring broken into
on a regular basis, items stolen off our properties, packages being taken off our porches, homes being broken
into. Myself and a lot of neighbors have all had to install cameras all around our homes to help protect
us...and this won't get better with the type of apartments they are wanting to straddle us with!
Bringing apartments right by our neighborhood will not help to increase our home values. No homeowner
wants to look out their window and instead of seeing trees and nature, they are forced to look at an apartment
building. WE WERE HERE FIRST AND PAY A LOT FOR THAT!
PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE, LISTEN TO OUR CONCERNS AND VOTE NO! We elected you all to make the
best choices for us, to protect us, this is your time to show us your listening!
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Joy Bernard
As a new resident of Rowlett, I feel compelled to respond to the shady proposal from cypress creek. I recently
moved from Mesquite where a company proposed apartments and got turned down. They then changed to
include commercial on ground floor. They were approved and 5 years later the commercial level is still vacant.
Please think about our community. The street is formerly a small street to accommodate the cemetery. It is
not large enough to accommodate major traffic.

In addition, we have multiple complexes being built currently. Between those on Rowlett Rd and the complex
in downtown, similar to this proposal, we are gaining hundreds of new units. Perhaps Waterview or further
north east would be a better choice. Then again, waiting to see how our schools are able to adjust before
adding even more families to the mix. Please vote NO to the new proposal!
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dianne Ellis
Please let me add my "No" to the list against the above-mentioned rezoning proposal.
I live within 500 feet of this address at 5611 Old Rowlett Rd, Rowlett TX 75189.
I don't think we have the infrastructure to support this project. Old Rowlett Rd is in bad need of repairs with
the limited traffic at present ... adding to this will increase the need for additional and continual upkeep of this
road, widening and expanding and possibly a traffic signal.
A Senior Living residence is at this location. Many of these people are accustomed to a quieter atmosphere.
As a necessity, some walk and/or ride their motorized chairs to get to area shopping for groceries and
medical needs or public transportation. They will be severely impacted with increased traffic and commotion
in this area ... it will impact safety for some.
We all know that multi-family housing by sheer numbers inherently brings increased noise, congestion, traffic-we'll be impacted by this, school buses and all kinds of activity, increased activity which we do not want,
need or can support in this limited location ... again, please consider all safety issues.
We have a somewhat lovely view of a quiet piece of pastureland which we enjoy. Putting up a building in this
location will impact our quality of live here.
There may also be negative cost considerations (impacting taxes negatively) if it's true that the City is going to
be on the hook for a portion of the cost to develop and build. The developer would be partnering with the
Rowlett Housing Finance Corporation (HFC) on this property, and through this partnership they would share
the development fee and cash flow.
I plead with you to seriously consider the impact to this small, quiet part of Rowlett before making your
decision. There are other areas that will better support, may welcome and may even benefit by this multifamily housing project.
Thank you for your consideration!
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
THE FOLLOWING IS A FORM EMAIL WE RECEIVED FROM THE FOLLOWING RESIDENTS:
John Holmes
Leslie and Becky Wingfield
Liz Crouse
Sharon Booth
Kimberly and Harvey Vargas – 4005 Smartt St.
From our family and community to the City Council of Rowlett,
NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. We do not want the 14.30-acre tract located on the northeast corner of
Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road, in the City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas to be rezoned to MultiFamily-Suburban(MF-S) OR Limited Commercial/Retail(C-1) uses.
NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO. NO.
Thank you,
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Patricia Ellender
3508 Locust St
I live in Flower Hill neighborhood. I do not want Cypress Creek Mixed-Use apartments or any other
apartments (mixed-use or not) built at the location of Old Rowlett Rd and Big A Road. I do not want the
congestion high-density housing would bring. I think a mixed-use high-density housing complex in that
location would bring down the quality of life in my neighborhood. Please vote NO. Thank you.

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Joshua Pettijohn
3507 Jasmine Lane
Dear men and women of our City Council,
I would like to express my concern about the proposed Cypress Creek Apartment project proposed at the
corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road. I am a homeowner in the adjacent Flower Hill neighborhood on
Old Rowlett Road, and I do not believe this project is in the best interest of the residents of Rowlett.
Below market level apartment homes have led to an increase in violent crime in Texas. I would encourage
you to read the article published by NPR on the subject
(https://www.npr.org/2017/11/14/564006483/researchers-explore-the-effects-of-section-8-grants-in-houston)
as well as others which support this claim. As fellow citizens of our fine city, I know that the wellbeing of our
neighborhoods is a top priority for each of you.
While the increase in violent crime is my first concern, there are secondary concerns which are worth
discussing. The roads that provide access to this property cannot handle the traffic of 200+ residential units.
Thankfully Big A Road received much-needed repairs two years ago, but the capacity of the road’s two lanes
is not adequate for a large project as this and would need expansion prior to changing the zoning for this type
of project. Old Rowlett Road has not received the repairs that are needed, and the additional traffic added by
the Evergreen Apartments has led to further deterioration. With the opening of the new library and recent
addition of city offices located on Old Rowlett Road, the needs of this road have become more obvious than
ever. Before changing zoning restrictions on the proposed property, I strongly urge the city to first invest in the
roads.
Lastly, I believe that apartment homes will lower the values of the homes in Flower Hill and the Liberty Creek
neighborhoods. According to a 2016 study published by Realtor.com, the leading cause of lowered property
values is a high concentration of rental units (see: https://www.realtor.com/news/trends/things-that-affectyour-property-value/). As a homeowner who purchased my home in Rowlett at the peak of the housing
market, I am counting on proper management to protect the value of my investment. It is also in the city’s best
interest to protect property values as that protects the tax revenue that keeps our city operating at its finest.
Thank you,
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Aju & Jaimy Thomas
8306 Munich drive
Please do not allow this apartment complex to come into fruition. VOTE NO!!
We do not want the 14.30-acre tract located on the northeast corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road, in
the City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas to be rezoned to Multi-Family-Suburban(MF-S) OR Limited
Commercial/Retail(C-1) uses.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Eileen Gorton
Tulip Lane resident
As a 23-year resident of Flower Hill, I am not in favor of having the Cypress Creek development built at the
corner of Old Rowlett and Big A Roads.
First of all, I do not believe our infrastructure can handle the increased vehicle traffic. Old Rowlett Road is not
in good condition currently; additional traffic by those driving to and from Cypress Creek will cause more
deterioration of the road surface making it more hazardous for all.
Secondly, pedestrian traffic around Cypress Creek will create increased concerns. Previous concerns I have
submitted to the city regarding the lack of sidewalks on Old Rowlett Road have never been addressed to
date. It is quite common to see Evergreen residents in motorized scooters/wheelchairs riding in the middle or
the edges of the road, which is not a safe situation for them or the drivers, especially at night. Unless you live

in the surrounding neighborhoods, you may not be aware of this problem. Please drive it yourselves to see
the current conditions in person.
Frankly, I don't think it is appropriate to build a high-density housing complex next to established single-family
home neighborhoods. I am not against apartments in general, in fact my son and his wife currently are
apartment residents. I am just not in favor of apartments being built in the location being considered.
Finally, with the plethora of apartments already built/being built in the city of Rowlett, do we really need more?
Can we actually support them? Can our water, utilities, safety personnel, etc. keep up with the increased
demands?
Please heed the concerns of the residents who will be most impacted and do not approve the Cypress Creek
project at Old Rowlett and Big A Roads.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Katie Pravitz
3506 Tulip Ln
I have lived at this address since 2009, and my grandparents lived here for several years before me. My
property backs up to the field/pond area that used to be a horse pasture.
I am writing today regarding the proposed rezoning close to my home for Cypress Creek Apartments. This
was discussed in July and voted down. To our collective (neighborhood) surprise... Cypress Creek came back
to try again in November. They were again voted down by unanimous vote after dozens of Flower Hill, Liberty
Creek, Evergreen residents, Big A business owners, and others voiced their concerns. I am very disappointed
that this is even up for discussion again.
There are several reasons why this complex is not a good idea at this location. First of all, I believe that the
proximity of an apartment complex will negatively impact the property values in this neighborhood, and that it
will lead to an increase in crime in the area. We already have issues with car break-ins and property damage
that Rowlett Police cannot mitigate. Second, there will be a large increase in traffic in the area, which the
small roads are not equipped to handle. We already have increased traffic from the new offices and senior
living. From the P&Z meeting, we learned that the roads are not even on the plan to fix for at least the next 5
years. Imagine what 5 years will do to roads that are already barely sustaining current traffic! Third, building
an apartment complex will cause irreparable damage to nature, including the loss of trees, birds, and many
creatures that live in the area. The pasture is part of what made Rowlett beautiful. Realize Rowlett 2020's
framework included valuing existing neighborhoods, using Rowlett's natural assets, and balancing growth...
The proposed rezoning/apartment construction does not support those values at all.
There were so many city codes and regulations that the proposed complex did not meet, including building
size (length and height), apartment size, parking, etc. that came out in the P&Z meeting. Additionally, there
are plenty of other locations if you believe Cypress Creek is good for our city. Based on their history, I do NOT
believe they are.
I am concerned with what this area is becoming, and I am asking you to please vote NO to the proposed
rezoning and to Cypress Creek Apartments.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Walter Parker
3407 Jasmine Ln.
I was first put off when their nice, pretty flyer told us the wrong location – northwest instead of northeast side
corner. NOT a good way to gain our support!
Is the phrase “mixed income” hiding the plan for Low Income Housing? Will any of the apartments fall under
the Section Eight support category?
I do NOT support sharing the development fee and cash flow with the Rowlett Housing Finance Corporation.
Isn’t that involving Rowlett City money in their project?

