








Minutes, May 16, 2016   

 

 

MINUTES 

 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 

The Board of Commissioners of the City of Burkburnett, Texas met in a special called 

meeting on May 16, 2016 at 6:45 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the City Hall, 501 

Sheppard Road, Burkburnett, Texas.  The meeting was open to the public with notice 

being given in compliance with the Open Meetings Act.  The following Commissioners 

were present: 

 

    

   Carl Law   Mayor 

   Bill Lindenborn  Mayor Pro-Tem 

   Randy Brewster  Commissioner 

   Frank Ducos   Commissioner 

   Don Hardy   Commissioner    

   Marguerite Love  Commissioner 

   Mike Tugman   Commissioner 

 

          

Others present: Mike Whaley, City Manager; Trish Holley, Director of Administration; 

Gordon Smith, Director of Public Works; Janelle Dolan, City Clerk; Gary Robinett, 

Economic Development Director; Ed Stahr, Police Chief; and Rick Sims, Bundy, Young, 

Sims & Potter, Inc.  

 

Item 1.  Mayor Law called the meeting to order and welcomed the visitors. 

 

Item 2.  The Commissioners canvassed the election returns for the Municipal Election 

held on May 7, 2016 and Resolution Number 606 was presented in its entirety.    

 

RESOLUTION NUMBER 606 

RESOLUTION CANVASSING ELECTION RETURNS 

 

On this the 16th day of May 2016, the City Commissioners of the City of Burkburnett, 

Texas convened in a special session open to the public at the regular meeting place 

thereof with the following members present, to wit: 

 

    Carl Law   Mayor 

    Bill Lindenborn  Mayor Pro Tem 

    Randy Brewster  Commissioner 

Frank Ducos   Commissioner 

    Don Hardy   Commissioner 

    Marguerite Love  Commissioner 
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    Mike Tugman   Commissioner 

 

    Mike Whaley   City Manager 

    Janelle Dolan   City Clerk 

 

There came to be considered the returns of an election held on the 7th day of May, 2016 

for the purpose of electing the herein after named officials, and it appearing from said 

returns, duly and legally made, that there were cast at said election 664 valid and legal 

votes (375 Early and 289 Election Day); that each of the candidates in said election 

received the following votes: 

     Early  Election Day  Total 

 Jeremy Duff   209  196   405 

 Mike Tugman   218  195   413  

 Marguerite Love  199  194   393 

 Frank Ducos   223  176   399  

 Theophile “Ted” Kwas 152  76   228 

   

Therefore, be it resolved by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Burkburnett, 

Texas that said election was duly called, that said notice of election was given in 

accordance with law, and the election was held in accordance with law, and that Frank 

Ducos, Jeremy Duff, Marguerite Love, and Mike Tugman were duly elected 

Commissioners of said City at said election. 

                               

Said above named parties are hereby declared duly elected to said respective offices, 

subject to the taking of their oaths as provided by the laws of the State of Texas. 

 

It is further found and determined that in accordance with the order of this governing 

body, the City Clerk posted written notice of the date, place and subject of this meeting 

on the glass front door facing the outside located in the City Hall, a place convenient and 

readily accessible to the General Public, and said notice having been so posted and 

remaining posted continuously for at least 72 hours preceding the scheduled time of 

meeting. 

 

Passed and approved this 16th day of May 2016. 

 

 

      __________________________ 

      Carl Law, Mayor 

 

 

 

ATTEST:     
______________________ 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 
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Motion was made by Commissioner Brewster, seconded by Commissioner Love to 

approve Resolution Number 606 as presented.  Motion carried unanimously. 

 

Item 3.  The Oath of Office was administered to Frank Ducos, Jeremy Duff, Marguerite 

Love, and Mike Tugman by City Clerk/Public Notary Janelle Dolan. 

 

Item 4.  Resolution Number 607, Resolution of Gratitude, was presented by Mayor Carl 

Law, to Commissioner Hardy for serving four years on the Board of Commissioners.    

Mayor Law presented Commissioner Hardy with a blanket depicting the City of 

Burkburnett’s Flag.  

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Brewster, seconded by Commissioner Ducos to 

approve Resolution Number 607 as presented.  Motion carried unanimously.  

 

Item 5.  Janelle Dolan, City Clerk, opened the floor for Election of Mayor for the ensuing 

year in compliance with Article 4, Section 7 of the City Charter. 

 

Commissioner Tugman nominated Commissioner Carl Law, seconded by Commissioner 

Brewster. 

 

Motion carried unanimously to elect Carl Law as Mayor for the next ensuing year. 

 

Item 7.  Janelle Dolan, City Clerk, opened the floor for Election of Mayor Pro-Tem for 

the ensuing year in compliance with Article 4, Section 7 of the City Charter. 

 

Commissioner Love nominated Commissioner Lindenborn, seconded by Commissioner 

Tugman. 

 

Motion carried unanimously to elect Bill Lindenborn as Mayor Pro-Tem for the next 

ensuing year. 

 

Item 8.  No City Manager Comments.  

 

Item 9.  No Commissioner Comments.  

 

Item 10.  Motion was made by Commissioner Ducos, seconded by Commissioner 

Tugman to adjourn.  Motion carried unanimously. 

 
 

 

      _____________________________ 

      Carl Law, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
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____________________________ 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 

 



   

   

MINUTES 

 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

 

The Board of Commissioners of the City of Burkburnett, Texas met in a regular meeting 

on Monday, May 16, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of the City Hall, 501 

Sheppard Road, Burkburnett, Texas.  The meeting was open to the public with notice 

being given in compliance with the Open Meetings Act.  The following Commissioners 

were present: 

    

   Carl Law   Mayor 

   Bill Lindenborn  Mayor Pro Tem 

   Randy Brewster  Commissioner  

   Frank Ducos   Commissioner  

   Jeremy Duff   Commissioner   

   Marguerite Love  Commissioner 

   Mike Tugman   Commissioner 

    

Others present: Mike Whaley, City Manager; Gordon Smith, Director of Public Works; 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk; Gary Robinett, Economic Development Director; Ed Stahr, 

Police Chief; and Rick Sims, Bundy, Young, Sims & Potter, Inc.  

 
Item 1.  Mayor Law called the meeting to order and welcomed the visitors. 

 

Item 2.  Invocation was given by Paul Fisher, Associate Pastor of Students, First Baptist 

Church. 

 

Item 3.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Commissioner Love. 

 

Item 4.  Consent Agenda. 

A. Approval of Minutes from April 18, 2016 

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Love, seconded by Commissioner Ducos to approve 

Consent Agenda 4.  Motion carried unanimously.  

 

Item 5.  Mayor Law closed the regular meeting at 7:03 p.m. and opened the “Public 

Hearing” for the following Planning & Zoning Commission Case: 

 

 A.  Case #2016-28, re-zone application for 1219 thru 1318 Danberry, block  

        rezoned as a carport overlay district.  

 

Gordon Smith, Director of Public Works, addressed the Mayor and Commissioners and 

stated the application was presented by David Woods owner of the property located at 

1310 Danberry. This request is to allow for a carport overlay district on Danberry Street 
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from 1219 thru 1318 Danberry as shown on the attached map.  Public Notices, as 

required by the Zoning Ordinance, were sent to the proposed district and all properties 

200 feet adjacent to the proposed district. Also, the required number of signatures (75%) 

for the petition was satisfied and ownership was verified by City Staff. Sixteen (16) out 

of the twenty (20) total property owners on the block have signed the petition requesting 

the carport overlay district. On May 2, 2016 the Planning and Zoning Board met and staff 

presented the information for review. Mr. Woods was in attendance. The Board discussed 

the case and considered the overall evaluation of the request.  The vote was 3-0 in favor 

of approving the request.  Three (3) members were in attendance meeting the requirement 

for a quorum. 

 

Item 6.  Mayor Law closed the “Public Hearing” at 7:07 p.m. and reopened the regular 

meeting to take action on the Planning & Zoning Commission Case: 

 

 A.  Case #2016-28, re-zone application for 1219 thru 1318 Danberry, block                

 rezoned as a carport overlay district.  

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Lindenborn, seconded by Commissioner Brewster to 

approve Case #2016-28, re-zone application for 1219 thru 1318 Danberry, block rezoned 

as a carport overlay district.  Motion carried unanimously.  

 

Item 7.  Ordinance Number 897 was presented in its entirety.  An ordinance approving a 

negotiated settlement between the Atmos cities steering committee (“ACSC”) and Atmos 

Energy Corp., Mid-Tex Division regarding the company’s 2016 Rate Review Mechanism 

(RRM) filings and approving a settlement agreement. 

 

Mike Whaley, City Manager, addressed the Mayor and Commissioners and stated the 

City is a member of the Atmos Cities Steering Committee (“ACSC”).  The RRM Tariff 

was originally adopted by ACSC member cities in 2007 as an alternative to the Gas 

Reliability Infrastructure Program (“GRIP”), the statutory provision that allows Atmos to 

bypass the City’s rate regulatory authority to increase its rates annually to recover capital 

investments.  The 2016 RRM is the fourth RRM filing under the renewed RRM Tariff.  

On March 1, 2016, Atmos made a filing requesting $35.4 million additional revenues on 

a system-wide basis. ACSC and Atmos have reached an agreement, reflected in the 

Ordinance, to reduce Atmos’ request by $5.5 million.  The tariffs attached to the 

Ordinance approve rates that will increase Atmos’ revenues by $29.9 million for the Mid-

Tex Rate Division, effective for bills rendered on or after June 1, 2016.  Mr. Whaley 

stated the monthly bill impact for the typical residential customer will be an increase of 

$1.26, or about 2.43% and the typical commercial customer will see an increase of $3.81, 

or 1.43%. 

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Brewster, seconded by Commissioner Love to 

approve Ordinance Number 897 as presented.  Motion carried unanimously.  
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Item 8.  Mike Whaley, City Manager, addressed the Mayor and Commissioners and 

stated the site plan was prepared by Devin Smith with Corlett, Probst, & Boyd, PLLC in 

conjunction with Bundy, Young, Sims, & Potter Inc. The site plan was developed for the 

Burkburnett Independent School District (BISD) Evans Elementary Campus additions 

and improvements. The City Staff has reviewed the site plan as well as preliminary 

construction details such as, storm drainage, easements, set back, utilities, parking, and 

landscaping.  The developer has met the requirements as set forth by the zoning 

ordinance. The Planning and Zoning Board has unanimously approved the site plan 

request. 

 
Motion was made by Commissioner Lindenborn, seconded by Commissioner Brewster to 

approve the site plan for BISD Evans Elementary Campus additions and improvements.  

Motion carried unanimously.  
 

Item 9.  Resolution Number 608 was presented in its entirety.  A Resolution to approve a 

Fixed Price Right of Way Local Project Funding Agreement with the Texas Department 

of Transportation for the State Right-of-Way as part of the Highway 240, Gresham Road 

Project. 

 

Mr. Whaley addressed the Mayor and Commissioners and stated both agenda item 9 & 

10 pertain to the Gresham Rd Reconstruction Project. The reason we are having to pass 

both the resolution and the interlocal agreement is because of the additional funds the 

City of Burkburnett and Wichita County requested from TXDOT in order to assist in the 

purchasing of ROW (right of way) for the Gresham Rd Reconstruction project. Both are 

required by TXDOT to execute the revised contract for Gresham Rd Reconstruction. 

Within the revised contract TXDOT has agreed to fund an additional $500,000 for the 

purpose of ROW acquisition. The funding will be reimbursable once the ROW is 

purchased. The resolution provides that Wichita County will execute the contract with 

TXDOT on behalf of Wichita County and the City. The interlocal agreement provides 

how the $500,000 provided by TXDOT will be dispersed between Wichita County and 

the City. In the interlocal agreement, the funds are dispersed by a 70/30 formula. 

Meaning, Wichita County will receive 70% or $350,000 of reimbursable value for ROW 

acquisition and the City will receive 30% or $150,000 of reimbursable value. When 

looking at the overall ROW costs for the project, Wichita County will be responsible for 

approximately 70% while the City will be responsible for the remaining 30% of 

acquisition.  

 

The following addressed the Mayor and Commissioners: 

 Edward Clack, 1190 W. Third Street 

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Brewster, seconded by Commissioner Duff to table 

this item until further information received.  

 

Ayes:  Commissioners Brewster and Duff 

Nays:  Mayor Law, Commissioners Lindenborn, Ducos, Love, and Tugman 
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Motion failed.  

 

More discussion held.  

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Ducos, seconded by Commissioner Lindenborn to 

approve Resolution Number 608 as presented.  

 

Ayes:  Mayor Law; Commissioners Lindenborn, Ducos, and Tugman 

Nays:  Commissioners Brewster and Love 

Abstained:  Commissioner Duff 

Motion passed. 

 

Item 10.  Motion was made by Commissioner Tugman, seconded by Commissioner 

Ducos to approve the interlocal agreement between the City of Burkburnett and Wichita 

County for performance of governmental functions and services, including streets, road 

and drainage, and other governmental functions.  

 

Ayes:  Mayor Law, Commissioners Lindenborn, Ducos, Love and Tugman 

Nays:  Commissioner Brewster 

Abstained:  Commissioner Duff 

Motion passed.  

 

Item 11.  Mr. Smith addressed the Mayor and Commissioners and stated the City of 

Burkburnett’s Planning and Zoning Board consists of five (5) appointed members that 

serve a 2 year term. One (1) member is nearing the end of their term: Carla Walters. Staff 

contacted Mrs. Walters and she has agreed to serve the additional term. 

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Tugman, seconded by Commissioner Lindenborn to 

approve the appointment of Carla Walters to the Planning and Zoning Board.  Motion 

carried unanimously.  

 

Item 12.  Review of monthly reports. 

A. Public Works – July 4th Celebration-Mr. Smith reviewed the July 4th activities.   

 

Item 13.  No public comments. 

       

Item 14.  City Manager comments. 

 City Manager- TML Leadership Academy May 18th – 20th  

 Boomtown Bay Family Aquatic Opening – May 28th  

 City Hall Closed – Monday, May 30th 

 

Item 15.  No Commissioner comments. 
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Item 16.  Motion was made by Commissioner Tugman, seconded by Commissioner 

Brewster to adjourn.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 

 

 

 

      _____________________________ 

      Carl Law, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

____________________________ 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 

 



     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From:  Mike Whaley 

  City Manager   

 

Date:  June 20th, 2016  

 

Item:   Presentation by County Judge Woody Gossom/Voting Centers 

 

 

 

Background 
Wichita County Judge Woody Gossom has requested an audience with the BOC on this agenda to discuss 

Vote Centers. This is not an action item for the BOC. I have included the packet information sent over from 

Wichita County pertaining to vote centers for your review. Judge Gossom has already spoken to the matter at 

his Commissioners Court, as well as in the communities of Electra and Iowa Park.  

