City Council Work Session Handouts

July 20, 2015

Review and Discuss Richardson’s Recognition as a Bronze Bike Friendly
Community

Review and Discuss Methodist Richardson Medical Center

Review and Discuss Proposed City Charter Propositions

Review and Discuss the Future Bond Program Development




League of American Bicyclists Names
Richardson a Bike Friendly
Community




League of American Bicyclists Standards
THESE'S

Engineerin@treating safe and convenient places to ride and
park

Education)Giving people of all ages and abilities the skills and
confidence to ride

Encouragement>Creating a strong bike culture that welcomes
and celebrates bicycling

Enforcement Ensuring safe roads for all users

Evaluation & Planning>Planning for bicycling as a safe and
Viable transportation option

League of American Bicyclists Names
Richardson a Bike Friendly Community



Bicycle Friendly Communities

BY RANK

As of spring 2015, 350 communities bave received
recognition as a bronze, silver, gold or platinum

BFC. There are currently no diamond BFCs,
See the full list at bikeleague.org/community
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League of American Bicyclists Names
Richardson a Bike Friendly Community



Richardson’s History with the League of

American Bicyclists
— Original award application (2012)
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League of American Bicyclists Names
Richardson a Bike Friendly Community
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This year’s application WS THE LEAGUE

§ OF AMERICAN BICYCLISTS

Earned Bronze designation

1 of 5 in Texas
Richardson - Bronze

Austin — Silver
Houston — Bronze
San Antonio — Bronze
The Woodlands - Bronze Photo from unveiling

15tin North Texas

League of American Bicyclists Names
Richardson a Bike Friendly Community
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City of Richardson
Council Presentation

Kenneth Hutchenrider, FACHE
President
July 20, 2015
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Methodist

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

Where life shines bright.s




©Methodist Background

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

» First Richardson hospital - opened
in 1963 on Spring Valley Rd .
Owned by a group of Dallas &
Richardson physicians

* Richardson Hospital Authority
(RHA) was created and purchased
Spring Valley hospital in 1966

* New facility in Richardson needed.
Replacement hospital opened on
Campbell Home — 1880s Campbell Road in 1977

I I_—— — Gift of 18 acres of land on
Campbell Road donated by Van
e . Davis & Associates and the Alma
McCutchin family

— RHA received private gifts,
revenue bonds, and Hill-Burton
government grant to build the Al
facilities

Where life shines bright



© Methodist

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

Methodist Richardson Today

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

&\ @MethOdlSt Where life shines bright"

W your family's health has a new home.

New 125-bed, four-story Methodist
Richardson Medical Center offers enhanced
health care services to Richardson,
Garland, Murphy, Plano, Sachse, Wylie,
and surrounding areas.

125 bed not-for-profit, acute care hospital
offering medical, surgical and behavioral
health

Advanced electrophysiology lab and
interventional cardiovascular and
neuroradiology suites

Extensive outpatient services focused on
minimally invasive treatments

Adjacent Cancer Center with leading-edge
diagnostic and treatment technologies

400+ physicians in 35 specialties

Mayo Clinic Affiliation: e-consults and ..~
research opportunities = :

Where life shines bright. ¢



©Methodist Service Area Map

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER
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©Methodist Hospital Statistics

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

 Hospital Statistics
— Admissions = 8,846 (+23%)

— Average Daily Census =112 (+21%)
— ED Visits = 40,015 (+15%)

— Deliveries = 1,791 (+43%)

— Surgeries = 3,529 (+18%)
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@Methodist 2013 — 2015 Recognitions

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

» Accredited by the Chest Pain Center

PATHWAY  Achieved Nursing Pathway to Excellence

TO EXCELLEMCE

| &LCREDITED . » Accredited by the American College of Surgeons

\ \chest rancemer / / Commission on Cancer and the National

e Accreditation Program for Breast Centers

LAC

INTERSOCIETAL
ANOCREDITATTION
COMMISSION

» Designated as an American College of Radiology
Breast Imaging Center of Excellence

 Texas Health Care Quality Improvement Silver
Award

» Accredited by the American Academy of Sleep
Medicine

» Accredited by the Intersocietal Accreditation
Committee for Adult ECHO

« American Heart Association Mission Lifeline

NAP

MATIONAL ACCREDITATION PROGRAM FOR BREAST CENTERS
ACCREDITED BREAST CENTER

TEXAS e MHS Texas Award for Performance Excellence
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http://www.wyliechamber.org/
http://www.wyliechamber.org/

©Methodist MRMC Growth — Facilities

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

New 25 Bed Expansion underway

New Urgent Care Center

New Outpatient Diagnostic Center — Northstar
New Primary Care Clinic

— Garland Firewheel — Dr. Roxana Cham

— Murphy — Coming Soon!