And I do NOT support extending Martin Drive from the DART Station to their project. Involving our dollars to
aid access to their project. And, for what purpose? To enhance walking from Cypress Creek to DART by folks
who do not have an automobile?
Also, would the proposed Martin Drive street extension necessitate the addition of Traffic Signal Control –
Rowlett dollars - at that intersection, which would further contribute to traffic flow problems along Lakeview
Parkway?
Does their proposed public park incorporate the existing R. Arnold Edwards City Park already abutting the
Flower Hill subdivision, or will they add a new park of their own?
In summary, I do NOT support involving City dollars in a project to enhance private development of a
somewhat questionable result.
Nor do I think we need to continue adding apartment housing to our formerly nice “Bedroom Community”,
adding to both increased traffic and crime problems.
Our Rowlett dollars would be better spent to rebuild / resurface Old Rowlett Road, from Big A to Rowlett Rd.,
where asphalt patches are continually crumbling.
And, by the way, no Municipality in the Dallas – Fort Worth area allows “Cut and Restore” utility crossings of
their infrastructure, as was allowed to be done to Old Rowlett Rd.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Beth Crockett
6401 Bluebonnet Dr
To members of Rowlett City Council
I am writing this email to register my objection to the proposed mixed-use development at the NW corner of
Big A & Rowlett Rd. This development includes some limited commercial office space and over 200
apartments. This development requires a change in the current zoning of commercial business and is not a
good use of the land in question. Big A Rd is a two-lane country lane with no curbs, guttering or sidewalks.
This road is already heavily used by the neighborhoods at either end of the road to access the Target
shopping center. I believe adding over 200 apartments in addition to some commercial business space will
overload this country lane and overburden the traffic signal at Big A Rd & Rowlett Rd. We do not need this
kind of traffic on Big A Rd. It will change the whole area to one big traffic jam on a road that was never built for
such a traffic load and is not suitable for this development.
I respectfully request that you deny this zoning change to such a dense development of this area.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Kriss Walcutt
Palomino DR
NO NO NO NO to any rezoning for any multi family, retail business.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Tom & Melody Bates
3006 Sequoia Circle
This e-mail is to voice our concerns over this project. We vote NO on this project.
Thanks,
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Mary Ann Taylor
I would like to lodge an objection to the proposed apartment complex at the corner of Big A and Old Rowlett
Rd. We recently had the Evergreen Apts built on Old Rowlett Rd. These residents often walk or ride their
motorized chairs around the area. Another new complex in the same area could pose a hazard to these
residents. It will increase traffic, both construction and residential/ retail on two very narrow two-lane roads.
Old Rowlett Rd is already in bad shape. I have lived in Flower Hill for 33 years. We simply do not want or
need this additional traffic in this area. There are much better choices for an apt complex than this already
congested area. We have many complexes already being built. Please do not allow this one.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Jerry Saunders and Nancy Saunders
Flower Hill
I am opposed to the rezoning of the property located at the NE corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road to
multi-use development for a 248-apartment complex and 31,000 square foot commercial area.
Specifically, as a resident of Flower Hill I am concerned about:
- increased wear on all of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road (adjacent to this site).
- increased traffic congestion to the point it will be difficult to leave the Flower Hill Subdivision onto Old
Rowlett Road.
- a decreased ability to use Big A Road to get to Target, LA Fitness or George Bush access road; and
- increased safety concerns for residents of Evergreen (many times I encounter individuals riding their
motorized wheelchairs on Old Rowlett Rd).
I am also opposed to more apartment complexes in this area. Within the last year, I have seen many
apartment complexes constructed in the city
which is changing Rowlett significantly from a single-family dwelling community to one exploding with
multifamily units.
These complexes bring with them a great increase in demand for schools. Back Elementary and Rowlett
Elementary are already near or at capacity.
I do not want to have my property taxes continually increasing due to the continuous need to construct new
schools.
It appears the only individuals benefiting from this development will be the developer. Those individuals will
not live in the neighborhood I live in after they leave.
I and (my neighbors) will be left with poorer roads, more congestion, higher property taxes and in all likelihood
an increased crime rate. The demand for a full-service grocery store in our area is in dire need since
Albertsons left and will be more so when the mass of apartments on Mercer road are completed.
I also understand that immediately across the road (northwest corner of Old Rowlett Road and Bog A Road)
another apartment is being considered (Cypress Creek) which will magnify my concerns.
In review , I am concerned about congestion, road wear and tear ( Old Rowlett Rd and Big A Rd already
falling apart apart) continuing increase in crime and concern over residents of Evergreen that use Old
Rowlett Road to drive into town on their motorized scooters
as well as accelerating property taxes.
I moved to Flower Hill in 1987 because it was a single-family dwelling community, that is rapidly changing for
no apparent reason other than for the apparent benefit of developers that live outside the community.
They will not be left with the problems after they leave. My neighbors and I will be. I can support commercial
development but multifamily development adjacent to me is not acceptable.
I ask that I get a response to my comments as a citizen of Rowlett, and these comments be provided to the
city council and planning and zoning board.
As I mentioned above, I do support re-zoning of this property for limited commercial development. The
landowner can sell his property, road congestion will be less, ( by not having 248 permanent residents
constantly leaving the property), slowing property tax growth due to not accelerating the need for more
schools, and slow the rate of crime increase by not having multifamily development(s) right next to the Flower
Hill Subdivision.
We are already seeing an increase in crime in Flower Hill. Why make it worse?
Thank you,
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Randall Klaver
VOTE No!!
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Kay Kittrell
I am writing to voice my opinion as a resident living near Big A/Old Rowlett Rd. This area has a heavy traffic
flow, poor streets and infrastructure. Changing this commercial area into multi-housing is unthinkable. It is
hard to imagine an additional 400+ vehicles trying to use this 2-lane street daily! Our local area is already
oversaturated with apartments being built. There is plenty of free space in other areas of Rowlett, like
Waterview, that would benefit from more housing diversity. We’ve recently seen increased traffic with the
Evergreen at Rowlett Senior Living and Rowlett city offices built right here. As a result of these two new
buildings on Old Rowlett Road, we have seen increased displaced wildlife, which has caused our
neighborhood animals to go missing or become injured. It is irresponsible to add additional apartment housing
units in this small space that is beaming with thriving commercial buildings already. We ask that you please
vote NO to this proposal to build Cypress Creek at Big A/Old Rowlett Rd.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Courtney Cox
3512 Jasmine Ln.
I wanted to send this email as a vote of no for the apartments being considered on Big A and Old Rowlett
Road. Earlier this year, there was a meeting and discussion of rezoning the area off Big A and Old Rowlett
Rd. I sent in an email and request for a vote of no at that time. And I’m writing again for a vote of no. Please,
really think about what is best for the citizens of Rowlett, not the city. I really feel like the idea of apartments in
that area is a very bad idea. There are many reasons listed below for why this is not the best option for the
citizens of Rowlett and the residents in the Flower Hill subdivision.
As a resident of Flower Hill, I use Big A and Old Rowlett road every single day. Both roads are very old worn
down. Due to the amount of traffic and use of these roads, have destroyed many areas since they were
developed with very poor infrastructure, and have been overlooked by the city to be fixed. Since the building
of some of the city offices that have moved over to this area, the building of the senior living facility Evergreen
of Rowlett, and the new location for the city library; the roads were destroyed and damaged even more. There
are many potholes and lots of wear and tear on a very used road. I do not think that adding to this area of an
apartment and office space is a good idea, especially if there is nothing in the plans to fix the roads. In fact, I
believe this is a TERRIBLE idea. The land is not suited for even more traffic in this area and the space being
considered for the apartment complex is widely irresponsible.
We have seen in increase in wildlife with many coyotes and tree rats. This has led to many missing
neighborhood pets as the coyotes are seeking food and rats seek other locations for shelter. With the many
other apartment complexes being developed in Rowlett, there are many natural shelter locations being taken
away from other wildlife and they have been displaced due to all the other new construction in Rowlett, adding
yet another apartment space will create more concrete in this town, and losing more nature.
Another issue with this location is that with increased traffic in that area, in addition to the poor roads, the
residents of the senior living center can be found driving their motorized wheelchairs down Old Rowlett Road
towards Target. Increasing traffic in this area will create a very unsafe area for these residents and an
increased potential for accidents to happen. The roads are not lit well at night and the residents can be hard
to see if the driver isn't fully focused on the road ahead.
I chose to live in Flower Hill because of the convince to my job at Rowlett High School. Growing up in Rowlett
was a huge blessing. It had a small-town feel, but never felt it was lacking anything. Many people knew each
other and continued to be a close-knit community. However, as I have seen more and more apartments being
developed, and living spaces for lower income families, our small-town charm has disappeared. A 200+

apartment complex to this area is a terrible idea, no matter what the building company says and offers the
city. Adding yet ANOTHER apartment complex on this side of Rowlett is clearly becoming about money and if
the development is approved, I will look elsewhere to live and pay my taxes to, and even look for a place with
lower water bills and rates (that’s a totally different issue). The new complexes that have been and are being
developed are still not full! Why would adding another complex in a terrible location make any sense?
There is plenty of free space in other areas of Rowlett, like around Waterview. I urge you to vote NO in this
rezoning idea and NO to the developers of Cypress Creek. Please be a responsible space for the citizens of
Rowlett. Look to our opinions and voices before agreeing to this. Whatever the builder is giving or promising
by this deal is not worth upsetting the residents in my neighborhood. It is very clear that the developer has no
interest in helping Rowlett by choosing this location for this complex. They have been told NO many times in
other meetings, including the most recent meeting of the planning and zoning commission who voted
unanimously no on this project.
Please help Rowlett and say NO.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Cheryl Brown
We are totally against the apartments being built at the corner of Old Rowlett Rd and Big A! We DO NOT
need additional traffic in our city. Besides there are new apartments going in behind the Aldi store. How is
the city going to handle our infrastructure?
WE ARE AGAINST THIS PROPOSAL.
Thank you
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Teresa Morgan
3505 Locust St
I am writing you as a homeowner in Flower Hill to request that you vote NO and do NOT approve the Cypress
Creek apartment project.
Adding yet another rent subsidy project practically next door to the Evergreen rent subsidy project would have
seriously negative effect on this area in at least the following ways:
1. increased general traffic not supported by the current road system.
2. danger to pedestrians and scooters/wheelchair occupants who are difficult to see on the roads with the
current traffic levels.
3. overtaxed water requirements resulting in even lower water pressure that we already are suffering in my
neighborhood.
4. reduction in home values.
5. and, most importantly and most concerning, an increase in crime rate.
I know you understand that renters have much less stake in the city as compared to homeowners, with
apartment renters having almost no stake. They pay no property taxes and contribute little to the city’s
economy.
Moreover, apartment complexes tend to be poorly built and deteriorate rapidly, becoming eyesores in a
matter of just a few years.
Bottom line is this: We do not want this complex and if YOU would not vote to have it in YOUR neighborhood,
you absolutely should not vote to have it in mine.
Respectfully,

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Kyra & Trey Fowler
3421 Lilac Ln
I have lived in Rowlett for many, many years and I am appalled at what is going on with so many apartments
being built! I am begging, please say NO and do not approve the Cypress Creek project by my
neighborhood. I do not understand why Rowlett would rather have a transient population. Renters have no
stake in the community where they rent. I value my community, pay taxes to support it, and want to live a
quality life in my city.
Traffic has increased dramatically and will only worsen with another complex being added. We have a
retirement community next to us and they are out front frequently. Walking, using a walker, and riding their
scooters will be very dangerous with increased traffic. Plus, many drivers are distracted and may not notice
them. There are already businesses that have just moved in adding to increased traffic on these small back
roads.
This complex will affect my home value negatively. Evergreen is a rent subsidy complex and now another is
trying to get approved. It isn't fair to homeowners on either side of Rowlett Rd to face losing their home value
since many of us have lived here for so long.
As a citizen of Rowlett, please consider the people before the monetary benefits! This is our home and we
want to feel safe and not crammed in and surrounded by multi-unit housing! Crime has steadily been
increasing for the last few years in my neighborhood of Flower Hill 1. You can look at many other
communities and see that when low income housing moves in, crime does increase!
Would you want to live next door to two apartment complexes?
Thank you for taking time out of your day to read my message. I value Rowlett and have loved this city for a
long time.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Kim Wright
I am writing to voice my opinion as resident living near Big A/Old Rowlett Rd. This area already has heavy
traffic flow, poor streets and infrastructure. By changing this to a commercial area to a multihousing is
extremely irresponsible.
Our area is already over saturated with apartments and there are other areas in Rowlett, such as Waterview
that would benefit from more housing diversity!
With the retirement apartments and city offices recently just built in this area, we are seeing displaced wildlife
(coyotes for one) which has caused our neighborhood pets to go missing or injured along with an increase of
large tree rats looking for nesting space.

It is irresponsible to add 200 plus housing units in such a small area that is already thriving commercially.
We ask you to please honor our requests as representatives for the citizens of Rowlett and both
neighborhoods that will be impacted to vote NO in agreement with the P&Z board and keep this land in
question commercially zoned.

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Richard and Cindy Gomez
6114 Azalea Dr.
We OPPOSE the Cypress Creek Apartment project on the property on the corner of Old Rowlett Rd. and Big
A Rd. for subsidized multi-family housing.
I am a property owner and taxpayer and I feel that if this property is used for this purpose the property values
in my neighborhood will decline.
Apartments of this type attract people that are not interested in a long-term residence but are more transitory,
here one month gone the next. This not what our city needs.
I am concerned that building this sort of property will cause an increase in problems in our neighborhood and
surrounding businesses such as, an increase of crime and theft for the area, that in turn will put a strain on
the Police and First responders of the City, and cause our vulnerable citizens to feel unsafe.

Also, it would increase the traffic on these roads that they cannot handle. It is my understanding that the
developers of this property are willing to improve Big A Rd. and Old Rowlett Rd. If that is the draw to consider
this project, have you ever considered that the Flower Hill sub division has be here for 30+ years, plenty of tax
payer dollars have been collected, plenty of money to improve those 2 roads. I understand that developers
have deep pockets, but don't sell out the established neighborhoods and our citizens for promises of bigger
and better things.
There is a 55+ community that will be right next door. Have you considered the position that you are putting
our dear elderly citizens in by having them exposed to crime, noise and traffic? I already see our elderly
maneuver their powered wheelchairs in lanes of traffic on Old Rowlett Rd. If you were so concerned for the
citizens, the city would have taken upon themselves to put an appropriate sidewalk so they could go to the
shops around the community.
We are already exposed to homeless people that ride the DART train to the end of the line in Rowlett and
panhandle and set up make-shift tents, etc. on the side of the roads in our town. I see this as getting worse
and will be the downfall to our fine City.
I have seen first-hand how neighborhoods deteriorate when this type of housing is brought in. There are other
places where a housing development of this nature would better utilized consider those locations instead of
disrupting quiet neighborhoods where people have lived, worked and shopped for decades.
Please hear the residents of Flower Hill and neighboring sub-divisions and take into consideration of our
feelings and vote NO to the Cypress Creek Apartments.
Thank you
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Phil Jimenez
Flower Hill Resident
Lily Lane
It has come to my attention that there is another proposition that had been previously rejected by P&Z for your
consideration. I want to state that I, a neighboring resident, strongly and adamantly disagree with the complex
being built in this location.