 

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

 

Options  

N/A 

 

Staff Recommendation 

N/A 

 

 

 

Attachments 

Packet received from Wichita County 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 



Election Outlook: Early voting for the May 24, 2016 Primary Runoff Election runs Monday, May 16- Friday, May 20 1 

~ast day to apply for ballot by mail (received , not postmarked) is Friday, May 13, 2016 1 What's on the Ballot 1 Voter 
1nformat1on I Don 't have a photo 10 for voting? Election Identif ication Certifi cates are available from DPS offices. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------- --------------------- --

Report to the 84th Legislature Under Section 43.007(j), Texas 
Election Code Relating to the Countywide Polling Place Program 

Brief Overview 

This report is submitted in accordance with Section 43.007U) of the Texas Election Code, ("the Code") 
which requires the Secretary of State to file a report with the Texas Legislature no later than the first day 
of each odd-numbered year regarding specific complaints or concerns filed with the office of the 
Secretary of State related to counties participating in the countywide election day polling places program 
("Program") for the 2013/2014 election year cycle. Under the Program, counties were eligible to apply to 
use countywide voting locations (also known as "super precincts" or "vote centers") for elections held on 
the November 2013 and 2014 uniform election dates, the March 2014 primary election and May 2014 
runoff primary election and elections held countywide on the May uniform election date, instead of 
providing polling places at each regular county election precinct. Participation in the Program is limited to 
those counties that exclusively use direct recording electronic ("ORE") voting systems and provide a 
computerized and linked voter registration list at each countywide polling place. 

Background 

House Bill 758 was enacted by the 79th Texas Legislature and required the Secretary of State to 
establish a pilot program in one or more counties as a test of the countywide voting location concept. 
Lubbock County was the only county to participate, successfully running a countywide polling place pilot 
for the November 2006 General Election for State and County Officers. In the next regular legislative 
session, the 80th Texas Legislature enacted House Bill3105, authorizing another pilot program for the 
2008 election year. The pilot was limited to elections held countywide on the May uniform election date 
and the November 4, 2008 General Election for State and County Officers, excluding the March and 
April 2008 Primary Elections. House Bill 3105 contained a number of changes from the previous 
legislation . Specifically, it added language requiring the county to adopt a methodology for determining 
its polling place locations and limited participating counties to reducing the total number of polling places 
to no more than fifty percent of the number of precinct polling places that would normally be used in the 
county. Only Lubbock and Erath Counties participated in the House Bill 3105 program. 

House Bill719 was enacted by the 81st Texas Legislature, and it made the pilot program permanent. It 
added language requiring a county to retain 65 percent of the number of precinct polling places that 
would normally have been used in its elections in the county's first election using countywide polling 
places. Additionally, House Bill 719 limited the Secretary of State to choosing three counties with a 
population of 100,000 or more and two counties with a population of less than 100,000 for each election 



under the pilot program. (House Bill 2194, enacted in the 82nd Legislature, increased the number of 
counties in the Program to six counties with populations of 100,000 or more and four counties with 
populations of less than 1 00,000.) Finally, House Bill 719 required the Secretary of State to continue the 
countywide election day polling places program for the 2009/201 0 election cycle. Under the Program, 
counties were eligible to apply to use countywide voting locations (also known as "super precincts" or 
"vote centers") for elections held on the November 2009 and 2010 uniform election dates and for 
elections held countywide on the May uniform election date, instead of providing polling places at each 
regular county election precinct. Participation in the Program was limited to those counties that 
exclusively used direct recording electronic ("ORE") voting systems and provided a computerized and 
linked voter registration list at each countywide polling place. 

Four counties were selected for the November 3, 2009 uniform election date: Collin, Erath , Galveston, 
and Lubbock Counties. Four counties were selected for the November 2, 2010 General Election for 
State and County Officers: Collin , Erath, Lubbock and Madison Counties. Each county was required to 
file a report with the Secretary of State regarding the implementation in their county, and all the county 
reports will be available on the Secretary of State website. 

Senate Bill 578 was enacted by the 83rd Texas Legislature, and expanded the program for use in each 
primary election and runoff primary election if the county chair or county executive for each political party 
participating in a joint primary election under Section 172.126 of the Texas Election Code agreed to the 
use of countywide polling places; or the county chair or county executive committee of each political 
party required to nominate candidates by primary election agreed to the use of the same countywide 
polling places. 

"Successful" Countywide Precinct Program 

House Bill2194, enacted by the 82nd Texas Legislature, created a new process for counties that have 
used the countywide election precinct method of voting . Prior law required counties to apply to use 
countywide election precincts election-by-election. The change adds Section 43.007(k) (2) to the Code 
to allow counties to move forward in using countywide election precincts without approval from the 
Secretary of State. 

To date, nineteen Texas counties applied for and met the Secretary of State's requirements for the 
"successful" countywide precinct polling place designation. They include Callahan County, Collin County, 
Coryell County, Eastland County, Erath County, Floyd County, Gaines County, Galveston County, 
Grayson County, Jefferson County, Lampasas County, Lubbock County, Madison County, Midland 
County, Randall County, Swisher County, Travis County, Victoria County, and Williamson County. 

Implementation of Current Program 

Eight counties were selected for the November 5, 2013 uniform election date: Callahan County, Coryell 
County, Grayson County, Jefferson County, Lampasas County, Randall County, Victoria County and 
Williamson County. Five counties were selected for the March 4, 2014 primary election date: Callahan 
County, Jefferson County, Randall County, Swisher County and Wharton County. Four counties were 
selected for the May 27, 2014 runoff primary election: Callahan County, Randall County, Swisher County 
and Wharton County. Seven counties were selected for the November 4, 2014 general election : 
Mclennan County, Montague County, Navarro County, Rusk County, Taylor County, Tom Green County 



and Wharton County. Each of these counties was required to file a report with the Office of the Secretary 
of State regarding the implementation of their countywide polling locations. 

Countywide Precinct Polling Place Program Participants 

Callahan County 

According to the 2010 Census, Callahan County's population is 13,544. 

November 5, 2013 

Callahan County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. Prior to participating in the program, Callahan County had 7 county election polling 
places. In the Constitutional Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011, the county used 5 county 
election polling places after consolidating precincts under Section 42.008 of the Code. For the November 
5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election, the county used 6 countywide election day polling places. 

Turnout Trends 

Callahan County used 6 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election . An analysis of turnout trends for constitutional elections in 2011 and 2013 points to 
an increase in voter turnout over those years . Reports indicate a 5.19% turnout of registered voters for 
2011 , compared to 8.11% in 2013 for the Constitutional Amendment Election. 

Public Feedback 

After the election , the county solicited feedback from county election officials and voters on the institution 
of the program in the county. The election report contains emails and letters from the officials and voters 
praising the institution of the program. Voter emails indicated overall support for the countywide vote 
centers citing that it increased voter convenience while decreasing voter confusion regarding where to 
vote. No major issues were reported on the county's use of the program for the November 5, 2013 
Constitutional Amendment Election . 

March 4, 2014 

Callahan County's second election under the program was the March 4, 2014 Primary Election. Callahan 
County used 6 election day vote centers for the March 4, 2014 Primary Election. The county created a 
Facebook page and used additional newspaper resources to further educate the voters on the use of the 
program for the Primary Election. 

Turnout Trends 

An analysis of Callahan County turnout trends for primary elections in 2012 and 2014 points to a 
disparity in voter turnouts for those years. This may or may not be related to the issues on the ballot with 
2012 being a Presidential Primary Election . Reports indicate a 24.72% turnout of voters for 2012, 
compared to a 19.46% turnout for voters in 2014 for the Primary Election. 



Public Feedback 

After the election, the county again solicited feedback from county officials and voters. The election 
report contains emails and letters from the officials and voters reiterating the fact that the program 
provided voters more convenience in being able to vote at any polling location. The feedback also 
indicated that frustration and confusion had continued to decrease because voters no longer had to 
travel to a specific polling location. 

Callahan County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on September 4, 2014. 

Coryell County 

According to the 2010 Census, Coryell County's population is 75,388 . 

November 5, 2013 

Coryell County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment 
Election. Prior to participating in the program, Coryell County had 16 polling places. In the Constitutional 
Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011, the county used 5 county election polling places after 
consolidating precincts under Section 42.008 of the Code. For the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election, the county used 10 countywide election day polling places. 

Turnout Trends 

Coryell County used 10 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. An analysis of Coryell County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows a very slight increase in turnout. Reports indicate a 4.1% turnout of 
registered voters for 2011, compared to a 4. 7% turnout in 2013 for the Constitutional Amendment 
Election. 

Public Feedback 

Coryell County requested feedback from voters via a survey as voters left the polling place on election 
day. The response to the use of the program was almost exclusively positive with voters commending 
the county on the ease and convenience of voting at any countywide location. However, some voters did 
comment that they preferred the use of paper ballots to electronic voting systems. 

Coryell County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on January 21, 2014. 

Grayson County 

According to the 2010 Census, Grayson County's population is 120,877. 

November 5, 2013 



Grayson County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. Prior to participating in the program, Grayson County had 17 polling places. In the 
Constitutional Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011 , the county used 17 county election 
polling places. For the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election, the county used 22 
countywide election day polling places. 

Turnout Trends 

Grayson County used 22 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. An analysis of Grayson County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows an increase in voter totals over those years. Reports indicate a 5.18% 
turnout of registered voters for 2011 , compared to a 7.37% turnout in 2013 for the Constitutional 
Amendment Election . 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Grayson County solicited feedback from county officials, election judges and 
clerks and voters. The feedback on the county's use of the program was very positive. The election 
report contains emails and letters with officials, judges and clerks and voters stating that they felt the 
change to the countywide program was positive because it gave voters the freedom to choose a polling 
place on election day that was the most convenient location . 

Grayson County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on January 14, 2014. 

Jefferson County 

According to the 2010 Census, Jefferson County's population is 252,273. 

November 5, 2013 

Jefferson County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. Prior to participating in the program, Jefferson County had 57 polling places. In the 
Constitutional Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011 , the county used 57 county election 
polling places. For the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election , the county elected to 
keep those 57 polling places as countywide election day polling places. 

Turnout Trends 

Jefferson County used 57 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. An analysis of Jefferson County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows a very slight decrease in voter totals over those years . Reports 
indicate a 2. 71% turnout of registered voters for 2011 , compared to a 2.12% turnout in 2013 for the 
Constitutional Amendment Election. 

Public Feedback 



Following the election, Jefferson County solicited feedback from voters and minority groups regarding 
the impact of the countywide polling place program. The feedback that the county received was very 
positive. The election report contains emails and letters with voters and minority groups stating that they 
believed the countywide program was very convenient for voters and would ultimately save the county 
time and money in future elections. The feedback also iterated that this would allow many more voters to 
cast a ballot that would actually be counted as opposed to a provisional ballot that may be rejected 
because the voter voted in the wrong precinct. 

March 4, 2014 

Jefferson County's second election under the program was the March 4, 2014 Primary Election . 
Jefferson County used 53 election day vote centers for the primary election . 

Turnout Trends 

Jefferson County used 53 vote centers on election day for the March 4, 2014 Primary Election. An 
analysis of Jefferson County's turnout trends for primary elections in 2012 and 2014 shows a decrease 
in voter totals over those years. Reports indicate a 20.03% turnout of registered voters for 2012 , 
compared to a 15.96% turnout in 2014 for the Primary Election . Again , the difference in turnout may or 
may not be explained by the issues on the ballot with 2012 being a Presidential Primary Election . 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Jefferson County again solicited feedback from voters as well as minority groups, 
the county chairs for each political party in the county and county officials on the impact of the program 
for the primary election. The election report contains e-mails and letters from these individuals. The 
feedback demonstrates more support for the county's use of the program and cites voter convenience, a 
decrease in voter frustration and a decrease in the number of provisional ballots cast as reasons to 
support the program. 

Jefferson County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on April 1, 2014. 

Lampasas County 

According to the 2010 Census, Lampasas County's population is 19,677. 

November 5, 2013 

Lampasas County's initial election under the program was the November 6, 2012 General Election. The 
county continued use of the program for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election. 
Prior to participating in the program, Lampasas County had 10 voting precincts. This was reduced to 9 
precincts in 2012 following redistricting . The county used 10 precinct polling places in the Constitutional 
Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011 . For the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment 
Election, the county used 6 polling places. 

Turnout Trends 



Lampasas County used 6 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. An analysis of Lampasas County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows a significant increase in voter turnout totals over those years. Reports 
indicate a 8.11% turnout for registered voters in 2011 , compared to a 13.39% turnout for registered 
voters in 2013. 

Public Feedback 

Following Lampasas County's initial election under the program in November of 2012, the county 
participated in a public hearing of the county commissioner's court regarding continued use of the 
program. The overall feedback provided at the hearing was in support of the county's continued use of 
the program. 

Lampasas County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on January 21 , 2014. 

Randall County 

According to the 2010 Census, Randall County's population is 120,725. 

November 5, 2013 

Randall County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election . Prior to participating in the program, Randall County had 22 voting precincts. The 
county used 14 polling places in the Constitutional Amendment Election held on November 8, 2011 . For 
the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election , the county elected to continue to use 14 
polling places. However, 10 of the 14 polling places selected were used in November of 2011 while the 
remaining 4 were polling places from the general election in November of 2012. 

Turnout Trends 

Randall County used 14 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election . An analysis of Randall County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows a significant increase in voter totals over those years. Reports 
indicate a 5.49% turnout for registered voters in 2011 , compared to a 14.76% turnout for registered 
voters in 2013. The county attributes much of this increase to the fact that the City of Amarillo added a 
$31 .5 million bond election and 21 charter amendments to the ballot for the election. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Randall County solicited feedback from election day judges on the impact of 
countywide polling places on the Constitutional Amendment Election. The election report contains e
mails and letters from these individuals. Overall , the feedback from the judges was positive. Many of the 
judges cited that not having to turn voters away for being in the wrong polling places as a positive for the 
program. The feedback also iterated that voters were pleased with the convenience of being able to vote 
at any polling location . 



March 4, 2014 

Randall County's second election under the program was the March 4, 2014 Primary Election . Randall 
County again used the 14 polling places for the Primary Election that had previously been used in the 
November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election. 

Turnout Trends 

Randall County used 14 vote centers on election day for the March 4, 2014 Primary Election . An 
analysis of Randall County turnout trends for primary elections in 2012 and 2014 shows a slight increase 
in voter totals over those years . Reports indicate a 16.78% turnout for registered voters in 2012, 
compared to a 18.19% turnout for registered voters in 2014. 

Public Feedback 

Randall County again solicited feedback from election day judges as well as individuals affiliated with 
both parties that held primary elections in the county on March 4, 2014. The election report contains e
mails and letters from these individuals. Once again , the feedback was supportive of the use of the 
countywide polling place program in Randall County. Much of the feedback indicated that the program 
was the best course of action for voter convenience in that voters did not have to be turned away for 
being at the wrong polling location . 

Randall County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on August 6, 2014. 

