
Notice of City Council 

AGENDA 

April 09, 2024 at 6:00 PM 

 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Meeting of the Montgomery City Council will be held on Tuesday, 

April 09, 2024, at  6:00 PM at  the City of Montgomery City Hall, 101 Old Plantersville Road, 

Montgomery, Texas. 

 

Members of the public may view the meeting live on the City’s website under Agenda/Minutes and then 

select Live Stream Page (located at the top of the page). The meeting will be recorded and uploaded to 

the City’s website. 

CALL TO ORDER 

INVOCATION 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAGS 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Presentation of a Proclamation in honor of Kelvin Arnsworth, citizen and business owner of City of 

Montgomery who recently passed away. 

VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM: 

Citizens are invited to speak for three (3) minutes on matters relating to City Government that relate to 

agenda or non-agenda items. Prior to speaking, each speaker must be recognized by the Presiding Officer. 

All speakers should approach the podium to address Council and give their name and address before sharing 

their comments. City Council may not discuss or take any action on an item, but may place the issue on a 

future agenda. 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the following: 

City Council Meeting Minutes 03-26-2024 

CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION: 

2. Consideration and possible action on: AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, 

TEXAS, ORDERING A PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING AMENDING ARTICLE III, 

"IMPACT FEES" OF CHAPTER 90 "UTILITIES" OF THE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES 

BY ADOPTING NEW IMPACT FEES FOR WATER AND WASTEWATER 

IMPROVEMENTS THAT ARE ATTRIBUTABLE TO NEW DEVELOPMENT IN THE 

CITY'S PROPOSED WATER AND WASTEWATER IMPACT FEE SERVICE AREA 

WITHIN THE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY; PROVIDING OPEN 

MEETING AND EFFECTIVE DATE PROVISIONS; AND PROVIDING FOR RELATED 

MATTERS. 

3. Consideration and possible action on calling a Public Hearing related to a Special Use Permit 

application for an event venue at 504 Caroline Street. 

4. City Alcoholic Beverage Permit for Lupe Tortilla Mexican Restaurant, located at 20269 Eva 

Street, Montgomery, Texas, 77356. 
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5. Public Hearing on amending Chapter 90, utilities, Article II, Water and Sewer Service, Division 

2, Service rates and charges, section 90-57 – Returned Check charge; AND amending Section 

90-61 and 90-62 discontinuation or refusal of water service for failure to pay bills and 

discontinuance of water service upon request of consumer. 

6.        AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, 

AMENDING CHAPTER 90, UTILITIES, ARTICLE II, WATER AND SEWER SERVICE, 

DIVISION 2, SERVICE RATES AND CHARGES, SECTION 90-57, RETURNED CHECK 

CHARGE; AND AMENDING SECTION 90-61 AND 90-62, DISCONTINUATION OR 

REFUSAL OF WATER SERVICE FOR FAILURE TO PAY BILLS 

AND  DISCONTINUANCE OF WATER SERVICE UPON REQUEST OF CONSUMER, 

RESPECTIVELY, OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, 

TEXAS; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT THEREWITH; AND 

PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE UPON PUBLICATION AND APPROVAL BY 

CITY COUNCIL.  

7. Consideration and possible action on award of the construction contract for the 2023 Sanitary 

Sewer Rehabilitation Phase 2 project. 

8. Consideration and possible action on approval of the Final Plat for Montgomery Bend Section 

Two (Dev. No. 2203). 

9. Consideration and possible action on acceptance of a Feasibility Study for a proposed 56-acre 

single family residential development by Taylor Morrison of Texas, Inc. (Dev. No. 2404). 

10. Consideration and Possible Action on a Lease of Real Property, The Bandstand and Related 

Parking Area, Located at the NE Corner of College Street and McCown 

11. Consideration and Approval of Adding a Volunteer Water Operations Advisory Position to the 

Organizational Chart 

12. Consideration and Possible Action on Adding a Finance Technician Position to the City 

Organizational Chart. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

Adjourn into Closed Executive Session as authorized by the Texas Open Meetings Act, Chapter 551 of the 

Government Code of the State of Texas.  

Sections 551.074 (personnel matters), City Secretary Position.       

POSSIBLE ACTION FROM EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

COUNCIL INQUIRY: 
Pursuant to Texas Government Code Sect. 551.042 the Mayor and Council Members may inquire about a 

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

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

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

ADJOURNMENT 

 

/s/ Nici Browe 

Nici Browe, City Secretary. TRMC 
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I certify that the attached notice of meeting was posted on the bulletin board at City of Montgomery City 

Hall, 101 Old Plantersville Road, Montgomery, Texas, on Friday, April 5, 2024 at 5:00 p.m. 

 

This facility is wheelchair accessible and accessible parking spaces are available. Please contact the City 

Secretary’s office at 936-597-6434 for further information or for special accommodations. 
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City Council 

MINUTES 

March 26, 2024 at 6:00 PM 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Byron Sanford called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

Present:  Byron Sanford  Mayor 

  Carol Langley  City Council  Place #1 

  Casey Olson  City Council Place #2 

  Sara Countryman City Council Place #3 

  Cheryl Fox  City Council Place #4 

  Stan Donaldson  City Council Place #5 

Also Present: Gary Palmer  City Administrator 

  Dave McCorquodale Assistant City Administrator 

  Caleb Villarreal  City Attorney 

  Chris Roznovsky City Engineer 

  Diana Titus  Deputy City Secretary 

INVOCATION 

Councilmember Stan Donaldson provided the Invocation. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAGS 

VISITOR/CITIZENS FORUM: 

Mr. Tom Beiter of 255 Little Dog Drive said his concern is in regard to item #2 on the agenda. He stated 

he is not in favor of it. The customary thing to do is for the contractor to accept the costs of putting the 

pipeline across the property. 

Mr. Beiter continued and said he is not exactly sure what a landscaping variance is and what it means for 

them to ask for a landscape variance. He said the acreage they were working on they clear cut it, then root 

raked it, dug up holes and then brought in dirt and filled in the holes. He said in his humble opinion they 

need to replace a lot of trees.  

CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the following: 

(a) City Council Workshop Minutes 02-26-2024. 

(b) City Council Meeting Minutes 03-12-2024. 

Councilmember Casey Olson moved to accept the Consent Agenda. Councilmember Cheryl Fox 

seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 
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CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION: 

2. Consideration And Possible Action on A Proposed Cost Share with MISD for the CTE Center 

Waterline Extension 

Mr. Palmer said as you may recall from the February 27th workshop MISD representatives were 

here to discuss this and the landscape variance. In your packets is a breakdown of the complete 

cost of the waterline extension. They are asking the City to cover 50 percent of that cost, which 

is $112,176.94. If you are in agreement with this cost share the motion will be to ask the City 

Attorney to draft the Cost Share Agreement which they would then execute with MISD.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said to Mr. Beiter she would typically agree with him on 

what he stated about the cost share but the ISD was not told about the waterline until after the 

fact. Council found that out when they had their workshop. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said he is going to correct Councilmember Sara Countryman on 

that. He was told in August and in September because he was privy to that from staff. They 

knew full well they had to bring it out there. They fought our engineers at every turn from April 

because he read the email all the way to their workshop about what they wanted to do and what 

they were allowed to do.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked did they know they could get a variance as there was 

an option for a variance because that is what she was told they were not aware of. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said they were not interested in a variance. They wanted it their 

way and that is all they would present and is all they still have presented.  

 Mayor Sanford said there was that correspondence from August to October in which staff went 

back and forth. He said it seems they knew what the deal was. He did make the point in the 

workshop and he will reiterate they do not have at this time a consideration for a fellow 

governmental unit. To his knowledge this might be a first and does not know what has happened 

in the past with ISD, but they are a governmental unit and Mr. Palmer did point out that there 

could be provisions moving forward that they could treat those governmental entities 

particularly if it was used by both entities he could see that cost share. Otherwise, there is no 

precedent for cost share. If they make this move and even though his heart wants to do it, you 

are setting a precedent. His recommendation for the City is to have something to be able to do 

that but it has to be something that is defined and clear. He is sorry they thought one thing but 

on the other hand they clearly thought and knew what the deal was. Going forward is there a 

way to be able to have this for the ISD because they have an enormous bond and responsibility 

to tax payers as we would if we were in that situation. He said this is where his heart is but his 

mind is saying do not set this precedent. 

 Mr. Caleb Villarreal, City Attorney said this is up to Council and he does not think they are 

setting that precedent by entering into a Cost Sharing Agreement. This can be considered on a 

case by case basis. The next time you are in a position for a request for the next portion from 

the City of Montgomery that they want you to contribute you can consider at that time, but by 

no means are you locked into cost sharing on everything they do.  

 Mayor Sanford said certainly you can say given so many renovations and other costs coming 

forth with the school district if they do this then they are inclined to continue to do that and that 

concerns him unless they have some sort of policy. If it is the school district now it will be the 

County next. 

 Mr. Villarreal said they are required to provide water and sewer service but they are not required 

to pay for it.  5
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 Mayor Sanford said that is the standard with developers and the developer takes the cost and 

the impact fees which is the standard way but he hates to vary from that.  

 Mr. Villarreal said it is up to Council as it is their decision. 

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox asked if they did not go in with the cost sharing how long would it 

delay the process of the building being built. She thinks it is a tremendous asset to our 

community to have that building. She understands Mr. Beiter’s concern because she has been 

over there and seen it and it does not look good at all.  

 Mr. Palmer asked Councilmember Cheryl Fox if she is asking if they were to delay a decision 

on this what would the impact be on the project. 

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox responded yes because all of this is taxpayer money.  

 Mr. Palmer asked if they are waiting on a response on this particular issue to move forward. 

 Mr. Chris Roznovsky, City Engineer said it is his understanding this project is still going full 

speed. The latest plans they sent them included the waterline and the full route, however, the 

plans have not been approved yet. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said she understands the City asked Mr. Roznovsky to extend 

the waterline to the furthest most western point of the property. She asked if that is going to be 

a dead head and are they really going to have someone bore underneath Town Creek to get to 

the other side to go to Plez Morgan. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said closing the loop yes, but going underneath would not be his 

recommendation. He said closing the loop is a key component. They have a waterline at Plez 

Morgan and a waterline at Plez Morgan on the west side and closing those will connect three 

lines together and the allocation to close two additional loops. 

 Mayor Sanford asked what are the ramifications of that.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said it is all about pressure and redundancy. He said take Kroger for example. 

Water for Kroger goes down FM 1097 and Buffalo Springs and all the way around or it goes all 

the way through downtown and around. Closing that loop provides a redundancy for the 

apartment complex and the other developments on Plez Morgan, but also for the school district 

because they have the dual feed to their property versus it all coming from FM 1097.  

 Mayor Sanford asked if the staff still believes from an engineering standpoint it puts undue 

stress on their ability to meet the needs now and especially to the future.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said to not have that line, yes. He said that line is needed. He said for example 

if something were to happen at FM 1097 or Buffalo Springs where the water line is that was 

damaged, in order to get water all the way back around to the school site it would go down by 

Kroger and make its way back. There is not a waterline that connects Buffalo Springs and there 

is not a waterline at CB Stewart so they would go from FM 1097 down FM 149, down SH 105, 

and Lone Star Parkway and back up and around to the school site.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said Mr. LaFavre was here talking about two entry points. 

He said that would help negate needing to go the furthest west.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said he was at the meeting. He recalls Mr. LaFavre mentioning a study and 

agreement but that was before his time with the City. He said ever since the 2015 Master Plan 

was done those loops have been on the system. The waterline crossing the bridge they just did 
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was part of the agreement back in 2010 between Mr. Steve Bowen and the City. He said as far 

as the two entry points he does not have a position on what Councilmember Sara Countryman 

is referring to.  

 Mayor Sanford said although he sees Councilmember Sara Countryman’s point because he is 

very much in favor of vocational education and we are all glad it is there; procedures would 

appear were followed and staff recommendation both administratively and engineering wise is 

to not share the cost. He thinks that would be the wise way to go. 

 Mr. Villarreal said he thinks at the last workshop they talked about a sub provision of the Texas 

Education Code that requires the City to contribute. He said they are not under any law that 

requires them to participate in any type of cost sharing. He said in fact they have numerous 

agreements with school districts in Harris County and none of them are cost sharing. All of them 

are required to contribute to their infrastructure. 

 Mayor Sanford said he remembers that being said somewhere along the line and this would be 

in a sense a precedent that you do not see anywhere else and he would be careful to be the one 

out there that is doing that.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson said he is in agreement with Councilmember Cheryl Fox. He said 

it is not that he does not want it but what really upsets him about the whole process is how they 

approached us and how they treated us. He said we were all in the workshop and listened as he 

made his threats about exactly what Mr. Villarreal just said, which was baseless. He stood up in 

front of MISD and threw rocks at us and never gave us a chance before that time.  

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox said she agrees it was not the best presentation but on the hand as 

a City they should always have a good working relationship with the school district.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson said he agrees but being bullied is not something he agrees with.  

 Mayor Sanford said he tends to feel the same way and he expressed that to them as well. He 

said methodology does matter to him. 

 Councilmember Stan Donaldson said he does not think it is a good policy to refuse their request. 

He does not like the way they presented their case either but regardless they need to promote 

some type of unity and even if they have to bite the bullet even though it could have been their 

fault and even though there could have been miscommunication on the City’s side as well as 

their side. He said he thinks for the goodwill of the community they should just bite the bullet 

and pay it if they have the money. He agrees with Councilmember Casey Olson that it was not 

a good presentation and they do not like to be threatened, which happens quite often but they 

need to contribute. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said it was going to be $65.00 per taxpayer. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said based off the numbers presented, the $112,000 which is lower 

than the original estimate, with the population at 2,350 he believes it is $48.00 a person or 

$90.00 per household. 

 

Councilmember Cheryl Fox moved to approve the proposed cost sharing with MISD for the 

CTE Center waterline extension as presented.  

   

      Mayor Sanford asked where the money would come from. 

 

      Mr. Palmer said he would need to discuss with the Maryann Carl, Finance Director. 
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      Councilmember Carol Langley said she is not for the 50 percent but she is for helping them 

out because she has always felt that the school has helped the City out in ways that few of us 

probably do not know on our hand what they really are. She said she is not for the 50 percent 

and asked if they could lower the percentage would they take it.  

 

Mr. Palmer said when they had the workshop they never talked about percentage. He said he 

asked them directly the next day and they are requesting 50 percent.  

 

Councilmember Cheryl Fox asked if they are going to do a percentage or an amount. 

 

Councilmember Stan Donaldson seconded the motion. 

 

Councilmember Sara Countryman agreed with Councilmember Carol Langley. She said she is 

okay with giving an amount.  