I have lived in the city of Rowlett most my life and while the small-town feel has started to dissipate, the one
thing that has stayed is the community. Rowlett residents help Rowlett and I have always loved this about our
city/community. Having a large company come in and dictate what will happen is not something the
community wants. While I'm not against big business, I will always support my local business first. This land is
designated for business and I will support whatever gets placed there. But I will not support an apartment
complex being thrown together for the sake of profit. I have lived in these complexes before and being a
tenant comes second to the bottom line of making as much profit as possible.
Furthermore, the infrastructure we have currently cannot even support what has been develop thus far. We
have an old, beat up, two lane road named Old Rowlett Road that has trouble supporting the traffic it has at
various parts of the day. After the construction of the new senior living care and the buildings directly across
from them, we have seen more congestion on our roads. Adding additional single-family units will be a
disaster waiting to happen. Big A road is no better. Continuous thru traffic from Target has made this a very
popular road. Add on the fact that the light at Big A and Rowlett is no longer a "turn only" and this has
increased our chances for collisions. These are serious concerns that would need to be address before any
new developments.
In conclusion, I grow tired of giving my disdain for this project, but I will never agree with this location being a
prime spot for the apartment complex. I hope this will be taken into consideration.
Thank you for listening,
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Mary Cobb
No is no! PLEASE TELL CYPRESS CREEK TO MOVE ON!!!! FLOWER HILL SAYS NOOOOOO!
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Rachel Bohnhoff
We do not want the 14.30-acre tract located on the northeast corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A Road, in
the City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas to be rezoned to Multi-Family-Suburban(MF-S) OR Limited
Commercial/Retail(C-1) uses. Please stop this insanity! Our city is turning into Garland. Since the other
rezoning and building of more complexes, we are really noticing more homeless on our streets and more theft
in our neighborhoods. There are already too many unfilled properties that will eventually turn into devalued
rents to occupy. I don’t have to spell out what that means for our city. Do the right thing and vote against this.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Taylor Vanwinkle
I am opposed to the Cypress Creek Rowlett, LP, to rezone a 14.30+/- acre tract from Limited Office (O-1)
District to Planned Development (PD) District for Multi-Family-Suburban (MF-S) and Limited
Commercial/Retail (C-1) Uses in order to develop the property with mixed uses consisting of
office/commercial uses and a multi-family development.
Please refuse any further meetings on the topic as it wastes the City Council’s time and the decision has
already been given once already.
Have a great day,
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Richard McNeill

Rowlett resident since 2000.
Please oppose this development. I am a resident of the Liberty Creek development. This group came to us in
January at our annual HOA meeting, Chick-Fil-a sandwiches in hand, and tried to buy our support, saying
they would NEVER build where they are not wanted. Right. Clearly that was disingenuous, and they could
care less about neighbors. They have little credibility in my opinion. Big A is a small road, always falling into
disrepair, people speed, it is getting busier all the all the time and is a dangerous road to walk along. I can
only imagine what this area will be like with several hundred more people coming and going on a daily basis. I
oppose this development, please stand with your fellow citizens in opposing this development.
Thank you!
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Ashton & Rachael Paul
NO. I do not approve of the 14.30-acre tract located on the northeast corner of Old Rowlett Road and Big A
Road, in the City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas to be rezoned to Multi-Family-Suburban(MF-S) OR Limited
Commercial/Retail(C-1) uses. Thank you,
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Larry Taylor
We opposed to the request.
I would hope that you respect the wishes of the Rowlett citizens on this. If you want to see what apartments
do to an area look no further than Skillman and 635.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Jacqueline Cook
6015 Madison Ave
I would like to state my objection to the proposed 14.30-acre tract located on the northeast corner of Old
Rowlett Road and Big A Road for multi-family-suburban or limited commercial/retail uses. I live on Madison
Avenue which is across Rowlett Road from the proposed and between Beech Street and Hickox Road. If this
property becomes ANOTHER apartment complex in Rowlett, it will only increase the traffic. Ever since the
development of Lake Hill subdivision surrounding Dorsey Elementary in 2013, the traffic on Madison Avenue
has increased tremendously. This new development would only bring more vehicles cutting through and going
to Dorsey, along with an increase to the already large amount of vehicles that use Madison as a "cut-through"
to avoid the lights and traffic on Highway 66 and also Rowlett Road. I thought this was illegal. If this
proposed development goes through, I look forward to the city helping out our established citizens and
neighborhoods with much safer streets for our families. I don't believe that the people who use
neighborhoods as a cut-through actually like that happening in their neighborhoods and to their families. It is
time that our city leader step up to make Rowlett safer for all its citizens.
Thank you

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 7B

TITLE
Consider action to approve a resolution approving the fourth of four one-year renewal options to
extend the contract with DataProse, LLC through a cooperative purchasing agreement with the
City of Plano for 2/22/2021 through 2/21/2022 for utility bill printing and mailing services and
authorizing the City Manager to issue a purchase order in the amount not to exceed $145,200
and execute the necessary documents for said services.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Wendy Badgett, Finance Director
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The City of Rowlett utilizes DataProse, LLC for bill printing and mailing services. The purpose of
this item is to approve the renewal of service and issuance of a purchase order in the amount of
$145,200 to cover the expected bill printing and mailing services charged by DataProse, LLC for
the period of March 2021 through February 2022.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority
PROMOTE
OPERATIONAL
EXCELLENCE

Strategic Goal

7.1 Provide responsive, reliable, and cost-efficient
public services.
7.4 Improve organizational capacity and effectiveness.
7.6 Streamline internal business processes.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
On May 2, 2017 Council adopted a resolution (RES-048-17) that allowed the City to enter into an
agreement with DataProse, LLC for their utility bill printing and mailing services through a
cooperative purchasing agreement with the City of Plano. This agreement was for an initial oneyear period of 2/22/2017 through 2/21/2018 with four one-year renewal periods.
DISCUSSION
The City of Rowlett processes approximately 25,000 utility bills and other pieces of
correspondence each month. The price for each unit processed during the new twelve-month
contract period of 2/22/2021 through 2/21/2022 has remained unchanged at $0.105, which results
in an estimated processing cost of $31,500. The remaining $113,700 is the estimated cost for
postage, which brings the total estimated cost for the services provided by DataProse, LLC for
the twelve-month period to $145,200.

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
These services are included in the annual budget appropriation in the Utility Billing division of the
Utility Fund.
Budget
Account
FY2021
FY2021
FY2021
Account or
Number
Budget
Available
Proposed
Project Title
and/or Project
Amount
Amount
Amount
Code
5017001-6551
Bill Processing
$145,200
$80,200
$80,200
Total
$145,200
$80,200
$80,200
*Note: Five months ($65,000) of this renewal will be charged to the FY2022 budget
The third of four one-year renewal options was approved by Council through RES-144-20,
authorizing a purchase order for the first 5 months of FY2021 (October 2020 to February 2021)
in the amount of $65,000, leaving a remaining balance of $80,200 for the remaining 7 months
(March 2021 to September 2021) of FY2021. Approval of this fourth renewal option will authorize
a purchase order for the remaining 7 months of FY2021 (March 2021 to September 2021) in the
amount of $80,200 and the first 5 months of FY2022 (October 2021 to February 2022) in the
amount of $65,000 that will be included in the FY2022 proposed budget.
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move to approve a resolution approving the fourth of four one-year renewal options to extend the
contract with DataProse, LLC through a cooperative purchasing agreement with the City of Plano
for the period of 2/22/2021 through 2/21/2022 for utility bill printing and mailing services in the
amount of $145,200 and authorizing the City Manager to execute the necessary documents for
said services.
RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROWLETT, TEXAS, APPROVING
THE FOURTH OF FOUR ONE-YEAR RENEWAL OPTIONS TO EXTEND THE CONTRACT
WITH DATAPROSE, LLC THROUGH THE INTERLOCAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASING
AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PLANO FOR BILL PRINTING AND MAILING SERVICES IN
THE AMOUNT OF $145,200; AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE
NECESSARY DOCUMENTS FOR SAID SERVICES AND TO ISSUE PURCHASE ORDERS
PURSUANT TO APPROVAL; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, The City of Rowlett outsources the utility bill printing and mailing services for
the City of Rowlett as it has been determined to be cost effective and efficient; and
WHEREAS, the City of Plano has obtained competitive bids for printing and mailing
services and has awarded the bid to DataProse, LLC; and
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has a cooperative purchasing agreement established with
the City of Plano; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rowlett, Texas desires to exercise the fourth of
four one-year extensions to this contract with DataProse, LLC for utility bill printing and mailing
services.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROWLETT, TEXAS:
SECTION 1: That the City Council of the City of Rowlett, Texas, does hereby
approve the fourth of four one-year options and the issuance of a purchase order
in the amount of $145,200 to DataProse, LLC for bill printing and mailing services
for the time period of 2/22/2021 to 2/21/2022 in accordance with the agreement
attached hereto as Exhibit A.
SECTION 2: That the City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager to issue
purchase orders on the City’s behalf to give effect to this Resolution and to execute
such related documents as may be necessary or appropriate.
SECTION 3: This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its
passage.
ATTACHMENTS
Exhibit A – City of Plano Fourth of Four One-Year Renewal

City of Plano
1520 K Avenue
Plano, TX 75074

P.O. Box 860358
Plano, TX 75086-0358
Tel: 972.941.7000
plano.gov

December 04, 2020

DataProse, LLC
Attn: Tim Zombik
1122 W. Bethel Rd., Suite 100
Coppell, TX 75019
RE:

Contract Renewal:
Vendor No:
Contract Date:
Renewals Remaining:

2016-0370-C Utility Bill Printing, Mailing & Offset Printing Services
518140
02/22/2021 to 02/21/2022
0

Dear Mr. Zombik:
The City of Plano has opted to renew the above referenced contract. It is understood all terms and
conditions will be held firm during the contract period.
Please confirm receipt of this renewal letter. If you have any questions, please contact Angie Morales
at (972) 941-7169 or amorales@plano.gov.
Thank you for doing business with the City of Plano.
Sincerely,

Tonya Bester
Procurement & Project Management

Harry LaRosiliere
Mayor

Kayci Prince
Mayor Pro Tem

Anthony Ricciardelli
Deputy Mayor Pro Tem

Maria Tu
Place 1

Rick Grady
Place 3

Shelby Williams
Place 5

Lily Bao
Place 7

Rick Smith
Place 8

Mark D. Israelson
City Manager

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 7C

TITLE
Consider action to approve a resolution accepting the bid of and awarding a contract to A&B
Construction LLC in the amount of $286,526.00 with a ten percent (10%) contingency amount of
$28,653.00 and up to $10,000 for an early completion bonus, resulting in a total project budget
of $325,179.00, for Dalrock Road Utility Relocations, and authorizing the Mayor to execute the
necessary documents for said services.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Gary Enna, Director of Public Works
Tom Harris, PE, City Engineer
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The City has been working in coordination with the Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT) in designing the relocation of utilities on Dalrock Road from its intersection with Sunset
south to its intersection with the westbound IH-30 Frontage Road. The purpose of this item is to
award a contract to A&B Construction LLC (A&B) to meet TxDOT’s requirements to relocate
City utilities that are currently within the proposed TxDOT right-of-way (ROW) on Dalrock Road.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority
INVEST IN
TRANSPORTATION &
INFRASTRUCTURE

Strategic Goal

6.5 Collaborate with DART and other transportation
partners to enhance regional connectivity.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
TxDOT is in the process of improving IH-30, from Bass Pro Drive to west of FM 2642, which will
significantly impact Rowlett residents over the next several years. The City has worked with
TxDOT through the pre-construction process to identify and mitigate potential issues to lessen
the impact as much as possible.
One such issue was utility conflicts. The City of Rowlett currently has subterranean water and
sanitary sewer lines serving the businesses on the northeast corner of Dalrock Road at the
westbound IH-30 frontage road, which cross the subject project area. To meet TxDOT’s
requirements, City utilities that are currently within the proposed TxDOT ROW on Dalrock Road
between Sunset Boulevard and IH-30 Westbound Frontage Road will be relocated.
Freese and Nichols, Inc. (FNI) performed the engineering design work associated with the utility
relocation and provided a construction cost estimate of $316,669.