Victoria County 

According to the 2010 Census, Victoria County's population is 86,793. 

November 5, 2013 

Victoria County's initial election under the program was the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. Prior to participating in the program, Victoria County had 35 voting precincts. For 
the November 5, 2013 Constitutional Amendment Election , the county utilized all 35 voting precincts as 
countywide polling places and established an additional countywide polling place at the main early voting 
location for a total of 36 vote centers on election day. 

Turnout Trends 

Victoria County used 36 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election. An analysis of Victoria County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows a significant increase in voter turnout over those years. Reports 
indicate a 4.55% turnout for registered voters in 2011 , compared with a 7.80% turnout for registered 
voters in 2013. 

Public Feedback 



Following the election , Victoria County solicited feedback from county officials and the county chair of 
each political party in the county on the impact of the countywide polling place program for this election. 
All parties who provided feedback expressed support for the county's continued use of the program and 
county officials believed the program provided convenience for voters who could vote in any location 
rather than having to travel to a specific precinct. 

Victoria County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on January 17, 2014. 

Williamson County 

According to the 2010 Census, Williamson County's population is 422,679. 

November 5, 2013 

Williamson County's initial election under the program was the May 11 , 2013 uniform election date. Prior 
to participating in the program, Williamson County had 88 voting precincts. The November 5, 2013 
Constitutional Amendment Election was the county's second election under the program. The county 
used 60 locations as vote centers on election day for the Constitutional Amendment Election. 

Turnout Trends 

Williamson County used 60 vote centers on election day for the November 5, 2013 Constitutional 
Amendment Election . An analysis of Williamson County turnout trends for constitutional amendment 
elections in 2011 and 2013 shows an increase in voter turnout over those years. Reports indicate a 4.0% 
turnout for registered voters in 2011 , compared to a 6.6% turnout for registered voters in 2013. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Williamson County solicited feedback from interest groups, county officials and 
voters on the impact of the program in the Constitutional Amendment Election. The county received 
positive feedback from all groups. Many individuals highlighted the fact that the program served voter 
convenience by allowing voters to vote at any polling place. 

Williamson County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under 
the program on March 14, 2014. 

Swisher County 

According to the 2010 Census, Swisher County's population is 7,854. 

March 4, 2014 

Swisher County's initial election under the program was the November 6, 2012 General Election . Prior to 
participating in the program, Swisher County had 8 voting precincts. The March 4, 2014 primary election 
was the county's second election under the program. The county used 4 locations as vote centers on 
election day for the Primary Election . 



Turnout Trends 

Swisher County used 4 vote centers on election day for the March 4, 2014 primary election . An analysis 
of Swisher County's turnout trends for primary elections in 2012 and 2014 shows a very slight increase 
in voter turnout over those years. Reports indicate a .14% turnout for registered voters in 2012 , 
compared to a .16% turnout for registered voters in 2014. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Swisher County solicited feedback from voters regarding the county's use of the 
countywide polling place program. Feedback towards the program was positive with voters informing the 
county that countywide polling made it possible for some voters to vote who would not otherwise have 
had the opportunity to do so. Voters also informed the county that vote centers made it more convenient 
to cast a ballot and the public wanted the county to continue with the program in the future. 

Swisher County applied for "successful" status and was designated as a "successful" county under the 
program on August 20, 2014. 

Wharton County 

According to the 2010 Census, Wharton County's population is 41 ,280. 

March 4, 2014 

Wharton County's initial election under the program was the March 4, 2014 Primary Election . Prior to 
participating in the program, Wharton County had 12 voting precincts . For the March 4, 2014 Primary 
Election , the county used 8 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Wharton County used 8 vote centers on election day for the March 4, 2014 Primary Election. Wharton 
County did not submit any voter turnout data on the previous primary election in 2012. However, the 
county did submit voter turnout data for the primary election in 2010. An analysis of turnout trends for the 
primary elections in 2010 and 2014 shows a significant decrease in voter turnout over those years. 
Reports indicate a 14.74% turnout for registered voters in 2010, compared to a 8.46% turnout for 
registered voters in 2014. This may or may not be related to issues on the ballot. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election, Wharton County solicited feedback from voters and the county chairs of both 
political parties in the primary election . The election report contains letters from these individuals. 
Response to the county's use of the program was positive with both county chairs stating that the use of 
the program made it more convenient for voters to vote anywhere rather than returning to a specific 
precinct. The feedback also mentioned that costs for the county would be reduced with the closure of 
some polling places. 

November 4, 2014 



Wharton County's second election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election . The 
county again used 8 polling places as vote centers during the election . In addition , the county visited 
local organizations and published information in the newspaper to spread the word about participation in 
the program. 

Turnout Trends 

Wharton County used 8 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election . Again , 
the county did not submit any voter turnout data on the previous general election from 2012, but the 
county did submit voter turnout data from the general election in 2010. An analysis of the turnout trends 
from the general elections in 2010 and 2014 shows a very slight increase in voter turnout over those 
years . Reports indicate a 16.01% turnout for registered voters in 201 0, compared to a 16.32% turnout for 
registered voters in 2014. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Wharton County solicited feedback from election workers on the continued use of 
the program in the county. The election workers indicated that they were very pleased with the program 
and the fact that voters could be serviced at any location on election day without being turned away. The 
feedback from the election workers also supported the county's further participation in the program. 

Mclennan County 

According to the 2010 Census, Mclennan County's population is 234,906. 

November 4, 2014 

Mclennan County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election. Prior 
to participating in the program, Mclennan County had 59 voting precincts. For the November 4 , 2014 
General Election , the county used 40 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Mclennan County used 40 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election. An 
analysis of turnout trends for the 2010, 2012 and 2014 General Elections in Mclennan County shows an 
overall significant increase in voter turnout over those years. Reports indicate a 46.56% turnout for 
registered voters in 2010, compared to a 43.34% turnout for registered voters in 2012 and a 54.29% 
turnout for registered voters in 2014. 

Public Feedback 

Mclennan County solicited feedback from voters on the county's use of the countywide polling place 
program via a survey that was provided to voters at the polling locations. The surveys asked voters to 
indicate whether or not using one of the vote centers was more convenient than travelling to the voter's 
home precinct. The survey also asked voters to indicate what influenced them to vote at a particular vote 
center. The responses received where largely positive. Many voters indicated they chose a particular 
vote center because it was closer to the voter's place of employment rather than the voter's home 



precinct. There was also a large amount of support for the county's continued use of the program in 
future elections. 

Montague County 

According to the 2010 Census, Montague County's population is 19,719. 

November 4, 2014 

I • 

Montague County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election . Prior 
to participating in the program, Montague County had 15 voting precincts. For the November 4, 2014 
General Election, the county used 10 vote centers . 

Turnout Trends 

Montague County used 10 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election . An 
analysis of turnout trends for the 2010, 2012 and 2014 General Elections in Montague County shows a 
significant decrease in voter turnout over those years. Reports indicate a 27.63% turnout for registered 
voters in 2010 compared to a 23.14% turnout for registered voters in 2012 and a 16.36% turnout for 
registered voters in 2014. This may or may not be related to issues on the ballot for those years. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election, Montague County solicited feedback from voters , county party chairs and 
contracting entities regarding the county's use of the countywide polling place program. The feedback 
received from those individuals was positive and showed support for the county's continued use of the 
program in future elections. The feedback pointed to voter convenience and the potential reduction of 
costs in each election for the county with having fewer voting locations. 

Navarro County 

According to the 2010 Census, Navarro County's population is 47,735. 

November 4, 2014 

Navarro County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election. Prior to 
participating in the program, Navarro County had 35 voting precincts . For the November 4, 2014 General 
Election, the county used 21 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Navarro County used 21 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election. An 
analysis of turnout trends for the 2010, 2012 and 2014 General Elections in Navarro County shows an 
overall decrease in turnout over those years. Reports indicate a 23.48% turnout for registered voters in 
2010 compared to a 27.48% turnout for registered voters in 2012 and a 19.30% turnout for registered 
voters in 2014. This may or may not be attributable to issues on the ballot for those particular election 
years. 



. . . 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Navarro County solicited feedback from election judges and clerks and also 
provided voters with surveys in the polling place regarding the county's use of the countywide polling 
place program. The feedback expressed support for the county's decision to move to the use of vote 
centers. The feedback also indicated that the use of the program provided more voter convenience 
because voters were not being turned away for being in the wrong precinct. 

Taylor County 

According to the 2010 Census, Taylor County's population is 131 ,506. 

November 4, 2014 

Taylor County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election. Prior to 
participating in the program, Taylor County had 34 voting precincts. For the November 4, 2014 General 
Election , the county used 23 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Taylor County used 23 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election . An 
analysis of turnout trends for the 2010 and 2014 General Elections in Taylor County shows a decrease 
in voter turnout totals over those years . Reports indicate a 16.07% turnout in 2010, compared to a 
14.03% turnout in 2014. This may or may not be attributable to issues on the ballot in those years . 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Taylor County solicited feedback from election judges and clerks as well as 
county and party officials, contracting political subdivisions and special interest groups. These individuals . 
provided feedback on the county's use of the countywide polling place program in the election . The 
feedback supported the county's continued use of the program and cited that the program provided 
increase flexibility and voter convenience as it allowed voters to cast a ballot in a precinct other than the 
voter's home precinct. 

Tom Green County 

According to the 2010 Census, Tom Green County's population is 110,224. 

November 4, 2014 

Tom Green County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election . 
Prior to participating in the program, Tom Green County had 34 voting precincts but conducted elections 
using 26 polling places. For the November 4, 2014 General Election , the county used 18 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Tom Green County used 18 vote center son election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election . An 



analysis of turnout trends for the 2010, 2012 and 2014 General Elections in Tom Green County shows 
an overall decrease in voter turnout totals over those years. Reports indicate a 21.23% turnout for 
registered voters in 2010, compared to a 21 .88% turnout for registered voters in 2012 and a 15.50% 
turnout for registered voters in 2014. The decrease in voter turnout may or may not be a result of issues 
on the ballot in those years. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Tom Green County solicited feedback from county chairs, contracting political 
subdivisions and special interest groups on the impact of the countywide polling place program in the 
election. The county also solicited feedback from voters via a survey that was provided at the polling 
locations. Most of the responses received by the county were positive towards the implementation of 
vote centers and those individuals believed that vote centers made voting more convenient for the voters 
and turned less voters away. Many of the voters who provided feedback expressed discontent with the 
amount of time that they had to wait at various polling locations. Some voters also expressed a concern 
with not being able to vote with a paper ballot. 

Rusk County 

According to the 2010 Census, Rusk County's population is 53,330. 

November 4, 2014 

Rusk County's initial election under the program was the November 4, 2014 General Election. Prior to 
participating in the program, Rusk County had 22 voting precincts. For the November 4, 2014 General 
Election , the county used 17 vote centers. 

Turnout Trends 

Rusk County used 17 vote centers on election day for the November 4, 2014 General Election. Rusk 
County did not submit turnout data for the county's previous gubernatorial election in 2010, but 
submitted turnout data for the general election in 2012. An analysis of turnout trends for the 2012 and 
2014 General Elections in Rusk County shows a decrease in voter turnout totals over those years. 
Reports indicate a 22 .57% turnout in 2012, compared to a 20.32% turnout in 2014. The decrease may or 
may not be attributable to issues on the ballot in those years. 

Public Feedback 

Following the election , Rusk County solicited feedback on the county's use of the program from election 
judges and clerks. The county also distributed surveys to voters at the polling locations. Overall, the 
feedback to the county's use of the countywide polling place program was positive. The individuals who 
responded indicated that the program was more convenient for voters because a voter could vote 
outside of his or her home precinct. Some frustration over signage and parking at some voting locations 
was expressed , but there was no negative response to the use of vote centers generally. 

Recommendations to the 84th Texas Legislature 



After eleven cycles of the countywide polling place program, there is still a relatively small sample size 
from which to make observations and recommendations. For the November 2014 general election, 26 
counties participated in the program including the 19 counties that had previously been designated 
"successful". This accounts for just over 10% of the counties in the state. 

First Recommendation 

Many of the participating counties expressed concern with the selection of election day 
judges and clerks at the countywide polling places. The elimination of voting precinct specific 
polling places under the program and the moving of polling places to other locations or 
combining previous precincts often does not allow a county to make a specific designation of 
judges and clerks from a party list because the area now being serviced under the program 
does not have a tracked voting history like the previous precinct. Accordingly, the 84th 
Legislature may wish to explore ways for counties to appoint election day judges and clerks 
for the countywide polling places when voting history of an area cannot be tracked. 

Second Recommendation 

The Secretary of State also suggests the Legislature examine whether to require the first 
election at which countywide polling places are used be an election other than the November 
general election for state and county officers. This change would allow county election 
officials , local political subdivisions within the county, and the voters of the county to become 
famil iar with the concept and in effect run a smaller scale election with countywide election 
day polling places before deciding whether the county should apply to use the countywide 
polling places in a November General Election . 

Third Recommendation 

Section 43.007(a)(5) of the Texas Election Code currently reads that the countywide polling 
place program can be used in an "election of a political subdivision that is held jointly" with 
the general election for state and county officers , an election on the uniform election date in 
May, a constitutional amendment election, or a joint primary or runoff primary election . The 
section does not distinguish if "held jointly" means a joint election agreement under Chapter 
271 of the Code or if it also applies to an entity contracting for election services with the 
county under Chapter 31 , Subchapter D. Accordingly, the 84th Legislature may wish to 
explicitly clarify "held jointly" in this section. 

Overall Observations 

For the moment, countywide polling places effects on voter turnout are difficult to gauge. However, 
anecdotal evidence from the participating counties, including feedback from voters and election officials, 
along with the turnout percentages, suggest countywide election polling places offer a way to ensure that 
voters who plan to vote in the election have an increased opportunity to do so much as with early voting . 

Overall, there were very little technical issues reported concerning the use of countywide polling places 
as there had been in the past. This could be a result of counties becoming more familiar with the 
program. Many concerns from voters stemmed from issues that were unrelated to the use of the 



program itself, such as lack of adequate signage or parking space or extended wait times. These are 
issues that should be addressed by participating counties as they move forward with the program. 

Statutory Considerations 

• Provide procedure for appointment of election day judges and clerks for counties participating in 
the countywide polling place program, much like Section 32.002 does for other countywide 
elections. 

• Examine whether the elections eligible for first participation should be elections in addition to the 
November general election for state and county officers. 

• Explicitly clarify the meaning of "held jointly" under Section 43.007(a)(5) to indicate whether this 
means a joint election agreement, a contract for election services or both. 
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VOTER REGISTRATION 
(940) 766-8174 

CRIMINAL RECORDS 

(940) 766-8173 

I would like permission to move forward to participate in the County wide Election 
Precinct Program. 

Goals ofthe program: 

• Provide Early Voting and Election Day choice ofwhere the voter gets to vote by 
not being restricted to only their voting precinct. Election Day would be just like 
Early Voting. 