New 3-D Mammography

New 64 slice CT Scanner in ER

Where life shines bright ‘




©Methodist MRMC Growth — Physicians

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

 New physicians utilizing our facility

Cezar Sandu, MD, Orthopedic Surgery

James Hayhurst, MD, Edic Stefanian, MD and Atif Bagai, MD,
Vascular Surgery

Kyle Mathews, MD, Uro-Gynecology

Shafig Ali, MD, James Francesconi, MD and Frederic Nguyen,
MD, Neurology

Bernard Adami, MD and Hue Tang, MD, OB/GYN
Vivek Tank, M.D., Interventional Neurologist

Richard Salter MD, Teresa Bascom MD, Nicolas Lux, MD,
and Denisse Holcomb, MD, OB/GYN

Thomas LeVoyer, MD, and David Smith, MD, Surgical
Oncology/General Surgery 2

John George, MD, Interventional Cardiology L 'y




©Methodist MRMC Growth — Services

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

New vascular / Neuro procedures

New EP procedures

Expansion of Robotic Procedures

NICU success — 22 week 6 day birth

OB Hospitalist program

Expansion of Inpatient Hospitalist Program
e Grown from 4 to 8 Physicians

F = f §
Where life shines bright @&s ¥




@Methodist  Campbell Campus Revitalization

RICHARDSON MEDICAL CENTER

e Current

Emergency Department
Behavioral Health Services
Outpatient Lab and Radiology

Outpatient Plaza

* Anti-coag clinic, physical therapy, diabetes education and
screening mammography

* New
e Older Adult Behavioral Health — Opened July 1st

e Long Term Acute Care Unit managed by Vibra Inc. —
Opening First Quarter 2016 .

« Lead on skilled nursing unit managed by 3" Party —
currently negotiating lease terms

Where life shines bright ¢
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Discussion of Preliminary
Charter Propositions

July 20, 2015



Tonight’s Agenda Item

e Review preliminary ballot propositions as
prepared by the City Attorney

e Review information from State of Texas, Dallas
County and Collin County regarding election
services and ballot considerations

* Provide feedback and input



Preliminary Charter Propositions

City Attorney developed preliminary propositions
based on:

e City Council direction
e Charter Review Commission recommendations

e Election Code stipulations that state propositions
amending a city’s charter must:

e Allow voters only two choices: approve or disapprove
* Include only one subject

e Final proofreading/editing of proposed wording

e As of July 20", 84 preliminary propositions have
been identified for voter consideration



Charter Election Considerations

Election Services Contracts

e The City contracts with Dallas County to administer
elections.
— This provides cost-sharing with the county and other

contracting entities, polling location sharing, uniform
administration of all elections, and convenience to voters.

e Dallas County handles both Dallas and Collin County
voters who live in Richardson for the General Election in
May.

 For November elections, Dallas County will only handle
Dallas County residents within Richardson



Charter Election Considerations

Election Services Contracts

 The City will need to contract with Collin County to
handle the Collin County voters within Richardson

 The City will contract with both Collin and Dallas
County to administer the November Bond and Charter
election for all Richardson voters



Charter Election Considerations

Ballot Considerations & Equipment Limitations

 The November ballot will contain 7 constitutional
amendments in addition to any other entity elections

 The ballot for both Collin County and Dallas County
voters will list the constitutional amendments first,
followed by the bond propositions, then the charter
amendment propositions.



Charter Election Considerations

Ballot Considerations & Equipment Limitations

e Collin and Dallas County use voting systems and equipment
that are compliant with the Election Code and approved by
the Secretary of State through a certification process.

e Dallas County has explained that the voting
systems/equipment have programming limitations with
regard to the paper ballot

— The limitation is a 4 page paper ballot per voter, which includes a total
of 8 sides on 17 inch paper

— This limitation includes the space for the constitutional amendments,
therefore leaving potentially only 6-7 sides for both the bond
propositions and the charter amendments in English and Spanish

— Collin County has more capacity for the paper ballot, but has
explained that the ballot could be up to 14 pages or more



Charter Election Considerations

Ballot Considerations & Equipment Limitations

e City staff is in the process of working with Dallas
County to determine available space based on font
Size, page size, and margins

* During the next week, City staff will work to see

how many propositions can “fit” within these
configurations



Feedback/Input Requested

e City Council is requested to review preliminary
propositions over the next week and be
prepared to discuss at the July 27t City
Council meeting

e City staff will provide a progress report at the
July 27t City Council meeting on the ballot
configuration



Next Steps

June = July: City council review and discussion of
recommendations

— June 22" — City council work session

— July 20" — City council update

— July 27t — City council update
July — August: City attorney final review and
preparation of ballot language
August: City council action to call an election
— August 24t — Last possible date to call an election
November: Hold election

— November 3" — Election day (early voting begins
October 19t)

10



FOR: City Manager, Dan Johnson
FROM: City Attorney, Peter G. Smith
DATE: July 20, 2015

SUBJECT: Richardson City Charter Election Recommendations and Propositions

We have reviewed the Charter Commission Recommendations and have prepared a
preliminary draft of proposed propositions for the November election.

Number of Propositions: Presently there are 84 possible propositions. While that is a large
number of propositions for the voters to consider, the number of propositions is understandable
since the Charter has been amended only a few times since its original adoption to address specific
issues. According to the publication “Texas Home Rule Charters” by Terrell Blodgett, in 2006, one
city had as many as 81 propositions and another city in 2007 had as many as 70 propositions. The
number of propositions is necessary because each proposition must be limited to a single subject
matter. What constitutes a signal subject has not been determined or construed by the courts or the
Texas Attorney General. The City Council has the authority and discretion to accept, modify or
reject any of the recommendations of the Charter Commission.