DISCUSSION
A ‘Notice to Bidders’ was published in the Dallas Morning News and on the City’s website on
both December 2, 2020 and December 9, 2020. A non-mandatory Pre-Bid Meeting was held on
December 9, 2020 at 9:00 AM by teleconference. Sealed bids were received in the Purchasing
Office until 2:00 PM, on December 17, 2020. The sealed bids were opened and read aloud in
the City Hall Conference Room A, 4000 Main Street, Rowlett, Texas 75088 in accordance with
Texas Local Government Code by teleconference.
Six firms submitted itemized bids to relocate approximately 378 linear feet (LF) of 12-inch water
main and appurtenances and remove 45 LF of 8-inch sanitary sewer line and appurtenances,
which are represented in Figure 1. The Six bids ranged in price from $286,526.00 to
$471,172.00, which are included in Attachment 1. A&B submitted the lowest qualified bid at a
total price of $286,526.00. Evaluation of the A&B bid resulted in the following conclusions:
1. City staff determined that the A&B bid conforms with all project requirements and
specifications.
2. City staff determined that A&B’s financial statements reflect financial stability and a
capacity to deliver the project.
3. As the design engineer for these utility relocations, FNI evaluated the bids and is
recommending awarding the project to A&B Construction LLC. FNI’s recommendation is
included in Attachment 2.
Dalrock Road Utility Relocations project limits illustrated in Figure 1
The proposed construction timeframe for completing the utility relocations is 90 calendar days
from the date a notice to proceed is issued.

Figure 1 – Utility Construction Area

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
The construction costs will be forward funded by the CIP Utility Fund Capital Maintenance (520)
and upon completion, the IH-30 Relocated Utilities will be 100% reimbursable from the federal
government through TxDOT. Utilities that were not previously installed and/or are improved by
resizing, will be at the City's expense.
Budget Account
Number and/or
Project Code

Account or
Project Title

CO2105

Dalrock & I-30 Utility
Relocation

$325,179

$325,179

$0

Total

$325,179

$325,179

$0

Available
Funding

Proposed
Amount

Remaining
Balance

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move to approve a resolution accepting the bid of and awarding a contract to A&B Construction
in the amount of $286,526.00 with a ten percent (10%) contingency amount of $28,653.00 and
up to $10,000 for an early completion bonus, resulting in a total project budget of $325,179.00
for utility relocations.
RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF ROWLETT, TEXAS, ACCEPTING THE BID OF AND
AWARDING A CONTRACT TO A&B CONSTRUCTION LLC IN THE AMOUNT OF
$286,526.00 WITH A TEN PERCENT (10%) CONTINGENCY AMOUNT OF $28,653.00 AND
UP TO $10,000 FOR AN EARLY COMPLETION BONUS, RESULTING IN A TOTAL
PROJECT BUDGET OF $325,179.00, FOR DALROCK ROAD UTILITY RELOCATIONS, AND
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS FOR SAID
SERVICES; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, it is necessary to relocate utilities along Dalrock Road from its intersection
with Sunset Boulevard south to its intersection with the westbound IH-30 Frontage Road; and
WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division has taken sealed bids as per bid #2021-06 and is
recommending award to the lowest qualified bidder meeting specifications; and
WHEREAS, City staff and City engineers recommend that the contract be awarded to
A&B Construction LLC as the lowest responsible bidder for its total base bid; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rowlett, Texas desires to award the contract
to A&B Construction LLC, for the utility relocations.
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROWLETT, TEXAS:
SECTION 1: That the City Council of the City of Rowlett does hereby accept the
bid of and award a contract to A&B Construction in the amount of $286,526.00
with a ten percent (10%) contingency amount of $28,653.00 and up to $10,000

for an early completion bonus, resulting in a total project budget of $325,179.00,
for utility relocations along Dalrock Road from its intersection with Sunset
Boulevard south to its intersection with the westbound IH-30 Frontage Road.
SECTION 2: That the City Council does hereby authorize the Mayor to execute
the necessary documents on the City’s behalf after City Attorney approval and
further authorizes the issuance of purchase orders to conform to this resolution.
SECTION 3: This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its
passage.
ATTACHMENTS
Attachment 1 – Bid Tabulation
Attachment 2 – Recommendation to Award the Bid

ATTACHMENT 1

BID TABULATION
DALROCK ROAD UTILITY RELOCATIONS
CITY OF ROWLETT, TX
BID NO. 2021-06
BID OPENED DECEMBER 17, 2020, 2:00 PM
Item No.

Description

1 MOBILIZATION
2 DEMOBILIZATION
3 PREPARE SWPPP
IMPLEMENT SWPPP&TEMPORARY EROSION
4
CONTROL
5 BLOCK SODDING
6 PREPARE & SUBMIT TRAFFIC CONTROL
7 IMPLEMENT TRAFFIC CONTROL
8 REMOVE AND REPLACE TREE
HIGH EARLY STRENGTH CONCRETE (TO BE
9
USED AT CITY'S DISCRETION)
10" REINFORCED CONCRETE PAVEMENT
10
WITH 6" INTEGRAL CURB
11 6" REINFORCED CONCRETE DRIVEWAYS
12 4" REINFORCED CONCRETE SIDEWALK
13 6" ROADWAY FLEX BASE
12" WATER MAIN PVC DRl 8 A WWA C900 BY
14
OPEN CUT
12" WATER MAIN PVC DR18 AWWA C900 WITH
15
24" STEEL CASING BY BORE
12" WATER MAIN PVC DR18 AWWA C900 WITH
16
24" DR-25 CASING BY BORE
12" WATER MAIN PVC DR18 AWWA C900 WITH
17
24" DR-25 CASING BY OPEN CUT
8" WATER MAIN PVC DR18 AWWA C900 BY
18
OPEN CUT
6" WATER MAIN PVC DR18 AWWA C900 BY
19
OPEN CUT
20 16" WATER LINE CONNECTION
21 8" WATER LINE CONNECTION
21
22 12" GATE VALVE
23 8" GATE VALVE
24 6" GATE VALVE
2" COMBINATION AIR VAL VE ASSEMBLY AND
25
TYPE A MANHOLE
26 FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY
27 TRENCH SAFETY (WATER) (4' Depth)
TRENCH SAFETY (WATER) (Greater than 4'
28
Depth)
29 REMOVE AND REPLACE WATER METERS
30 REMOVE ISOLATION VALVES
31 REMOVE EXISTING 12" WATER LINE
32 REMOVE EXISTING 8" WATER LINE
33 REMOVE EXISTING FIRE HYDRANT
34 WATER LINE FITTINGS
35 WATER LINE SERVICE
36 REMOVE EXISTING MANHOLE
37 REMOVE EXISTING 8" SS LINE
PUNISH AND INSTALL 5' DIAMETER MANHOLE
38
WITH CEMENT STABILIZATION
REMOVE EXISTING CLEANOUT & CONNECT
39
TO PROPOSED MANHOLE
40 8" SS LINE CONNECTION

A&B Construction LLC
3001 Sale Street, Suite 117
Dallas, TX 75219
Ann Carpenter
(469) 422-5429

Engineer's Estimate
Estimated
Quantity
1
1
1

Units
EA
EA
EA

$
$
$

Unit Cost
7,929.70
7,929.70
4,000.00

HQS Construction
P.O. Box 250771
Plano, TX 75025
Qasim Rasul
(972) 208-2349

Total Amount
Unit Cost
$
7,929.70 $
13,000.00
$
7,929.70 $
4,000.00
$
4,000.00 $
2,000.00

Total Amount
$
13,000.00
$
4,000.00
$
2,000.00

$
$
$

Unit Cost
27,500.00
10,000.00
1,500.00

Vaustino Construction Co.
10075 Royal Lane, Suite 1002
Dallas, TX 75238
Augustine OkeKeuche
(214) 662-2430
Total Amount
$
27,500.00
$
10,000.00
$
1,500.00

$
$
$

Unit Cost
20,000.00
5,000.00
8,000.00

Willco Underground
P.O. Box 1807
Mansfield, TX 76063
Michaez D. Osinus
(817) 888-2747

Total Amount
$
20,000.00
$
5,000.00
$
8,000.00

$
$
$

Unit Cost
24,000.00
5,000.00
5,000.00

Trinity Miller Utility & Const. LLC
2105 Loretta Lane
Rowlett, TX 75088
Mathel Miller, Jr.
(214) 882-9906

Total Amount
$
24,000.00
$
5,000.00
$
5,000.00

$
$
$

Unit Cost
22,260.00
2,034.90
1,500.00

Dowager Utility Construction
2464 Manana Drive
Dallas, TX 75220
Madison Smartt
(972) 931-1263