• Consolidated voting locations which would remain the same during the 
participation of the program. 

• Lower the cost of executing each election by having less staff/locations open on 
elections with little turn out. 

• Bigger elections could have the ability to have more staff and machines instead of 
more staff and locations. 

Requirement for program: 

• DRE voting systems 
• Public Hearing (Commissioners Court) 
• Methodology to determine placement of polling locations (committee) 
• Communication plan (Wi-Fi ability & notice to voters) 
• Application due by August 20, 2015 

s· ely, 

~ 
ohannon 

County Clerk 



Don 't have a photo 10 for voting? Election Identification Certificates are available from DPS offices. 

Election Outlook: What's on the Ballot I Voter Information 

Note - Navigational menus along with other non-content related elements have been removed for your convenience. Thank you for visiting 
us online. 

Application Deadlines for Countywide Election 
Precincts Polling Places in Countywide Elections Held 
on May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 Uniform Election 
Dates 

To: 
County Clerks/Elections Administrators in Counties 
Using Only ORE Voting Equipment 

From: Keith Ingram, Director of Elections 

Date: December 19, 2014 

RE: Application Deadlines for Countywide Election 
Precincts Polling Places in Countywide Elections Held 
on May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 Uniform 
Election Dates 

This memorandum is to remind you of the deadlines for submitting county applications to 
participate in the countywide election precinct polling place program ("the program") for the 
May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 Uniform Election dates. 

Below are the detailed schedules for implementing countywide election precincts for the 
May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 uniform election dates. 

Schedule for implementing countywide election precincts for May 9, 2015 election: 

• Monday, February 23, 2015- Deadline for counties to submit their proposed plan 
(detailing the county's ability to comply with items 1-3 above) to Secretary of State. 
Note that counties that have participated in previous countywide election precincts 
programs are not required to hold a public hearing under Section 43.007(b) , though 
we urge that they do so. Counties that have not previously participated in a 
countywide program will have to include a recording of the public hearing as part of 
the proposed plan which will necessitate more lead time for the process which may 
require them to initiate the process earlier than previously participating counties. 

• Friday, March 13, 2015- Deadline for Secretary of State to approve proposed local 
plans for the program and provide detailed guidance on the information that will be 
requested from the Secretary of State and that will be included in the final legislative 
report. The counties will be required to submit this information to the Secretary of 
State no later than 30 days after the election. 



• Monday, June 8, 2015- Deadline for county clerk/elections administrator to submit 
election report to Secretary of State. 

Schedule for implementing countywide election precincts for November 3, 2015 election: 

• Thursday, August 20, 2015- Deadline for counties to submit their proposed plan 
(detailing the county's ability to comply with items 1-3 above) to Secretary of State. 
Note that counties that have participated in previous countywide programs are not 
required to hold a public hearing under Section 43.007(b), though we urge that they 
do so. Counties that have not previously participated in a countywide program will 
have to include a public hearing as part of the proposed plan which will necessitate 
more lead time for the process which may require them to initiate the process earlier 
than previously participating counties. 

• Thursday, September 10, 2015- Deadline for Secretary of State to approve 
proposed local plans for the countywide program and provide detailed guidance on 
the information that will be requested from the Secretary of State and that will be 
included in the final legislative report. The counties will be required to submit this 
information to the Secretary of State no later than 30 days after the election. 

• Thursday, December 3, 2015- Deadline for county clerk/elections administrator to 
submit election report to Secretary of State. 

If you are interested in participating in the program or need more information, please 
contact Andre Montgomery or call our office toll-free at 1-800-252-2216. 



Don't have a photo 10 for voting? Election Identification Certificates are available from DPS offices. 

Election Outlook: What's on the Ballot 1 Voter Information 

Note - Navigational menus along with other non-content related elements have been removed for your convenience. Thank you for visiting 
us online. 

Opportunity to Use Countywide Election Precincts 
Polling Places in Countywide Elections Held on March 
4, 2014 Primary Election Date and on May 10, 2014 and 
November 4, 2014 Uniform Election Dates 

To: 
County Clerks/Elections Administrators in Counties 
Using Only ORE Voting Equipment 

From: Keith Ingram, Director of Elections 

Date: December 19,2014 

RE: Opportunity to Use Countywide Election Precincts 
Polling Places in Countywide Elections Held on March 
4, 2014 Primary Election Date and on May 10, 2014 
and November 4, 2014 Uniform Election Dates 

This memorandum is to remind you of the availability of the countywide election precinct 
polling place program ("the program") for the May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 Uniform 
Election dates. 

Background 

Under Section 43.007(i) of the Texas Election Code, the Secretary of State may select six 
counties with a population of 100,000 or more and four counties with a population of less 
than 100,000. Tom Green, Taylor, McLennan, Rusk, Navarro, Montague and Wharton 
Counties conducted elections using countywide precincts on the most recent November 
2014 uniform election date. Additionally, the following "successful" designated counties 
conducted elections using countywide precincts on the November 2014 uniform election 
date: Callahan , Collin, Coryell , Eastland, Erath, Floyd, Gaines, Galveston, Grayson, 
Jefferson, Lampasas, Lubbock, Madison, Midland, Randall, Swisher, Travis, Victoria and 
Williamson Counties. 

Eligible counties may apply to use countywide polling places in the following elections: the 
primary election and run-off election, the general election for state and county officers, 
elections taking place on the uniform election date in May, a constitutional amendment 
election, and joint elections when holding any of the aforementioned elections with a local 
political subdivision (i.e., city, school district, etc.). Note that counties that have previously 
participated in the program, but have not been formally granted a "successful" designation 
in writing by the Secretary of State, must reapply to use the program for each election. 



Deadlines for submitting applications to participate in the program: 

Briefly, the deadlines to submit your plans and requests (see further details about plans 
below) to participate in the countywide program for the May 9, 2015 Uniform Election, and 
the November 3, 2015 Uniform Election are as follows: 

• For the May 9, 2015 Uniform Election the deadline is Monday, February 23, 2015 
• For the November 3, 2015 Uniform Election the deadline is Thursday, August 20, 

2015 

Minimum Requirements 

To be selected to participate in the program, each county must meet the following 
minimum requirements: (1) exclusive use of direct recording electronic (ORE) voting 
systems at all polling places; (2) implementation of a computerized voter registration list 
that allows instantaneous verification that a voter has not already voted at another polling 
place; and (3) if the county has not participated in one of the previous countywide election 
precinct programs, it must hold a public hearing to inform and solicit opinions from voters, 
minority organizations, and other interested parties (e.g., political parties, political 
subdivisions within the county, and organizations representing voters with disabilities). A 
transcript or electronic recording of the hearing must be submitted to the Secretary of 
State. Although not required by statute, we encourage counties that have previously 
participated to conduct a new public hearing. 

In addition, counties selected to participate in the program must adopt a methodology to 
determine the placement of the countywide polling places. For an election held in the first 
year in which the county holds an election under the program, the total number of 
countywide polling places may not be less than 65% of the number of precinct polling 
places that would otherwise have been used in the last equivalent election. For 
subsequent elections, this number drops to 50%. 

Communication Plan Required 

A selected county must also develop a plan for providing notice and informing voters of the 
program and of the changes made to the locations of election day polling places that will 
occur. At a minimum, an election day notice indicating the location of the nearest 
countywide polling place must be posted at each precinct polling place that was used in 
the last general election for state and county officers but will not be used in the election 
under this program. The county must solicit written input from organizations that represent 
minority voters and voters with disabilities. Input from local political entities is encouraged. 

Submitting Applications 

Election administrators in counties meeting the minimum requirements may submit an 
application in the form of a letter (with attachments) to request approval to participate in 
the countywide polling program. Applications must be received no later than 5:00 p.m. on 
the deadline date indicated for each election. Those dates are available in the memo. 
Applications should include the following items and provide information to support the 
following subject area as they relate to the county's plan of action for implementing the 
countywide polling place program: 

1. A letter addressed to the Secretary of State requesting approval for the county to 
participate in the program. The letter must indicate the name and date of the election 
participation is being requested for. The items below may be addressed in the letter 



or addressed in separate attachments to the cover letter, but they must all be 
addressed. 

a. Address the county's exclusive use of direct recording electronic (ORE) voting 
systems in all polling places. Identify the vendor, quantity of voting machines 
and polling places to be used and how long the county has conducted 
elections with exclusive use of ORE voting machines. 

b. Explain the county's implementation of a computerized voter registration list 
that allows for instantaneous verification that a voter has not already voted at 
another polling place. Identify steps taken to guarantee connectivity at each 
polling place and the county's plan for dealing with a loss of connectivity during 
an election. 

c. Identify date and location of the public hearing, briefly describe the information 
provided at the public hearing and explain the feedback the presentation 
received. Attach audio or video disk copy of the public hearing as attachment. 
Paper transcripts are acceptable if audio or video copy is unavailable. 

d. Explain the methodology used to select polling locations. Include a map of 
county identifying locations of new and previously used voting locations, a list 
of vote centers and their addresses, and a list of vote center advisory 
committee members which includes the member's name, organization, position 
and email address. For an election held in the first year in which the county 
holds an election under the program, the total number of countywide polling 
places may not be less than 65% of the number of precinct polling places that 
would otherwise have been used in the last equivalent election. For 
subsequent elections, this number drops to 50%. The Secretary of State 
encourages counties to form vote center advisory committees consisting of 
members from local political subdivisions, organizations that represent minority 
voters and voters with disabilities and precinct officials to obtain feedback on 
voting location changes. 

e. Explain the methodology for selection Election Judges and Alternate Election 
Judges. 

f. Explain how voters will be notified of the change to vote centers and of the new 
locations. A selected county must develop a communication plan for providing 
notice and informing voters of the program and of the changes made to the 
locations of election day polling places that will occur. At a minimum, an 
election day notice indicating the location of the nearest countywide polling 
place must be posted at each precinct polling place that was used in the last 
general election for state and county officers but will not be used in the election 
under this program. The county must solicit written input from organizations 
that represent minority voters and voters with disabilities. Input from local 
political entities is encouraged. 

g. Demonstrate that the details of local joint elections have been resolved . Local 
political subdivisions may hold a joint election with a participating county. 
Political subdivisions in participating counties would need to have a presence 
at each of the countywide polling places at which its voters would be eligible to 
appear, either through a joint election with the county or establishing its own 
polling place at each of the locations. Counties that wish to participate in the 
program will need to demonstrate that the details of local joint elections have 
been resolved or at least that the governing bodies have agreed that they will 
resolve such issues. This can be achieved with letters of support from other 
community organizations and local political subdivisions that would use 
countywide polling places if they were conducting a joint election . 

h. Counties that wish to participate in the countywide program will need to 
demonstrate that the county commissioner's court and the county chairs have 



resolved how polling place officials will be appointed. Explain how polling place 
officials will be selected. 

2. A letter signed by the County Judge indicating support of the county's plan and 
requesting approval for the county to implement countywide polling places 
throughout the county. 

3. Finally, Section 43.0070) requires the Office of the Secretary of State to file a report 
with the Legislature concerning the countywide program, including a 
recommendation on the future use of countywide precinct polling places not later 
than January 1st of each odd-numbered year. All counties that participate in the 
program will be expected to contribute their specific findings after each election held 
with countywide precincts, which will be included in the report. The report pertaining 
to the November 2011 and 2012 elections has been filed with the Legislature and 
can be found online. 

Below are the detailed schedules for implementing countywide election precincts for the 
May 9, 2015 and November 3, 2015 uniform election dates. 

Schedule for implementing countywide election precincts for May 9, 2015 election: 

• Monday, February 23, 2015 - Deadline for counties to submit their proposed plan 
(detailing the county's ability to comply with items 1-3 above) to Secretary of State. 
Note that counties that have participated in previous countywide election precincts 
programs are not required to hold a public hearing under Section 43.007(b), though 
we urge that they do so. Counties that have not previously participated in a 
countywide program will have to include a recording of the public hearing as part of 
the proposed plan which will necessitate more lead time for the process which may 
require them to initiate the process earlier than previously participating counties. 

• Friday, March 13, 2015- Deadline for Secretary of State to approve proposed local 
plans for the program and provide detailed guidance on the information that will be 
requested from the Secretary of State and that will be included in the final legislative 
report. The counties will be required to submit this information to the Secretary of 
State no later than 30 days after the election. 

• Monday, June 8, 2015- Deadline for county clerk/elections administrator to submit 
election report to Secretary of State. 

Schedule for implementing countywide election precincts for November 3, 2015 election: 

• Thursday, August 20, 2015- Deadline for counties to submit their proposed plan 
(detailing the county's ability to comply with items 1-3 above) to Secretary of State. 
Note that counties that have participated in previous countywide programs are not 
required to hold a public hearing under Section 43.007(b), though we urge that they 
do so. Counties that have not previously participated in a countywide program will 
have to include a public hearing as part of the proposed plan which will necessitate 
more lead time for the process which may require them to initiate the process earlier 
than previously participating counties. 

• Thursday, September 10, 2015- Deadline for Secretary of State to approve 
proposed local plans for the countywide program and provide detailed guidance on 
the information that will be requested from the Secretary of State and that will be 
included in the final legislative report. The counties will be required to submit this 
information to the Secretary of State no later than 30 days after the election . 

• Thursday, December 3, 2015- Deadline for county clerk/elections administrator to 
submit election report to Secretary of State. 



If you are interested in participating in the program or need more information , please 
contact Andre Montgomery or call our office toll-free at 1-800-252-2216. 



Don 't have a photo ID for voting? Election Identification Certificates are available from DPS offices. 

Election Outlook: What's on the Ballot 1 Voter Information 

Note - Navigational menus along with other non-content related elements have been removed for your convenience. Thank you for visiting 
us online. 

Countywide Polling Place Program FAQs 

To: County Clerks/Election Administrators 

From: Keith Ingram, Director of Elections 

Date: October 13, 2014 

RE: Countywide Polling Place Program FAQs 

This memorandum is to answer general questions on the countywide election precinct 
polling place program ("the program"). 

Background: Under Section 43.007(i) of the Texas Election Code, the Secretary of State 
may select six counties with a population of 100,000 or more and four counties with a 
population of less than 100,000 for participation in the program for an election. The 
Secretary of State may determine that a county's participation in the program was 
"successful" following one election under the program. Once designated as "successful," 
that county may continue to use the program for subsequent elections. Note that counties 
that have previously participated in the program, but have not been formally granted a 
"successful" designation in writing by the Secretary of State, must reapply to use the 
program for each election. 

Eligible counties may apply to use countywide polling places in the following elections: the 
primary election and run-off election, the general election for state and county officers, 
elections taking place on the uniform election date in May, a constitutional amendment 
election , and joint elections when holding any of the aforementioned elections with a local 
political subdivision (e.g., city, school district, etc.). 

Program FAQs 

Q: What is required to participate in the program? 