Dallas County Election Officials May Limit Number of Propositions: Based on
communications she has received from the Dallas County Election Administrator, the City
Secretary has advised there may be a limit of eight (8) ballot pages for the November election.
Because the November ballot will contain several state constitutional amendment questions and the
proposed bond election propositions, the space on the ballot for Charter propositions will be limited.

Recommendations Which Could be Omitted: We have reviewed the Charter Commission
Recommendations with the City staff and have identified several recommendations the City Council
could consider eliminating because the recommended changes are either (i) not necessary as a
matter of law or (ii) were minor amendments constituting the change of a single word or phrase.

Council Directed Modification to the Charter Commission Recommendations Article 1X,
Section 9.07 (c): We have revised Article IX, Section 9.07 (c) to revise the description of the
composition of the city plan commission as directed by the City Council to make the language
consistent with the other Charter sections relating to members of the City boards residing in council
districts to reflect “at least one (1) member shall reside in each of the council districts”.

Correction to the Charter Commission Recommendations to Article IX, Section 9.12 (e): In
our review with City staff, it was discovered that the proposed amendment to Article IX to delete
Section 9.12 (e) regarding the payroll certification by the civil service board and to add such
provision to Article IX, Section 10.2 was in error. There is no need to relocate such provision. This
was not a substantive change. We do not believe the Charter Commission would object to the City
Council eliminating such recommendation.

TM 72479



Page 2

Recommendation to Eliminate Charter Commission Recommendation to Change Article X,
Section 10.05: The Charter Commission made the following recommendation:

Section 10.05. - Probation period.

Appointment or promotion in the classified service shall not be deemed
complete until a probationary period has been completed. A probationary period not
to exceed six (6) months shall apply to each employee classification in_the
classified service be—determined—by—the—civi—serviceboardfor—each—employee

lassification.

City staff has advised that the current Charter language is acceptable. The probationary period for
employees in the classified service is set by rule adopted by the civil service board. Since it is not a
substantive change the Charter Commission should have no objection.

Recommendation to Eliminate Charter Commission Recommendation to Change Article Xl
Section 11.04: The Charter Commission made the following recommendation:

Section 11.04. - Public hearing.

At the council CeuneHt meeting when the budget is submitted, the council
Counet shall name the date and place of a public hearing. The hearing shall be no
less than fifteen (15) days after the budget is filed. Public notice of the hour, date and
place of such hearing shall be published in a newspaper of the city Sy not less than
ten (10) nor more than thirty (30) days before the hearing. At this hearing, ettizens-of
the public ety may be present and express their opinions concerning items of
expenditures and revenue.

All that was changed other than capitalization was “At this hearing, eitizens-of-the public eity”.
Since it is not a substantive change, the Charter Commission should have no objection.

Recommendation to Eliminate Charter Commission Recommendation to Change Article Xl
Section 11.05: The Charter Commission made the following recommendation:

Section 11.05. - Proceeding on adoption.

After the public hearing, the council CeuneH shall analyze the budget,
making any additions or deletions which they feel appropriate, and shall, by
ordinance, adopt the budget by a majority vote of all members of the council Ceunetl.

All that was changed other than capitalization was “After the public hearing”. Since it is not a
substantive change, the Charter Commission should have no objection. Additionally, because there
may be more than one public hearing on the budget, reference to “the” public hearing may cause
confusion. Therefore, if the Council desires to proceed with amending this section, we recommend
the phrase be changed to read: “After the public hearings required by this Charter and state law,
the council...”

TM 72479
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Recommendation to Modify Charter Commission Recommendation to Change Article XI
Section 11.07: The Charter Commission made the following recommendation:

Section 11.07. - Transfer of appropriations.

The council SeuneH may at any time transfer an unencumbered balance of an
appropriation made for the use of one department, division, or purpose but no such
transfer shall be made of revenues or earnings of any nontax supported public utility

for any other purpose. This prohibition does not apply to the transfer of budgeted
funds of any nontax supported public utility or other enterprise fund for the
purposes of reimbursing the general fund for providing administrative services.

This section has been a citizen topic of interpretation from time to time and needs clarification. We
recommend that the following be added to the end of the last sentence “to such operations”. Since
it is not a substantive change to the Charter Commission’s recommendation, the Charter
Commission should have no objection.

Charter Commission Recommendation for Correction of Spelling and Capitalization: The Charter
Commission has recommended the correction of capitalization and spelling of various words and
phrases and the consistent reference to certain phrases as noted in the Commission
recommendations provided to City Council. We recommend that this be accomplished by a global
proposition to correct the spelling and capitalization in the Charter.

Additional Amendment Recommended: We recommend that Article XX be amended to add a
provision that allows the City Council by ordinance to renumber articles, sections and paragraphs of
the Charter. The proposed proposition and text change could read as follows:

Proposition

Shall Article XXII of the Richardson City Charter be amended to add Section 22.06
to provide that the city council shall have the power by ordinance, to renumber
articles, sections, subsections and paragraphs of this Charter, or any amendments
thereto?

Proposed Text Addition
Section 22.06. - RENUMBERING.

The city council shall have the power, by ordinance, to renumber articles,
sections, subsections, and paragraphs of this Charter or any amendments thereto, as it
shall deem appropriate.