Total Amount
$
22,260.00
$
2,034.90
$
1,500.00

$
$
$

Unit Cost
20,000.00
4,000.00
2,000.00

Total Amount
$
20,000.00
$
4,000.00
$
2,000.00

1

EA

$

6,000.00

$

6,000.00

$

12,000.00

$

12,000.00

$

3,000.00

$

3,000.00

$

4,000.00

$

4,000.00

$

3,000.00

$

3,000.00

$

4,500.00

$

4,500.00

$

2,000.00

$

2,000.00

313
1
1
1

SY
EA
EA
EA

$
$
$
$

10.00
3,000.00
7,000.00
5,000.00

$
$
$
$

3,130.00
3,000.00
7,000.00
5,000.00

$
$
$
$

6.00
800.00
8,000.00
1,200.00

$
$
$
$

1,878.00
800.00
8,000.00
1,200.00

$
$
$
$

10.00
750.00
18,500.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

3,130.00
750.00
18,500.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

8.00
7,000.00
3,000.00
1,650.00

$
$
$
$

2,504.00
7,000.00
3,000.00
1,650.00

$
$
$
$

10.00
5,000.00
5,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

3,130.00
5,000.00
5,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

22.00
2,500.00
8,000.00
3,000.00

$
$
$
$

6,886.00
2,500.00
8,000.00
3,000.00

$
$
$
$

10.00
2,000.00
12,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

3,130.00
2,000.00
12,000.00
2,000.00

120

SY

$

30.00

$

3,600.00

$

95.00

$

11,400.00

$

135.00

$

16,200.00

$

150.00

$

18,000.00

$

150.00

$

18,000.00

$

205.00

$

24,600.00

$

150.00

$

18,000.00

267

SY

$

100.00

$

26,700.00

$

85.00

$

22,695.00

$

100.00

$

26,700.00

$

180.00

$

48,060.00

$

100.00

$

26,700.00

$

185.00

$

49,395.00

$

160.00

$

42,720.00

76
63
267

SY
SY
SY

$
$
$

75.00
50.00
20.00

$
$
$

5,700.00
3,150.00
5,340.00

$
$
$

65.00
60.00
15.00

$
$
$

4,940.00
3,780.00
4,005.00

$
$
$

80.00
70.00
15.00

$
$
$

6,080.00
4,410.00
4,005.00

$
$
$

Bid
75.00
65.00
15.00

$
$
$
$

48,000.00
5,700.00
4,095.00
4,005.00

$
$
$

80.00
50.00
20.00

$
$
$

6,080.00
3,150.00
5,340.00

$
$
$

Bid
130.00
85.00
95.00

$
$
$
$

51,060.00
9,880.00
5,355.00
25,365.00

$
$
$

90.00
70.00
30.00

$
$
$

6,840.00
4,410.00
8,010.00

190

LF

$

90.00

$

17,100.00

$

85.00

$

16,150.00

$

120.00

$

22,800.00

$

245.00

$

46,550.00

$

280.00

$

53,200.00

$

175.00

$

33,250.00

$

530.00

$

100,700.00

119

LF

$

735.00

$

87,465.00

$

416.00

$

49,504.00

$

525.00

$

62,475.00

$

800.00

$

95,200.00

$

605.00

$

71,995.00

$

600.00

$

71,400.00

$

700.00

$

83,300.00

54

LF

$

525.00

$

28,350.00

$

416.00

$

22,464.00

$

525.00

$

28,350.00

$

800.00

$

43,200.00

$

605.00

$

32,670.00

$

765.00

$

41,310.00

$

700.00

$

37,800.00

33

LF

$

300.00

$

9,900.00

$

260.00

$

8,580.00

$

250.00

$

8,250.00

$

385.00

$

12,705.00

$

300.00

$

9,900.00

$

400.00

$

13,200.00

$

600.00

$

19,800.00

6

LF

$

70.00

$

420.00

$

90.00

$

540.00

$

100.00

$

600.00

$

100.00

$

600.00

$

100.00

$

600.00

$

400.00

$

2,400.00

$

100.00

$

600.00

16

EA

$

60.00

$

960.00

$

85.00

$

1,360.00

$

100.00

$

1,600.00

$

100.00

$

1,600.00

$

50.00

$

800.00

$

175.00

$

2,800.00

$

90.00

$

1,440.00

1
2

EA
EA

$
$

2,400.00
1,800.00

$
$

2,400.00
3,600.00

$
$

3,000.00
1,500.00

$
$

3,000.00
3,000.00

$
$

5,000.00
2,500.00

$
$

5,000.00
5,000.00

$
$

$
$

15,000.00
10,000.00

$
$

8,500.00
4,200.00

$
$

8,500.00
8,400.00

$
$

10,000.00
5,000.00

$
$

10,000.00
10,000.00

$
$
$

4,000.00
3,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$

8,000.00
6,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$

3,500.00
1,800.00
1,400.00

$
$
$

7,000.00
3,600.00
1,400.00

$
$
$

12,000.00
8,000.00
6,000.00

$
$
$

24,000.00
16,000.00
6,000.00

$
$
$

3,000.00
5,000.00
3,000.00
4,400.00
3,400.00
1,500.00

15,000.00
5,000.00

EA
EA
EA

$
$
$
$
$
$

$
$

2
2
1

3,000.00
2,500.00
Bid
2,200.00
1,700.00
1,500.00

$
$
$

3,000.00
2,000.00
1,500.00

$
$
$

6,000.00
4,000.00
1,500.00

$
$
$

2,500.00
1,500.00
1,200.00

$
$
$

5,000.00
3,000.00
1,200.00

$
$
$

3,000.00
2,000.00
1,500.00

$
$
$

6,000.00
4,000.00
1,500.00

1

EA

$

9,500.00

$

9,500.00

$

16,000.00

$

16,000.00

$

15,000.00

$

15,000.00

$

8,000.00

$

8,000.00

$

7,000.00

$

7,000.00

$

15,000.00

$

15,000.00

$

14,000.00

$

14,000.00

1
15

EA
LF

$
$

6,000.00
2.00

$
$

6,000.00
30.00

$
$

5,500.00
20.00

$
$

5,500.00
300.00

$
$

8,000.00
10.00

$
$

8,000.00
150.00

$
$

4,850.00
20.00

$
$

4,850.00
300.00

$
$

5,000.00
1.00

$
$

5,000.00
15.00

$
$

4,750.00
4.00

$
$

4,750.00
60.00

$
$

6,000.00
1.00

$
$

6,000.00
15.00

227

LF

$

4.00

$

908.00

$

5.00

$

1,135.00

$

10.00

$

2,270.00

$

10.00

$

2,270.00

$

1.00

$

227.00

$

5.00

$

1,135.00

$

1.00

$

227.00

5
2
317
17
1
1
2
1
50

EA
EA
LF
LF
EA
TON
EA
EA
LF

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

2,000.00
200.00
30.00
25.00
1,500.00
13,600.00
1,500.00
6,000.00
30.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

10,000.00
400.00
9,510.00
425.00
1,500.00
13,600.00
3,000.00
6,000.00
1,500.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,000.00
2,000.00
20.00
15.00
1,000.00
24,500.00
2,000.00
1,200.00
10.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000.00
4,000.00
6,340.00
255.00
1,000.00
24,500.00
4,000.00
1,200.00
500.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,000.00
1,000.00
40.00
40.00
1,000.00
8,500.00
2,200.00
2,000.00
40.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000.00
2,000.00
12,680.00
680.00
1,000.00
8,500.00
4,400.00
2,000.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,750.00
950.00
15.00
15.00
500.00
5,000.00
1,750.00
1,000.00
15.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

8,750.00
1,900.00
4,755.00
255.00
500.00
5,000.00
3,500.00
1,000.00
750.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

600.00
600.00
90.00
50.00
500.00
20,000.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
150.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,000.00
1,200.00
28,530.00
850.00
500.00
20,000.00
2,000.00
1,000.00
7,500.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,250.00
1,500.00
45.00
35.00
350.00
9,500.00
1,750.00
2,500.00
25.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

16,250.00
3,000.00
14,265.00
595.00
350.00
9,500.00
3,500.00
2,500.00
1,250.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,200.00
500.00
20.00
20.00
1,000.00
9,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00
20.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,000.00
1,000.00
6,340.00
340.00
1,000.00
9,000.00
4,000.00
2,000.00
1,000.00

EA

$

12,000.00

$

12,000.00

$

9,000.00

$

9,000.00

$

10,000.00

$

10,000.00

$

7,500.00

$

7,500.00

$

10,000.00

$

10,000.00

$

13,500.00

$

13,500.00

$

12,000.00

$

12,000.00

$

3,000.00

$

800.00

$

800.00

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

1,000.00

$

2,500.00

$

2,500.00

$

3,000.00

$

3,000.00

$
1,000.00
$ 333,047.40
$ 349,700.00

$

700.00
Total Bid:

$
$

700.00
286,526.00

$

2,000.00
Total Bid:

$
$

2,000.00
380,530.00

$

1,000.00 $
Total Bid: $
Written Bid: $

1,000.00
399,499.00
397,439.00

$

5,000.00
Total Bid:

$
$

5,000.00
409,887.00

$

1,750.00 $
Total Bid: $
Written Bid: $

1,750.00
445,640.90
447,305.90

$

3,000.00
Total Bid:

$
$

3,000.00
471,172.00

1
1

EA

$

3,000.00

1

EA

$

1,000.00
Total EOPC:
EOPC w/ Cont.

ATTACHMENT 2

www.freese.com

2711 N. Haskell Avenue, Suite 3300  Dallas, Texas 75204  214-217-2200  fax 214-217-2201

December 18, 2020

Mr. Thomas Harris, PE
City Engineer
City of Rowlett
4310 Industrial Street
Rowlett, Texas 75088
Re:

Dalrock Road Utility Relocations
Project No. 2021-06
Recommendation of Award

Dear Mr. Harris:
Bids were received for the above-referenced project on Thursday, December 17th. This project includes
construction of the following:
•

8-inch Sanitary Sewer Line:
o The existing 8-inch Sanitary Sewer line running North to South on the East side of
Dalrock shall include 45 LF of removal.
o The manhole in the South Valero driveway shall be removed.
o A new manhole shall be installed at the end of the existing service line, with connection
to existing services.

•

12-inch Water Line:
o The 340 LF existing 12-inch Water line and connections running North to South on the
East side of Dalrock shall be removed.
o The proposed 12-inch Water line will be 375 LF connecting to the existing 8-inch line in
the North driveway East of Dalrock and connect to the existing 16-inch line on the West
side of Dalrock. The Water line shall include casing by bore within proposed TxDOT ROW
limits, casing by bore parallel to Dalrock, and casing by open cut parallel to Dalrock in
locations identified in the plan set.
o The waterline installation will include 1 fire hydrant, valves, fittings, and connect to
existing services along the East side of Dalrock.

A total of six bids were received. A summary of the bid results is provided in the table below. A detailed
bid tabulation is provided as an attachment to this letter.

ATTACHMENT 2
Bid Summary
Bidder
Base Bid
A&B Construction LLC
$286,526 .00
HQS Construction
$380,530 .00
Vaustino Construction Co.
$399,499.00
Willco Underground
$409,887.00
Trinity Miller Utility & Construction LLC
$445,640.90
Dowager Utility Construction
$471,172.00

A&B Construction LLC submitted the low bid for the project at $286,526.00. A&B Construction LLC is a
utility contractor based out of Dallas, Texas and their references indicated they have experience in
projects of this nature.
We contacted the following reference for A&B Construction LLC and received favorable reviews for the
work they performed for those entities on similar type projects. The consensus was their staff is
responsive and work is satisfactory. All references expressed that A&B Construction LLC would be able
to serve as the prime contractor on this project.
•
•
•
•

Gillon Construction
City of Euless
National Civil
City of Mesquite

Dane Lucero
Andy Conner
Gilbert Nazario
John Nears

817-846-9488
682-558-0239
682-260-0026
972-216-6974

It is recommended that a contract for the construction of Project No. 2016-06 – Dalrock Road Utility
Relocations be awarded to A&B Construction LLC in the amount of $286,526.00.
If you have any questions, please call me at (214) 217 - 2246.
Sincerely,

Cameron Lawrence, P.E.
Project Manager
cc:
cc:
cc:
cc:

Tim Engle, E.I.T., City of Rowlett
Bridell Miers, P.E., City of Rowlett
Clayton Barnard, P.E., FNI
Ashley Hairston, E.I.T., FNI

Attachments:

Bid Tabulation

[ROW2070] T:\3.0 DESIGN

CITY OF ROWLETT
CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2021

AGENDA ITEM: 8A

TITLE
Conduct a public hearing and take action on an ordinance on a request by Rod Staring, TEXElite
Construction, LLC, on behalf of property owner Robert Staring for the approval of a Special Use
Permit to allow an 800 square foot carport as an accessory structure exceeding 500 square-feet
on property zoned Single-Family Residential (SF-10) District. The approximately 0.843-acre site
is located approximately 250 feet west of the intersection of Toler Road and Hickox Road, in the
City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Alex Koenig, Planning Manager
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The applicant is requesting approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) to construct an accessory
structure of 800 square feet as support for a solar panel grid and to shelter vehicles on a
residential lot. The Rowlett Development Code (RDC) sets forth specific regulations for accessory
structures, carports, and solar panels. Any accessory structure or carport exceeding 500 square
feet may only be allowed by Special Use Permit. Also, any proposed installation of solar panels
not meeting the conditions of the RDC requires the approval of a SUP. This proposed carport
exceeds the maximum allowed size of 500 square feet for an accessory structure or carport and
does not meet all the development standards for carports. The solar panel installation complies
with the standards of the RDC.
At their December 8, 2020 meeting, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended
approval of the request with a 7:0 vote. The request was presented under agenda item 4A, which
can be viewed at the following link: https://rowletttx.new.swagit.com/play/108008/189
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priority

STRENGTHEN
NEIGHBORHOOD
LIVABILITY

Strategic Goal

3.1 Value existing neighborhoods.

BACKGROUND
Section 77-303.C.3.a.8 of the Rowlett Development Code (RDC) requires a Special Use Permit
(SUP) for any accessory structure in a residential zoning district exceeding 500 square feet in

size. Likewise, carports not complying with the requirements of Section 77-303.C.7.b. of the RDC
also require a SUP which is articulated in the Discussion. Third, the RDC contains specific
standards for the installation of solar panels in Section 77-303.D.4. Any proposed installation of
solar panels not meeting these standards also requires a SUP.
The proposed carport requires the approval of a SUP because it exceeds the 500 square foot
maximum for an accessory structure or carport. The proposed installation of the solar panels on
the roof of the carport complies with Section 77-303.D.4 and does not require an SUP for this
element of the project.
The applicant is requesting approval of a SUP to construct an 800 square foot carport with a
maximum height of 13 feet and 8 inches. This carport would also serve as the support structure
for a solar panel grid in the rear yard of the property. The applicant has stated that the carport is
specifically designed and dimensioned to support 36 individual solar panels intended to provide
for the energy needs of the property residents. Framing for the proposed carport was begun prior
to the applicant’s understanding of the permitting and SUP processes. Construction has been
ceased pending action on this SUP request.
SITE DATA
The subject property has approximately 100 feet of frontage along Toler Road and a depth of
approximately 367 feet, yielding a lot area of approximately 0.843-acres. The property is
developed with a 3,076 square foot residential home (which also has an attached garage of 484
square feet) and a 96-square foot accessory building. The attached garage is currently used for
parking one vehicle and for storage and would also house batteries for storage of power
generated by the solar array. A 6-foot wood privacy fence encloses the rear yard. The side yards
do not have a privacy fence.
DISCUSSION
As stated, the applicant is requesting approval of the SUP to install an 800 square foot carport to
provide support for a solar panel array to meet the energy consumption needs of the property.
Secondarily, the structure will act as a carport to shelter vehicles. The requested structure is
subject to the following code sections:
-

Section 77-303.C.3(a) of the RDC outlines the requirements for all accessory structures;
Section 77-303.C.7 of the RDC outlines further requirements for carports; and
Section 77-303.D of the RDC outlines requirements for solar panels.