A: At a minimum, each county selected to participate in the program must have 
the following : 

• Exclusive use of direct recording electronic (ORE) voting systems at all polling 
places; 

• Implementation of a computerized voter registration list that allows instantaneous 
verification that a voter has not already voted at another polling place; and 

• If the county has not participated in one of the previous countywide election precinct 
programs, it must hold a public hearing to inform and solicit opinions from voters, 



minority organizations, and other interested parties (e.g., political parties, political 
subdivisions within the county, and organizations representing voters with 
disabilities). 

Q: If my county meets the minimum requirements, what is the next step of the 
process? 

A: For tracking purposes, we request that counties file an intent to participate 
in the program with the Secretary of State's Office (PDF). However, filing an 
intent does not reserve a spot in the program and a full application must be 
received by the Secretary of State's office by 5:00pm on the deadline listed 
above. 

**Note: The Notice of Intent to Participate in Program for Countywide Election 
Day Polling Precincts is not in the forms manual online (Form AW13-9). It 
should be included. The latest update to the form was November of 2013, so 
it's relatively recent. ** 

Q: What should be included in an application for participation in the program? 

A: An application should include the following : 

• A letter, addressed to the Secretary of State, detailing specifics for the 
implementation of the plan (required items listed below) and requesting approval for 
the county to participate in the program. The letter must indicate the name and date 
of the election participation is being requested for; and 

• A letter signed by the County Judge indicating support of the county's plan and 
requesting approval for the county to implement c·ountywide polling places 
throughout the county. 

Q: What must the letter to the Secretary of State in the application address? . 

A: The letter to the Secretary of State in the application must cover the 
following: 

• The county's exclusive use of ORE voting systems. Identify the vendor, quantity of 
voting machines and polling places to be used and how long the county has 
conducted elections with exclusive use of ORE voting machines; 

• The county's use of a computerized voter registration list that allows instantaneous 
verification that a voter has not already voted at another polling place. Identify steps 
taken to guarantee connectivity at each polling place and the county's plan for 
dealing with a loss of connectivity during an election; 

• Information on the public hearing held, including date and time of the hearing, 
information that was provided in the hearing and feedback that was received . A 
video or audio copy of the hearing must be provided. If a video or audio copy of the 
hearing is not available, a paper transcript is acceptable; 

• An explanation of the methodology that will be used to select the countywide polling 
locations. Include a map of the previous and new polling locations and information 
on the advisory committee used to select locations including names, organizations, 
positions and e-mail addresses; 

• An explanation on the methodology used to select Election Judges and Alternate 
Election Judges; 

• A communication plan which explains how voters will be notified of the change to 
countywide polling places and new polling locations; 



• A statement that all joint election issues have been resolved. Because political 
subdivisions holding joint elections with the county must have a presence at all 
countywide polling locations, a county must demonstrate that issues related to joint 
elections have been or will be resolved; and 

• Demonstration that the commissioner's court and the county chairs have resolved 
how polling place officials will be appointed. 

Q: Is there a notice requirement for the public hearing on use of the program? 

A: The hearing is held by the commissioner's court, which means that Chapter 
551 of the Government Code applies. Specifically, the commissioner's court 
must give written notice of the date, hour, place and subject of the meeting. 
Notice must be provided in a place readily accessible to the general public at 
all times and must be provided at least 72 hours before the scheduled time of 
the meeting. 

Q: How many countywide polling places should my county have? 

A: For an election held in the first year in which the county participates in the 
program, the total number of countywide polling places may not be less than 
65% of the number of precinct polling places that would otherwise be located in 
the county for that election. After this, the number drops to no less than 50% of 
the number of precinct polling places that would otherwise be located in the 
county for that election. 

Q: Who determines where the countywide polling places will be located? 

A: In an election under the program, a county must adopt a methodology for 
determining where each polling place will be located. Some factors to consider 
in this process include: availability of public transportation to a polling location, 
population size near the polling location , and availability of a suitable building 
for a polling place. In addition, the establishment of polling places under the 
program should not result in the dilution of voting strength or representation of 
any group covered by the federal Voting Rights Act. For this reason, the 
Secretary of State strongly encourages counties to form vote center advisory 
committees to obtain feedback on voting locations. 

Q: Who would serve on a vote center advisory committee? 

A: The vote center advisory committee would consist of members from local 
political subdivisions, organizations that represent minority voters and voters 
with disabilities and precinct officials 

Q: How should my county notify voters of the change in polling locations? 

A: At a minimum, an election day notice indicating the location of the nearest 
countywide polling place must be posted at each precinct polling place that 
was used in the last general election for state and county officers but will not 
be used in the election under the program. In addition , the notice of election 
should identify the Election Day polling places in the county. 

Q: How are judges and clerks appointed for countywide polling locations? 

A: While the Election Code does not specifically direct how judges and clerks 
should be selected under the program, our office recommends the tracking of 



voting history in the program precincts and assigning judges on a proportional 
basis that accurately represents the voters of each particular area. For 
elections like November 4, 2014 where the Section 32.002 list procedure 
applies to county election judges and clerks, assignment under this 
methodology should be done according to the list procedure in Section 32.002 
of the Code. For other elections, assignment can be made according to the 
authority ordering the election . A second option would be to assign judges and 
clerks to a polling place in a method similar to early voting under Section 
85.009 of the Code. 

Q: If the election for my county is cancelled, does notice need to be posted at all 
countywide polling locations? 

A: Yes. Under the Election Code, if an election is not held, notice should be 
posted on Election Day at each polling location that would have been used for 
that election. Under the program, this would mean that notice would be posted 
at each countywide polling location on Election Day in the event the election is 
cancelled. 

Q: How does my county apply for "successful" status? 

A: Following one election under the program, a county may apply for 
"successful" status with the Secretary of State and continue to use countywide 
election precinct polling places in subsequent elections. To apply for 
"successful" status, the Secretary of State must not have received any 
complaints that have been supplemented with evidence with respect to the 
county using countywide precincts in an election. The county commissioner's 
court must then hold a public hearing on the use of countywide precincts. 
Notice of the meeting must be provided to all county party chairs, local political 
subdivisions and affected public interest groups. A recording or transcript of the 
hearing must be provided to the Secretary of State. The county judge will 
submit a letter requesting "successful" designation to the Secretary of State 
along with the recording or transcript of the public hearing. The Secretary of 
State will review the transcript or recording ; reports of the county's elections 
using the program to confirm the county met the requirements of the Code; and 
voter turnout data for elections using the program to compare with turnout in 
previous elections without use of the program to determine whether use of the 
program caused a substantial reduction in voter turnout. 

If you are interested in participating in the program or need more information, please 
contact Andre Montgomery or call our office toll-free at 1-800-252-2216. 
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Polling place for joint primary election, see Sec. 172.126. 

How population is determined, see note under Sec. 42.005. 

Rules on residence see Sec. 1.0 15. 

ELECTION CODE 

Use of county polling places in local option liquor election under Chapter 50 I, see Sees. 501.102 and 501.103. 

Sec. 43.003. Designation of location: primary election. The county chair of a political party holding a primary 
election shall designate the location of the polling place for each election precinct in the primary unless the 
precinct is one that is consolidated. In that case, the county executive committee shall designate the location. 
Primary election precincts, see Sec. 42.002; consolidating precincts, see Sees. 42.009 and 172.126. 

Polling place for joint primary election, see Sec. 172. 126. 

Sec. 43.004. Designation of location: elections of other political subdivisions. (a) The gqveming body of 
each political subdivision authorized to hold elections, other than a county, shall designate the location of the 
polling place for each of its election precincts. 
(b) If a political subdivision holds an election on the November uniform election date and is required to use 

the regular county election precincts, the political subdivision shall designate as the polling places for the 
election the regular county polling places in the county election precincts that contain territory from the 
political subdivision. 

(c) If a political subdivision holds an election jointly with an election described by Section 43.007(a)(l ), (2), 
(3), or (4) and is required to use countywide polling places under Section 43.007, the governing body of 
the political subdivision may designate as the polling places for any required runoff election only the 
polling places located in the territory or in and near the territory of the political subdivision where eligible 
voters reside. 

Definition of"political subdivision," see Sec. 1.005(13). 

Precincts of political subdivision, see Sec. 42.061 et seq. 

November uniform election date, see Sec. 41.00 I. 

County election precinct, see Sees. 1.005(2) and 42 .00 I. 

County polling place, see Sec. 43 .002. 

Required usc of county election precincts, see Sec. 42.002. 

Political subdivision precincts for November uniform election date, see Sec. 42.0621 . 

Polling places in local option liquor election under Chapter 50 I, see Sees. 501 .102 and 501 .103. 

Sec. 43.005. Designation of location: certain special elections. The authority establishing election precincts 
under Section 42.062 shall designate the location of the polling place for each precinct. 
Polling places in local option liquor election under Chapter 50 I, see Sees. 501 . 102 and 501 .103 . 

Sec. 43.006. Contlicts with other law. A law outside this subchapter supersedes this subchapter to the extent of 
any conflict. 
Definition of " law," see Sec. 1.005( I 0). 

Sec. 43.007. Countywide polling place program. (a) The secretary of state shall implement a program to 
allow each commissioners court participating in the program to eliminate county election precinct polling 
places and establish countywide polling places for: 

(I) each general election for state and county officers; 
(2) each election held on the uniform election date in May; 
(3) each election on a proposed constitutional amendment; 
( 4) each primary election and nmoff primary election if: 

(A) the county chair or county executive committee of each political party participating in a joint 
primary election under Section 172.126 agrees to the use of countywide polling places; or 

(B) the county chair or county executive committee of each political party required to nominate 
candidates by primary election agrees to use the same countywide polling places; and 

(5) each election of a political subdivision located in the county that is held jointly with an election 
described by Subdivision (I), (2), (3), or (4) . 

(b) The commissioners court of a county that desires to participate in the program authorized by this section 
shall hold a public hearing on the county's participation in the program. The commissioners court shall 
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ELECTION CODE 

submit a transcript or electronic recording of the public comments made at the hearing to the secretary of 
state. A county that has previously participated in a similar program and held a public hearing on the 
county's participation in that program is not required to hold a hearing under this subsection. 

(c) In conducting the program, the secretary of state shall provide for an audit of the direct recording 
electronic voting units before and after the election, and during the election to the extent such an audit is 
practicable. 

(d) The secretary of state shall select to participate in the program each county that: 
(I) has held a public hearing under Subsection (b); 
(2) has submitted documentation listing the steps taken to solicit input on participating in the program by 

organizations or persons who represent the interests of voters; 
(3) has implemented a computerized voter registration list that allows an election officer at the polling 

place to verify that a voter has not previously voted in the election; 
( 4) uses direct recording electronic voting machines; and 
(5) is determined by the secretary of state to have the appropriate technological capabilities. 

(e) Each countywide polling place must allow a voter to vote in the same elections in which the voter would 
be entitled to vote in the county election precinct in which the voter resides. 

(f) In selecting countywide polling places, a county must adopt a methodology for determining where each 
polling place will be located. The total number of countywide polling places may not be less than: 
( 1) except as provided by Subdivision (2), 50 percent of the number of precinct polling places that would 

otherwise be located in the county for that election; or 
(2) for an election held in the first year in which the county participates in the program, 65 percent of the 

number of precinct polling places that would otherwise be located in the county for that election. 
(g) A county participating in the program must establish a plan to provide notice informing voters of the 

changes made to the locations of polling places under the program. The plan must require that notice of 
the location of the nearest countywide polling place be posted on election day at each polling place used in 
the previous general election for state and county officers that is not used as a countywide polling place. 

(h) [n adopting a methodology under Subsection (t) or creating the plan under Subsection (g), the county shall 
solicit input from organizations or persons located within the county who represent minority voters. 

(i) The secretary of state may only select to participate in the program six counties with a population of 
I 00,000 or more and four counties with a population of less than l 00,000. 

U) Not later than January l of each odd-numbered year, the secretary of state shall file a report with the 
legislature. The report must include any complaints or concerns regarding a specific election that have 
been filed with the office of the secretary of state before the preparation of the report and any available 
information about voter turnout and waiting times at the polling places. The report may include the 
secretary of state's recommendations on the future use of countywide polling places and suggestions for 
statutory amendment regarding the use of countywide polling places. 

(k) Each county that previously participated in a program under this section is authorized to continue 
participation in the program for future elections described by Subsection (a) if: 
(I) the commissioners court of the county approves participation in the program; and 
(2) the secretary of state determines the county's participation in the program was successful. 

(I) Subsections (b), (c), and (d) do not apply to a county participating in the program under Subsection (k). 
County ckction precinct, see St.-cs. 1.005(2) and 42.00 I. 

General dection for state and county officers. see Sees. 1.005(7) and 41 .002. Unifonn election date, see Sees. 1.005(2 1) and 41 .00 I. 

Detinition of "political subdivis ion," see Sec. 1.005(13). 

Joint election, see Chapter 271 . 

For re4uired joint elections and election dates lo r independent school district trustee elections, see Sec. I 1.0581, Education Code. 

Direct recording electronic voting machine, see Sees. 121.003( 12) and Chapter 129. 

Rules on residence, sec Sec. 1.0 15. 

I low population is dctennincd, see note under Sec. 42 .005 . 
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League of Women Voters of Texas Education Fund 
Voting Procedures to Increase Voting Participation 

Election Day Centralized Voting 
Facts and Issues 

Researched and written by Charlotte Foulkes 

Election Day Centralized Voting is referred to by a variety of terms, including Vote Center, 
super precincts, and mega-precincts. These are polling places at which any registered voter in 
the political subdivision holding the election may vote, regardless of the precinct in which the 
voter lives. 

1 

In some states, Vote Centers are open multiple days or weeks prior to Election Day .i Thirty-two 
states, including Texas, use Vote Centers for early voting. "Convenience voting," which allows 
this to happen on election day, is being tested in several states, including Texas, where the Texas 
Legislature has authorized pilot projects since the 2005 legislative session. Experience in North 
Carolina has revealed some of the limitations of mega-precincts. 

There are many pros and cons for Election Day Centralized Voting, and both sides of the issue 
have valid points. For many it may be convenient to vote away from their precinct and close to 
where they have business, while other voters may want or need a place close to their homes. 
Vote Centers require real-time voter rolls with electronic voting, which immediately updates a 
person's voting record as having voted, thus eliminating the possibility anyone can vote more 
than once. Vote Centers require less equipment than is needed if each precinct houses a polling 
place. Other pros and cons may be found below and in the discussion of limitations of large 
voting precincts. 