Draft Ballot Propositions: We have provided preliminary draft propositions for your convenience.
After each proposition is an indication as to the priority of the need for the Charter amendment as
determined by City staff based on prior discussion of City Council, the observations of the
discussions of the Charter Commission, and past issues with the interpretation and application of

TM 72479



Page 4
certain Charter provisions. We do not in any way presume to know the City Council priority of such

matters. Therefore, the notations are added merely as a guide to the thinking of City staff on the
proposed amendments.

G, & Liths

/PGS

TM 72479



IN CATEGORY ORDER

Preliminary draft of proposed propositions as of 7-20-15

Actual text and number of propositions will depend on council input and any county election
ballot page limitations. There are approximately 84 propositions.

Key to categories

Required - needed as a matter of law, or because of citizen concerns, or election issue,
operational issue, or clarification needed because of citizen interpretation or concern.

Second Priority- should be done because of need for clarification, simplification, or modern
text.

Third Priority- should be done but not fatal if not done, needed for clarification, clean up,
eliminates redundancy elsewhere in charter, outdated terms (words, phrases) redundancy
(depends on council perspective)

Not Required- Commission recommendation but not necessary by law or after further review of
Commission of recommendation and current charter language



Required - needed as a matter of law, or because of citizen concerns, or election issue,
operational issue, or clarification needed because of citizen interpretation or concern.

PROPOSITION NO. 5

Shall Article 111, Section 3.01(a) of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify that the city council consists of seven (7) members comprised
of a mayor and six (6) council members. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 6

Shall Article 11, Section 3.02 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to delete language referencing the mayor’s term of office which is redundant with
Avrticle 111, Section 3.01. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 7

Shall Article 111, Section 3.07 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide that a vacancy in the office of mayor shall be filled by special election
and that vacancies in the office of council members other than the office of mayor
shall be filled by special election when there two or more vacancies of council
members other than the mayor, and Article Ill, Section 3.03 of the Richardson
City Charter be amended to delete the last sentence of Section 3.03 that the mayor
pro tem assumes the office of mayor in the event of a vacancy in the office of the
mayor which conflicts with the direct election of the mayor in the event of a
vacancy as provided in Section 3.07. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 11

Shall Article 111, Section 3.10 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, except for emergency called meetings and authorized closed
meetings, the meetings of the city council are open to the public at which citizens
are allowed by the rules of the city council to be heard in regard to any matter
considered at such meetings. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 12

Shall Article 111, Section 3.11 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify the definition of a quorum under the existing charter language and
delete language not related to said definition. (Required)



PROPOSITION NO. 13

Shall Article 111, Section 3.12 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, the voting procedures for the city council include all members of
the city council. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 24

Shall Article VI, Section 6.01 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify the terms of appointment of the city manager by the city council.
(Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 32

Shall Article IX, Section 9.04 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, under the existing charter provision that except as otherwise
permitted by state law all meetings of the city board and commissions are open to
the public for which minutes are to be kept. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 47

Shall Article XI, Section 11.02 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the preparation of the city budget by the city manager be amended to require the
budget to comply with, and contain such information, as required by state law.
(Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 48

Shall Article XI, Section 11.03 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify that the proposed city budget and supporting schedules filed
by city manager with city secretary shall be open to public inspection when
submitted to the city council. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 51

Shall Article XI, Section 11.06 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
budget appropriation of funds be amended by changing the phrase “reserved fund
balance” to read “unallocated fund balance.” (Required)



PROPOSITION NO. 52

Shall Article XI, Section 11.07 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the transfer of budgeted funds be amended to clarify that the prohibition of the
transfer of funds of any nontax supported city public utility does not apply to the
transfer of budgeted funds of any nontax supported city public utility or other
enterprise fund for purposes of reimbursing the general fund for providing
administrative services to such operations. (Required)(Memorandum recommends
additional phrase to be added to Commission recommendation)

PROPOSITION NO. 56

Shall Article XI, Section 11.11 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify the existing charter provision relating to the requirement for
conducting annual audits to provide that the city council shall have an
independent audit conducted of the city funds and accounts each fiscal year by a
certified public accountant or firm in accordance with applicable auditing
standards. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 65

Shall Article XI11, Section 13.02 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the requirement that certain actions by the city council not otherwise required by
law or a specific provision of the charter be done by ordinance be repealed.
(Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 74

Shall Article XIX, Section 19.04 of the Richardson City Charter be
repealed and Sections 19.01 and 19.02 of the Richardson City Charter amended to
simplify and clarify the authority of the city to issue and sell bonds in accordance
with state law. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 79

Shall Article XXI, Section 21.02 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to simplify and clarify the existing charter provision relating to the
procedures and authority for execution of city contracts. (Required)

PROPOSITION NO. 80

Shall Article XXI, Section 21.03 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that procedures relating to purchasing and contracting for
public improvements shall comply with state law. (Required)



PROPOSITION NO. 82

Shall Article XXII, be amended to add Section 22.05 of the Richardson
City Charter to require the city council appoint a commission to review the
charter at least every ten (10) years. (Required)



Second Priority- should be done because of need for clarification, simplification, or modern
text.