The subject property abuts single-family residential development zoned Single-Family (SF-10)
District to the east, south, and west. The built environment is typified by single-family residences
situated on larger lots with access from Toler Road. Several detached carports and garages are
found on neighboring properties in the vicinity, including the properties immediately adjacent to
the east and west as seen below:

Construction of the carport was started without obtaining the required building permits and zoning
approval. When notified of the necessary approvals, work on the structure was halted. Currently,
the main structure has been erected and no solar panels have been installed.
Section 77-303.C.3(a) of the RDC sets forth the following requirements for all accessory
structures:
1. The number and size of accessory structures permitted on residential lots shall be
regulated by the maximum lot coverage permitted in the zoning district or 35% of the
rear yard, whichever is less.
The maximum allowable lot coverage for the Single-Family Residential (SF-10) District is 45%,
being approximately 16,526 square feet for this site. Thirty-five percent of the rear yard of this
property is approximately 9,147 square feet. The lesser of these two figures is 9,147 square
feet. The lot coverage of the rear yard with the proposed accessory structure will remain at
1,556 square feet, as the structure is placed over existing concrete. The overall lot coverage
with the proposed carport would be 9,123 square feet, which is less than the maximum lot
coverage allowed by the RDC.
2. Accessory structures shall not exceed the height of the primary structure or the
maximum height for the zoning district, whichever is less.

The height of the proposed structure is 13 feet and 8 inches. The maximum height allowed
in the SF-10 district is 35 feet. The height of the accessory structure is less than that of the
home on the property, which is 30 feet.
3. When an accessory structure is located in the rear yard, a minimum 3-foot side and
rear setback is required.
The applicant is proposing to locate the accessory structure in the rear yard 5 feet from the
northern property line, being a side yard. The structure would be 75 feet from the southern
property line, and 200 feet from the western, or rear, property line. In addition, the proposed
accessory structure will be located approximately 125 feet from the right-of-way of Toler Road
and setback approximately 20 feet from the residence. The location of the proposed accessory
structure in relation to the home and abutting properties is reflected in the illustration below:

200’ to property line

Additionally, Section 77-303.C.7 sets out specific requirements for carports.
The
requirements vary based upon whether the carport is visible or not from a public street. The
proposed carport would be visible from Toler Road; therefore, the standards for carports
visible from a public street apply. Those requirements are as follows:
a) Carports shall not be located within any required front or side yard setback.
The proposed carport is located in the rear yard and would comply with this standard.
b) The carport shall be architecturally integrated with the main structure. The exterior
building materials and roof materials shall not consist of metal and shall be

comprised of materials of similar type, size, shape, texture, and color of the primary
structure.
The proposed carport is freestanding and not architecturally integrated with the residential
structure. Due to changes in State law, building materials conforming to the Building Code
may not be regulated or restricted by development ordinances. The structure would be
constructed of metal and painted to blend with the masonry exterior of the home.
c) The ceiling height shall not exceed eight feet.
The structure will have a sloped roof pitch of 13-feet and 8-inches decreasing to 11-feet
and 8-inches in order to maximize the solar intensity for the planned panel grid. This
height exceeds the maximum allowed height of 8 feet. The proposed height of the
structure is necessary for the solar panels to be effective in capturing sunlight. Staff would
assert the proposed carport is appropriately scaled to the height of the home.
d) The carport shall have a pitched roof that is either a closed or opened gable or hip
design that matches the existing pitch and is structurally integrated into the roof of
the principal structure provided that, if the carport abuts a two-story wall of the
home, the carport shall be attached to the abutting wall. The carport shall use
roofing materials that substantially match the color and type of the roofing
materials used on the principal structure.
The proposed carport is designed with a shed roof; however, it is not attached to the
existing residential structure. The proposed roofing material is steel to be covered with
solar panels and would not substantially match the type of materials used on the principal
structure. The shed roof is atypical for carports but is appropriate for the optimal function
of the solar panels to be placed on the roof. Also, several neighboring properties also
have accessory structures with roofing materials differing from the associated residence.
e) The roof material of a carport must be approved by the building official.
The roof is comprised of steel panels. These panels are listed in the 2015 International
Residential Code which is used by the Building Inspections Division to review and approve
residential buildings within the City of Rowlett.
f)

Parking within carports must be on an approved surface.
The proposed carport is attached to an existing concrete paved driveway, satisfying this
requirement.

g) Any carport that does not meet the above requirements or exceeds 500 square feet
may be allowed only be Special Use Permit.

The proposed carport does not meet all the specific requirements for such structures set
forth in the RDC and exceeds 500 square feet in area; therefore, the applicant is seeking
the approval of a Special Use Permit for the carport.
Solar panels must meet the standards of Section 77-303.D.4. These standards regulate where
panels may be located or placed, screening of panels, the height of the panels may project from
a roof, the color of the hardware, and the location of wiring and equipment associated with the
system.
Any solar panel installation or supporting structure that does not meet the requirements will
require a Special Use Permit. The application materials provided show hardware that is metallic
in appearance. The applicant has indicated either black hardware as required by the RDC will
be provided or the hardware will be painted black with a durable appropriate paint.
A Special Use Permit (SUP) is a formal zoning action that encourages public review and
evaluation of site development features and is intended to ensure that proposed uses and
structures will not have a significant adverse impact on surrounding uses, infrastructure, the
transportation corridors, or on the community at large.
The approval criteria for a SUP are outlined in Section 77-206 of the RDC, and are listed below:
1. The proposed SUP is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and other infrastructure related
plans, all applicable provisions of this Code, and applicable state and federal regulations;
The proposed carport does not negatively impact or create a visual impediment to the
surrounding built environment. Although visible from Toler Road, the proposed carport
is set back 145 feet from the right-of-way. Additionally, the carport would be buffered
by the existing fence and landscaping. Furthermore, the proposed structure is to be a
support for solar panels to provide the energy needs of the residence and does not
compromise the intent of the Comprehensive Plan.
2. The proposed SUP is consistent with the purpose and intent of the zoning district in which it
is located;
Accessory structures are allowed in residential zoning districts provided they meet the
requirements of the development standards. The subject property is zoned SingleFamily Residential (SF-10) District and it is intended to accommodate primarily singlefamily residential development with a minimum lot area of 10,000 square feet. A SUP is
required for any carport not meeting the requirements of Section 77-303.C.7 or
exceeding 500 square feet in area to ensure the proposed structure does not
compromise the integrity of the surrounding built environment. Detached carports and
garages are common in the vicinity and both neighboring properties have larger
detached garages or carports. This SUP would allow for a dual-purpose structure that
provides both a support for solar panels and shelter for vehicles while also maintaining

consistency with the intent of residential zoning districts to provide for single-family
residences with appropriate incidental and accessory structures and uses.
3. Whether the proposed SUP meets the challenge of some changing condition, trend, or fact;
The SUP request is in response to the desire of the property owner to utilize solar power
to meet the energy requirements of the home. The proposed carport was determined
to be optimal in that the most suitable slope of the roof of the home lacks the square
footage to accommodate the number of solar panels to effectively implement the
system. Secondly, an array of panels in the rear yard would limit the usefulness and
enjoyment of the yard area by the homeowners, as well as require the approval of a
Special Use Permit under Section 77-303.D.4(d) of the RDC. Third, the likelihood of
damage to panels located closer to ground level is higher as compared to panels
mounted to a roof or supporting structure. Lastly, the cost of the support structure for
the panels is higher for the array in the rear yard than that of the proposed solution.
4. Whether the proposed SUP will protect or enhance the health, safety, morals, or general
welfare of the public;
The SUP will not compromise the health, safety, morals, or general welfare of the
public.
5. Whether the municipality and other service providers will be able to provide sufficient
transportation and utility facilities and services to the subject property, while maintaining
sufficient levels of service to existing development;
Adequate utilities, access roads and drainage facilities are already existing for the
subject property. The proposed accessory structure is intended to lessen the burden
upon energy-providing utilities.
6. Whether the proposed SUP is consistent with or will have significant adverse impacts on other
property in the vicinity of the subject tract; and
The accessory structure will not have a significant adverse impact on other properties
located within the vicinity of the subject tract because the property is large enough to
accommodate the structure and is compatible with the intent of the Single-Family (SF10) District. The applicant has indicated storm water runoff from the structure would
be directed internally to the property and in the event of a more significant rainfall, the
storm water will sheet drain via the driveway into the existing ditch paralleling Toler
Road.
7. The suitability of the subject property for the existing zoning and the proposed use sought by
the SUP;

The proposed SUP does not compromise the surrounding developed land use pattern.
The accessory structure would not exceed the allowed 35% of the rear yard and the
height of the proposed structure would be less than the primary structure.
With respect to the built environment, the proposed dimensions and materials of the
carport are compatible with similar accessory structures adjacent to the site.
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICES
Notice of public hearing was mailed, posted, and published in accordance with the Texas Local
Government Code and the Rowlett Development Code. Twenty (20) 200-foot notices and thirtynine (39) courtesy 500-foot notices were mailed in November 2020. As of December 3, 2020, staff
has received the following:
• Zero (0) notices in favor and zero (0) notices in opposition within 200 feet.
• Two (2) notices in favor and zero (0) notices in opposition within 500 feet.
FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
N/A
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Approval of the SUP to allow a carport with an area of 800 square feet as reflected on the site
plan and materials provided with the following condition:
1.

The solar panels shall be installed in compliance with Section 77-303.D.4 of the Rowlett
Development Code.

The proposed carport will not compromise the intent of the Single-Family (SF-10) District or Estate
Residential designation because it is compatible with the built single-family residential land use
pattern. The primary use of the structure as support for solar panels to meet the energy needs of
the home in the most efficient manner and the secondary use as shelter for vehicles is a
reasonable and customary ancillary use complementing the residential use of the property.
Moreover, the structure is congruent with the surrounding built environment, as surrounding
properties have accessory structures of comparable proportions functioning as a means of
vehicular storage.
ORDINANCE
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROWLETT, TEXAS, AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE
ZONING ORDINANCE, PLAN AND MAP OF THE CITY OF ROWLETT, TEXAS, AS
HERETOFORE AMENDED, BY GRANTING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR AN 800 SQUAREFOOT ACCESSORY STRUCTURE ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2906 TOLER ROAD IN THE
CITY OF ROWLETT, DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS; PROVIDING DEVELOPMENT AND USE
STANDARDS; PROVIDING A REPEALING CLAUSE; PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE;
PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING FOR A PENALTY OF FINE NOT TO
EXCEED THE SUM OF TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) FOR EACH OFFENSE; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission of the City of Rowlett and the governing
body of the City of Rowlett, in compliance with state laws with reference to amending the
Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance, have given the requisite notice by publication and otherwise,
and after holding due hearings and affording a full and fair hearing to all property owners and
interested persons generally, the governing body of the City of Rowlett is of the opinion that said
zoning ordinance, plan and map should be amended as provided herein.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROWLETT, TEXAS:
SECTION 1: That the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance, Plan and Map of the
City of Rowlett, Texas, heretofore duly passed by the governing body of the City
of Rowlett, as heretofore amended, be and the same are hereby amended by
granting a Special Use Permit to allow for an 800 square-foot accessory structure
on property located at 2906 Toler Road and described as being a 0.843-acre site
in the City of Rowlett, Dallas County, Texas, and being more particularly described
in Exhibit “A” and Exhibit “B” attached hereto and incorporated herein (hereinafter
the “Property”).
SECTION 2: That an accessory structure be and is hereby authorized to be
constructed on the Property under the following terms and conditions:
1. The dimensions of the accessory structure shall be 20 feet wide by 40 feet
in length (800 square feet maximum).
2. The accessory structure shall be no greater than 13 feet and 8 inches in
height.
3. The accessory structure shall be detached from the primary dwelling unit
and situated on the Property in accordance with Exhibit B.
4. The accessory structure shall be metal in construction and painted to match
the color of the primary dwelling structure.
5. The property owner or contractor shall obtain all required building permits
and pay any penalty associated with work done without proper permits.
6. The Property and the accessory structure shall be used only in the manner
and for the purpose provided herein and by the ordinances of the City of
Rowlett, Texas, as heretofore amended, and as amended herein. Except
as otherwise expressly provided for in this Ordinance, the development,
use and occupancy of the Property and the accessory structure shall
conform to the standards and regulations set forth in the Single-Family
Residential (SF-10) District and the regulations pertaining to accessory
structures in residential districts of the Rowlett Development Code (RDC)
(Chapter 77 of the Code of Ordinances of the Rowlett, Texas), and Code
of Ordinances of the City of Rowlett, Texas, as amended; and
7. The authorization contained in this Ordinance is not intended and shall not
be construed to approve any development plan of any kind, including but