 

Councilmember Carol Langley said she does not want it to come back and it be more and they 

are still doing 30 or 40 percent.  

 

Councilmember Cheryl Fox said no, she wants an amount.  

 

Mayor Sanford said this is understood to be a single thing and they know how we feel at this 

point so we are trying to help them out but to what extent. The motion is full and asked if anyone 

would like to make an amendment to it.  

 

Councilmember Cheryl Fox said she would like to make an amendment that they not exceed 

$75,000. Councilmember Carol Langley seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0).  

 

3. Consideration and possible action on: A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR A LOCAL ON-

SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECT IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 222.052 OF 

THE TEXAS TRANSPORTATION CODE. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said this is the signal project at Buffalo Springs and SH 105. He said since it is 

an infrastructure project it will be accepted and maintained by TxDOT and as a reminder Home 

Depot is covering all the construction costs. The additional estimated costs to the project are 

$1,067.20 by the State for their administrative costs. Mr. Roznovsky said this agreement states 

that the City agrees to turn the facility over to TxDOT once built. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked if this was for the stop light only. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said that is correct. The only work within the TxDOT right-of-way is the 

replacement of asphalt and concrete. This is just on the facilities of the City. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked when will that take effect. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said after completion of the project. The project will be completed and during 

construction TxDOT is involved and once cleared, accepted, and paid, TxDOT will take over 

the maintenance and operation of it going forward. 

 Mayor Sanford said it seemed when he read it that July and August is when the roadway was 

coming in and then the light was coming behind it in September. 

8

Item 1.



 Mr. Roznovsky said that is correct but the process does not necessarily change. He said the City 

will use escrow funds by Home Depot, the electricity is being set up in TxDOT’s name, power 

is to be installed in May or June, and the equipment for the signal will be delivered in July.  

 Mayor Sanford asked what is the indirect cost of $1,067.20. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said on page 43 in the packet it is a calculation the State comes up with for 

estimation of construction costs for their processing inspection.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked how did the stop light that was originally quoted to them 

go from $400,000 to $594,000. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said this was all based off of estimates when they put this together and is not 

based on the actual contract amount. He said this is not an agreement to pay $594,000. This is 

just their calculation of what is the value of the infrastructure.  

 Councilmember Stan Donaldson asked when will they know what that number is. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said the $400,000 amount Home Depot has funded and the $1,067.20 may drop 

some.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman moved to accept the resolution of the City Council of the 

City of Montgomery, Texas, approving an agreement for a local on-system improvement project 

in accordance with section 222.052 of the Texas Transportation Code. Councilmember Cheryl 

Fox seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

4. Consideration and possible action on the reappointment of Dan Walker to the MEDC Board of 

Directors. 

 Mr. Dave McCorquodale said Mr. Walker had intended to step down this year after serving two 

terms on MEDC, however he will be in the area now and he is asking for reappointment.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman moved to reappoint Dan Walker to MEDC Board of 

Directors. Councilmember Carol Langley seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

5. Consideration and possible action regarding award and execution of construction contract for 

the Buffalo Springs Drive Roadway Improvements project. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said on March 15th they accepted bids for the Roadway Improvements Project 

which is tied to the Home Depot project. He said they received five bids at the time. A copy of 

the bid tabulation is on page 50 in the packet. One of the two alternates was to pass the turn lane 

into the Home Depot parking lot and one was up to the northern property boundary (27:56) The 

low bid came in at $663,116.25. 

 Mr. Roznovsky stated on page 52 in the packet at the top is a table. The whole Home Depot bid 

had a $2 million cap for all the improvements so this is a calculation of all those costs to date 

with construction costs in that cap. He said between the Roadway Improvements Project which 

includes a 15 percent construction contingency on top is at $922,083 and the signal 

improvement is the same thing with a 15 percent contingency at $515,611 for a total of $1.43 

million of the $2 million cap.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked if their original estimate was around $1.6 million.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said that is correct. The contractor who submitted the low bid they have not 

worked with directly but he is a spinoff from another firm they have worked with a lot and are 
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currently working with on other projects. They would recommend this contractor. This has been 

sent to Home Depot as well and they also agree with awarding the contract. 

 Mayor Sanford asked if they agree tonight would 100 calendar days be at the end of June. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said 100 calendar days would be once funds are deposited. They have already 

sent the letter to Home Depot. After the award tonight they will send the official request for the 

deposit letter and the account is already set up. He would expect they will be able to proceed in 

the middle of April. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked what Mr. Roznovsky meant by a spinoff. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said it was a family business and the brothers went their separate ways. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if a background check and references were done. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said yes. 

 Councilmember Carol Langley asked where they are from. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said on the north side of town possibly Magnolia. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson moved to award the Buffalo Springs Drive Roadway 

Improvements Project to Scythe Construction, LLC to include the base bid and Alternate No. 1 

in the amount of $663,116.25 and 100 calendar days to achieve final completion. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

6. Consideration and possible action on approval of construction plans for Redbird Meadows 

Phase 1A. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said they have the construction plans for Phase 1A for Redbird Meadows 

development. He said as a reminder there are three phases. Phase 1 is broken up into three 

pieces, 1A, 1B, and 1C and this is the Phase 1A portion of the project. He said they reviewed 

the plans and address all of the comments. Prior to this they also submitted their drainage impact 

analysis. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said one question that came up from the Historical Commission was the 

cemetery on Womack. He said that was identified during their environmental impact and is 

being set aside as Phase 1B as a separate reserve.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said some of the highlights of the construction plan project are they have the 

shared use path and the additional right-of-way shown on Old Plantersville which is part of the 

development agreement. The lot lines are shown on the plat but these plans are based on the 

average 15 feet between the homes which is 20 percent that was decided upon in the agreement. 

He said the landscaping package will be in a separate bid set or around the detention ponds and 

other green spaces. 

 Mayor Sanford asked if each phase, Phase 1, 2, and 3 have a detention pond. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said there are multiple ponds on site. There are five total across the entire 

project. 

 Mayor Sanford said there are three phases and five detention ponds. This phase has one. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said two. 
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 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked when they approve this tonight when will they get 

started. 

 A representative from Redbird Meadows said May. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked if this is just Phase 1. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said just Phase 1A. He said there is still Phase 1B and 1C plus Phase 2 and 

Phase 3. 

 Mayor Sanford said originally they had some concerns of the right-of-way on Phase 3. He asked 

if they had any particular concerns about the right-of-way in the Phase 1 area.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said no this is not that portion of the project.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson moved to accept item #6 as presented. Councilmember Stan 

Donaldson seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

7. Consideration and possible action regarding entering into a Right of Entry Agreement with 

Montgomery County MUD No. 160 to allow for access for potential emergency repairs to a 

City sanitary sewer line. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said in the report on page 133 is a copy of a memo and an aerial showing the 

erosion issues with Town Creek. It heads up FM 1097 between Plez Morgan and Buffalo 

Springs. He said there is a sewer line and a water line there existing that have both been 

previously cased by the City. He said with the recent erosion that has become very exposed and 

the sanitary manhole is now a couple feet from the bank. This is in preparation for the potential 

failure. They reached out to the MUD district and this property is owned by MUD 160 which 

covers Town Creek Crossing. They have prepared the agreement and the City Attorney has also 

reviewed it along with staff. They have no issues with it. This just gives the City the right to go 

across their property so they do not have to be trying to fit within 15 foot easements to do these 

repairs. They are working on and with a few contractors on some long-term solutions. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if they identified it or was it the City. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said Mr. Mike Muckleroy did. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked if there is an outline of where our easement will go.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said they have a 15 foot that overlaps where the utilities are. This is a blanket 

of the entire reserve which is everything in and around the area and the creek.  

   Councilmember Casey Olson asked once they take that on as a utility easement, will all that 

erosion be their problem. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said this is only a temporary right of access for emergency repairs. It is not for 

the permanent relocation of facilities. The concept right now as we move everything closer to 

FM 1097 there might be an easement there it might be official but it would be by separate 

instrument not this one. This is more for if it fails for quick bypass pumping or hauling so they 

are not limited to a small area.  

 Councilmember Stan Donaldson asked if this is not similar to the situation where back in May 

they had an emergency boring job underneath one of the creeks because of an exposed line. This 

does not warrant that.  
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 Mr. Roznovsky said the issue here is that this is a gravity line and that was a pressurized pipe 

so they could bore underneath and pressure was going to push back up. This is by gravity so 

they cannot just drop it below the creek without a new pump station, which they do not want to 

do. They would rather bring it closer to TxDOT. They have been in contact with TxDOT on 

trying to stabilize the area to cover the utilities so the erosion is occurring downstream. 

 Mayor Sanford said it is strictly for right-of-way access in case they need to get in and fix 

something. He said it really does not have much to do with erosion other than the fact that it has 

increased in awareness of it and we need to get ahead of it. Staff is already working on a long-

term solution. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said correct.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman moved to accept item #7 as presented. Councilmember Casey 

Olson seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS: 

8. Public Works Report 

 Mr. Mike Muckleroy, Public Works Director provided his monthly report, and stated in regard 

to the discussion that Chris was saying, he said that they do have a plan in place should that go 

down and provided an explanation of the plan. 

 He informed the Council they have his report in front of them and he would be happy to answer 

any questions they may have. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman stated that he, herself, and Julie Davis were on a text about a 

leak that was reported in February, then three weeks later it was addressed, what took so long. 

 Mr. Muckleroy said it was not our leak, it was private. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if it is up to us to report this to the owner. 

 Mr. Muckleroy responded yes. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman continued and said so it took them that long then. 

 Mr. Muckleroy responded yes, they were having issues with the plumbing, the park owner had 

a plumber come out multiple times and could not identify the leak for whatever reason, but they 

could not find it. Julie Davis did text him a couple of times about it and he immediately notified 

the park owner. The last day Ms. Davis texted him is the day the leak blew loose, going from a 

small leak to an all-out break. 

 Mayor Bryon Sanford said he received that text. 

 Mr. Muckleroy said at the end of the day when he received the third message on this, he sent 

his foreman over there to find where in the line the leak was so he could report it back. He went 

there and within a couple of minutes said it was at a force post, looks like they set a post in the 

line so he marked it and then Mr. Muckleroy then called the park owner again suggesting she 

get a different plumber and he received an email at 11:23 p.m. that night which stated that it 

was all fixed. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman stated that she knows they have talked about this in the past, 

about what to do after business hours to get in contact with you. This is another great example 

of how does one get in touch with you as you get a stipend from the City for the phone, should 

they call you on that. 
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 Mr. Muckleroy responded that the main number to call for any water issues is to call the main 

City Hall number and the after hours service takes over and they contact Hays Utilities or him. 

 Mayor Byron Sanford said that was good to know. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman stated at the last Council meeting she had asked about the 

fence which is not a fence as Mr. McCorquodale sent out the email it is a handrail. Yet we talked 

about ADA compliance in the park with handrails, and that particular handrail, she looked it up 

is NOT ADA compliant, it is in the middle of our town, ADA compliance says you cannot have 

a 2x4 and height is not ADA compliant, the materials are not rounded on the end, so she did not 

know if they should put in an ADA compliant handrail there since the City or somebody deemed 

it necessary to have it. 

 Mr. Muckleroy stated that Ms. Patti Campuzano received the concern about it, she did not tell 

us to do it, we had an onsite meeting with Ms. Campuzano, Mr. Palmer, and himself as the story 

he heard was that a lady had tripped and fell off on the sidewalk, and we saw the need to do this 

fix to prevent people from stepping off the sidewalk in the dark and injuring themselves. Should 

it be ADA compliant, yes, but we will check that out and see what the requirements are on that.  

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said the height should be 42.7 and as pictures she took today, 

ADA says 36-38, and the material is usually metal pipe, but when you see a wooden handrail 

like that they have a pipe around it. I can show you where I found it. I just wanted to clarify as 

if it is a true handrail then we need to make sure it is ADA compliant. 

 Mr. Muckleroy, Mayor Sanford, Councilmember Sara Countryman, and Councilmember Cheryl 

Fox all spoke at the same time. Mic did not decipher one voice. 

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox said why ADA. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman stated because it is a handrail. 

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox stated no it is a barrier. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said it is a handrail so it should be ADA compliant. 

 Mayor Sanford said he feels it is a barrier. 

 Mr. Muckleroy stated it is a barrier. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman stated that Kevin Barnes building, she told Mr. Muckleroy 

that he did a great job and painting around the community center and knows he painted the 

bumper, the white really stands out, can we do that in front of Kevin Barnes building as it is 

public parking. She knows that there was a lady who broke her ankle there and about five people 

who have face planted. 

 Mr. Palmer stated that he had asked Mr. Muckleroy to make a template and was going to bring 

it to a workshop to discuss other areas to do this in other public parking areas. 

 Mayor Sanford said he did not feel a workshop would be necessary, Council all likes the look 

and coloring in his opinion. Council agreed. 

9. Utility Operations Report 

 Phillip with Hays Utility gave the report. He stated they had a plant pumpage of 9,734,750 

gallons this last month, the flow average was 231,000 gallons to the plant and you are in 

compliance with your discharge from the State. Our plan worked and we are planning on 

maintaining it in compliance with the State.  
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 Councilmember Casey Olson said he sees their accountability is five percent lower than what 

they are used to.  

 Phillip said one of the things is that they do a lot of flushing and that number that he put in there 

for 500,000 gallons is an estimate. When he is looking at those numbers he is kind of pulling a 

number out of mid air a little bit. He said he can get a little closer maybe if we try doing some 

meters and things like that. It would be a little extra expensive but he figures we are over 90 

percent and we are doing pretty good. 

 Mr. Muckleroy said when they send a water accountability sheet to Phillip once a month they 

go to Beacon and they compare the water sold to the water pump. They account for our flushing 

numbers and then they send that number to Phillip which he adds to on his flushing. He said 

what he has noticed is the last handful of months our (the City’s) accountability number has 

been lower than what it used to be before we sent it to the operator. His administrative assistant 

brought this to him and said their numbers are dropping and exactly what he told her he just said 

this is a sign of more flushing. It could be more loss but it is a sign of more flushing that they 

(Hays Utility) is doing which is a good thing. He said he can say their number of water quality 

complaint calls have gone way down. They are not getting them like they were.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson asked with continued flushing the smell that appeared in the water 

will it go away because it does not smell good right now.  

 Phillip asked if they were experiencing issues right now.  

 Councilmember Casey Olson said yes probably the last three or four days. It is not chlorine but 

he wished it was chlorine. 

 Phillip asked if this is his personal residence. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said yes. 

 Phillip said he is going to get with Mr. Muckleroy and figure out exactly where that is at. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said it is not discolored like it has been. It just smells. 

 Phillip said that is interesting.  

 Phillip asked how you would describe the smell. 