Benefits of Election Day Centralized Voting: 

o Has the potential to increase voter turnout by eliminating the requirement to vote at a specific 
location. Some voters may not have time to get to their precinct on election day. 

o Eliminates the need for a provisional ballot if a voter is at the wrong precinct. While 
provisional ballots are counted for various reasons, they are not counted if a voter is at the 
wrong precinct. 

o Provides voters with consistent locations so they know where they may always vote. 
o Provides voters with multiple voting locations for convenience on election day. 
o Cuts down the number of poll workers needed. It is becoming more and more difficult to 

find qualified election clerks and judges. 
o Reduces the number of physical locations required. Finding polling places and making sure 

they comply with the Americans with Disability Act is becoming more difficult. Many 
schools are refusing to be polling places. 

o Reduces logistical problems, so less time is spent delivering and servicing equipment. 
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o Reduces cost by reducing the number of poll workers, physical locations, and amount of 
equipment needed for an election. 

Negative Consequences of Election Day Centralized Votingii 

o May disenfranchise poor, disabled, or elderly voters, and any person with transportation 
issues, as the consolidated polling places may be farther away. 

o Creates more need for touch-screen Direct Record Electronic (ORE) voting machines as a 
voter must vote electronically in real time in the centralized voting precinct model. 

o Creates dependency on electronic poll books that use an Internet connection, thus increasing 
exposure to computer hackers. 

o Creates a homeland security risk by bringing together larger number of voters at a Vote 
Center than would be at a precinct polling place. 

o May result in long lines at the polls. 

2 

Setting up Vote Centers or mega-preci nets requires consideration of the number of voters they 
will serve and the impacts this could have. A mega-precinct generally is defined as a voting 
location that serves more than 2,000 voters. In North Carolina, one legislator recommended Vote 
Centers serve more than 10,000 voters per center. 

ln addition to the accessibility issues associated with traveling farther to the polls, Vote Centers 
also bring more cars to the location. Highly urbanized areas may experience problems with 
traffic congestion that coincides with the peak voting hours before and after traditional work 
hours. 

When they reach the polls, voters in large precincts may face the prospect of long lines , 
particularly during peak voting hours. In past elections, the North Carolina State Board of 
Elections office received many calls from individuals reporting congested polling places and 
excessive waiting to cast a ballot. In some cases, these potential voters indicated they did not 
have the chance to vote due to the inconvenience arising from these factors. 

Being sure that voters receive the correct ballot is also an issue that must be addressed in mega
precincts. Mega-precincts, especially those that encompass large geographic areas, are more 
likely to be split among various districts for the same offices. For example, two or more state 
senate or state house seats may represent different portions of the same mega-precinct. As a 
result, election officials in this "split precinct" must properly administer multiple ballots and 
ensure that individuals cast ballots only for the races in which they are qualified to vote. 
Historically, the use of multiple ballot styles in a split precinct has created confusion on the part 
of some election officials and voters. 

Texas Test of the Countywide Voting Location Conceptm 

Texas has been testing the concept of Election Day Centralized Voting, countywide. Action 
taken by the 81 51 Legislature in 2009 authorizes a third pilot project. In 2005, the 791

h Legislature 
enacted House Bill 758, requiring the Texas Secretary of State to create a pilot program in one or 
more counties to test the countywide voting concept. Lubbock County ran a successful 
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countywide voting location pilot for the November 2006 General Election. In 2007, the 80th 
Legislature authorized another pilot program for 2008 for the May uniform election and the 
November Presidential election. Several changes were made from 2006, including the 
requirement that the total number of polling places not be reduced to less than 50% of the 
number of existing polling places. Erath and Lubbock Counties participated and reported 
successful elections. Erath County reduced 20 regular county voting locations to 11. Lubbock 
County reduced 69 voting locations to 50. (Recognizing the exceptional turnout possible in the 
November 4, 2008 election, Lubbock opted not to reduce the number of locations by fifty 
percent.) 

3 

Because of the limited participation, the secretary of state recommended that the 81 st Legislature 
extend the pilot program. It was thought that an "off year" election might allow more counties to 
participate with the voting center concept. With information from a wider group of counties, the 
secretary of state could make a more informed recommendation to the 82nd Legislature for 
permanent legislation. 

The 81 st Texas Legislature authorized five counties to conduct pilot projects: three counties with 
a population of 100,000 or more and two counties with a population of less than 100,000. The 
law (HB 719) takes effect September 1, 2009. IV The secretary of state must implement a 
program aJlowing the commissioners court of each county selected for the pilot program to 
eliminate county election precincts and establish countywide polling places for each general 
election for state and county officers, each countywide election held on the uniform election date 
in May, each election on a proposed constitutional amendment, and each election of a political 
subdivision located in the county that is held jointly with the elections above. 

The secretary of state will select the five counties. The commissioners court of a county that 
applies for the pilot program must hold a public hearing to obtain input and submit it with the 
application. Among the requirements, the county must have a computerized voter registration 
list that allows an election officer to verify the voter has not previously voted in the election. The 
county must use direct recording electronic (DRE) voting machines. The secretary of state must 
provide for an audit of these machines. The total number of countywide polling places may not 
be less than 50% of the number of precinct polling places that would otherwise be needed for 
that election. If the county is participating in the program for the first year, the reduction of 
polling places may not be less than 65% . 

Options for Addressing Election Day Centralized Voting Issues 

Some feel that it will be necessary to provide the best of both traditional and Vote Center 
methodologies, combined with new concepts, to allow all voters unlimited access to their right to 
vote . Proposals include: 

Work with multiple community groups in the selection of Vote Center sites to assure easy 
access for all racial/ethnic and socioeconomic groups of voters. 
Unlimited access to vote by mail , with no restrictions for those voters with transportation 
or mobility issues or who simply want the convenience. This would assure that no one is 
excluded from voting . 
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.. . 

Changes to electronic voting machines that would make them acceptable to voters 
concerned about the lack of a paper record. 

4 

Election Day Centralized Voting may work in some counties and not in others . The differences 
between urban and rural settings may make a large difference in the success of this concept. The 
Texas Legislature , by allowing pilot programs , has allowed each county to decide if they would 
like to test this voting procedure and decide upon its validity for their voters. From these pilots 
will come useful information to help Texas determine whether and how to use Vote Centers on 
election day. 

NOTES 

Special thanks to Tonya Presley and Barbara Prabhu of the League of Women Voters of Arlington for their editing assistance. 
Also edited by Diane Sheridan, L WV-Bay Area. 

; Vote Centers or Super Precincts, Poll Tax for the 21st Century, By Joyce McCloy, Founder of the North Carolina 
Coalition for Verified Voting. See www.ncvoter.net 
;; Vote Centers or Super Precincts, Poll Tax for the 2151 Century, By Joyce McCloy, Founder of the North Carolina 
Coalition for Verified Voting. See www.ncvoter.net 
;;; Report to the 8151 Legislature on House Bill 3105, Relating to Countywide Polling Place Pilot Program, 
www.sos.state.tx.us/elections/laws/pilotl.shtml 
iv 8151 Legislature, House Bill719, Relating to Polling Places for Certain Elections 

( 

--- ~ ... 
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NEWS RELEASE 

 
Wichita County Commissioners Court, County Clerk, Lori Bohannon and the               Committee has met and 
discussed establishing the county elections normally held in May and November would be performed under the 
Vote Center concept. On election day, Vote Centers are like early voting in that you may vote at any voting 
precinct throughout the county. The registration system is electronically linked in order to keep anyone from 
voting more than once. This system is separate from the actual voting system. City / school elections will remain 
separate from the Vote Center system unless they decide to become part of the county election system. 

Wichita County Commissioners Court will have two public meetings to receive comment from citizens: Tuesday 
or Wednesday, May        at 6:00pm, room 270                          and again on Monday, May       , 2016, room 270 
at 10:00am. In addition members of the Commissioners Court and County Clerk, Lori Bohannon will attend City 
Commission meetings to receive citizen comments: 

 Tuesday, May 10 at 5:30pm, Electra City Commission meeting  
Monday, May 23 at 7:00pm, Iowa Park City Commission meeting 

 Monday, June 20 at 7:00pm, Burkburnett City Commission meeting 
 
For more information, contact County Judge Woody Gossom at 766-8101, or County Clerk Lori Bohannon at 
766-8195. 
  

  

—30— 

POC: Judge Woody Gossom, Jr. 940-766-8101 



     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From:  Mike Whaley 

  City Manager   

 

Date:  June 20th, 2016  

 

Item:  Extending Life of TIRZ /First Amendment Project Plan and Reinvestment Zone   

             Financing Plan/Ordinance 900/Resolution 610 (Wichita County Participation Plan) 

 

 

 

Background 
Our current TIF/TIRZ is established until 2025. I have been working with a consultant to extend the life of 

the TIF/TIRZ for an additional ten (10) years to 2035. This would give the City additional time and ability to 

leverage funds (notes, bonds, obligations) in the TIF/TIRZ fund for current and future projects generated 

within the TIF/TIRZ. As a requirement, we are presenting an amended project and financing plan for review 

that will be submitted with the request to extend the zone until 2035. Currently, Wichita County participates 

in the TIF/TIRZ at a 100 percent. They have agreed to continue to participate at a 100 percent for the period 

of extension. They have already passed a Resolution agreeing to do so. This is called the Participation Plan. 

This item will be on the agenda as well as a Resolution for your consideration and approval. Their current 

participation is approximately $55,000.00. The City’s current participation is approximately $69,000.00. Our 

balance today is $190,706.00. Both the City and County installments occur in July. Our balance should be 

approximately $314,000.00. These are the types of projects that can be addressed with the TIF/TIRZ funds. 

 

a. Roads, streets and bridges 

b. Transit facilities 

c. Pedestrian improvements 

d. Water, wastewater, drainage and detention facilities 

e. Parks, plazas and open spaces 

f. Recreation facilities 

g. Places of public assembly 

h. Affordable housing 

I. Schools and educational facilities 

j. Rehabilitation of historic structures 

k. Environmental mitigation and abatement 

l. Removing slum and blight 

 

Fiscal Impact 

Annual City installments, currently $69,000.00 (calculated from value of properties within the TIF/TIRZ) 

Annual deposit from Wichita County, currently $55,000.00 (will increase as values increase) 

 

Options  



Approve 

Deny 

 

 

Staff Recommendation 

Approval of Ordinance as presented 

 

 

 

Attachments 

1st Amendment Project Plan and Reinvestment Zone Financing Plan 

Ordinance 900  

Resolution 610 Wichita County Participation Plan 
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REINVESTMENT ZONE NUMBER ONE, CITY OF BURKBURNETT, TEXAS 
First Amended Project Plan and Reinvestment Zone Financing Plan 

Introduction 

The Reinvestment Zone Number One, City of Burkburnett, Texas (Zone), was created by the 
Board of Commissioners on February 20th, 2006 by Ordinance No.708.  The City adopted the 
Project Plan and Reinvestment Zone Financing Plan for the Zone on February 20th, 2006 (“Part A 
Plan”). 

Section 1 

The Part A Plan:   
The Part A Plan covers an estimated 1,050 acres along the I-44 corridor thru Burkburnett. The 
Zone provides an opportunity for increasing the tax base to generate funds for needed 
infrastructure and to further generate new development.  The I-44 corridor thru Burkburnett is 
seen as an area with high development potential, but also is underserved by utilities.  The area is 
in transition from vacant land to active commercial. 
 
Section Two:  

The Part B Plan 

The Zone and the City propose the first amendment to the Project Plan and Reinvestment Zone 
Financing Plan for the Zone (“Part B Plan”). This first amendment proposes to extend the life of 
the zone by 10 years as development has not occurred at the anticipated rate but remains 
imminent, and to continue to provide the economic support needed to encourage development 
in this critical part of Burkburnett. 

A. Summary of Redevelopment Efforts – To date, the Zone has financed a sanitary sewer 
extension and lift station construction in the area, as well as electric and water main 
extensions for the skilled nursing facility that is currently under construction.  Additional 
development that has occurred in the Zone since its inception includes an apartment 
complex. 

B. Redevelopment Plan Concepts and Goals 

The purpose of the Zone is to construct the necessary public infrastructure that will lead 
to new development in the area, offer a corresponding increase in the tax base, and 
create economic opportunity.  

Reinvestment into the area through the Zone is intended to achieve the following goals: 

Goal 1 - Enhance public infrastructure, facilities and services throughout the Zone. 
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Water, wastewater and storm water management services are critical to spur new 
investment in the Zone. The zone currently consists primarily of undeveloped land and is 
underserved by utilities. 

Goal 2 - Promote economic opportunity and private investment in the Zone. 
The opportunity to reach the full economic potential of the area is based partly on the 
ability to create economic infrastructure, minimize risk for investors and customers, build 
upon local assets and recognize or enhance market demand. The Zone will facilitate 
economic growth through capital improvements that make sites more attractive and 
projects feasible, land acquisition and assembly, and use of incentivized development 
agreements (including 380 economic development agreements).  

Goal 3: Improve and enhance corridors, mobility and connectivity throughout the 
Zone. 
Roadway corridors that provide the capacity necessary to safely move traffic, provide 
connectivity and access, and improve visual quality of the community are critical to 
development potential within the Zone. 

C. Authorized Projects and Project Costs 

The amended and restated project costs are detailed in Table 1, below. The dollar 
amounts for each category are approximate and may be amended from time to time by 
the Board of Directors of the Zone with approval of the Board of Commissioners.   

 

Table 1: Reinvestment Zone No. 1 Project Costs 

 Part A Part B   

Total Plan 
Costs 

 

 2006 Plan 
Estimated 

Costs  

2016 Estimated 
Costs  

       

Sanity Sewer (Phase 1)  $166,600    $166,600  

Sanity Sewer (Phase 2) $107,800  $350,000  $457,800  

Water Lines $140,400  $470,000  $610,400  

Glendale Street Extension $274,200    $274,200  

Electric  $50,000  $50,000  

Engineering & Contingencies $100,000    $100,000  

    

    

    

        

Total Project Costs $789,000  $870,000  $1,659,000  

 
D. Project Plan 

Existing and Proposed Uses of Land (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(b)(1)): Map 2 depicts 
existing land uses in the Zone, which consist primarily of undeveloped land with some 
commercial development. Proposed land uses shall include multi-family residential, 
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commercial retail, office, public and institutional, transportation, and undeveloped land 
uses.  

Proposed Changes of Zoning Ordinances, Master Plan of Municipality, Building Codes, and 
Other Municipal Ordinances (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(b)(2)): All construction will be 
performed in conformance with the City’s existing rules and regulations.  There are no 
proposed changes to any City ordinance, master plan, or building code.  

Estimated Non-Project Costs (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(b)(3)):  The project costs 
referenced in Table 1 are inclusive of project costs to be incurred by the Zone only. The 
costs that would otherwise be project costs but are derived from other parties, such as 
the Texas Department of Transportation or private sources, are non-project costs. Non 
project costs are currently estimated at $132,000.  Funding identified in Table 1 for 
corridor improvement projects will be leveraged to acquire additional non-project 
funding. 

Method of Relocating Persons to be Displaced, if any, as a Result of Implementing the 
Plan (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(b)(4)):  It is not anticipated that any residents will be 
displaced or relocated as a result of the Part B Plan.   