not limited to a site plan, landscaping plan, façade plan or other plan, nor
grant any permit or variance of any kind, otherwise required by existing
ordinance of the City.
SECTION 3: That all provisions of the ordinances of the City of Rowlett in conflict
with the provisions of this ordinance as applicable to the Property be and the same
are hereby repealed and all other provisions of the ordinances of the City of Rowlett
not in conflict with the provisions of this ordinance shall remain in full force and effect.
SECTION 4: That an offense committed before the effective date of this ordinance
is governed by the prior law and the provisions of the Code of Ordinances, as
amended, in effect when the offense was committed, and the former law is continued
in effect for this purpose.
SECTION 5: That should any sentence, paragraph, subdivision, clause, phrase, or
section of this ordinance be adjudged or held to be unconstitutional, illegal, or invalid
the same shall not affect the validity of this ordinance as a whole or any part or
provision hereof other than the part so decided to be invalid, illegal or unconstitutional,
and shall not affect the validity of the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance as a whole.
SECTION 6: That any person, firm, or corporation violating any of the provisions or
terms of this ordinance shall be subject to the same penalty as provided for in the
Code of Ordinances of the City of Rowlett, as heretofore amended, and upon
conviction shall be punished by a fine not to exceed the sum of Two Thousand Dollars
($2,000.00) for each offense; and each and every day such violation shall continue
shall be deemed to constitute a separate offense.
SECTION 7: This ordinance shall take effect immediately from and after its
passage and the publication of the caption, as the law and charter in such cases
provide.
ATTACHMENTS
Exhibit A – Statement of Intent and Purpose
Exhibit B – Zoning Concept Plan
Attachment 1 – Site Location Map
Attachment 2 – Existing Zoning Map
Attachment 3 – Proposed Zoning Map
Attachment 4 – Buffer Map
Attachment 5 – Public Response Notices

SUP Request
2906 Toler Road Oversized Carport
Lot 5, Block 3 of Chandler Park #2

EXHIBIT A

Objective / Site Data
Conduct a public hearing and make a recommendation on a Special Use Permit (SUP) request for a 800 square foot carport visible from a public street on property zoned Single Family Residential (SF -10) District
Section 77.303.C.7 of the RDC requires a SUP for carports visible from a public street that exceed 500 square feet and deviate from the design standards defined therein
Description of the Project
Conduct a public hearing and make a recommendation to the City Council on a request by Robert Staring for a Special Use Permit (SUP) to allow an accessory structure excceeding 500
square feet on property zoned Single Family Residential (SF-10) District. The .8430-acre site is located approximately 250 feet to the northwest of Hickox Road and Toler Road
Proerty Data
The .8430-acre site is a rectangular shaped lot; 100 feet in width and 367.25 feet in depth. The site is developed with a 3067 square foot residential 2-story home and a
single 8 foot by 12 foot accessory structure which is 96 square feet. The structure is 9' in height and used as a storage shed. A 6 foot wood fence borders the northwest,
Property Location
The subject property is located at 2906 Toler Road, Rowlett, Tx. Specifically Lot 5, in Block 3 of Chandler Park No 2. Current zoning of the project is Single Family SF-10
Justification
The applicant is proposing to constuct an 800 square foot metal carport covering which is designed and dimensioned to support 36 individual solar panels measuring 64.97" x 39.06" (each panel) to effectively
achieve the solar energy power for applicants residential energy consumption needs.
Lot Specifics
Property lot coverage is 100' feet wide by 367.25' for total lot area of 36,725 sf. Acreage total equals .8430 Acres
Existing home sq ft coverage is 3076 sf living area, attached garage 484 sf for total 3,551sf improvements for the single family residence. Additionally, there is a 8' x 12' shed on the property
Carport to be located specifically 75' from south property line, 5' from north property line, 125' from east property line, 200' from west property line
Property line setbacks are as follows: 35' build line from east property line adjacent to Toler Road, 3' setback from north property line, 7.5' utility easement from south property line, and 15' utility easement
from west property line
Carport Structure
Concrete flatwork, Permit #21162 was issued March 3/16/2020. The site area included 26ft x 60ft x 7" total excavation depth for new flatwork extending original driveway. 2" depth 1-1/2" aggregate was
installed in planned flatwork site. 1/2" (#4) steel rebar installed on 16" OC grid pattern. 5-6" 3500psi concrete poured and leveled for new driveway extension.
Carport construction consists of 4" x 4" x 5/16" steel posts anchored with 3/8" x 5" wedge anchors attached to concrete flatwork. 14 gauge steel C perlins erected as carport top frame. 26 gauge steel R
panels installed on top of carport. Structure is 13'8" height on north side of structure with a 11'8" height on south side. This incline was designed specifically to achieve the greatest amount of solar intensity to
the planned grid.
Carport covering is visable from public street Toler Road but is located 145ft from the nearest streetside of Toler Road. A 6' wood fence currently exists at the 5' setback from the north property line and also
includes a section of red tip photenia's which have growth potential in excess of 12' in height. 6' wood fence also encompasses the remaing 3 sides of property and acts as a visual buffer to the carport
structure.
Carport construction has been started and and the main structure currently exists. Solar company Mr. Staring contracted for the solar power system, as well as the carport structure began construction
without first obtaining proper permit and City approval. Construction has since been halted and no solar panels have been installed.
Solar company hired Tom Witherspoon, Ph.D., P.E. Licensed Professional Engineer, to perform an independent analysis of the existing carport's structural framework and noted the framework and connection
to the concrete meet or exceed the requirements of the 2015 and 2018 International Residential Code as per his September 16, 2020 report.
Watershed from the carport will be concentrated to the Mr. Staring's internal lot's permeable surface area and therefore will have no adverse affects of water drainage to surrounding neighbors property.
Assuming conditions exist for flooding and heavy rainfall, when lawn is unable to absorb the excessive runoff, rainwater will flow onto the driveway and in the direction to the barrow ditch running parellel to
Toler Road.
Other options were explored to satisfy the solar panel location. Unfortunately, there lacks sufficient square footage on the desired slope of main house to achieve the optimum solar power to properly
implement the system. Stand alone panels in the rear yard was also not a viable solution because of a) obstruction to the interior yard could cause possible injury or harm to home occupants, (including
adolescent children and pets) b) limits the homeowners basic use of lawn and rear yard c) potential damage to the panels/system from accidents inherent to an internal yard location setup d) the addtional cost
to build a grid to support the large square footage requirements.
Primarily, the structure will be used to support solar panel grid sizing. Secondly, carport will provide shelter for owner/occupants vehicles.

SUP Request
2906 Toler Road Oversized Carport
Lot 5, Block 3 of Chandler Park #2

EXHIBIT A

Special Use Checklist:
1
2
3
4

5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

800 SF Carport specifically designed for solar panel grid as well as providing shelter for vehicles
Single Family Residential Zoning (SF-10) with no change to zoning or land use proposed
No new density changes or impacts with the project
1
Project is consistent with the comprehensive plan and other infrastructure related plans, all applicable provision of the Code, and applicable state and federal regulations.
2
The proposed project is consistent with the purpose and intent of the zoning district in which the project is located
The Project meets the challenge of energy savings and as well as may provide a source of green energy into the power generation infrastructure to others. In addition, will provide
3
shelter for vehicles in the event of damaging weather conditions
4
Energy output of solar energy system will potentially benefit others through excess power produced by the solar panel system.
5
No impact to the public. The establishment and use of the solar panels and carport is intended for private use at a residence
6
No impact or impairment to any neighboring properties.
7
The carport and solar panel system is a suitable project within the residential area as many neighboring residences have similar carports.
Shown on Exhibit A - Concept Plan
Shown on Exhibit A - Concept Plan
Shown on Exhibit A - Concept Plan
Shown on Exhibit A - Concept Plan
The carport will be used for solar panels and shelter for personal cars owned by the resident
Attached photos ofn the residence
Shown on Exhibit A - Concept Plan
Attached design document
N/A unless requested from the City
Survey attached
Home height 30 feet

EXHIBIT B

Existing Structure:
Shed Height - 8 feet
Shed square feet - 96
Principal Building Structure:
House Height – 30 feet
House square feet – 3551
(including attached garage)
Proposed Carport Structure:
Carport Height – 13’8” ft tall
Carport square feet – 800 sq ft
Carport Setbacks:
NE (Front) 125 feet
SW (Rear) 200 feet
NW (Side A) 5 feet
SE (Side B) 75 feet

Total Lot Square Footage: 36,725
Lot. Coverage: .8430-acre

A

B
40Lf

20Lf

Max Lot Coverage under SF-10
Zoning-45% lot coverage limit 16,526
Sf
Existing:
Main 3,551
Shed 96
Flatwork 4,676
Total: 8,323
After Carport Addition: 9,123
Total Rear Lot Square Footage:
26,133

OWNER
Robert Staring
2906 Toler Road
Rowlett, TX 75089
214.289.7793
uberstaring@gmail.com
APPLICANT
Rod Staring
3806 Toler Road
Rowlett, TX 75089
214.552.6947
Rod @texeliteconstruction.com

Max Rear Lot Coverage under SF-10
Zoning-35% lot coverage limit 9,147
Existing Rear Lot Impervious: 1,556

EXHIBIT A
CONCEPT PLAN
*Staring Carport*
2906 TOLER ROAD
CHANDLER PARK 2
BLOCK 3, LOT 5
DALLAS COUNTY
OCTOBER 19, 2020

EXHIBIT B
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ATTACHMENT 5

CITY OF ROWLETT
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
AGENDA DATE: 01/05/2020

AGENDA ITEM: 8B

TITLE
Conduct a public hearing and take action on a resolution regarding amendments to the Community
Development Block Grant programs.
STAFF REPRESENTATIVE
Munal Mauladad, Community Development Director
Susan Nix, CDBG Administrator
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
As part of an overall strategic priority to ensure a safe community, the City Council has adopted
the goals to promote planning and preparedness as well as strengthening public outreach. The
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development has distributed CDBG-CV funds to address
the unique needs of low- and moderate-income families as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. In
order to utilize the funds as prescribed, Staff is proposing specific substantial amendments to the
Annual Action Plans for the following FY2018-2019, FY2019-2020 and FY2020-2021.
STRATEGIC PRIORITY AND GOAL(S)
Strategic Priorities
GOVERN
TRANSPARENTLY &
INCLUSIVELY

Strategic Goals

1.8 Provide accurate and timely information to policy
makers and the public.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
The City is an entitlement city for the receipt of federal Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds administered and distributed by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). The City has received federal CDBG funding through the CARES Act to
assist in responding to special community needs associated with COVID-19.
At their May 5, 2020 meeting, the City Council approved Resolution 054-20 adopting the
amendments to the CDBG programs to ensure funds were appropriated to agencies that were
assisting low- to moderate-income households to combat the impact of the pandemic. These
allocations are described in the Discussion below.
DISCUSSION
The City Council has requested the CDBG-CV funds be utilized in a manner to assist the residents
of Rowlett who have been impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic. As a result, the City Council
approved Resolution 054-20 adopting the following amendments to the CBDG programs:

1. An amendment to the FY2019-2020 Annual Action Plan to allow the City to receive and
administer $161,028 in CDBG-CV funds made available through the CARES Act. Of these
funds, $128,823 was allocated for economic development assistance impacted by COVID19 and the remaining $32,205 was allocated for the administration and management of this
grant.
2. An amendment to the FY2019 Annual Action Plan to utilize Public Facilities funds in the
amount of $158,730 for Public Services for COVID-19 programs. These funds were
allocated as follows:
a. Salvation Army: $50,000 for rental/mortgage and utility assistance
b. Life Message: $50,000 for food pantry and transportation services.
c. The remaining balance: $58,730 has not yet been allocated.
Unfortunately, HUD had not issued specific guidelines for economic development assistance at
the time a commitment for the CDBG-CV funds was made. However, since then, it has been
determined that this allocation should perhaps be re-evaluated for public service uses.
Furthermore, the City is the recipient of the third round of CDBG-CV funds in the amount of
$205,000. Combined, the City has been allocated $366,028 to assist with impacts of the pandemic.
At their October 6th Work Session, the Council received a presentation to discuss the redistribution
of the 2019 CBBG funds from CV funds to public facilities. It was also the Council’s consensus to
utilize these funds for alleys, sidewalks, and parks. On December 1st, the Council received a
presentation identifying which infrastructure projects are in need of repair, rehabilitation or
equipment and are also a high priority. Consensus was reached to allocate funding for the
following;
1. Lakeshore/Windridge Alley – An estimated cost of $158,730
2. Blue Quail Sidewalk – An estimated cost of $66,784
3. Meadowlark Sidewalk – An estimated cost of $142,899
4. Isaac Scruggs Park shade structure – An estimated cost of $10,000
5. Kenwood Heights Park pavilion and grill – An estimated cost of $25,000
Furthermore, the recommendation to allocate an additional $28,000 to the Salvation Army from
the CDBG-CV funds is based on their increased activity. As of November 13, 2020, they have
expended all funds. The Salvation Army will likely pursue additional funding. Life Message is
currently working on their reports and at this time an additional allocation is not proposed. It should
be taken into consideration that the City has received the third round of CDBG-CV funds in the
amount of $205,000. The use of this allocation will be presented at a future date. There is also
greater flexibility in reporting deadlines and these programs are able to run for a longer period of
time (3 years) and not on an annual basis.
In order to achieve the aforementioned, pertinent annual action plans would have to be amended
through the public hearing process. Table 1 below describes the current and proposed allocations
per Annual Plan year.