 Councilmember Casey Olson said sulfur and rotten eggs. 

 Phillip said that could be a combination of various things. It could be where you are at with your 

chemical right now when you are talking about your residual of chlorine in the water or it could 

just be water age which is a flushing thing. He said he would look into both of those and see 

they can figure out on that but with the large diameter mains that you have right now that go 

throughout the whole system and essentially you have been planning for the future. You have 

had big mains installed and those big mains increase your water age because you do not use as 

much as what you normally use on those. If you are planning for the future you have big growth 

coming all around including that loop that was talked about. That is a big part of water quality 

with that loop in there. He said it is something they are always needing to monitor and that extra 

flushing is something that is critically important for this particular water system at this moment. 

When this City grows and you get bigger it will be a lot less necessary. 

10. City Engineer's Report 

 Mr. Roznovsky said regarding Water Plant No. 2 improvements that design will be complete 

within the next few weeks. He received the final plans earlier this week for his final review.  

14

Item 1.



 Mr. Roznovsky said with the Lone Star Groundwater District they are still working with them 

going back and forth a couple times a week on getting new permits in place. 

 He said the 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Phase I project on the pipe bursting work they 

discussed a few weeks ago will start likely next week as they are getting final details from the 

contractor. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said the Phase II Rehabilitation project bids tomorrow and they will have the 

bid results at the April 9th meeting. 

 For the Lift Station No. 10 Improvements project they had the reconstruction meeting last week 

and a second one on site this morning and issued the notice to proceed so that one will get started 

next week dependent on material delivery. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said for the TPDES Permit Amendment they expect to have that final in April 

with the final permit in by July. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said the waste expansion request for qualifications have been received, 

reviewed, and scored. They are doing a final recommendation with staff which they will also 

bring to you at the next April meeting for your review.  

 Mr. Roznovsky said there are a lot of feasibility studies in the works. One that is not yet is HEB 

and they are waiting on their deposit. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said the plan reviews are all listed. They did have a call with MISD to discuss 

drainage which he mentioned earlier. He said related to that is Montgomery Bend Atkins Creek 

Improvements for erosion. They have bid that project and they are wanting to proceed with 

construction within the next few weeks. They are working through some final design 

considerations and get a couple additional sets of eyes to make sure that it is going to be a long-

term solution. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said they did return comments to the MISD Fuel Center and Hills of Town 

Creek Sec. 5 earlier this week so those are back in the developers court.  

 He continued plats are listed and the next P&Z meeting which is next week they expect to have 

the primary plat for the Lone Star Parkway Project which is the Taylor Morrison development 

as well as the final plat for Montgomery Bend Section 2. This is the one where they pay impact 

fees at plotting so they would expect another large impact fee check within the next few weeks 

once that is processed and recorded. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said they presented a final draft report to the last CIAC meeting and will 

probably have to go through the timeline with them next week and then it will be on Council’s 

next agenda or the following to start holding those public hearings that are required to make 

sure you are in compliance. Generally it works out to being about a $300 increase, which is 

about eight percent over a five year time period. 

 Mr. Roznovsky said on page 147 in the packet you will see the updated development map. This 

is everything that is going on in the City currently and what stage it is in. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said HEB Texas brand, home San Antonio, they are building 

on the home place of Charles B. Stewart. She wants to get ahead of them in making sure that 

this HEB honors that we are the birthplace of the Texas flag and honors that is his home place. 

If they could have something different than any other HEB, she knows it is an ask but she that 

is what she wants to ask. She does not know if it is like a hundred huge flags leaning over it, 

she does not know but something, a Charles B. Stewart statue out front. She would like to ask 

them before they get through deciding.  
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 Mr. Roznovsky said there is the feasibility study and there is already the utility extensions 

required which typically turns into a development agreement so that vehicle for having those 

discussions and the consideration of modification like was done with the HEB project when 

they put in those public utilities and negotiated the sign that is there from the bank. He said there 

is going to be an agreement that that could be discussed.  

 Councilmember Cheryl Fox said she thinks HEB is very cognizant of the fact of history and in 

the places that they are. 

 Councilmember Sara Countryman said she just wants to make sure that it is in front because she 

thinks it is important. 

 Mayor Sanford said since they have already gotten those inquiries it is good to know that 

publicly staff is aware of such things in the negotiations. 

 Councilmember Carol Langley asked Mr. McCorquodale to make sure Mr. Roznovsky gets the 

email from Mr. Larry Forester that they received over the weekend. 

 Mr. McCorquodale said yes. 

11. Finance Report, including Utility/Permit and Sales Tax  

 

Ms. Maryann Carl stated that tonight the utility and billing report is under finance section, and 

as far as the financial report there are no further concerns , they will see a different component 

which is the pooled cash report which replaces the cash analysis report;  She went on to explain 

that this new format shows cash and bank account balances. There are two reports, which is the 

regular general fund and the pooled cash for the investment accounts. She then referred them to 

page 154 of the packet which is a report showing all the Tex Pool Accounts. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked about page 152, which is claim on cash – the hotel 

occupancy fund. The beginning balance $4395.00 with activity of $22,965 with a balance of 

$27000.00. 

Ms. Maryann Carl explained that pooled cash just went into place in February, it is probably 

going to take until next month  or the following to have a pattern in there. 

12. February 2024 Court Report 

 

The month of February citations were at 139, collections was $32,997.00. They also ran their 

amnesty program which is still running through April 23rd and would like to thank the Police 

Department, Police Chief and Sergeant Voytko as they allowed their VIP’s as they come in help 

us make more from the phone calls. 

Councilmemebr Sara Countryman asked if they had more payments onsite or right then on the 

call, due to their help? 

Ms. Kimberly Duckett responded, yes and in fact the offer was if they paid right then, they got 

their warrant fees waived. 

13. Police and Code Enforcement Report 

 

The Police Chief stated they had his report and if the council had any questions he would answer 

them, however, in front of them they had a packet of papers. He explained that the Texas 
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Department of Emergency Management are requiring a three-hour course, for elected officials. 

The Chief recommended that they attend as it is wise as an elected body to know the phases 

when an emergency does occur. 

Councilmembers inquired what day the course is held, time, cost and location and do they sign 

up through him? 

The Chief responded that no they register themselves and the paperwork is there for them. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked Chief about a lady that was on the news recently that 

was sex trafficked and held against her will who was found in Fredericksburg, was she a resident 

of our town? 

The Chief responded that it was actually just outside of Montgomery. She was kidnapped by 

someone known to her. 

Councilmember Casey Olson said on a more positive note, they had the Mudbug festival this 

weekend and he visited with several officers, and it appeared to go well. 

The Chief responded that he had a short briefing on Monday, and there were some things they 

would like to see changed, but that is going to be on the promoter. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked Mr. Palmer if we still have someone pursuing the 

missed revenues from Airbnb’s.  

Ms. Maryann Carl responded that they are having another meeting with Asvar. Her problem with 

that she has with the program they want the city to sign up for to identify those locations, is the 

projected revenues….they want us to pay 40%. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if there was anyone else other than SRI / Asvar as we 

voted them in, we have more and more Airbnb’s and nothing is done or in return. 

Ms. Carl responded she is definitely looking into that. 

Councilmember Casey Olson said he had a couple of questions. It looks as if our fiscal year is 

50% over at the end of this month and only 28.5% through our budget. 

Ms. Carl responded yes that is correct, we are doing really well. 

Councilmember Casey Olson said then he is asking what are the big spends that he is not seeing 

but are coming. 

Ms. Carl says she spent some time looking at some of the things that she can project that are 

coming. 

Mayor Byron Sanford asked to what degree is our favor that we are seeing a matter of impact 

fees, timeliness impact fees that are not coming in that are not pulling from our capital, our big 

enchiladas, is that have anything to do with how we are doing so well? 

Ms. Carl responded council must remember the capital projects are not seen in the operational 

budget. 

Councilmember Carol Langley moved to accept the department reports as presented. 

Councilmember Casey Olson seconded the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

Adjourn into Closed Executive Session as authorized by the Texas Open Meetings Act, Chapter 551 of the 

Government Code of the State of Texas.  

NO executive session items at time of publication. 

POSSIBLE ACTION FROM EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

COUNCIL INQUIRY: 

Councilmember Stan Donaldson said he wants to thank Simmons Bank for finally coming in compliance 

about our Texas flag.  

Councilmember Sara Countryman said at one point they talked about changing their terms and asked where 

they are on that. 

Mr. Palmer stated he knows that with a general rule city it is a maximum of four years and it may need to 

go through some sort of process. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if it has to be on the ballot. 

Mr. Villarreal said he does not believe it has to be on the ballot but he will follow up on that. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman said she thinks they talked about going for a three-year term. She said 

she did not know what the next steps were. 

Councilmember Casey Olson said with the Home Depot cost down about $200,000 from estimate that 

should put them to about 18 months on that no interest loan. On every $40,000 you save it knocks a month 

off of that. 

Mr. Roznovsky said it is $150,000 in contingencies. 

Councilmember Casey Olson said they could ultimately fairly easily be at 12 months and that is fantastic. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked if there are any bites on Prairie Street. 

Mr. Palmer said he would like to get it off this Friday. There are people that are interested and they have to 

go through the bid process. 

Councilmember Sara Countryman asked how it will be listed. 

Mr. Palmer said in our newspapers.  

ADJOURNMENT 

Councilmember Sara Countryman moved to adjourn the meeting. Councilmember Cheryl Fox seconded 

the motion. Motion Passed (5-0). 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:27 P.M. 

 
Submitted by:________________________   Date Approved:__________________ 

Diana Titus, Deputy City Secretary 

 

Reviewed by:________________________ 

Nici Browe, City Secretary. TRMC 18
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___________________________________ 

Mayor, Byron Sanford 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: N/A 

Department: Admin Prepared By: Dave McCorquodale 

 

Subject 

Consideration and possible action on: AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, 

TEXAS, ORDERING A PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING AMENDING ARTICLE III, "IMPACT 

FEES" OF CHAPTER 90 "UTILITIES" OF THE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES BY ADOPTING 

NEW IMPACT FEES FOR WATER AND WASTEWATER IMPROVEMENTS THAT ARE 

ATTRIBUTABLE TO NEW DEVELOPMENT IN THE CITY'S PROPOSED WATER AND 

WASTEWATER IMPACT FEE SERVICE AREA WITHIN THE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES OF 

THE CITY; PROVIDING OPEN MEETING AND EFFECTIVE DATE PROVISIONS; AND 

PROVIDING FOR RELATED MATTERS. 

 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends a motion to adopt the Ordinance as presented. 

 

Discussion 

Issue: 

One of the required steps in updating the city’s impact fees is a Public Hearing.  In this case, state law 

requires the Public Hearing to be called by adoption of an order (ordinance). 

 

Regulations: 

Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code: 

Sec. 395.053.  HEARING ON UPDATED LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS AND CAPITAL 

IMPROVEMENTS PLAN.  The governing body of the political subdivision shall, within 60 days after 

the date it receives the update of the land use assumptions and the capital improvements plan, adopt an 

order setting a public hearing to discuss and review the update and shall determine whether to amend the 

plan. 

Sec. 395.054.  HEARING ON AMENDMENTS TO LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS, CAPITAL 

IMPROVEMENTS PLAN, OR IMPACT FEE.  A public hearing must be held by the governing body of 

the political subdivision to discuss the proposed ordinance, order, or resolution amending land use 

assumptions, the capital improvements plan, or the impact fee.  On or before the date of the first 

publication of the notice of the hearing on the amendments, the land use assumptions and the capital 

improvements plan, including the amount of any proposed amended impact fee per service unit, shall be 

made available to the public. 

 

Analysis & Conclusion: 

Staff recommends adoption of the Ordinance calling for a Public Hearing to be held on June 11, 2024 at 

6:00pm at Montgomery City Hall to discuss and review proposed updates to the Capital Improvement 

Plan and Land Use Assumptions. 

 

Approved By 

Assistant City Administrator & 

Planning & Development Director Dave McCorquodale 

 

Date: 04/04/2024 
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ORDINANCE NO. _________ 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, 

ORDERING A PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING AMENDING 

ARTICLE III, "IMPACT FEES" OF CHAPTER 90 "UTILITIES" OF 

THE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES BY ADOPTING NEW IMPACT 

FEES FOR WATER AND WASTEWATER IMPROVEMENTS THAT 

ARE ATTRIBUTABLE TO NEW DEVELOPMENT IN THE CITY'S 

PROPOSED WATER AND WASTEWATER IMPACT FEE SERVICE 

AREA WITHIN THE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY; 

PROVIDING OPEN MEETING AND EFFECTIVE DATE 

PROVISIONS; AND PROVIDING FOR RELATED MATTERS. 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code, the City 

Council (the "Council") of the City of Montgomery, Texas (the "City") adopted Ordinance 

No. 2016-21, which approved the Capital Improvement Plan, Exhibit "C" to the Ordinance, 

and the Land Use Assumptions, Exhibit "C" to the Ordinance, presently in Article III, 

Impact Fees, Chapter 90, Utilities, City's Code of Ordinances and established water and 

wastewater impact fees for connection to the City's water and wastewater system; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 395.054 of the Texas Local Government Code, the 

City Council held a public hearing on November 14, 2017 to review and discuss the Capital 

Improvement Advisory Committee's comments and suggestions concerning the City's Land 

Use Assumptions and Capital Improvement Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an amendment to the City's Capital 

Improvement Plan based on the Capital Improvement Advisory Committee's 

recommendation, described in the Capital Improvement Advisory Committee's report, dated 

October 25, 2017, set out in Exhibit "A," to Ordinance No. 2018-06; and  

 

WHEREAS, the City has undertaken to update the Capital Improvement Plan and 

the Land Use Assumptions to determine whether any amendments are advisable and 

determine whether the impact fees should be amended pursuant to Sec. 395.052 of the 

Texas Local Government Code; and  

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Secs. 395.053 and 395.054 of the Texas Local Government 

Code, the City must adopt an order setting a public hearing to discuss and review the update 

and shall determine whether to amend the plan, assumptions and/or impact fees.  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, THAT: 

 

Section 1. Findings. The findings and recitations set out hereinabove are found to be 

true and correct and are hereby adopted by the City Council, and made a part hereof for all 

purposes as findings of fact. 
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Section 2. Order. The City Council of the City of Montgomery hereby orders a 

public hearing to discuss and review the updates to the Capital Improvement Plan and the 

Land Use Assumptions and determine whether to amend the plan and if so, what 

amendments to the Capital Improvement Plan, Land Use Assumptions and/or Impact Fees 

to be set for June 11, 2024 and to cause such notices of such public hearing to be given as 

required by Secs. 395.053, 395.054 and 395.055, of the Texas Local Government Code. 