E. Reinvestment Zone Financing Plan 

Estimated Project Costs (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(1)):  Table 1 details proposed public 
improvements to be funded utilizing resources from the Zone.  As set forth in the Part B 
Plan, the dollar amounts are approximate and may be amended from time to time by the 
Board of Directors of the Zone with approval of the Board of Commissioners.  The 
financing costs are a function of project financing needs and will vary with market 
conditions from the estimates shown on Table 1.  The project categories describe 
generally the kind of improvements contemplated by this Part B Plan. 

Proposed Kind, Number, and Location of all Proposed Public Works or Public 
Improvements to be Financed in the Zone (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(2)):  These details 
are described throughout the Part B Plan, including but not limited to water, sewer, 
electric and roadway improvements. 

Economic Feasibility (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(3)): Feasibility of the Zone was 
determined in the original project plan and based on analysis of tax rates, review of 
existing and projected development within the Zone and identification of project costs.  
Exhibit 1 constitutes updated incremental revenue estimates for the Part B Plan.  The 
incremental revenue estimates are projected to be sufficient to cover the costs of the 
proposed improvements in the Zone for the remainder of the Zone.  The Zone and the 
City find and determine that the Part A and Part B Plans are economically feasible. 
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Estimated Amount of Bond Indebtedness; Estimated Time When Related Costs or 
Monetary Obligations Incurred (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(4), § 311.011(c)(5)): 
Issuance of notes and bonds by the Zone will occur as tax increment revenues allow.  The 
value and timing of the issuance of notes or bonds will correlate to debt capacity as 
derived from the attached revenue and project schedules, as well as actual market 
conditions for the issue and sale of such notes and bonds. 

Methods and Sources of Financing Project Costs and Percentage of Increment from Taxing 
Units Anticipated to Contribute Tax Increment to the Zone (Texas Tax Code § 
311.011(c)(6)): Methods and sources of financing include pay-as-you-go project financing, 
the issuance of notes and bonds, as well as collaboration with developers and other 
entities for grant funding and partnerships. Tax increment associated with this Part B Plan 
will consist of contributions from the City and County. This figure is calculated using a City 
contribution of $0.693262/$100 and a County contribution of $0.553000/$100 of assessed 
valuation. 

Current Total Appraised Value of Taxable Real Property (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(7)):  
As of 2014, the appraised value of taxable real property in the Zone is $16,716,096. 

Estimated Captured Appraised Value of Zone During Each Year of Existence (Texas Tax 
Code § 311.011(c)(8)):  The estimated captured appraised value  of the Zone during each 
remaining year of its existence is contained in Exhibit 1. 

Zone Duration (Texas Tax Code § 311.011(c)(9)):  The Zone was created by the City on 
February 20th 2006.  The Zone will terminate on December 31, 2035.  

 



City New Total City City City City County County County Total TIRZ  Cumulative

Tax Taxable City Development City  Captured Anticipated Tax Rate of Rate of Anticipated Tax Rate of Rate of Revenues TIRZ Revenues

Roll Base Taxable Taxable Taxable Appraised Tax Coll. City Increment Participation Participation County Increment Participation Participation Available Available

Jan 1 Value (1) Value (2) Value (3) Value Valuation Year Year Tax Rate (4) Revenues (5) (percentage) (amount) Tax Rate (4) Revenues (5) (percentage) (amount) for Projects for Projects

2016 6,947,011$                 $16,716,096 $16,716,096 9,769,085$                 1      2016 2017 0.693262 66,371$              100% 66,371$              0.55300 52,943$              100% 52,943$              119,313$           119,313$           

2017 6,947,011$                 $16,883,257 $0 $16,883,257 9,936,246$                 2      2017 2018 0.693262 67,507$              100% 67,507$              0.55300 53,848$              100% 53,848$              121,355$           240,668$           

2018 6,947,011$                 $17,052,090 $707,000 $17,759,090 10,812,079$              3      2018 2019 0.693262 73,457$              100% 73,457$              0.55300 58,595$              100% 58,595$              132,052$           372,720$           

2019 6,947,011$                 $17,222,610 $5,928,000 $23,150,610 16,203,599$              4      2019 2020 0.693262 110,087$            100% 110,087$            0.55300 87,814$              100% 87,814$              197,901$           570,621$           

2020 6,947,011$                 $17,394,837 $6,733,000 $24,127,837 17,180,826$              5      2020 2021 0.693262 116,726$            100% 116,726$            0.55300 93,110$              100% 93,110$              209,836$           780,457$           

2021 6,947,011$                 $17,568,785 $7,552,000 $25,120,785 18,173,774$              6      2021 2022 0.693262 123,472$            100% 123,472$            0.55300 98,491$              100% 98,491$              221,963$           1,002,420$        

2022 6,947,011$                 $17,744,473 $8,385,000 $26,129,473 19,182,462$              7      2022 2023 0.693262 130,325$            100% 130,325$            0.55300 103,957$            100% 103,957$            234,282$           1,236,702$        

2023 6,947,011$                 $17,921,917 $9,232,000 $27,153,917 20,206,906$              8      2023 2024 0.693262 137,285$            100% 137,285$            0.55300 109,509$            100% 109,509$            246,794$           1,483,496$        

2024 6,947,011$                 $18,101,137 $10,093,000 $28,194,137 21,247,126$              9      2024 2025 0.693262 144,352$            100% 144,352$            0.55300 115,147$            100% 115,147$            259,499$           1,742,995$        

2025 6,947,011$                 $18,282,148 $10,968,000 $29,250,148 22,303,137$              10    2025 2026 0.693262 151,527$            100% 151,527$            0.55300 120,870$            100% 120,870$            272,396$           2,015,392$        

2026 6,947,011$                 $18,464,969 $11,857,000 $30,321,969 23,374,958$              11    2026 2027 0.693262 158,809$            100% 158,809$            0.55300 126,678$            100% 126,678$            285,487$           2,300,879$        

2027 6,947,011$                 $18,649,619 $12,760,000 $31,409,619 24,462,608$              12    2027 2028 0.693262 166,198$            100% 166,198$            0.55300 132,573$            100% 132,573$            298,771$           2,599,650$        

2028 6,947,011$                 $18,836,115 $12,900,000 $31,736,115 24,789,104$              13    2028 2029 0.693262 168,416$            100% 168,416$            0.55300 134,342$            100% 134,342$            302,758$           2,902,408$        

2029 6,947,011$                 $19,024,477 $13,040,000 $32,064,477 25,117,466$              14    2029 2030 0.693262 170,647$            100% 170,647$            0.55300 136,122$            100% 136,122$            306,769$           3,209,177$        

2030 6,947,011$                 $19,214,721 $13,180,000 $32,394,721 25,447,710$              15    2030 2031 0.693262 172,891$            100% 172,891$            0.55300 137,911$            100% 137,911$            310,802$           3,519,979$        

2031 6,947,011$                 $19,406,869 $13,320,000 $32,726,869 25,779,858$              16    2031 2032 0.693262 175,148$            100% 175,148$            0.55300 139,711$            100% 139,711$            314,859$           3,834,838$        

2032 6,947,011$                 $19,600,937 $13,460,000 $33,060,937 26,113,926$              17    2032 2033 0.693262 177,417$            100% 177,417$            0.55300 141,522$            100% 141,522$            318,939$           4,153,777$        

2033 6,947,011$                 $19,796,947 $13,600,000 $33,396,947 26,449,936$              18    2033 2034 0.693262 179,700$            100% 179,700$            0.55300 143,343$            100% 143,343$            323,043$           4,476,820$        

2034 6,947,011$                 $19,994,916 $13,740,000 $33,734,916 26,787,905$              19    2034 2035 0.693262 181,996$            100% 181,996$            0.55300 145,174$            100% 145,174$            327,171$           4,803,990$        

2035 6,947,011$                 $20,194,865 $13,880,000 $34,074,865 27,127,854$              20    2035 2036 0.693262 184,306$            100% 184,306$            0.55300 147,017$            100% 147,017$            331,322$           5,135,313$        

2,856,636$        2,856,636$        2,278,677$        2,278,677$        5,135,313$       

(1) Base Value as of 2006 (5) 98% Collection

(2) Includes 1.0% annual appreciation

(3) Includes $7 million for nursing facility, adjusted to reflect the 10 year sliding scale tax abatement agreement with the TIRZ  and $4.5 million for the car dealership in 2019

(4) City/County Tax Rate for 2015

EXHIBIT 1
TAX INCREMENT REINVESTMENT ZONE, CITY OF BURKBURNETT TAX INCREMENT REINVESTMENT ZONE, CITY OF BURKBURNETT

Projected Assessed Valuations Projected Zone Revenues  (City and County Participation at 100% until 2035)
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TIF Zone Boundary Description
City of Burkburnett, 2015

Boundary Description 1 
Burkburnett TIF Zone  2 

City of Burkburnett, Wichita County 3 
4 

Zone is +/- 1,047 acres in size and centered on the intersection of Sheppard Road (State Hwy 240) and 5 
Interstate Hwy 44 (Red River Expressway) and generally extending from City of Burkburnett Corporate 6 
(Corp.) Limits near Wildhorse Creek on the north to Daniels Rd. on the south with point of beginning 7 
being north right-of-way (ROW) of Sycamore Dr. and east ROW of Patricia Dr.; 8 

Then east along north ROW of Sycamore Dr. and south boundary of 2.45 ac. parcel (LOTS 1 THRU 8 BLK 1 9 
FREEWAY VALLEY AND BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPERTY) to a point north of northeast corner of 3.29 ac. 10 
parcel (3.29 ACRES ABST 322 WINTERS); 11 

Then south across ROW of Sycamore Dr. and along east boundary of said 3.29 ac. parcel, and 0.5651 ac. 12 
parcel (0.57 ACRES ABST. 322 C WINTERS SURVEY) to southeast corner of said 0.57 ac. parcel and north 13 
ROW of State Hwy 240; 14 

Then southeast along north ROW of State Hwy 240 to east ROW of Bishop Rd; 15 

Then south along east ROW of Bishop Rd to a point east of northeast corner of 0.2231 ac. parcel (LOT 1 16 
BLK 1 HIGHLAND); 17 

Then west across ROW of Bishop Rd and along north boundary of said 0.2231 ac. parcel to northwest 18 
corner of said parcel and east boundary of 0.3083 ac. parcel (LOT 2 BLK 1 HIGHLAND & .14 AC AB-322 19 
WINTERS); 20 

Then north along east boundary of 0.3083 ac. parcel (LOT 2 BLK 1 HIGHLAND & .14 AC AB-322 WINTERS) 21 
to northeast corner of said 0.3083 ac. parcel; 22 

Then west along north boundary of said 0.3083 ac. parcel, and 0.272 ac. parcel (LOT 3 BLK 1 HIGHLAND 23 
& .08 AC AB-322 WINTERS), 0.272 ac. parcel (LOT 4 BLK 1 HIGHLAND & .10 AC AB-322 WINTERS) to 24 
northwest corner of said 0.272 ac. parcel; 25 

Then south along west boundary of 0.272 ac. parcel to northeast corner of 0.186 ac. parcel (LOT 5 BLK 1 26 
HIGHLAND); 27 

Then west along north boundary of said 0.186 ac. parcel, and LOTS 6-18 BLK 1 of HIGHLAND Subdivision 28 
to northwest corner of 0.2132 ac. parcel (LOT 18 BLK 1 HIGHLAND) and east ROW of northbound service 29 
road of Interstate Hwy 44 N; 30 

Then south along east ROW of northbound service road of Interstate Hwy 44 N to southwest corner of 31 
0.33 ac. parcel (LOT 15 BLK 6 ASHTON 4) and north ROW of Victoria Dr.; 32 

Then southeast across ROW of Victoria Dr. to northwest corner of 0.2439 ac. parcel (LOT 1 BLK 8 33 
ASHTON 4); 34 

Then south along west boundary of said 0.2439 ac. parcel to northwest corner of 3.2680 ac. parcel (LOT 35 
2 BLK 1 BURKE NH ADDN OUT OF ABST 322); 36 

Then east along north boundary of said 3.2680 ac. parcel to northeast corner of said parcel; 37 

EXHIBIT 2
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Then south along east boundary of said 3.2680 ac. parcel, and 5.6260 ac. parcel (LOT 1 BLK 1 BURKE NH 38 
ADDN OUT OF ABST 322) to south ROW of Merian Dr. and north boundary of 0.182 ac. parcel (LOT 10 39 
BLK 9 ASHTON 6); 40 

Then west along north boundary of said 0.182 ac. parcel to east boundary of 30.193 ac. parcel (30.193 41 
AC ABST 322 C WINTERS and northwest corner of said parcel; 42 

Then south along west boundary of said 0.182 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel; 43 

Then east along south boundary of said 0.182 ac. parcel to southeast corner of said parcel and east 44 
boundary of said 30.193 ac. parcel; 45 

Then south along east boundary of said 30.193 ac. parcel to north boundary of +/- 11.1621 ac. parcel 46 
(20.55 AC ABST. 322 WINTERS); 47 

Then east along north boundary of said +/- 11.1621 ac. parcel, and +/- 9.394 ac. parcel (20.55 AC ABST. 48 
322 WINTERS) to west ROW of Bishop Rd.; 49 

Then south along west ROW of Bishop Rd. to centerline ROW of Daniels Rd; 50 

Then west along centerline ROW of Daniels Rd./Cropper Rd. to east easement of Union Pacific Railway; 51 

Then generally north along east easement of Union Pacific Railway to a point east of southeast corner of 52 
281.2 ac. parcel (281.20 ACRES ABST. 322 WINTERS); 53 

Then west across rail easement of Union Pacific Railway and onward along boundary line of said 281.2 54 
ac. parcel to northwest corner of said 281.2 ac. parcel and southwest corner of 1.97 ac. parcel (1.974 55 
ACS ABST 322 C WINTERS); 56 

Then east along north boundary of said 281.2 ac. parcel, and south boundary of said 1.97 ac. parcel and 57 
5.44 ac. parcel (5.444 ACS ABST 322 C WINTERS) to southeast corner of said 5.444 ac. parcel; 58 

Then north by west along east boundary of said 5.444 ac. parcel, 18.64 ac. parcel (18.643 ACS ABST 322 59 
C WINTERS), and 12.99 ac. parcel (LOT 7 BLK 1 ROLLING HILLS SUBD A-322) to northeast corner of said 60 
12.99 ac. parcel and south boundary of 10.851 ac. parcel (10.851 ACRES ABST. 322 WINTERS); 61 

Then west along south boundary of said 10.851 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel; 62 

Then north along west boundary of said 10.851 ac. parcel to northwest corner of said parcel; 63 

Then east by south along north boundary of said 10.851 ac. parcel to northeast corner of said parcel and 64 
west ROW of S. Berry St; 65 

Then south along east boundary of said 10.851 ac. parcel and west ROW of S. Berry St. to northwest 66 
corner of 1.85 ac. parcel (1.85 ACRES ABST. 322 WINTERS); 67 