Table 1: Current and Proposed Allocations
Original Allocation
Amount

Move to

Amount
$66,783.79

2018 Public Facilities - GrantShipman Alley Project (2018 CDBG
Entitlement funds)

$66,783.79

Public Facilities (Blue
Quail Sidewalk)

2019 Public Services – Salvation
Army - to provide assistance with
rent, mortgages, or utilities for
persons or households impacted by
COVID-19 (2019 CDBG Entitlement
funds)

$50,000

Public Facilities
$158,730
(Lakeshore/Windridge
Alley)

2019 Public Services – Life Message
– to provide assistance with food
pantry and transportation services
and other housing related expenses
(2019 CDBG Entitlement funds)

$50,000

2019 Other Eligible Activities – not
yet designated by City Council (2019
CDBG Entitlement funds)

$58,730

2019 CDBG-CV - Economic
Development and Special Economic
Development Assistance – to provide
assistance to small business and/or
microenterprises that have been
impacted by COVID-19

$128,823

Public Services Salvation Army - to
provide assistance
with rent, mortgages,
or utilities for persons
or households
impacted by COVID19

$78,823

Public Services - Life
Message – to provide
assistance with food
pantry, clothing,
transportation
services and other
housing related
expenses

$50,000

2020 CDBG – Funds were originally
allocated to an undesignated Public
Facility project. Funds are being
planned for use for designated Public
Facility Park and Sidewalk Projects.

$177,899

Isaac Scruggs Park –
Shade Structure –
improvements to
neighborhood park

$10,000

Kenwood Heights
Park – Pavilion and
Grill Project –
improvements to
neighborhood park

$25,000

Public Facilities –
Meadowlark Sidewalk
– improvements to
sidewalks in eligible
CDBG area

$142,899

The location and description of the proposed public facilities projects is provided in Attachment B.
The City is complying with public participation requirements for substantial amendments.
Specifically, and in accordance with waivers granted by HUD through the CARES Act and because
of the urgent need to accelerate the use of the CDBG and CDBG-CV funds, the City is amending
the Citizen Participation Plan by shortening the comment period for substantial amendments and
public notifications. The City will receive public comment in a 7-day public review and comment
period as published in the Dallas Morning News and posted online on the City of Rowlett’s website
at www.rowlett.com. A notice was published on December 18th and will run for the duration of 13
days. Staff will update the Council at the January 5, 2021 meeting if any comments were received.
FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
Approximately $403,412 CDBG funding has been made available to enable infrastructure
improvements as well as assistance in responding to special community needs associated with
COVID-19.
RECOMMENDED ACTION
Move to approve a resolution authorizing the following;
1. FY 2018-2019 Annual Action Plan: The City has a remaining balance of $66,783.79
originally allocated to the Grant-Shipman Alley Project. These funds are now being
allocated to another Public Facility, the Blue Quail Sidewalk Project.
2. FY 2019-2020 Annual Action Plan: The City has previously allocated 2019 CDBG funds
for Public Services (Salvation Army and Life Message). These funds are now being
planned to be utilized for the Lakeshore Windridge Alley Project.

3. FY 2019-2020 Annual Action Plan: The City has previously allocated 2019 CDBG-CV
funds for Economic Development and Special Economic Development. These funds may
be used to prevent or prepare for the spread of coronavirus 19 (COVID-19) and respond
and facilitate assistance to eligible households, persons, and businesses economically
impacted by COVID-19 These funds are now being planned to be utilized for Public
Services for two non-profit organizations (Life Message and Salvation Army).
4. FY2020-2021 Annual Action Plan: Upon notification from the US Dept of Housing and
Urban Development of a reduction of grant funds, the total grant award for the City of
Rowlett is being amended from $273,733 to $273,691.
RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROWLETT, TEXAS, APPROVING
SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY’S COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK
GRANT PROGRAM, AMENDING THE FY 2018-2019 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN, THE FY 20192020 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN AND THE FY 2020-2021 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN TO UTILIZE
FUNDING RESOURCES AND ACTIVITIES TO MEET ESTABLISHED NEEDS AND TO
PROVIDE FUNDING REALLOCATIONS FOR PRIOR ACTION PLANS AND PROGRAMS;
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AND SUBMIT ALL DOCUMENTATION
AND CERTIFICATIONS TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT (HUD) IN ORDER TO RECEIVE FUNDING THROUGH THE PROGRAMS; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has the goal of providing a safe, healthy, and quality
environment for all residents in the City; and
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has requested and received funding from the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development’s Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Program to be used to further the achievement of goals, delivery of services, and increase
opportunities for residents with low- to moderate-income or special needs in the City of Rowlett;
and
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has adopted a consolidated plan and action plans in order
to allocate CDBG funds to meet community needs, and the Council now finds and determines that
amendments for reallocations are necessary due to the COVID-19 pandemic and to qualify for and
meet requirements under the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security (CARES) Act;
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has been successful in obtaining Community Development
Block Grant Program funding to accomplish community goals and strategies; and
WHEREAS, the City of Rowlett has published notice of proposed substantial amendments
and provided the required public comment period, a copy of which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibit A, as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that the amendments to the plans
described herein are in the best interest of the public health, safety and welfare.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROWLETT, TEXAS:
SECTION 1: That the City Council of the City of Rowlett hereby adopts the
Substantial Amendments to the City’s FY 2018-2019 Annual Action Plan, the FY
2019-2020 Annual Action Plan and the FY 2020-2021 Annual Action Plan as shown
in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and incorporated herein.
SECTION 2: That the City of Rowlett hereby grants, designates and delegates to
the City Manager the authority to execute and submit all documentation and
certifications necessary to the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) in order to receive approval for the amendment and facilitate
eligible services and programs for low- to moderate-income and special need
residents in the City, including a copy of the public notice attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibit A.
SECTION 3: This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its passage.

ATTACHMENTS
Exhibit A – Substantial Amendments
Exhibit B – Public Facilities

EXHIBIT A

SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT
CITY OF ROWLETT
2018 ANNUAL PLAN
2019 ANNUAL PLAN
2020 ANNUAL PLAN
PUBLIC NOTICE
The City of Rowlett is an entitlement city for the receipt of federal Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) funds administered and distributed by the U.S. Department of Housing and Community
Development (HUD). The City has been notified that it will receive federal CDBG funding through
the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES Act) to assist in responding to
special community needs associated with COVID-19.
As part of the process to receive CDBG funds, the City must develop a Consolidated Plan, which is a
5-year strategic plan that identifies community development and housing needs, priorities, and
measurable goals, and an Annual Action Plan which describes the annual funding resources and
activities to be provided to meet identified priority needs.
In accordance with 24 CFR 91.05(c)(2) and subpart B of the federal regulations relative to citizen
participation for Community Planning and Development Programs and applicable waivers made
available to those requirements through the CARES Act, the City of Rowlett is making amendments to
the 2016 - 2020 Consolidated Plan, the 2018 Annual Plan, the 2019 Annual Plan, and the 2020 Annual
Plan, and making the public aware of these amendments through this notice.
Public Comment Period and Process:
These amendments are available for a 5-day public review and comment period from December 18,
2020 to December 31, 2020. Citizens wishing to submit written comments may email comments no
later than December 31, 2020 to snix@rowlett.com., or mail them, postmarked no later than December
31, 2020, to the following:
City of Rowlett
Community Development Department
Attention: Susan Nix, CDBG Administrator
5702 Rowlett Road
Rowlett, TX 75089
Amendments:
1. FY 2018-2019 Annual Action Plan: The City has a remaining balance of $66,783.79 originally
allocated to the Grant-Shipman Alley Project. These funds are now being allocated to another
Public Facility, the Blue Quail Sidewalk Project.
2. FY 2019-2020 Annual Action Plan: The City has previously allocated 2019 CDBG funds for
Public Services (Salvation Army and Life Message). These funds are now being planned to be
utilized for the Lakeshore Windridge Alley Project.
3. FY 2019-2020 Annual Action Plan: The City has previously allocated 2019 CDBG-CV funds
for Economic Development and Special Economic Development. These funds may be used to
prevent or prepare for the spread of coronavirus 19 (COVID-19) and respond and facilitate
assistance to eligible households, persons, and businesses economically impacted by COVID-
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19 These funds are now being planned to be utilized for Public Services for two non-profit
organizations (Life Message and Salvation Army).
4. FY2020-2021 Annual Action Plan: Upon notification from the US Dept of Housing and Urban
Development of a reduction of grant funds, the total grant award for the City of Rowlett is
being amended from $273,733 to $273,691.
The 2018-2019 Plan, the 2019-2020 Plan, and the 2020-2021 Plan are being amended to allow the City
to utilize 2018 annual entitlement CDBG funds, 2019 annual entitlement CDBG funds, 2020 annual
entitlement CDBG funds, and CDBG-CV funds as follows:
Original Allocation
2018 Public Facilities - GrantShipman Alley Project (2018 CDBG
Entitlement funds)

Amount
$66,783.79

Move to
Public Facilities (Blue
Quail Sidewalk)

Amount
$66,783.79

2019 Public Services – Salvation
$50,000
Army - to provide assistance with
rent, mortgages, or utilities for
persons or households impacted by
COVID-19 (2019 CDBG
Entitlement funds)
2019 Public Services – Life Message $50,000
– to provide assistance with food
pantry and transportation services
and other housing related expenses
(2019 CDBG Entitlement funds)
2019 Other Eligible Activities – not $58,730
yet designated by City Council
(2019 CDBG Entitlement funds)

Public Facilities
(Lakeshore/Windridge
Alley)

$158,730

2019 CDBG-CV - Economic
Development and Special Economic
Development Assistance – to
provide assistance to small business
and/or microenterprises that have
been impacted by COVID-19

Public Services - Salvation
Army - to provide
assistance with rent,
mortgages, or utilities for
persons or households
impacted by COVID-19
Public Services - Life
Message – to provide
assistance with food
pantry, clothing,
transportation services and
other housing related
expenses

$78,823

$128,823

2020 CDBG – Funds were originally $177,899
allocated to an undesignated Public
Facility project. Funds are being
planned for use for designated Public
Facility Park and Sidewalk Projects.

$50,000

Isaac Scruggs Park – Shade $10,000
Structure – improvements
to neighborhood park
Kenwood Heights Park –
$25,000
Pavilion and Grill Project –
improvements to
neighborhood park

EXHIBIT A

Public Facilities –
Meadowlark Sidewalk –
improvements to sidewalks
in eligible CDBG area

$142,899

Further, eligible CDBG costs incurred as of March 27, 2020, (which is the date which President Trump
signed the CARES Act) and paid for with nonfederal funds may be repaid with 2019-2020 CDBG or
CDBG-CV funds. These pre-award costs will meet all HUD requirements applicable to CDBG,
including those under the CARES Act. Unless waived by HUD, CDBG pre-award costs for FY 20202021 will not exceed 25% of the grant and will be used for the CDBG eligible activities as indicated
above.
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Lakeshore/Windridge Alley Project
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Blue Quail Lane Sidewalk Project
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Isaac Scruggs Park Shade Structure Project
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Kenwood Heights Park Pavilion and Grill Project
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Meadowlark Lane Sidewalk Project