 

Section 3. Capital Improvement Advisory Committee. The City Council of the 

City of Montgomery requests that the Capital Improvement Advisory Committee review and 

file its written comments on the proposed amendments to the Land Use Assumptions, 

Capital Improvements Plan, and Impact Fees before the fifth business day before the date of 

the public hearing on the amendments.  

 

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its 

passage and adoption. 

 

Section 5. Open Meetings. It is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting 

at which this Ordinance was passed was open to the public as required and that public notice 

of the time, place, and purpose of said meeting was given as required by the Open Meetings 

Act, Chapter 551, Texas Government Code. 

 

 

PASSED AND APPROVED on this the ___ April, 2024. 

 

 

 

 

       _____________________________ 

       Byron Sanford, Mayor 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

Nici Browe, City Secretary  
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: N/A 

Department: Admin Prepared By: Dave McCorquodale 

 

Subject 

Consideration and possible action on calling a Public Hearing related to a Special Use Permit application 

for an event venue at 504 Caroline Street. 

 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends a motion to call the Public Hearing for May 14, 2024 at 6:00 pm to be held at 

Montgomery City Hall. 

 

 

Discussion 

Issue: 

The owner of the recently renovated 504 Caroline Street property proposes to use the property as a event 

venue available to rent to the public.   

 

Regulations: 

The property is zoned B – Commercial. Land use is regulated by Chapter 98 – Zoning of the City Code 

of Ordinances. Uses allowed by right in each zoning district are found in Section 98-88(a) Table of 

Permitted Uses and Special Uses. Event venue is not a land use permitted by right in commercial zoning 

districts.  City Code provides a process for proposed uses not found in the table: 

 

Section 98-88(b) Any use not specifically permitted in this table or in the use regulations of each district 

set out below, shall require a special use permit (see Section 98-27, Special Use Permits). 

 

Section 98-27(a). The City Council, by an affirmative four-fifths vote, may by ordinance grant a special 

permit for special uses in any district, for those uses listed under "CC" in the Table of Permitted Uses in 

Section 98-88, or which are otherwise not expressly permitted by this chapter, and may impose 

appropriate conditions and safeguards, including a specified period of time for the permit, to protect 

property and property values in the neighborhood. A Special Use Permit may be revoked or canceled by 

the City Council upon violation of any permit granted. Before authorization of any of such special uses, 

the request therefor shall be referred to the Planning and Zoning Commission for study and report 

concerning the effect of the proposed use on the Comprehensive Plan and on the character and 

development of the neighborhood. A Public Hearing shall be held in relation thereto before the City 

Council, and notice and publication of the time and place for which shall conform to the procedure 

prescribed in subsection (b) of this section. 

 

Section 98-27(b). A public hearing shall be held by the city council before adopting any proposed special 

use permit. Notice of such hearing shall be given by publication one time in a newspaper of general 

circulation in the city stating the time and place of hearing, which time shall not be earlier than 15 days 

from the date of publication. 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

Analysis & Conclusion: 

 

The first step for City Council is to call a Public Hearing on the request.  Deliberation of the request is 

not appropriate at this time, but clarification questions or minor details can be requested.  The only formal 

action to take at this time is to call the Public Hearing.  P&Z will study and make a report at their next 

meeting.  To comply with posting timeline requirements, staff recommends calling the Public Hearing 

for the City Council’s first regular meeting in May which is May 14, 2024. 

 

Approved By 

Assistant City Administrator & 

Planning & Development Director Dave McCorquodale 

 

Date: 04/03/2024 
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Special Use Permit
City of Montgomery 101

Old Plantersville Road
Montgomery, Texas
77316 (936) 597-6434

Upon completion return application to dmccorquodale@ci.montgomery.tx.us
Contact Information

Property Owner(s): Tom D Cox Jr

Address: 148 McKinley Landing Ln

Zip Code: 77384 Phone: 281-787-6548

Email Address: tcox@gracepointhomes.com

Applicants: Giorgio Romero, Madeline Cox Romero

Address: 7 N Timber Top Dr

Zip Code: 77380 Phone: 281-236-8530

Email Address:

Parcel Information

Type of Business: Rental Space

Legal Description:

Street Address or Location: 504 Caroline St

Special Use Permit Request

Description of request: Requesting ability to rent highlighted space attached.

Submission Information

This application is to be submitted to the City of Montgomery Director of Planning & Development:

City of Montgomery
101 Old Plantersville Road
Montgomery, Texas 77316

48
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Additional Information

Date Application received by the City of Montgomery:

Owner(s) of record for the above described parcel:

Owner(s) of record for the above described parcel:

Signature: Date:

Signature: Date:

Signature: Date:

Note: Signatures are required for all owners of record for the property proposed for Special Use Permit. Attach additional signatures on a separate sheet of paper.

Date Received
Office Use

49
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*Public Hearings*

Parties in interest and citizens shall have an opportunity to be heard at public hearings conducted by the Planning and Zoning
Commission and the City Council before any amendment to a district regulation, restriction, or boundary shall become
effective. Regularly scheduled meetings are as follows and will be held accordingly unless public notice has been given of a
change of dates:

Planning and Zoning Commission: 1stTuesday of every month at 6:00 p.m.

City Council: 2nd and 4thTuesday of every month at 6:00 p.m.

*Protests*

If a protest against a proposed zoning change including PDD and SUP requests has been filed with the City Secretary, duly
signed and acknowledged by the owners of twenty percent (20%) or more, either of the area of the land included in such a
proposed change or those owners of property immediately adjacent to the subject property and extending two hundred feet
(200) there from, such zoning change shall not become effective except by a three-fourths (3/4) vote of governing body in
accordance with the provisions of Section 211.006 of the Texas Local Government Code.

*Resubmission*

Rezoning requests which have been heard and decided by the Council of the City of Montgomery may not be re-filed
with the city for six (6) months after the date of such decision by the Council, absent a change in circumstances.

Rezoning requests for the same property to a different classification than the denied request may be re-filed prior to
the expiration of six (6) months.

50
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: NONE 

Department: Administration Prepared By: Nici Browe 

 

Subject 

City Alcoholic Beverage Permit for Lupe Tortilla Mexican Restaurant, located at 20269 Eva Street, 

Montgomery, Texas, 77356. 

 

 

Recommendation 

 Applicant has complied with ordinance, recommend approval. 

 

 

Discussion 

 The under-construction Lupe Tortilla Mexican Restaurant has submitted for their TABC Mixed 

Beverage and Food Permit with the State of Texas.  The City of Montgomery also requires any 

business serving alcohol to apply for approval from the City Council and obtain a city permit. The city 

permit is only issued when the city is in receipt of the TABC approved license. 

 

The applicant has submitted all documentation as required by City Ordinance. The City Secretary also 

signed the applicants TABC permit as required by State Law. 

 

 

 

 

 

Approved By 

City Secretary 

 

Nici Browe 

 

 

Date:   04-01-2024 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: NONE 

Department: Administration Prepared By: Nici Browe 

 

Subject 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, AMENDING CHAPTER 90, UTILITIES, 

ARTICLE II, WATER AND SEWER SERVICE, DIVISION 2, SERVICE 

RATES AND CHARGES, SECTION 90-57, RETURNED CHECK 

CHARGE; AND AMENDING SECTION 90-61 AND 90-62, 

DISCONTINUATION OR REFUSAL OF WATER SERVICE FOR 

FAILURE TO PAY BILLS AND  DISCONTINUANCE OF WATER 

SERVICE UPON REQUEST OF CONSUMER, RESPECTIVELY, OF 

THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, 

TEXAS; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT 

THEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE UPON 

PUBLICATION AND APPROVAL BY CITY COUNCIL.  

 

 

 

Recommendation 

 Approve the Ordinance as presented. 

 

 

Discussion 

This is a housekeeping item, that brings the City’s Code of Ordinances into compliance with the State.  

The State has a cap on fees charged to consumers for a returned check item of $30.00. Our current 

ordinance (2014) is set at $50.00. Additionally, the States mandated fee for discontinuation of water 

service is $50.00.  Our current ordinance (2014) is set at $75.00. 

 

Language has also been amended in relation to a customer temporarily or permanently abandoning the 

structure and no longer wishes to be provided with water service. 

 

The public hearing notice was published in the Conroe Courier on March 23, 2024.  

 

 

 

 

Approved By 

City Secretary 

 

Nici Browe 

 

 

Date:   04-02-2024 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2024 - ______ 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, AMENDING CHAPTER 90, UTILITIES, 

ARTICLE II, WATER AND SEWER SERVICE, DIVISION 2, SERVICE 

RATES AND CHARGES, SECTION 90-57, RETURNED CHECK 

CHARGE; AND AMENDING SECTION 90-61 AND 90-62, 

DISCONTINUATION OR REFUSAL OF WATER SERVICE FOR 

FAILURE TO PAY BILLS AND  DISCONTINUANCE OF WATER 

SERVICE UPON REQUEST OF CONSUMER, RESPECTIVELY, OF 

THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, 

TEXAS; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT 

THEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE UPON 

PUBLICATION AND APPROVAL BY CITY COUNCIL.  

 

WHEREAS, Amending Section 90-57, Returned Check Charge, of the Code of 

Ordinances of the City of Montgomery, Texas ("City Code"), by reducing the returned check 

charge from $50.00 to $30.00; and 

WHEREAS, Amending and restating in its entirety Section 90-61, Discontinuation or 

Refusal of Water Service for Failure to Pay Bills, of City Code, by reducing the restoration fee, 

from $75.00 to $50.00; and 

WHEREAS, Amending and restating in its entirety Section 90-62, Discontinuance of 

Water Service upon Request of Consumer; and  

WHEREAS, the City Secretary caused to be posted a notice of public bearing on this 

matter; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council, pursuant to such notice, held its public hearing and heard 

all persons wishing to be heard for and against the reduced fees, on 9th day of April, 2024. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council adopts the findings and recitals above as true and correct. 

Section 2.  City Code, Chapter 90 "Utilities," Article II, Water and Sewer Service, 

Division 2, Service Rates and Charges, Section 90-57, Returned Check Charge, is hereby amended 

by reducing the returned check charge from $50.00 to $30.00. 

Section 3.  City Code, Chapter 90 "Utilities," Article II, Water and Sewer Service, 

Division 2, Service Rates and Charges, Section 90-61, Disconnection or Refusal of Water Service 

for Failure to Pay, is hereby amended by reducing the restoration fee, from $75.00 to $50.00.  

Section 4. City Code, Chapter 90 "Utilities," Article II, Water and Sewer Service, 

Division 2, Service Rates and Charges, Section 90-61, Discontinuation or Refusal of Water Service 

for Failure to Pay Bills, and Section 90-62, Discontinuance of Water Service upon Request of 
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Consumer shall be amended and restated in their entireties, respectively, as follows: 

Section 90-61, shall be amended and restated in its entirety to read: 

"The city, through its designated agent, shall have the right to discontinue service and cut 

off the supply of water to a consumer at any time after such bill becomes delinquent. A charge 

established by ordinance of the city council, to be paid by check or cash, will be made for restoring 

water service where such service has been discontinued because of the consumer's failure to pay a 

bill before it becomes delinquent. The amount of such charge shall be kept on file in the city 

secretary's office. The city shall have the right to refuse service to any customer with a delinquent 

bill for standby charges and/or for interest on such charges until all outstanding amounts owed by 

the consumer are paid in full, whether such amounts are owed with respect to the tract for which 

such consumer is requesting service or otherwise." 

Section 90-62, shall be amended and restated in its entirety to read: 

"Whenever a consumer of city water temporarily or permanently abandons the structure 

being served and no longer wishes to be furnished with water service, he shall notify the city's 

operator at least two days prior to the time he desires such service discontinued. A charge, 

established by ordinance of the city council, shall be made for discontinuing and for restoring 

water service where such service is discontinued or restored at the request of the consumer, and he 

is not delinquent in the payment of any bill at the time of either request. The amount of such charge 

shall be kept on file in the city secretary's office." 

Section 4.  All provisions of the ordinances of the City of Montgomery in conflict with 

the provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed, and all other provisions of the Ordinances of 

the City of Montgomery, not in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance, shall remain in full 

force and effect.  

Section 5.  If any word, phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph, section or other part of this 

Ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstance, shall ever be held to be invalid 

or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, neither the remainder of this Ordinance, 

nor the application of such word, phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph, section, or other part of this 

Ordinance to any other persons or circumstances, shall be affected thereby. 

Section 6. The City Council officially finds, determines, and declares that a sufficient 

written notice of the date, hour, place, and subject of each meeting at which this Ordinance was 

discussed, considered, or acted upon was given in the manner required by the Texas Open 

Meetings Act, as amended, and that each such meeting has been open to the public as required by 

law at all times during such discussion, consideration and action. The City Council ratifies, 

approves, and confirms such notices and the contents and posting thereof. 

Section 7. This Ordinance shall be effective immediately upon publication, passage 

and adoption by City Council. 
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PASSED AND APPROVED on the _____ day of ____________________, 2024. 

 

 

 

Byron Sanford, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

Nici Browe, City Secretary 

 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

Alan Petrov, City Attorney 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: $0 – CO funding 

Department: Admin Prepared By: Dave McCorquodale 

 

Subject 

Consideration and possible action on award of the construction contract for the 2023 Sanitary Sewer 

Rehabilitation Phase 2 project. 

 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends a motion to award the 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Phase 2 project to Bull-G 

Construction, LLC in the amount of $119,871.00 and 35 calendar days to achieve final completion. 

 

 

Discussion 

The city engineer’s memo and supporting documents are attached.  As you will recall, this phase of the 

project includes the portion of sewer line under and near SH105.  This scope of work was originally 

included as part of the larger 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation project and was carved out of that 

project to allow the larger project to begin due to TxDOT permitting for the portion of the project within 

TxDOT right-of-way.  The project area and scope will increase the sewer line size via pipe bursting from 

the south side of SH105/Eva Street at City Hall to Caroline Street to the north. 

 

 

Approved By 

Assistant City Administrator & 

Planning & Development Director Dave McCorquodale 

 

Date: 04/03/2024 
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4526 Research Forest Dr. Suite 360, | The Woodlands, TX 77381 | 713.789.1900 | wga-llp.com 

 
 
 
March 28, 2024 
 
The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
City of Montgomery 
101 Old Plantersville Road 
Montgomery, Texas 77316 
 
Re: 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation – Phase 2 

City of Montgomery 
TIN No. 74-2063592 

 
Dear Mayor and Council, 
 
We received bids for the referenced project for the City of Montgomery at Ward, Getz & Associates, PLLC, March 
27, 2024, at 10:00 am. Bids were publicly opened and read at that time. Five (5) bid proposals were received. 
For your convenience, a summary of the bid tabulation is enclosed. Bull-G Construction, LLC submitted the 
lowest base bid proposal in the amount of $119,871.00 and 35 calendar days to achieve final completion. 
 