PROPOSITION NO. 1

Shall Article 1, Section 1.02 of the Richardson City Charter be amended to
provide for maintaining the official map of the city’s boundaries in accordance
with state law. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 2

Shall Article I, Section 1.03 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
regarding the procedures for the annexation of territory into the corporate limits of
the City. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 3

Shall Article 11, Section 2.03 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify and simplify the existing charter language regarding the exercise of the
power of eminent domain by the City as authorized by state law and Article
XVIII, Sections 18.01 and 18.02 of the Richardson Charter be repealed to
eliminate a redundancy with Article 11, Section 2.03 as amended. (Second
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 4

Shall Article Il of the Richardson Charter be amended to add Section 2.04 relating
to the authority of the City to construct, improve, maintain and pay for public
streets and other public facilities as authorized by state law and Article XVII and
Article XVIII, Sections 18.03, 18.04, 18.05, 18.06, and 18.07 be repealed to
eliminate conflicting provisions with the new Section 2.04. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO 8

Shall Article 111, Section 3.04 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
relating to the per diem compensation paid to the members of the city council.
(Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 9

Shall Article 111, Section 3.08 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
relating to the frequency of city council meetings. (Second Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 15

Shall Article IV, Section 4.01 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide that the boundaries of the council member districts shall be established
by ordinance from time to time. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 18

Shall Article IV, Section 4.06 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide that a petition for nomination of a candidate for the offices of mayor or
council member shall be in a form in compliance with the Charter and state law.
(Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 19

Shall Article IV, Section 4.07 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
regarding the method for the preparation of the election ballot for the offices of
the mayor and council members. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 20

Shall Article IV, Section 4.08 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide for the method for conducting runoff elections for the offices of mayor
and council members and repeal Article IV, Sections 4.09 and 4.10 of the
Richardson City Charter to eliminate provisions redundant and inconsistent with
said Section 4.08, as amended. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 21

Shall Article V, Section 5.02 (a), (d), (e), (f), (g) and (h) of the Richardson City
Charter related to the procedures for calling a special election for the recall and
removal for the office of the mayor or council member be amended. (Second
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 22

Shall Article V, Section 5.02 (b) of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that the number of signatures required for a petition for the
recall of the mayor or council member shall be based on the number of qualified
voters at the last regular city election. (Second Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 26

Shall Article VI, Section 6.05 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to incorporate and clarify the authority of the city manager regarding the
appointment and removal of the directors of the city departments and Article VI,
Section 6.06 of the Richardson City Charter be repealed to delete provisions
redundant and conflicting with said Section 6.05, as amended. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 27

Shall Article VII, Section 7.01 of the Richardson City Charter regarding
the appointment and duties of the city attorney be amended to provide greater
flexibility to city council in relation to services provided by the city attorney and
repeal Article VI, Sections 7.05 and 7.06 of the Richardson City Charter to delete
language redundant or in conflict with the provisions of Section 7.01, as amended.
(Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 35

Shall Article 1X, Section 9.07 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the purpose, powers, membership and procedures of the city plan commission be
amended to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provisions. (Second
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 36

Shall Article IX, Section 9.08 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provision regarding the
composition of the city parks and recreation commission. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 37

Shall Article IX, Section 9.09 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provision regarding the
composition of the city library board. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 38

Shall Article IX, Section 9.10 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the purpose, powers, composition and procedures of the city zoning board of
adjustment be amended to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provision
and to conform to state law. (Second Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 39

Shall Article IX Section 9.11 (a), (b) and (c) of the Richardson City
Charter be amended to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provision
regarding the purpose, powers, composition of the city civil service board.
(Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 40

Shall Article 1X, Section 9.11 (d) of the Richardson City Charter relating
to the procedures of the city civil service board be amended to provide that the
civil service board shall meet monthly or as needed. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 42

Shall Article I)X, Sections 9.12 (a) and (c) of the Richardson City Charter
be amended to clarify and simplify the existing city charter provision regarding
the purpose and composition of the city civil service appeals board. (Second
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 53

Shall Article XI, Section 11.08 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify the existing charter provision that city council may include in
the city budget a reasonable sum set aside as an unallocated fund balance to meet
unexpected and unforeseen contingencies in the operating costs of each budget
fund of the city. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 54

Shall Article XI, Section 11.09 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify and simplify the existing charter provision relating to the
amendment of the budget by the city council for expenditures to meet unusual and
unforeseen conditions. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 68

Shall Article X1V, Sections 14.01, 14.02, 14.03, 14.04, 14.05, 14.06 and
14.08 of the Richardson City Charter be amended to clarify and simplify the
procedure for a citizen to initiate legislation by petition calling for an election on a
proposed ordinance. (Second Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 70

Shall Article X1V, Section 14.09 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify and simplify the procedure for the qualified voters to submit a
referendum petition for an election to consider the approval or disapproval of an
ordinance adopted by the city council. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 73

Shall Article XVI, Section 16.05 of the Richardson City Charter relating
to the power and authority of the city as a home rule city be repealed since such
provision is redundant with other existing charter provisions. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 76

Shall Article XX, Section 20.02 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to simplify and clarify the existing charter provision requirement that an
injured party provide written notice of claim to the city in accordance with state
law. (Second Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 78

Shall Article XX, Section 20.05 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the notice of claims by contractors for public work projects be repealed. (Second
Priority)



Third Priority- should be done but not fatal if not done, needed for clarification, clean up,
eliminates redundancy elsewhere in charter, outdated terms (words, phrases) redundancy
(depends on council perspective)

PROPOSITION NO. 10

Shall Article I11, Section 3.09 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the procedure to call a special meeting of the city council be amended. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 14