We have worked with Bull-G Construction, LLC and find them to be an acceptable contractor. We recommend 
the referenced project be awarded to Bull-G Construction, LLC based on their base bid amount of $119,871.00 
and 35 calendar days to achieve final completion. 
 
Upon your approval, we will prepare the appropriate contract documents for execution. Should you have any 
questions or require any additional information, please call me at 713-789-1900. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Chris Roznovsky, PE  
City Engineer 
 

Z:\00574 (City of Montgomery)\011 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation\Docs\CA - Phase 2\2. Bids & Bid Tab\Bid Summary & Bid Tab\00574-011-00 - 
ROA Pending Signature.docx 

Enclosure: Bid Tabulation Summary 
cc (via email): Mr. Gary Palmer – City of Montgomery, City Administrator 
  Ms. Nici Browe – City of Montgomery, City Secretary 
  Mr. Alan Petrov – Johnson Petrov, LLP, City Attorney 

Sulema Gonzalez-Diaz – Bull-G Construction, LLC., Contractor 
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Bid Opener Name: ____________________________

Signature:_____________________________

Bidder Total Base Bid Contract Days

Qualification

Statement

Bid Form

Signature Page

Bid 

Security

1295 

Form

 Addendum 

No. 1

1 Bull-G Construction, LLC $119,871.00 35 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

2 Ram Rod Utilities, LLC $200,896.00 N/A Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

3 Texas Pride Utilities, LLC $218,820.00 90 No Yes Yes Yes Yes

4 AR Turnkee Construction Co., Inc. $306,299.00 90 No Yes Yes Yes Yes

5 T Construction LLC $308,537.00 65 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
Denotes mathematical error/discrepancy in calculation and/or missing requirement(s).

BID SUMMARY

FOR

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

PROJECT NO.: 00574-011-00

DATE: 03/27/2024 @ 10:00 AM

2023 SANITARY SEWER REHABILITATION - PHASE 2

Z:\00574 (City of Montgomery)\011 2023 Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation\Docs\CA - Phase 2\2. Bids & Bid Tab\Bid Summary & Bid Tab\00574-011-00 Bid Tabulation.xlsx 52
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: N/A 

Department: Admin Prepared By: Dave McCorquodale 

 

Subject 

Consideration and possible action on approval of the Final Plat for Montgomery Bend Section Two (Dev. 

No. 2203). 

 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends a motion to approve the Montgomery Bend Section Two Final Plat as submitted. 

 

 

Discussion 

Issue: 

The Final Plat for Montgomery Bend Section Two has been reviewed by the city engineer, whose memo 

is attached along with the plat document.   

 

Regulations: 

Chapter 78 of the City Code of Ordinances, the Development Agreement between the City of 

Montgomery, Texas and Pulte Homes of Texas dated September 13, 2022, and D.A. Amendment No. 1 

dated February 14, 2023. 

 

Analysis & Conclusion: 

The design meets the city’s requirements and reflects the lot size, lot area, and side setback 

requirements found in the approved Development Agreement and Amendment No. 1.  The city is 

required to approve items that are found to meet applicable regulations.  These types of actions are 

known as ministerial approvals.  An informative blog post by a Houston law firm explains the subject 

well:  

 

https://www.randlelawoffice.com/local-governmental-entities/ministerial-acts/ 

 

Staff recommends approval of the Final Plat for Montgomery Bend Section Two as submitted. The P&Z 

Commission will act on the Final Plat at a special meeting Monday 4/8/24. 

 

Approved By 

Assistant City Administrator & 

Planning & Development Director Dave McCorquodale 

 

Date: 04/03/2024 
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4526 Research Forest Dr. , Suite 360   |   The Woodlands, Texas 77381   |  713.789.1900  |  wga-llp.com 

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
March 27, 2024 
 
The Planning and Zoning Commission 
City of Montgomery 
101 Old Plantersville Rd. 
Montgomery, Texas 77316  
 
Re: Submission of Final Plat 
 Montgomery Bend, Section 2 (Dev. No. 2203) 
 City of Montgomery  
 
Dear Commission: 
 
We reviewed the Final Plat submission for Montgomery Bend Section 2, owned by Pulte Homes of Texas, 
LP. (“the Owner”), on behalf of the City of Montgomery. The Owner has requested platting of the tract 
for the development of 88 single-family residential lots and 5 reserves. 
 
Our review was based on The City of Montgomery’s Code of Ordinances, Chapter 78, Section 60 and any 
other applicable chapters. We offer no objection to the plat and recommend the Commission approve the 
plat as submitted.  
 
If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
 
 
      Chris Roznovsky, PE 
      City Engineer 
 
 
 
CVR/akg 
Z:\00574 (City of Montgomery)\_900 General Consultation\Correspondence\Letters\2024\2024.03.25 MEMO to P&Z RE 
Montgomery Bend Section 2 Final Plat.docx 

Enclosures:  Final Plat 
Cc (via email): The Honorable Mayor and City Council – City of Montgomery 
  Mr. Gary Palmer – City of Montgomery, City Administrator 
  Ms. Nici Browe – City of Montgomery, City Secretary 
  Mr. Alan Petrov – Johnson Petrov, LLP, City Attorney 
  Mr. Garret Duhon, PE – Elevation Land Solutions 
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Reserve Area Table
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount: N/A 

Department: Admin Prepared By: Dave McCorquodale 

 

Subject 

Consideration and possible action on acceptance of a Feasibility Study for a proposed 56-acre single 

family residential development by Taylor Morrison of Texas, Inc. (Dev. No. 2404). 

 

Recommendation 

Accept the Feasibility Study as presented. 

 

 

Discussion 

City Council authorized the city engineer to prepare an update to the original Feasibility Study for this 

proposed 56-acre single family residential development on September 13th.  The Study is attached for 

review and the engineer will be in attendance to present the results to City Council.   

 

As a reminder, acceptance of the Feasibility Study does not constitute acceptance or approval of the 

project.  Acceptance of the Study means the City Council believes the Study was prepared in accordance 

with good engineering practices and based on accurate data. 

 

Approved By 

Assistant City Administrator & 

Planning & Development Director Dave McCorquodale 

 

Date: 04/03/2024 
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agee
Polygon

agee
Callout
Taylor Morrison Tract Boundary

agee
Callout
Ex. 8" Sanitary Sewer

agee
Callout
Ex. 8" Waterline

agee
Callout
Ex. 10" Sanitary Sewer 

agee
Callout
Ex. 8" Waterline

agee
Polygon

agee
Callout
Lift Station No. 10

agee
Callout
8" Sanitary Sewer Forcemain (In Construction)

agee
Rectangle

agee
Text Box
Lone Star Parkway

agee
Text Box
Buffalo Springs Drive.



 

Item No. Description Quantity Unit Unit Price Cost

General

1 Mobilization, Bonds & Insurance 1 LS 12,000$          12,000$         

2 Bypass Pumping 1 LS 30,000            30,000            

Pump Station and Piping

3 Submersible Pump (520GPM @ 84 TDH, 25 HP) 1 LS 37,500            37,500            

4 Misc. Piping Improvements 2 EA 1,750              5,000              

Electrical

5 75 kW Natural Gas Generator including Pad 1 LS 95,545            95,545            

6 Electrical Improvements 1 LS 31,250            31,250            

211,295$       
43,000$         
50,000$         
10,000$         

314,000$       

Notes:
1 All values rounded up to the nearest thousand. 
2

4 This is not a proposal and should be used for planning purposes only.

3 This includes geotechnical investigation, construction materials testing, review fees, reproduction, advertising expenses, and 
other miscellaneous reimbursable costs.  

Preliminary Cost Estimate
FOR

LIFT STATION NO. 10 IMPROVEMENTS PHASE II
4/3/2024

Construction Subtotal
Contingencies (20%)

Engineering, Construction Admin, Inspection

This estimate is based on my best judgement as a design professional familiar with the construction industry. We cannot and 
do not guarantee that bids will not vary from this cost estimate. 

Reimbursables
Total
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SUMMER WIND 

 FEASIBILITY STUDY 

(Dev. No. 2211) 
 

FOR 

 

THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

WGA PROJECT NO. 00574-121 

 

OCTOBER 2022 

 

PREPARED BY  
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October 7, 2022 

 

OVERVIEW 

1 Executive Summary 

2 Introduction 

3 Analysis 

 

Exhibits: 

 A: Tract Boundary 

 

 B: Preliminary Site Plan  

 

 C: Water and Wastewater Usage Projection 

 

D: Escrow Calculation  

 

E: Preliminary Cost Estimate  
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October 7, 2022 

 

1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Montage Partners, LLC (the “Developer”) has requested the City of Montgomery (the “City”) to perform a 

feasibility study for the City to serve a future single family development on a 56.7 acre tract along Lone 

Star Parkway, also referred to as the Summer Wind tract. The tract is located within City limits. 

The development falls with Montgomery County Municipal Utility District No. 179. MUD No. 179 does 

not provide its own water or wastewater so the development would receive water and wastewater services 

from the City.  

This development would consist of approximately 211 single family lots for in-city service at full build out. 

The final land plan may affect the estimated costs of and revenues associated with the development.  

The analysis shows that after the completion of the City’s Water Plant No. 3 Improvements project currently 

in construction the City will have the water capacity to serve the development, and existing developments, 

for the next few years but will need additional water plant capacity to serve all existing and proposed 

developments at full build out.  

The analysis shows that based on sanitary sewer capacity of Lift Station No. 10, the lift station will need 

additional capacity to serve all existing and proposed developments at full build out. There is an opportunity 

of some cost sharing for Lift Station No. 10 improvements with the Developer of the Mabry Tract. All 

coordination on any potential cost sharing is the responsibility of the Developer. The analysis also shows 

that the City will have the wastewater treatment plant capacity to serve the development and existing 

developments for the next couple of years but will need additional sanitary sewer plant capacity to serve all 

existing and proposed developments at full build out.  

The estimated total costs that will be associated with the development are: 

Escrow Account $33,000 

Lift Station No. 10 Improvements* $379,000 

Total Estimated Costs $412,000 

*total cost to of improvements to serve this development and the Pulte development 

 

Based on information provided by the Developer the estimated a total assessed valuation for the 

development would be approximately $82,875,000 at full build out. Based on the City’s estimated current 

tax rate ($0.1050 debt service and $0.2950 for operations and maintenance) financially, the development 

will bring in approximate tax revenues as shown below: 

Operations and Maintenance $244,481.25 

Debt Service $ 87,018.75 

Total Estimated Annual Tax Revenue $331,500.00 
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2 INTRODUCTION 

This undeveloped tract is located along Lone Star Parkway just east of Buffalo Springs Drive, and falls 

completely within the City Limits. An exhibit showing the Tract’s boundary in relation to the City’s 

boundary is enclosed as Exhibit A. A preliminary site plan is enclosed as Exhibit B and indicates the 

Developer’s intentions to subdivide the Tract into approximately 211 – 45’ wide single family lots.  

 

The Tract is currently zoned as Planned Development as part of the LeFevre Development Agreement. The 

Planned Development zoning allows for a mixed use of the development which includes single family as 

proposed in this development. 

 

Based on information from the Developer, construction of the development is planned to be complete in 

2026. The estimates included in this feasibility are based on the anticipated land use provided by the 

developer at the time of the study. The final land plan may affect the estimated costs and revenues associated 

with the development. The Tract is currently located within the boundary of Montgomery County MUD 

No. 179. 
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3 ANALYSIS 

Water Production and Distribution 

 

The Tract is located within the City and would not need to be annexed into the City before receiving service. 

The City has three (3) active water wells and two existing water plants with a capacity of 875 connections 

 or 568,000 gallons per day per Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (“TCEQ”) requirements. The 

City is nearing completion of a water plant improvements project at the existing Water Plant No. 3 to 

increase the capacity of the City’s water system to 2,500 connections while holding the same average daily 

flow capacity.  

 

The current average daily flow (“ADF”) in the City is approximately 434,400 gpd. Inclusive of existing 

connections, ultimate future projected connections within current platted developments, and developments 

that are currently in design, the City has committed approximately 583,365 gpd and 1,696 connections. A 

copy of the updated water usage projections is included as Exhibit C. Once the Water Plant No. 3 

Improvements Project is complete, the City will have committed approximately 103% of the total ADF 

capacity and 68% of the connection capacity. The City is not expected to hit these numbers or exceed the 

current average daily flow capacity until 2024. The addition of a booster pump would increase the ADF 

capacity to approximately 730,000 gpd.  

 

The proposed development falls within Montgomery County Municipal Utility District No. 179 (“MUD 

No. 179”). MUD No. 179 does not intend to provide separate water service so the Development will receive 

water from the City. Based on information provided by the Developer the Tract is estimated water usage is 

79,560 gpd. However, based on historical data from similar developments in the City, the Tract’s estimated 

water capacity requirement is approximately 47,475 gpd. Inclusive of existing connections, platted 

developments, developments currently underway, other developments in feasibility, and this development, 

the City will have committed approximately 934,170 gpd or 164% of the total ADF capacity and 136% of 

the connection capacity at full build out. Based on the projections shown in Exhibit C, the City would need 

additional water plant capacity around 2024. 

 

Upon completion of the proposed improvements and based on the projected ADF, including this Tract, the 

City is projected to have sufficient water production capacity to meet the demand of the development within 

the City for the next couple of years. As the existing and upcoming developments build out, the City should 

be prepared to expand their water production and distribution capacity.  

 

City records indicate that there is an existing 8-inch waterline that stubs at the frontage of the Tract, which 

will be able to serve the development as shown in Exhibit A. This will need to be verified by the Developer. 

The Developer should also connect to the existing 8-inch waterline that stubs at the end of Peel Point Dr. 

to provide a looped waterline system throughout the development. The Developer will be responsible for 

all costs associated with the waterline extension and required easements. 

 

The ultimate alignment of waterlines interior to the Tract will depend on the final land plan of the proposed 

development. These waterlines will need to be placed in public utility easements located along the public 

ROW or placed within public ROW interior to the development and constructed per all applicable City and 
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TCEQ design criteria. The developer is responsible for all costs associated with easement acquisitions and 

recordation.  

 

The Developer is responsible for providing engineered plans and specifications for the water distribution 

system interior to the development to the City Engineer for review and approval prior to commencing 

construction, and to obtain all required Planning and Zoning Commission, City Council and development 

approvals and permits.  

 

Sanitary Sewer Collection and Treatment  

 

The City’s existing wastewater facilities include 18 public lift stations and two (2) wastewater treatment 

plants (one of which is currently decommissioned). The Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant 

(TPDES Permit No. WQ0011521001) has a permitted capacity of 400,000 gpd. The current ADF at the 

Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant is 184,330 gpd or 46%. 

 

Inclusive of existing connections, platted developments, and developments which are in design or under 

construction, the City has committed approximately 342,900 gpd or 86% of existing permitted capacity at 

full build out.  A copy of the wastewater usage projections is included as Exhibit C.  

 

The proposed development falls within Montgomery County Municipal Utility District No. 179 (“MUD 

No. 179”). MUD No. 179  does not intend to provide separate sanitary sewer service so the Development 

will receive sanitary sewer service from the City. Based on information from the Developer the Tract’s 

estimated sanitary sewer usage is 55,250. However, based on the City’s historical usage for similar types 

of development and information from the Developer, the Tract’s estimated sanitary sewer capacity 

requirement is 27,430 gpd (822,900 gallons per month)  at full build out. Inclusive of existing connections, 

platted developments, developments currently underway, other developments in feasibility, and this 

development, the City will have committed 564,467 gpd or 141% of existing permitted capacity. 

 

The TCEQ requires the City to initiate design of a wastewater treatment capacity expansion when the ADF 

exceeds 75% of the City’s 400,000 gpd permitted capacity for 3 consecutive months. The ADF for the City, 

including these Tracts and other tracts under design/feasibility, is not expected to exceed 75% of the 

permitted capacity (300,000 gpd) until around the first quarter of 2024. Additionally, the TCEQ requires 

the commencement of the construction phase of the expansion after 3 consecutive months of ADF 

exceeding 90% of the permitted capacity (360,000 gpd). This is expected to occur around third quarter of 

2024. (Note: We are expecting the construction of Nantucket Apartments, consisting of 385 units. The 

development will account for 50,000 gpd at full build out. We are not anticipating all units to be filled 

within 2024 but are accounting for it in these calculations.) 

 

There is an existing public sanitary sewer manhole at the end of Peel Point Dr. that can serve as the point 

of connection for the proposed development. This is based on as-built information for the existing sanitary 

sewer line and LIDAR elevations for the Tract, and should be verified by the Developer after a topographic 

survey is completed. The Developer will be responsible for constructing a gravity line to serve the 

development, as shown in Exhibit A. The Developer will be responsible for all costs associated with the 

sanitary sewer gravity line, and required easements. The final land plan, and grading plan may affect the 

estimated costs and design associated with the development.  
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The proposed sanitary sewer capacity of the Development will cause the City’s Lift Station No. 10 to exceed 

capacity at full buildout and will need to be upsized from approximately 350 gpm to 550 gpm. There is an 

opportunity for cost sharing of these expenses with the Mabry Tract development. The estimated 

preliminary cost for the improvements is approximately $379,000 as shown in Exhibit E. However, an 

additional inspection and analysis of Lift Station No. 10 will need to be performed to prepare a final 

estimated cost of improvements.  

  

The ultimate alignment of sanitary sewer lines interior to the Tract will depend on the final land plan of the 

proposed development. These sanitary sewer lines will need to be placed within public utility easements 

located along the public ROW or placed within the public ROW interior to the development and constructed 

per all applicable City and TCEQ design criteria.  

 

The Developer is responsible for providing engineering plans and specifications for the sanitary sewer 

conveyance system interior to the development, to the City Engineer for review and approval prior to 

commencing construction. The Developer is also responsible for obtaining all Planning and Zoning 

Commission, City Council, and development approvals and required permits.  

 

The Developer will need to coordinate the installation of sanitary sewer tap(s) into the public system with 

the City’s department of Public Works and will be responsible for all costs associated with said work.  

 

Drainage 

 

The onsite storm sewer system will be designated public and accepted by the City upon completion of the 

development. Any detention ponds will remain the responsibility of the Developer. All drainage and 

detention improvements must be designed per the city’s Code of Ordinances requiring compliance with the 

City’s floodplain regulations and all applicable Montgomery County Drainage Criteria Manual Standards. 

Failure to design and construct the drainage facilities per Montgomery County Criteria potentially 

jeopardizes eligibility for acceptance by the City. The Developer will also be required to perform and submit 

a drainage study showing the development ultimately has no impact on the drainage downstream of the 

Tract and on adjacent properties. The drainage study must be submitted to the City for review and approval 

prior to approval of the construction plans.   

 

The Developer is responsible for providing engineering plans and specifications for the drainage and 

detention system interior to the development to the City Engineer for review and approval prior to 

commencing construction, and to obtain all required Planning and Zoning Commission, City Council, and 

development approvals and permits.  

 

Paving and Traffic 

 

Per the preliminary land plan submitted by the Developer, the streets are proposed to be public and accepted 

by the City. The Developer is responsible for providing engineered plans and specifications for the roads 

interior to the development to the City Engineer for review and approval prior to commencing construction, 

and to obtain all required Planning and Zoning Commission, City Council, and development approvals and 

permits.  
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Currently, the preliminary land plan, combined with existing infrastructure, provides for one (1) proposed 

access point along Lone Star Parkway to provide access to the entire 211-home subdivision. The Developer 

Per the City and Montgomery County’s most recently adopted thoroughfare plan, there are no conflicts 

with the current land plan. The Developer is responsible for Montgomery County approval for the proposed 

access point onto Lonestar Parkway. The Developer will need to add a stub-out street adjacent to the western 

boundary to allow for future access through the adjacent property. 

 

Development Costs 

 

The Developer will need to engineer and construct the on-site water, sanitary sewer, paving, and drainage 

facilities to serve the proposed Tract. 

 

The Developer will not need to pay water and wastewater impact fees to the City. Tap fees will be based 

on cost of the tap plus 200%, and will be determined by Public Works at the time the tap is requested. 

 

An escrow agreement has been entered into between the Developer and the City and funds have been 

deposited to cover the cost of this feasibility study. An estimated additional $33,000 will be required to 

cover the City’s remaining expenses for the development, which includes administrative costs, legal fees, 

plan reviews, developer and construction coordination, construction inspection, and one year warranty 

expenses. The fees calculation can be seen in Exhibit D. These additional funds must be deposited into the 

escrow prior to any work being completed by the City.  

 

Below is a summary of the estimated costs associated with the development: 

 

Escrow Account $33,000 

Lift Station No. 10 Improvements* $379,000 

Total Estimated Costs $412,000 

*total cost of improvements to serve this development and the Pulte development 

  

 

These estimates are based on the projected water and wastewater usage provided by the developer. The 

actual costs will depend on the final land plan, final design, and actual construction costs.  

 

This report is our engineering evaluation of the funds required to complete the anticipated future capital 

improvement for this Tracts and of the potential increase in tax revenue to the City. This report is not 

intended to be used for the issuance of municipal financial products or the issuance of municipal securities. 

The City’s Financial Advisor(s) can address potential recommendations related to the issuance of municipal 

financial products and securities.  

 

Financial Feasibility 

 

The Developer estimates the total assessed value (A.V.) at full development to be approximately 

$82,875,000.00. Based on the estimated total A.V., the in-city development would generate approximately 

$87,018.75 per year in debt service revenue, and approximately $244,481.25 per year in operations and 
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City of Montgomery, Texas

Developer Acreages Service Demands (Updated October 6, 2022)

10/7/2022

Page 1 of 9

Development Info & Capacities

Current 

Connections

Ultimate 

Connections

Current 

Actual Ultimate Current Ultimate

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary

Single Family

Buffalo Crossing 8                     13                   1,800             2,925             1,040             1,690                -                      -                      -                      4                          900                     520                     2                          450                     260                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs, Section 1 24                   24                   5,400             5,400             3,120             3,120                

Buffalo Springs, Section 2 63                   64                   14,175           14,400           8,190             8,320                -                      -                      -                      1                          225                     130                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Estates of Mia Lago, Section 1 4                     27                   900                6,075             -                 -                    -                      -                      -                      3                          675                     -                      3                          675                     -                      3                          675                     -                      3                          675                     -                      

FM 149 Corridor 21                   25                   4,725             5,625             2,730             3,250                -                      -                      1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     

Simonton and Lawson 13                   23                   2,925             5,175             1,690             2,990                -                      -                      2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     

Martin Luther King 48                   55                   10,800           12,375           6,240             7,150                -                      -                      1                          225                     130                     2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     

Baja Road 7                     11                   1,575             2,475             910                1,430                1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     1                          225                     130                     -                      -                      -                      

Community Center Drive 3                     3                     675                675                390                390                    

Community Center Drive (Water Only) 8                     10                   1,800             2,250             -                 -                    1                          225                     1                          225                     

Lake Creek Landing 15                   15                   3,375             3,375             1,950             1,950                

Gulf Coast Estates, Section 2 2                     4                     450                900                260                520                    2                          450                     260                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Lake Creek Village, Section 1 36                   37                   8,100             8,325             4,680             4,810                -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Lake Creek Village, Section 2 39                   45                   8,775             10,125           5,070             5,850                1                          225                     130                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Estates of Lake Creek Village 17                   22                   3,825             4,950             2,210             2,860                5                          1,125                  650                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Lone Star Estates 10                   10                   2,250             2,250             1,300             1,300                

Hills of Town Creek, Section 2 51                   51                   11,475           11,475           6,630             6,630                 

Hills of Town Creek, Section 3 49                   49                   11,025           11,025           6,370             6,370                 

Hills of Town Creek Sec. 4 23                   30                   5,175             6,750             2,990             3,900                7                          1,575                  910                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Historic/Downtown 132                150                29,700           33,750           17,160           19,500              4                          900                     520                     5                          1,125                  650                     5                          1,125                  650                     5                          1,125                  650                     1                          225                     130                     

Terra Vista Section 1 58                   61                   13,050           13,725           7,540             7,930                -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Town Creek Crossing Section 1 54                   102                12,150           22,950           7,020             13,260              -                      -                      -                      40                        9,000                  5,200                  19                        4,275                  2,470                  -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Villas of Mia Lago Section 1 14                   14                   3,150             3,150             1,820             1,820                

Villas of Mia Lago Section 2 42                   42                   9,450             9,450             5,460             5,460                

Waterstone, Section 1 44                   53                   9,900             11,925           5,720             6,890                2                          450                     260                     3                          675                     390                     2                          450                     260                     2                          450                     260                     -                      -                      

Waterstone, Section 2 35                   89                   7,875             20,025           4,550             11,570              -                      -                      -                      15                        3,375                  1,950                  20                        4,500                  2,600                  20                        4,500                  2,600                  14                        3,150                  1,820                  

Gary Hammons 1                     1                     225                225                130                130                    

Mobile Home Park (connection) 29                   29                   4,000             4,000             3,300             3,300                

City Hall 1                     1                     1,070             1,070             890                890                    

Community Center 1                     1                     200                200                150                150                    

Buffalo Spring Plant 1                     1                     360                360                250                250                    
Cedar Brake Park Restrooms 1                     1                     200                200                150                150                    
Fernland Park 1                     1                     200                200                150                150                    
Homecoming Park Restrooms 1                     1                     200                200                150                150                    
Water Plant No. 3 1                     1                     4,000             4,000             2,000             2,000                
West Side at the Park 8                     11                   1,800             2,475             1,040             1,430                3                          675                     390                     -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Subtotal 865                1,077             196,755        244,455        113,250        137,560            22                       4,950                  2,860                  80                       18,000                9,880                  58                       13,050                7,020                  36                       8,100                  4,290                  23                       5,175                  2,600                  

Commercial Platted and Existing

Buffalo Run, Section 1 1                     6                     1,000             10,000           650                6,500                2                          3,600                  2,340                  1                          1,800                  1,170                  2                          3,600                  2,340                  

Longview Greens Miniature Golf 1                     1                     1,400             1,400             910                910                    

Summit Business Park, Phase 1 3                     6                     1,300             6,000             845                3,900                3                          4,700                  3,055                  -                      -                      -                      -                      

Prestige Storage (SBP Res. D) 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    

McCoy's 1                     1                     750                750                488                488                    

AutoZone 1                     1                     360                360                234                234                    

McCoy's Reserves B & D -                 2                     -                 5,000             -                 3,250                2                          5,000                  3,250                  -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Pizza Shack 1                     1                     4,900             4,000             3,185             2,600                -                      -                      

CareNow & Other Suites 3                     3                     1,200             1,500             780                975                    -                      -                      

KenRoc (Montgomery First) -                 3                     -                 12,000           -                 7,800                2                          8,000                  5,200                  1                          4,000                  2,600                  -                      -                      

Wendy's 1                     1                     1,300             1,300             845                845                    -                      -                      

Dusty's Car Wash 1                     1                     17,000           17,000           11,050           11,050              -                      -                      

ProCore Developments 1                     1                     1,500             1,500             975                975                    -                      -                      

Christian Brothers 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    -                      -                      

Madsen and Richards 1                     1                     225                405                146                263                    -                      -                      

Kroger 2                     2                     4,500             5,000             2,925             3,250                -                      -                      

Burger King 1                     1                     1,450             1,450             943                943                    -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. I (Reserve B) 1                     1                     6,300             6,300             4,095             4,095                -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. I (Reserve A2) -                 1                     -                 3,000             -                 1,950                1                          3,000                  1,950                  -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. I (Reserve E) -                 1                     -                 3,000             -                 1,950                -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. I (Reserve D) -                 1                     -                 6,000             -                 3,900                1                          6,000                  3,900                  

Spirit of Texas Bank 1                     1                     2,100             2,100             1,365             1,365                -                      -                      

Heritage Place 1                     1                     360                1,200             234                780                    -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. 2 (Reserve J) -                 1                     -                 12,000           -                 7,800                

Buffalo Springs Shopping, Ph. 2 -                 2                     -                 8,000             -                 5,200                -                      -                      1                          4,000                  2,600                  1                          4,000                  2,600                  -                      -                      

Discount Tire -                 1                     -                 225                -                 146                    1                          225                     146                     -                      -                      

BlueWave Car Wash 1                     1                     7,000             7,000             4,550             4,550                -                      -                      

Brookshire Brothers 2                     2                     1,500             1,500             975                975                    -                      -                      

Ransoms 1                     1                     1,500             1,500             975                975                    -                      -                      

Heritage Medical Center 1                     1                     600                1,200             390                780                    -                      -                      

Lone Star Pkwy Office Building 2                     2                     400                720                260                468                    -                      -                      

Old Iron Work 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    -                      -                      

Apache Machine Shop 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    -                      -                      

Montgomery Community Center (lone Star) 1                     1                     850                850                553                553                    -                      -                      

Jim's Hardware 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    -                      -                      

Town Creek Storage 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    -                      -                      

Lake Creek Village 3 Commercial (Res A & B) -                 5                     -                 25,000           -                 16,250              -                      -                      -                      1                          5,000                  3,250                  -                      -                      -                      2                          10,000                6,500                  

Waterstone Commercial Reserves 3                     11                   1,000             16,000           650                10,400              1                          1,875                  1,219                  1                          1,875                  1,219                  2                          3,750                  2,438                  2                          3,750                  2,438                  1                          1,875                  1,219                  

2022 2025

Water Wastewater

2023 20262024
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Development Info & Capacities

Current 

Connections

Ultimate 

Connections

Current 

Actual Ultimate Current Ultimate

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary

2022 2025

Water Wastewater

2023 20262024

Commercial Platted and Existing (cont.)