Shall Article 111, Section 3.14 of the Richardson Charter be amended to
change the reference of “city judge” to “municipal judge” to be consistent with
state law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 16

Shall Article IV, Section 4.04 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
relating to the qualifications of a person to serve as mayor or council member.
(Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 17

Shall Article IV, Section 4.05 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide that the biennial general election for city council be held on the
uniform election date in May or other date prescribed by state law. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 23

Shall Article V of the Richardson City Charter be amended to add Section
5.04 to prohibit a petition for a recall election for the mayor or a council member
within: (i) six (6) months after such person’s election or appointment to the city
council; (ii) within three (3) months after an election for such person’s recall; and
(iii) within three (3) months prior to the expiration of such person’s current term
of office. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 25

Shall Article VI, Section 6.02 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to provide that the city manager shall be a resident of the city within six (6)
months after appointment by the city council. (Third Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 28

Shall Article VI, Section 7.09 of the Richardson City Charter be repealed
to eliminate a redundancy with state law regarding the jurisdiction of the
municipal court. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 29

Shall Article IX, Section 9.01 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, under the existing charter provision no person may serve more than
four (4) consecutive two (2) year terms on any single city board or commission.
(Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 30

Shall Article IX, Section 9.02 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, under the existing charter provision a person appointed to a city
board or commission must a resident of the city for at least six (6) months prior to
the date of such appointment. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 31

Shall Article IX, Section 9.03 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, under the existing charter provision the city removal of a person
from a board or commission by the city council is subject to applicable state law
and city ordinances. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 33

Shall Article IX, Section 9.05 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify that, under the existing charter provisions that a majority of a board or
commission members constitutes a quorum of such board or commission except
as otherwise provided by state law or city ordinance. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 34

Shall Article IX, Section 9.06 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to eliminate redundant language regarding when a member of a board or
commission may be excused by law from voting on a matter. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 41

Shall Article 1X, Section 9.11 (d) of the Richardson City Charter relating
to the procedures of the city civil service board be amended to eliminate the
required to provide an annual report. (Third Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 43

Shall Article IX, Section 9.12 (g) of the Richardson City Charter relating
to the prohibition of employment discrimination practices be amended to include
age and disabilities. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 44

Shall Article X, Section 10.3 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the list of eligible candidates for the classified service be amended to eliminate
the requirement for the civil service board to certify to the city manager that
positions in the classified service have been filled. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 45

Shall Article X, Section 10.3 of the Richardson City Charter relating to the
list of eligible candidates for the classified service be amended to provide that a
designee of the city manager may requisition people from the eligibility list to fill
positions. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 46

Shall Article X, Section 10.06 of the Richardson City Charter be amended
to clarify the procedure for the city manager and department heads to follow
relating to disciplinary action of an employee after the probationary period of
employment. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 55

Shall Article XI, Section 11.10 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify the existing charter provision relating to making the adopted
budget available to the public. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 57

Shall Article XII, Section 12.02 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify and simplify the existing charter prohibition of the city
granting an exclusive franchise for any public or private utility. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 58

Shall Article XII, Section 12.03 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify and simplify the existing charter provision relating to the
authority of the city to grant a franchise for a public or private utility. (Third
Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 59

Shall Article XII, Section 12.07 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to allow the city to charge a public or private utility for the grant of a
franchise such sums as are allowed by law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 60

Shall Article XII, Section 12.08 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that the authority of the city to regulate the fees charged by a
holder of a franchise of the city is subject to state and federal law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 61

Shall Article XII, Section 12.12 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that the authority of the city to regulate railway and transit
operations is subject to state and federal law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 62

Shall Article XII, Section 12.14 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the minimum amount to be paid to the city by a property owner for use of the
abutting public right-of-way be repealed. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 63

Shall Article XII, Section 12.15 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that the authority of the city under the existing charter
provision to require shared use of facilities of a city franchisee is subject to state
and federal law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 64

Shall Article XII, Section 12.16 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to provide that the city council may by ordinance or resolution grant a
permit or license for the temporary use of city streets and other public places.
(Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 66

Shall Article XI11, Section 13.03 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify and simplify the existing charter provision relating to the
authentication, recordation and publication of city ordinances consistent with state
law. (Third Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 67

Shall Article XI11, Section 13.06 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the enrollment of city ordinances by the city secretary be amended. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 69

Shall Article XIV, Section 14.07 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to change the number of days that an ordinance proposed by initiative
petition must be published by the city secretary from 45 days to 30 days. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 71

Shall Article XV of the Richardson City Charter relating the
authentication, recording and publishing of city ordinances be repealed since such
matters are governed by charter Section 13.03 as amended and state law. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 72

Shall Article XVI, Section 16.03 of the Richardson City Charter relating
to the payment of property taxes be amended to conform to state law. (Third
Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 75

Shall Article XX, Sections 20.01 and 20.03 of the Richardson City Charter
be amended to simplify and clarify the authority of the city to exempt property
from assessments. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 77

Shall Article XX, Sections 20.03 and 20.04 of the Richardson City Charter
be amended to simplify and clarify the existing charter provisions relating to
garnishments, execution of judgments and liens against city property to conform
to state law. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 81

Shall Article XXI, Section 21.04 of the Richardson City Charter be
amended to clarify the existing charter provision relating to the acquisition of land
for parks. (Third Priority)