Waterstone Commercial Reserve C (State Farm) 1                     1                     405                405                263                263                    

Town Creek Crossing Commercial Reserves -                 6                     -                 8,000             -                 5,200                -                      -                      1                          1,333                  867                     2                          2,667                  1,733                  

Depado Estates -                 5                     -                 10,000           -                 6,500                2                          4,000                  2,600                  1                          2,000                  1,300                  

The Montgomery Shoppes (Remaining) -                 6                     -                 15,000           -                 9,750                2                          5,000                  3,250                  2                          5,000                  3,250                  1                          2,500                  1,625                  -                      -                      -                      

Retail Center 1                     2                     2,000             4,000             1,300             2,600                

Chick Fil A 1                     1                     3,200             3,200             2,080             2,080                

Panda Express 1                     1                     1,400             1,400             910                910                    

CVS 1                     1                     225                225                146                146                    

Starbucks 1                     1                     1,000             1,000             650                650                    

Burger Fresh 1                     1                     240                240                156                156                    

Churches 12                   12                   3,000             3,000             1,950             1,950                
Miscellaneous Commercial 79                   79                   28,000           28,000           18,200           18,200              

Subtotal 136                187                99,315           239,080        64,555           155,402            1                          1,875                  1,219                  17                       39,400                25,610                10                       26,883                17,474                8                          18,517                12,036                3                          11,875                7,719                  

Multi Family

Heritage Plaza (Units) 208                208                22,000           22,000           11,000           11,000              

Town Creek Village, Phase I (Units) 152                152                25,000           25,000           12,500           12,500              

Plez Morgan Townhomes -                 48                   -                 6,000             -                 3,000                48                        6,000                  3,000                  

Montgomery Supported Housing 14                   14                   2,300             2,300             1,150             1,150                
Live Oak Assisted Living 1                     1                     2,300             2,300             1,150             1,150                

Subtotal 375                423                51,600           57,600           25,800           28,800              48                       6,000                  3,000                  -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Institutional (Schools)

MISD Athletic Complex 2                     2                     6,800             6,800             3,400             3,400                

MISD High School Complex 2                     2                     29,000           29,000           14,500           14,500              

MISD Warehouse (105/Clepper) 1                     1                     360                1,500             250                750                    

Bus Barn 1                     1                     530                530                265                265                    

MISD School (MLK) 2                     2                     1,600             1,600             800                800                    
MISD School (149) 1                     1                     2,800             2,800             1,400             1,400                

Subtotal 9                     9                     41,090           42,230           20,615           21,115              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Committed 1,385             1,696             388,760        583,365        224,220        342,877            71                       12,825                7,079                  175                     79,435                35,490                68                       39,933                24,494                44                       26,617                16,326                26                       17,050                10,319                

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary

Total Projected Committed Volumes: 1,456                  401,585             231,299             1,631                  481,020             266,789             1,699                  520,953             291,283             1,743                  547,570             307,609             1,769                  564,620             317,927             

Future Development in Feasibility/Design

Red Bird Meadows -                 554                -                 124,650         -                 72,020              10                        2,250                  1,300                  90                        20,250                11,700                90                        20,250                11,700                90                        20,250                11,700                

Town Creek Crossing Sec. 2 -                 37                   -                 8,325             -                 4,810                15                        3,375                  1,950                  15                        3,375                  1,950                  7                          1,575                  910                     

Hills of Town Creek Section 5 -                 72                   -                 16,200           -                 9,360                30                        6,750                  3,900                  30                        6,750                  3,900                  12                        2,700                  1,560                  -                      -                           -                           

Nantucket Housing (Stewart Creek) (Units) -                 385                -                 60,000           -                 50,000              385                     60,000                50,000                

Pulte Group (Mabry Tract) -                 259                -                 58,275           -                 33,670              20                        4,500                  2,600                  75                        16,875                9,750                  75                        16,875                9,750                  75                        16,875                9,750                  

Grand Monarch Apartments -                 72                   -                 10,300           -                 8,600                72                        10,300                8,600                  

Olde Montgomery Food Gardens -                 1                     -                 2,180             -                 2,180                1                          2,180                  2,180                  

Summer Wind -                 211                -                 47,475           -                 27,430              72                        16,200                9,360                  72                        16,200                9,360                  67                        15,075                8,710                  

Meadow Ridge -                 81                   -                 18,225           -                 10,530              60                        13,500                7,800                  21                        4,725                  2,730                  

Waterstone Section 4 -                 23                   -                 5,175             -                 2,990                18                        4,050                  2,340                  5                          1,125                  650                     

Subtotal -                 1,695             -                 350,805        -                 221,590            -                      -                      -                      148                     29,355                20,530                745                     141,000             96,800                282                     63,450                36,660                232                     52,200                30,160                

Committed Plus Feasibility 1,385             3,391             388,760        934,170        224,220        564,467            

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary
Total Projected Committed Volumes Plus Feasibility 1,456                  401,585             231,299             1,779                  510,375             287,319             2,592                  691,308             408,613             2,918                  781,375             461,599             3,176                  850,625             502,077             

20232022 2025

20232022

2026

20262025

2024

2024
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Current 

Connections

Ultimate 

Connections

Current 

Actual Ultimate Current Ultimate

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary

2022 2025

Water Wastewater

2023 20262024

Potential Future Development (Within Current City Limits)

HEB Tract (HEB store only) -                 1                     -                 10,000           -                 6,500                -                      -                      1                          10,000                6,500                  

HEB Tract (pad sites only) -                 5                     15,000           9,750                -                      -                      -                      2                          6,000                  3,900                  3                          9,000                  5,850                  -                      -                      -                      

Summit Business Park, Phase 2 -                 6                     -                 4,400             -                 2,860                2                          1,467                  953                     2                          1,467                  953                     

Moon Over Montgomery -                 15                   -                 3,375             -                 2,194                -                      -                      15                        3,375                  2,194                  

Waterstone, Section 3 -                 36                   -                 8,100             -                 5,265                -                      -                      10                        2,250                  1,463                  10                        2,250                  1,463                  10                        2,250                  1,463                  

J. Allen Kent (19.6 Ac) -                 126                -                 28,350           -                 16,380              -                      -                      50                        11,250                6,500                  50                        11,250                6,500                  26                        5,850                  3,380                  

Waterside -                 85                   19,125           -                 11,050              15                        3,375                  1,950                  5                          1,125                  650                     35                        7,875                  4,550                  

Peter Hill 5.7 Acre Feasibility -                 5                     -                 5,000             -                 3,250                2                          2,000                  1,300                  1                          1,000                  650                     1                          1,000                  650                     1                          1,000                  650                     

Porter Farms Tract -                 92                   -                 20,700           -                 11,960              38                        8,550                  4,940                  30                        6,750                  3,900                  30                        6,750                  3,900                  -                      -                      -                      

The Woods of Town Creek -                 212                -                 47,700           -                 27,560              -                      -                      -                      45                        10,125                5,850                  47                        10,575                6,110                  30                        6,750                  3,900                  

Group 1A (Mix) -                 1,519             -                 379,650         -                 303,720            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 1B (Mix) 715 -                 178,650         142,920            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      41                        10,250                8,200                  

Group 1C (Res Low) 114 -                 28,530           22,820              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 1D (Mix Use) 207 -                 51,730           41,390              -                      -                      19                        4,750                  3,801                  18                        4,500                  3,601                  18                        4,500                  3,601                  

Group 1E (Res Low Density) 283 -                 70,740           56,600              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 1F (Mix Use) 162 -                 40,610           32,480              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 1G (Mix Use) 86 -                 21,450           17,160              -                      -                      15                        3,750                  3,000                  -                      -                      20                        5,000                  4,000                  

Group 1H (Comm) 230 -                 57,490           45,990              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 1I (Comm) 214 -                 53,510           42,810              -                      -                      -                      -                      13                        3,250                  2,600                  14                        3,500                  2,800                  

Group 1J (Mix Use) 1324 -                 330,920         264,730            -                      -                      -                      -                      18                        4,500                  3,600                  33                        8,250                  6,600                  

Group 1K (Comm) 151 -                 37,770           30,220              -                      -                      -                      -                      4                          1,000                  800                     5                          1,250                  1,000                  

Group 1L (Comm) 153 -                 38,280           30,630              -                      -                      8                          2,006                  1,605                  9                          2,256                  1,806                  -                      -                      

Subtotal -                 5,740             -                 1,451,080     -                 1,128,239        -                      -                      -                      57                       15,392                9,143                  203                     63,848                40,966                238                     64,207                41,429                198                     48,601                35,594                

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary
Total Projected Committed Volumes Plus Feasibility, Plus Potential In-City 1,456                  401,585             231,299             1,836                  525,767             296,462             2,852                  770,548             458,722             3,416                  924,822             553,137             3,872                  1,042,673          629,209             

Potential Future Development (ETJ)

Group 2A (Mix Use) -                 516 -                 129,120         -                 103,290            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2B (Res Low Density) -                 150 -                 37,440           -                 29,940              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2C (Res High Density) 0 428 -                 106,890         -                 85,510              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2D (Mix Use) 0 807 -                 201,750         -                 161,390            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2E (Mix Use) 0 1118 -                 279,380         -                 223,500            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2F (Res Low) 0 410 -                 102,550         -                 82,030              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2G (Comm) 0 406 -                 101,400         -                 81,120              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Group 2H (Res Low Density) 0 229 -                 57,320           -                 45,850              -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Subtotal -                 4,063             -                 1,015,850     -                 812,630            -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      -                      

Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary Connections GPD Water GPD Sanitary

Potential Ultimate Totals 1,385             13,194           388,760        3,401,100     224,220        2,505,336        1,456                  401,585             231,299             1,836                  525,767             296,462             2,852                  770,548             458,722             3,416                  924,822             553,137             3,872                  1,042,673          629,209             

2023 2024 2025 2026

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

2022
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Table 1.1 September 2017 ESFC Table for Commonly Used Meters 

Meter Size 
Maximum Continuous 

Operating Capacity 
(GPM) 

Equivalent 
Single Family 

Home  
(ESFC) 

Maximum 
Assessable Water 

Fee 
($) 

Maximum 
Assessable Waste 

Water Fee 
($) 

Maximum 
Assessable Fee 

($) 

5/8” 15 1.00 1,126 $2,513 $3,639 

3/4” 25 1.67 1,881 $4,198 $6,079 

1” 40 2.67 3,001 $6,711 $9,712 

1 1/2” 120 8.00 9,006 $20,103 $29,112 

2” 170 11.33 12,755 $28,471 $41,226 

3” 350 23.33 26,264 $58,626 $84,890 

4” 600 40.00 44,942 $100,517 $145,429 

6” 1,200 80.00 90,064 $201,035 $291,099 

8” 1,800 120.00 135,096 $301,552 $436,648 

 

78

Item 9.



ESCROW AGREEMENT, SECTION 2.03 ATTACHMENT 

 

 BY AND BETWEEN 

 

 THE CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS, 

 

 AND 

 

Summer Wind 

 

Dev. No. 2211 

   

THE STATE OF TEXAS   

 

COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY   

 

As per section 2.03, the Feasibility Study completed an estimate of the additional escrow amount, 

which was determined for administration costs, legal fees, plan and drainage report reviews, 

developer coordination, construction coordination, construction inspection, and warranty of 

services. The required additional amount is below: 

 

 

Administration      $   3,000 

City Attorney       $   3,000 

City Engineer        $ 27,000   

  

  TOTAL       $ 33,000 
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Item No. Description Quantity Unit Unit Price Cost

1 Mobilization, Bonds & Insurance 1 LS 25,000$          25,000$          

2 Submersible Pumps & Accessories 1 LS 89,700            90,000            

3 Piping, Valves, Supports, etc. 1 LS 66,671            67,000            

4 Lift Station Electrical & Controls 1 LS 71,563            72,000            

5 Bypass Pumping 1 LS 25,000            25,000            

6 Stormwater Pollution Protection Plan 1 LS 1,000               1,000              

7 Misc. Metals 1 LS 8,000               8,000              

288,000$       

44,000$          

Engineering 28,000$          

Construction Phase Services 19,000$          

379,000$       

Notes:

1 All values rounded up to the nearest thousand. 

2

This includes geotechnical investigation, construction materials testing, review fees, reproduction, advertising expenses, and 

other miscellaneous reimbursable costs.  

3

Total

This estimate is based on my best judgement as a design professional familiar with the construction industry. We cannot and 

do not guarantee that bids will not vary from this cost estimate. 

Construction Subtotal

Contingencies (15%)

Preliminary Cost Estimate

FOR

LIFT STATION NO. 10 IMPROVEMENTS
Summer Wind

9/28/2022
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 09, 2024 Fiscal Impact:  ~$1,600/annually 

Department:  Administration Prepared By: G. Palmer 

 

Subject 

Consideration and Possible Action on a Lease of Real Property, The Bandstand and Related Parking Area, 

Located at the NE Corner of College Street and McCown 

 

Recommendation 

Approve as proposed  

 

Discussion 

The City has successfully leased the subject property for many years.  The lease expired last Spring.  
We discussed renewal with Larry Jacobs who is asking the City cover the ad valorem taxes during the 
term of the lease.   Last year, the tax bill was $1,600 for both lots.  
  

 

Approved By 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

City Administrator 

 

Gary Palmer  

 

Date:  April 01, 2024 
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LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN  

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS  

AND L.D. JACOBS, TRUSTEE 

 
DATE: __________  _____, 2024 
 
LANDLORD: L.D. Jacobs, Trustee, and his heirs, administrators, and successors 
 
Landlord's Address: 

 
P.O. Box 1370 

Montgomery, Tx. 77316-9260  

Tenant: CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS 

Tenant's Address: 
 
City of Montgomery 
101 Old Plantersville Rd    
Montgomery, TX 77316 
 
Premises: Being two tracts of land situated in the John Corner Survey, Abstract No. 8, 

Montgomery County, Texas.  Exhibit “A” is the McCown Street Parcel and Exhibit “B” is the Liberty 

Street Parcel.  Exhibit “C” is a map of the parcels described in Exhibit “A” and “B”.  

 

Term: Five (5) years   

Commencement Date: _______________ ____, 2024 

Termination Date: _____________ ____, 2029 
 
Early Termination:  Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, either Landlord or Tenant 

may terminate this agreement upon thirty (30) days written notice to the other party. 

Rent: Tenant shall annually pay to Landlord the amount of $1.00 which shall be paid in the month 

of February of each year of the 5-year term or any extended term of the lease. Tenant shall remit 

payment without invoices from the Landlord. Tenant may pay the rent amount for any, or all, of 

the years of the term of this Agreement. Tenant shall pay the annual ad valorem taxes for the 

Premises for each year this Agreement is in place; such payment shall be made prior to the taxes 

becoming delinquent.  SEE Exhibit D for 2023 Tax Statements.  
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Permitted Use of Premises: 
 

1. Tenant and its authorized agents and/or permitees may use the Premises at any time for any 

Tenant-authorized event to include event parking, at no additional cost to the Tenant. 

 
2. Tenant shall be permitted to construct, install, maintain, utilize and operate a parking lot 

and stage gazebo on the Premises, along with related appurtenances, including but not 

limited to, overhead and/or underground lighting and electricity, fencing, benches, 

gazebos and other improvements necessary to promote public use for public events. 

Tenant may use of the Premises as an overflow parking area and events area for the City 

of Montgomery and the public. 

 

Clauses and Covenants 

 
A. Tenant agrees to: 
 

1. Lease the Premises for the entire Term beginning on the Commencement Date 

and ending on the Termination Date. 

 
2. Accept the Premises in its present condition "AS IS," the Premises being currently 

suitable for the Permitted Use. 

 
3. Obey (a) all laws relating to Tenant's use, maintenance of the condition, and 

occupancy of the Premises and Tenant's use of any common areas and (b) any 

requirements imposed by utility companies serving or insurance companies 

covering the Premises. 

 
4. Obtain and pay for all utility services used by Tenant and not provided by Landlord. 

 
5. Allow Landlord to enter the Premises to perform Landlord's obligations, inspect 

the Premises, and show the Premises to prospective purchasers. 

 
6. Repair, replace and maintain any part of the Premises that Landlord is not obligated 

to repair, replace, or maintain, normal wear excepted. 

 
7. Vacate the Premises on the last day of the Term. 

 
8. Maintain a liability insurance policy covering the Premises in an amount not less 

than $1,000,000 per occurrence and provide Landlord certificates of insurance or 

other proof of said insurance on request. The liability policy must be endorsed to 

name Landlord as additional insured. 
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9. Maintain the Premises in a neat and attractive condition, and reasonably mowed 

and maintained. 

 
B. Tenant agrees not to: 
 

1. Use the Premises for any purpose other than the Permitted Use. 
 

2. Create a nuisance. 
 

3. Permit any waste. 
 

4. Allow a lien to be placed on the Premises. 
 

5. Assign this lease or sublease any portion of the Premises without Landlord's 

written consent. 

 
6. Construct any improvements to the Premises except with Landlord’s written 

consent. 

 
C. Landlord agrees to: 
 

1. Lease to Tenant the Premises subject to the Term and Termination Date provisions. 
 

2. Obey all laws relating to Landlord's operation of the Premises. 
 
D. Landlord agrees not to: 

 
1. Interfere with Tenant's possession of the Premises as long as Tenant is not in 

default. 
 
E. Landlord and Tenant agree to the following: 
 

1. Alterations. Any physical additions or improvements to the Premises made by 

Tenant will become the property of Landlord. Landlord may require in writing that 

Tenant, at the end of the Term and at Tenant's expense, remove any physical 

additions and improvements, repair any alterations, and restore the Premises to the 

condition existing at the Commencement Date, normal wear excepted. 

 
2. Abatement. Tenant's covenant to pay Rent and Landlord's covenants are 

independent. Except as otherwise provided, Tenant will not be entitled to abate 

Rent for any reason. 
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3. Default by Landlord/Event. Defaults by Landlord are failing to comply with 

any provision of this lease within thirty days after written notice. 

 

4. Default by Landlord/Tenant's Remedies. Tenant’s sole remedy for Landlord’s 
default is to terminate the lease. 

 

5. Default by Tenant/Events. Defaults by Tenant are (a) failing to pay timely Rent 

after being given thirty (30) day's written notice by Landlord; (b) abandoning or 

vacating a substantial portion of the Premises, and (c) failing to comply within ten 

days after written notice with any provision of this lease other than the defaults 

set forth in (a) and (b). 

 
6. Default by Tenant/Landlord's Remedies. Landlord's remedies for Tenant's 

default are to terminate this lease by written notice and sue for damages. 

 
7. Default/Waiver/Mitigation.   It is not a waiver of default if the non-defaulting 

party fails to declare immediately a default or delays in taking any action. Pursuit 

of any remedies set forth in this lease does not preclude pursuit of other remedies 

in this lease or provided by applicable law. Landlord and Tenant have a duty to 

mitigate damages. 

 
8. Holdover. If Tenant does not vacate the Premises following termination of 

this lease, Tenant will become a tenant-at-will and must vacate the Premises on 

receipt of written notice from Landlord. No holding over by Tenant, whether with 

or without the consent of Landlord, will extend this Term. 

 
9. Alternative Dispute Resolution. Landlord and Tenant agree to mediate in 

good faith before filing a suit for damages. 

 
10. Attorney's Fees. If either party retains an attorney to enforce this lease, the 

party prevailing in litigation is entitled to recover reasonable attorney's fees and 

other fees and court and other costs. 

 
11. Venue.    Exclusive venue is in Montgomery County, Texas. 

 
12. Entire Agreement. This lease constitutes the entire agreement of the parties 

concerning the lease of the Premises by Landlord to Tenant. There are no 

representations, warranties, agreements, or promises pertaining to the lease of 

the Premises by Landlord to Tenant that are not in this lease. 

 
13. Amendment of Lease.  This lease may be amended only by an instrument in 
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writing signed by Landlord and Tenant. 

 
14. Limitation of Warranties. THERE ARE NO IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF 

MERCHANTABILITY, OF FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, OR OF ANY OTHER 

KIND ARISING OUT OF THIS LEASE, AND THERE ARE NO WARRANTIES THAT 

EXTEND BEYOND THOSE EXPRESSLY STATED IN THIS LEASE. 

 
15. Notices.   Any notice required or permitted under this lease must be in writing. 

Any notice required by this lease will be deemed to be delivered (whether 

received or not when deposited with the United States Postal Service, postage 

prepaid, certified mail, return receipt requested, and addressed to the intended 

recipient at the address shown in this lease. Notice may also be given by regular 

mail, person delivery, courier delivery, facsimile transmission, or other 

commercially reasonable means and will be effective when received. Any address 

for notice may be changed by written notice delivered as provided herein. 

 

16. Abandoned Property.   Landlord may retain, destroy or dispose of any property left 

on the Premises at the end of the Term. 

 
17. Binding on Successors.  This lease shall be binding on the parties' heirs, 

administrators, successors and assigns. 

 
18. Recording the Lease Agreement.   Landlord and Tenant agree that this lease 

Agreement may be recorded in the Real Property Records of the County Clerk of 

Montgomery, County. 

 
 
 
 
 

[EXECUTION PAGE FOLLOWS] 
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LANDLORD: 
 
 
__________________________________ 

L.D. Jacobs, Trustee 
 
 
 

 
TENANT: 

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Byron Sanford, Mayor 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Nici Browe, City Secretary 

 

 

 

After Recording Return To: 

 
City of Montgomery 
101 Old Plantersville Rd    
Montgomery, TX 77316 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
 

 

TRACT ONE: 
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EXHIBIT "B" 
 

TRACT TWO: 
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EXHIBIT "C" 

 

Leased Area - Combined Exhibits A&B 
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EXHIBIT "D" 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 09, 2024 Fiscal Impact:  ~$1,600/annually 

Department:  Administration Prepared By: G. Palmer 

 

Subject 

Consideration and Possible Action on a Lease of Real Property, The Bandstand and Related Parking Area, 

Located at the NE Corner of College Street and McCown 

 

Recommendation 

Approve as proposed  

 

Discussion 

The City has successfully leased the subject property for many years.  The lease expired last Spring.  
We discussed renewal with Larry Jacobs who is asking the City cover the ad valorem taxes during the 
term of the lease.   Last year, the tax bill was $1,600 for both lots.  
  

 

Approved By 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

City Administrator 

 

Gary Palmer  

 

Date:  April 01, 2024 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 09, 2024 Fiscal Impact:  $0 

Department:  Administration Prepared By: G. Palmer 

 

Subject 

Consideration and Approval of Adding a Volunteer Water Operations Advisory Position to the 

Organizational Chart 

 

Recommendation 

Approve as proposed  

 

Discussion 

This was discussed at your March workshop and agreed to move forward for formal consideration. 
 
This is a volunteer, unpaid position that will not have access to sensitive/protected data.  
  

 

Approved By 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

City Administrator 

 

Gary Palmer  

 

Date:  April 01, 2024 
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Position Title: Water Operations Advisor 

Department: Administration 

Location: City of Montgomery, Texas 

Position Type: Volunteer 

Position Summary: 

The City of Montgomery, Texas is seeking a resident-volunteer to serve as Water Operations 
Advisor.  This position will provide recommendations to the City Administrator regarding the 
efficient and effective operation of the municipal water supply and distribution systems. This 
position requires a deep understanding of data analysis, water fees, water distribution best 
practices, the ability to work within a team and the ability to provide sound technical assistance 
and recommendations to enhance operational efficiency.  

This is a volunteer position appointed by majority vote of the City Council and under the 
general supervision of the City Administrator or his/her designee.  Upon recommendation of 
the City Administrator, this position will be re-appointed annually around October by the City 
Council.  

Key Responsibilities: 

1. Data Analysis: Utilizing customer data and water distribution data, this position 

may provide recommendations to the city administrator regarding water 

distribution, staff operations, and distribution systems, including water source 

management, treatment processes, and distribution network maintenance. 

2. Efficiency Improvement: Identify opportunities for operational improvements, 

cost savings, and resource optimization within the water operations. Identify best 

practices to enhance system performance. 

3. Emergency Response: Play a key role in emergency response planning, 

preparedness, and response during water-related crises, including natural 

disasters, equipment failures, or contamination incidents. 

4. Team Collaboration: Collaborate and maintain positive relationships with the 

Water Operations team, engineers, and external stakeholders. 

5. Report Generation: Assist in the preparation of reports and presentations on 

system performance, compliance status, and improvement initiatives for city 

management and regulatory agencies. 

Qualifications: 
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 City of Montgomery Texas resident  

 Education and background in Environmental Engineering, Civil Engineering, 

Environmental Science, or a related field 

 Professional Engineer (PE) license is preferred 

 Experience in water operations, treatment, and distribution, including a strong 

understanding of regulatory requirements 

 Comprehensive knowledge of water treatment processes, distribution systems, 

and water quality management 

 Strong problem-solving skills and the ability to make data-driven decisions. 

 Excellent communication skills, both written and verbal 

 Knowledge of emergency response protocols and procedures 
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Montgomery City Council 

AGENDA REPORT 

 

Meeting Date: April 9, 2024 Budgeted Amount:  See below 

Department: Administration Prepared By: Maryann Carl 

 

Subject 

Consideration and Possible Action on Adding a Finance Technician Position to the City Organizational 

Chart. 

 

Recommendation 

  

Approve the addition of the Finance Technician position. 

 

Discussion 

 

The role of Finance Technician is essential for the continued success of the Finance functions at the 

City and a job description for this position is attached. Based on feedback during the Council 

Workshop on March 25th, we will be seeking to fill this position with a starting range of $22-$23/hour, 

$45,760-$47,840/annually, estimated cost including taxes and benefits, $59,488-$62,192.  

 

Considering we would not have someone in this position until sometime in May, the impact to FY2024 

budget would be $24,786-$35,913, including taxes and benefits.    

 

 

 

Approved By 

 

Finance Director 

 

Maryann Carl 

 

Date: 4/2/2024   

 

City Administrator 

 

Gary Palmer 

 

Date: 4/2/2024 
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NB 04/24 

CITY OF MONTGOMERY, TEXAS - Job Description – FINANCE TECHNICIAN 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

April 9, 2024                

  ____________ 

 

Identification: 
 

Position Title:  Finance Technician 
Department:  Administration/Finance  
Immediate Supervisor: Finance Director 
FLSA:  Non - Exempt 
Pay Grade: $45,760 - $47,840 

 

SUMMARY: 

Performs the accounts payable and payroll activities, as well as workers compensation, property and 

liability, and unemployment insurance related activities. Performs a variety of clerical and cashier 

duties and ensures accurate and efficient handling of billings, cash receipts, and clerical and customer 

relations services. 

Uses/requires office skills to handle: customer service/communications (internal and external), file 

organization and management, computer skills including data entry, word processing, spreadsheets, 

data bases, and graphics software, mathematical computations, report and letter preparation, and 

decisions making within scope of responsibility. 

Attendance is an essential function of this position. The City reserves the right to require an 

employee in this position to work overtime. This position services or performs duties for the benefit 

of the general public during emergency situations. These may include services or duties different 

from those performed in the usual course and scope of your job. In the event of an evacuation, the 

incumbent in this position may be required to remain to perform needed services. 

ESSENTIAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES: 
The duties described below are indicative of what the Finance Technician may be asked to perform; 

other duties may be assigned: 

Accounting and Clerical 

 Processes vendor payments and ensures proper coding of department invoices. 

 Prepares payroll and updates payroll files. 

 Assists with resolving discrepancies with vendors. 

 Performs vendor set-up in financial software. 

 Maintains vendor files and scans invoices into financial software. 

 Sorts and distributes mail. 

 Orders supplies. 
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NB 04/24 

 Performs all other duties as assigned. 

QUALIFICATIONS, EXPERIENCE, AND/OR CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS: 
 

To perform this job successfully, an individual must be able to perform each duty satisfactorily. The 

requirements listed below are representative of the knowledge, skill, and /or ability required at the 

time of hire or for the continuation of employment. 

EDUCATION AND/OR EXPERIENCE 

 High school diploma or equivalent (GED). 

 1-year relevant course work beyond high school from junior college or technical school, or 

1-year relevant experience. 

 
Work Environment 
Employees work under typical office conditions, and the noise level is usually moderately quiet. 

 
This position description has been prepared to assist in defining job responsibilities, physical demands, 
and skills needed. It is not intended as a complete list of job duties, responsibilities, and/or essential 
functions. This description is not intended to limit or modify the right of any supervisor to assign, 
direct, and control the work of employees under supervision. The City of Montgomery retains and 
reserves any or all rights to change, modify, amend, add to or delete, form any section of this document 
as it deems, in its judgment, to be proper. 
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