PROPOSITION NO. 83

Shall Article XXI1 of the Richardson City Charter be amended to add
Section 22.06 to provide that the city council may by ordinance renumber the
articles, sections, subsections and paragraphs of the charter as necessary following
any charter amendment election. (Third Priority)

PROPOSITION NO. 84

Shall the Richardson City Charter be amended to correct spelling and
capitalization without making any substantive changes. (Third Priority)



Not Required- Commission recommendation but not necessary by law or after further review of
Commission of recommendation and current charter language

PROPOSITION NO. 49

Shall Article XI, Section 11.04 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the public hearing on the proposed city budget be amended to change the phrase
“citizens of the city” to “the public”.(Not Needed)(Memorandum recommends
deletion)

PROPOSITION NO. 50

Shall Article XI, Section 11.05 of the Richardson City Charter relating to
the council procedure on the adoption of the budget be amended to add “the” in
reference to “public hearing”. (Not Needed) (Memorandum recommends
deletion)



2015 Bond Program Review
City Council Briefing: July 20, 2015




2015 Bond Program Briefing Overview

December 8, 2014 — Reviewed planning for a possible bond program
April 20, 2015 — Reviewed election calendar, debt capacity outlook

April 20, 2015 — Reviewed possible park and recreation bond program
projects

April 27, 2015 — Reviewed possible drainage bond program projects
May 4, 2015 — Reviewed possible facility bond program projects

June 15, 2015 — Reviewed possible streets, alleys and sidewalk bond program
projects

June 15, 2015 — Reviewed possible traffic and transportation bond program
projects

July 13, 2015 — Reviewed debt capacity options, summary of projects



2015 Bond Program Briefing Overview

e Purpose of tonight’s briefing:

* Inresponse to City Council direction, present draft
propositions for the following:
e Public Buildings
e Streets
e Parks
e Sidewalks

e Accept City Council feedback regarding projects proposed for
each proposition

e If necessary, gain additional direction to refine
recommendations



PROPOSITIONS COMPOSITION




City Council Guiding Direction

6 year plan desirable

Public Safety Complex and Street/Alley projects are both high
priorities

Parks projects should be strategic and mindful of recent bond
program focus and attention

Completing final phases of Sidewalk Replacement Program is
desirable

Improving the customer service experience at City Hall is an
important need



Project Selection Considerations

Responsive to City Council Guiding Direction
Considered relevant and relatable recent improvements

Considered future project funding and implementation
opportunities

e Certificates of Obligation

* Maintenance Strategies

e Special Funds

Evaluated suitability of projects for phased implementation

Assessed project cost and scope within the context of likely
future GO Bond Program capacity for “best fit” alternatives



Public Buildings Proposition

Project Description 2015 Estimate

Animal Shelter Kennel Suite Upgrades $375,000 $475,000

Library Facility Enhancements $825,000 $1,045,000
City Hall Improvements $1,400,000 $1,650,000
Public Safety Phase | $6,800,000 $8,730,000
Public Safety Phase I $35,700,000 $45,170,000
Fire Station #3 $6,300,000 $7,970,000
Fire Admin / Station #1 Remodel $1,000,000 $1,200,000
Fire Training Center Parking Lot $600,000 $760,000

Total $53,000,000 $67,000,000



Streets Proposition

Collector Streets 2015 Estimate Issuance Amount

Lookout Drive: Plano East to Terminus $2,400,000 $3,035,000
Glenville Drive: Campbell to Commerce $2,500,000 $3,165,000
Custer Road: Campbell to Arapaho $3,875,000 $4,905,000
Prairie Creek Drive West: Campbell to Collins $4,290,000 $5,430,000

Total $13,065,000 $16,535,000



Streets Proposition — Continued

Local Streets 2015 Estimate

Greenleaf: 700 Block

Winchester: 700 Block

Lakeview: 900 Block

Bradshaw: Northstar north to City Limit
S. Dorothy: Frances to Highland
Pinehurst: Wisteria to Floyd

Scottsdale: 700 Block

Scottsdale: 600 Block

Total

$450,000
$300,000
$575,000
$425,000
$575,000
$650,000
$550,000

$625,000

$4,150,000

$570,000
$380,000
$730,000
$540,000
$730,000
$820,000
$695,000
$790,000

$5,255,000



Streets Proposition — Continued

Alley Projects 2015 Estimate

400 Lynn, 400 W. Arapaho (2010 Alley Supplement) $400,000 $505,000
1100 Overlake, 1100 Greenway $200,000 $255,000
900-1000 Crestview $325,000 $410,000
828-834 Teakwood $75,000 $95,000
800 Chadwick $75,000 $95,000
826-834 Northlake $75,000 $95,000
600-700 Kindred, 600 Williams $320,000 $405,000

500 Winchester $125,000 $160,000



Streets Proposition — Continued

Alley Projects - Continued 2015 Estimate

1100 Pacific

1600-1710 Syracuse

400 Fairview

800 Willowcrest

800 Fontana, Lomita and Meadow View
1100 High Vista, 3300 Canyon Creek
2000 Nantucket

500 West Shore

24-34 Creekwood

Total

$550,000
$200,000
$150,000
$200,000
$215,000
$140,000
$100,000
$150,000

$185,000

$3,485,000

$695,000
$250,000
$190,000
$255,000
$270,000
$180,000
$125,000
$190,000

$235,000

$4,410,000



Streets Proposition — Continued
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Streets Proposition — Continued

Traffic Projects 2015 Estimate

Traffic Signal Rebuilds (15) $3,000,000 $3,795,000
Traffic Signal Cabinet & Battery Backup Units (37) $900,000 $1,135,000
Crosswalk Beacons (5) $100,000 $130,000
Traffic Operatlon.aI/Effluency Improvements — Plano @ $330,000 $420,000
Renner Intersection

: : Effici _ . US-
Traffic Op_eratlonal/ fficiency Improvements — Campbell: US $250,000 $315,000
75 to Collins
Traffic Operational/Efficiency Improvements — Renner:
Northstar to Mackenzie 2550,000 5695,000
Traffic Operational/Efficiency Improvements —
Belt Line @ Northbound Inge & Medians - Phase | 2250t >440,000
Total $5,480,000 $6,930,000
W. Belt Line Rd @ Hunt Branch $2,000,000 $2,530,000

Total $2,000,000 $2,530,000



Streets Proposition — Continued
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Streets Proposition Summary

Collectors $13,065,000 $16,535,000
Locals S4,150,000 S5,255,000
Alleys $3,485,000 $4,410,000
Traffic $5,480,000 $6,930,000
Drainage $2,000,000 $2,530,000
Special Project/Contingency $2,220,000 $2,910,000

Total $30,400,000 $38,570,000



Parks Proposition

Project Description 2015 Estimate

Park Playgrounds: Breckinridge, Canyon Creek,

Cottonwood, Crowley, Duck Creek »715,000 5965,000
Par.k Trails: Breckinridge, Spring Creek Nature Area $775,000 $1,050,000
Trail

Senior Center $3,860,000 $4,895,000
Pool Buildings: Canyon Creek $250,000 $320,000

Total $5,600,000 $7,230,000
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Sidewalks

Project Description 2015 Estimate Issued Amount

Sidewalks — All Unfunded

PN $2,000,000 $2,200,000
Total $2,000,000 $2,200,000
To
%
4y° i
a @
i 2010 Bond Program
{ Completed Regions
T 2006 Bond Program
Completed Regions
TN R0 Remaining Unfunded
2 Regions




Bond Program Summary

Public Buildings $53,000,000 $67,000,000
Streets $30,400,000 $38,570,000
Parks $5,600,000 $7,230,000
Sidewalks $2,000,000 $2,200,000

Total $91,000,000 $115,000,000



OTHER PROJECT CONSIDERATIONS




Public Buildings — Top Remaining Priorities

Project Description 2015 Estimate

Public Safety Complex Phase Il $14,000,000 $17,715,000
Eisemann Center Digital Sign $675,000 $855,000
City Council Chamber Expansion $1,100,000 $1,395,000

Total $15,775,000 $19,965,000



Streets — Top Remaining Priorities

Collector Streets 2015 Estimate

West Shore: Campbell to alley south of Sherbrook $1,700,000 $2,150,000
Sherman: Kaufman to Spring Valley $950,000 $1,200,000
Total $2,650,000 $3,350,000
Sherwood: Gentle to Floyd $600,000 $760,000
Downing: 700 Block $500,000 $630,000
Total $1,100,000 $1,390,000
500 West Shore $150,000 $190,000
24-34 Creekwood $185,000 $235,000

Total $335,000 $425,000



Streets — Top Remaining Priorities - Continued

Traffic Operational/Efficiency Improvements - Belt

Line at Inge Phase Il 5350,000 5445,000
Trafflc Op'eratlonaI/Efflaency Improvements - $425,000 $540,000
Collins Bridge Overpass

Total $775,000 $985,000
Cherrywood Lane at Hunt Branch $600,000 $760,000
Glenville Drive Phase | $1,300,000 $1,645,000

Total $1,900,000 $2,405,000



Parks — Top Remaining Priorities

Project Description 2015 Estimate

Breckinridge Recreation Center Phase | $14,815,000 $18,745,000

Irrigation Controller Upgrades $1,700,000 $2,150,000

Total $16,515,000 $20,895,000



/==

Strategies for Addressing Remaining Priority Projects

Eisemann Center Digital Sign

 Hotel-Motel Fund multi- year funding strategy

City Council Chamber
e Public, Educational and Government Access (PEG) Funds
e Structural elements not eligible

e Alternative funding options will be explored

Lookout Park
e New Playground — 2016 CO
e New Trail—2017 CO
Crowley Park
e New Trail—2017 CO

25
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Strategies for Addressing Remaining Priority Projects

e Future G.O. Bond Programs

e Years 7-10 of current Ten Year Debt Capacity Model predicts an
additional $52,775,000 in possible issuance in conjunction with a
No Tax Increase program

e Certificates of Obligation
 Annual CO issuance capacity remains intact
e Parks Irrigation — Multi year phasing/funding plan
e Dallas / Collin County Grants
 Annual Maintenance Strategies
 Focus on projects that were not included

 Help with expanding projects that were included if necessary

26



Next Steps

e July 27,2015
* |If needed, present City Council with refined/final
recommendations for propositions
e Finalize propositions in advance of adoption of ordinance

e August 17, 2015
e Ordinance calling Bond Program Election planned for City
Council Agenda

 August 24, 2015
e Last possible date for Ordinance calling Bond Program Election
to be on City Council Agenda
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