Then east across ROW of S. Berry St. and along north boundary of said 1.85 ac. parcel to west boundary 68 
of 0.2583 ac. parcel (0.258 ACRES ABST. 322 WINTERS); 69 

Then south along west boundary of said 0.2583 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel; 70 

Then east along south boundary of said 0.2583 ac. parcel to southeast corner of said parcel; 71 
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Then north along east boundary of said 0.2583 ac. parcel, and 0.2583 ac. parcel (0.258 ACRES ABST. 322 72 
WINTERS), intersecting 7.816 ac. parcel (7.816 ACRES ABST. 322 WINTERS) to south boundary of 1.7909 73 
ac. parcel (1.709 and 0.720 ACRES ABST. 322 C WINTERS); 74 

Then east along south boundary of said 1.7909 ac. parcel to southeast corner of said parcel; 75 

Then north along east boundary of said 1.7909 ac. parcel, and 0.4063 ac. parcel (75 X 236' ABST. 322 C 76 
WINTERS), and 1.414 ac. parcel (1.414 ACRES ABST. 322 C WINTERS) to northeast corner of said 1.414 77 
ac. parcel and south ROW of Dana Dr.; 78 

Then west along north boundary of said 1.414 ac. parcel and south ROW of Dana Dr. to a point due 79 
south of southwest corner of 0.77 ac. parcel (0.768 ACS ABST 322 WINTERS); 80 

Then north across ROW of Dana Dr. and along west boundary of said 0.77 ac. parcel to northwest corner 81 
of said parcel and southwest corner of 1.6701 ac. parcel (LOT 2 LARRY HARRELL ADD ABST. 322 C 82 
WINTERS); 83 

Then east along south boundary of said 1.6701 ac. parcel to southeast corner of said parcel; 84 

Then north along east boundary of said 1.6701 ac. parcel, and west boundary of 0.1722 ac. parcel 85 
(50X150' 0.17 ACRES 322 WINTERS) to northwest corner of said 0.1722 ac. parcel and south ROW of 86 
Sycamore Dr.;  87 

Then east along south ROW of Sycamore Dr. to a point due south of southwest corner of 0.5618 ac. 88 
parcel (0.562 AC RRVL BLK 8); 89 

Then north across ROW of Sycamore Dr., and along west boundary of said 0.5618 ac. parcel to 90 
northwest corner of said 0.5618 ac. parcel and south ROW of Sheppard Road/State Loop 267/State Hwy 91 
240 South service road; 92 

Then north across ROW of Sheppard Road/State Loop 267/State Hwy 240 South service Road, and S. 93 
Oklahoma Cut Off/State Hwy 240 North service road to west boundary of 0.5311 ac. parcel (0.6 AC RRVL 94 
BLK 8); 95 

Then north northwest along west boundary of said 0.5311 ac. parcel, and 0.985 ac. parcel (0.985 AC 96 
RRVL BLK 8), and 4.4068 ac. parcel (4.41 AC RRVL BLK 8) to northwest corner of said 4.4068 ac. parcel; 97 

Then east along north boundary of said 4.4068 ac. parcel to southwest corner of 0.76 ac. parcel (0.86 98 
ACS BLK 8 RRVL); 99 

Then north northwest along west boundary of said 4.4068 ac. parcel, and 2.06 ac. parcel (2.06 AC RRVL 100 
BLK 8), and 0.286 ac. parcel (LOT 1 BLK 7 BOWLES) to northwest corner of said 0.286 ac. parcel and 101 
south ROW of Grace St.; 102 

Then east along south ROW of Grace St. to a point due south of southwest corner of 0.573 ac. parcel 103 
(LOTS 1 & 2 BLK 2 BOWLES); 104 

Then north across ROW of Grace St. and along east ROW of Mockingbird Ln. and west boundary of said 105 
0.573 ac. parcel, and LOTS 3 THRU 21 BLK 2 BOWLES to northwest corner of 1.0354 ac. parcel (LOTS 18-106 
19-20-21 BLK 2 BOWLES) and south ROW of Brenda Ln.; 107 
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Then east along south ROW of Brenda Ln. to a point south of southwest corner of 0.8641 ac. parcel (LOT 108 
3-A BLK 1 BOWLES);109 

Then north across ROW of Brenda Ln., and along east boundary of said 0.8641 ac. parcel to northeast 110 
corner of said 0.8641 ac. parcel and southeast corner of 3.407 ac. parcel (LOT 4 STREICH); 111 

Then west along south boundary of said 3.407 ac. parcel to southwest corner and east ROW of State 112 
Hwy 240 North; 113 

Then north and northeast along east ROW of State Hwy 240 North to northeast corner of 2.2 ac. parcel 114 
(2.197 AC BLK 101 RRVL AND BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPERTY); 115 

Then generally east northeast and east by north along south ROW of State Hwy 240 North/E. 3rd St./S. 116 
Oklahoma Cut off  to a point south by east of southwest corner of 2 ac. parcel (2 AC RRVL BLK 102); 117 

Then north by west across ROW of State Loop 267/E. 3rd St./S. Oklahoma Cut off and along west 118 
boundary of said 2 ac. parcel to northwest corner of said parcel and City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits; 119 

Then east by north, and northeast along north boundary of said 2 ac. parcel and City of Burkburnett 120 
Corp. Limits to City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits at Wildhorse Creek; 121 

Then southeast along City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits across ROW of Interstate Hwy 44/US Hwy 277 and 122 
onward southwest along City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits to east boundary of 198.89 ac. parcel (198.89 123 
ACS BLK 101 RRVL); 124 

Then south along City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits and east boundary of said 198.89 ac. parcel, and 41.76 125 
ac. parcel (41.76 AC RRVL BLK 106), intersecting 197.581 ac. parcel (197.581 AC BLKS 6 & 7 RED RIVER 126 
VALLEY LANDS S/D) to northwest corner of 171.89 ac. parcel (171.89 AC BLK 7 RED RIVER VALLEY 127 
LANDS); 128 

Then south along City of Burkburnett Corp. Limits and west boundary of said 171.89 ac. parcel, and east 129 
boundary of 11.363 ac. parcel (11.363 ACS BLK 8 RED RIVER VALLEY LANDS) to southeast corner of said 130 
11.363 ac. parcel; 131 

Then west along south boundary of said 11.363 ac. parcel, and north boundary of 4.9966 ac. parcel (5AC 132 
RRVL BLK 8) to northwest corner of said 4.9966 ac. parcel; 133 

Then south along west boundary of said 4.9966 ac. parcel to northeast corner of 0.73 ac. parcel (0.73 AC 134 
RRVL BLK 8); 135 

Then west along north boundary of said 0.73 ac. parcel to northwest corner of said parcel; 136 

Then south along west boundary of said 0.73 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel and north 137 
boundary of 0.37 ac. parcel (0.37 AC (100X160') RRVL BLK 8); 138 

Then west along north boundary of said 0.37 ac. parcel to northwest corner of said parcel; 139 

Then south along west boundary of said 0.37 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel; 140 

Then east along south boundary of said 0.37 ac. parcel to northwest corner of 0.1722 ac. parcel (0.17 AC 141 
RRVL BLK 8); 142 
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Then south along west boundary of said 0.1722 ac. parcel to southwest corner of said parcel; 143 

Then east along south boundary of said 0.1722 ac. parcel, and 4.9966 ac. parcel (5AC RRVL BLK 8), and 144 
north ROW of Sycamore Dr. to east ROW of Patricia Dr. and point of beginning of +/- 1,047 ac. tract; 145 
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RESOLUTION NUMBER 610





City Commission Agenda Memo 

From: Gordon Smith, Director of Public Works 

Date: June 20th, 2016 

Item: Discuss and take any action necessary on a Site Plan to construct additions to the Burkburnett 

High School Main building and new Tennis Court Additions at 109 Kramer Rd. 

Background 

Burkburnett Independent School District 2016 Capital Improvement plan is to add a classroom addition to 

the east end of the main building and a locker room addition to the north side of the main gym. Also 

construction plan outlines eight (8) new tennis courts to be constructed north of the gym.   

On June 6, 2016 the Planning and Zoning Board met and staff presented the information for review. The 

Board discussed the case and consider the overall evaluation of the request.  

Then a motion was made and seconded for approval of the site plan request. Chairman Tim Cornelius took a 

vote. The vote was 5-0 in favor of approval the request.  

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

Options 

 Approve site plan as presented

 Approve with changes

 Deny

Staff Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval. 

Attachments 

1) Proposed Site plan for the additions on the Burkburnett High School Campus.





City Commission Agenda Memo 

From: Ed Stahr, Chief of Police 

Date: June 20, 2016 

Item:  Ordinance Number 899.  An ordinance amending the City of Burkburnett Code of Ordinances by 

amending Chapter 72 Stopping, Standing, and Parking by adding Section 72.09 Presumption That Owner of 

Vehicle Illegally Parked Same. 

Background 

Upon request of the City Attorney’s Office, the Burkburnett Police Department is seeking approval to 

revise Chapter 72 of the City of Burkburnett Code of Ordinances.  This revision would allow the 

prosecuting attorney to hold the owner of the vehicle responsible for the illegal parking of the vehicle 

without proving who was operating the vehicle at the time of the violation.  

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

Options  

Approve Ordinance Number 899 

Disapprove Ordinance Number 899 

Staff Recommendation 

 Approval of Ordinance Number 899 

Attachments 

Ordinance Number 899 



ORDINANCE NUMBER 899 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY 

OF BURKBURNETT, TEXAS, AMENDING THE CITY OF 

BURKBURNETT CODE OF ORDINANCES BY AMENDING CHAPTER 72 

STOPPING, STANDING, AND PARKING BY ADDING SECTION 72.09 

PRESUMPTION THAT OWNER OF VEHICLE ILLEGALLY PARKED 

SAME; PROVIDING FOR THE REPLEAL OF ORDIANCES IN 

CONFLICT THEREWITH; PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE; 

PROVIDING FOR PUBLICATION; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 

DATE.  

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners has determined that there has been an increase 

in residents within the City of Burkburnett who park vehicles illegally within the City; and  

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners believes that the adoption of this Ordinance will 

lead to a more uniform application and enforcement of the rules and regulations governing 

the parking of motor vehicles within the City of Burkburnett; 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF BURKBURNETT, TEXAS, AS FOLLOWS: 

Part 1. Enacted. 

THAT the Code of Ordinances of the City of Burkburnett is hereby amended by amending 

Chapter 72 STOPPING, STANDING, AND PARKING, by adding ’72.09 Presumption 

that Owner of Vehicle Illegally Parked Same, which shall read as follows:  

’ 72.09 Presumption that Owner of Vehicle Illegally Parked Same 

In any prosecution charging a violation of any law or regulation governing the standing or 

parking of a vehicle, proof that the particular vehicle described in the complaint was parked in 

violation of any such law or regulation, together with proof that the defendant named in the 

complaint was, at the time of such parking, the registered owner of such vehicle, shall constitute 

in evidence a prima facie presumption that the registered owner of such vehicle was the person 

who parked or placed such vehicle at the point where, and for the time during which, such 

violation occurred.  

Part 2. Severability. 

If any section, sub-section, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance shall be held 

unconstitutional or invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, such section, sub-section, 

sentence, clause, phrase or portion shall be deemed to be a separate, distinct and independent 

provision and such invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions. 

Part 3. Repeal.  

All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of the 

conflict.  



Part 4. Open meetings. 

That it is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this Ordinance is 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 and 

Chapter 211, Texas Local Government Code. 

Part 5.   Publication. 

The City Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to cause publication of this Ordinance in 

accordance with law. 

Part 6. Effective Date. 

This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect immediately upon passage and publication.  

 

PASSED and APPROVED this 20th day of June, 2016. 

 

 

           _______________________________ 

           Carl Law, Mayor 

           City of Burkburnett, Texas 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________                                                          

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 

 



     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From: Gordon Smith, Director of Public Works   

 

Date: June 20, 2016   

 

Item: Discuss and Take Any Action Necessary on Ordinance 898 – Amending the Zoning Ordinance 

Section 8.2A Created Membership; Officers; Rules & Bylaws; Section 8.3.A1 Parliamentary 

Procedure; Quorum; Voting; Section 9.2B Members; Terms of Office.    

 

 

Background 
As requested, City staff has prepared Ordinance 898 amending the existing Zoning Ordinance SECTION 8 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION. This ordinance effectively creates the addition of two 

alternate members to be added to the Planning and Zoning commission. It also effectively changes the 

current requirement of a quorum from three members to four members.  

 

City Attorney drafted Ordinance 898 with the requested outlined changes. The public notice publication 

requirement required by the zoning ordinance was published in the local paper as outlined by the ordinance.  

 

On June 6, 2016 the Planning and Zoning Board met and staff presented the ordinance for review and 

discussion. The Board discussed the ordinance and consider the overall evaluation of the request and stated 

the two alternate positions would be an opportunity to train future board members. Also stated that a required 

quorum of 4 could result in a split vote, if only 4 members were in attendance. With additional discussion, 

the board stated the likelihood of the spilt vote happening with two additional alternate members would be 

slim and unique if it did occur.  A required public hearing was conducted at the meeting and no public was in 

attendance.  

 

With discussion complete, a motion was made and seconded for approval of Ordinance 898. Chairman Tim 

Cornelius took a vote. The vote was 5-0 in favor of approval of the ordinance.  

 

Staff has posted notices for anyone interested in serving on a City Board or Committee to fill out the 

necessary application and turn in to City Hall. These were posted on our Facebook page and in the paper.  

We will begin reviewing applications to fill the two alternate seats on the P&Z.   

 

 

Options  

 

1. Approve Ordinance 898 

2. Recommend changes to the Ordinance  

3. Take no Action 

 

Staff Recommendation 



 

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 898  

 

Attachments 

 

 Ordinance 898 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 898 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE 

CITY OF BURKBURNETT, TEXAS AMENDING ZONING ORDINANCE 

NUMBER 589 BY AMENDING SECTION 8.2A. CREATED; 

MEMBERSHIP; OFFICERS; RULES & BYLAWS; AMENDING 

SECTION 8.3.A-1 PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE; QUORUM; 

VOTING; AMENDING SECTION 9.2B. MEMBERS; TERMS OF 

OFFICE; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE MEETING AT 

WHICH THIS ORDINANCE IS PASSED WAS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 

AS REQUIRED BY LAW. 

 

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commissioner approved the proposed amendments at its 

meeting on June 6, 2016; 

 

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners finds that it is in the best interest of the City of 

Burkburnett to amend Ordinance #589 to allow alternative members to serve as regular members 

in the absence of regular members and to change the number of members present to equal a 

quorum from a majority to four members. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF 

THE CITY OF BURKBURNETT, TEXAS, THAT: 

 

SECTION 1.  That the text in Section 8.2A. of the Zoning Ordinance Number 589 be amended 

to read as follows: 

 

“There is created, in accordance with Chapter 211 of the Texas Local Government code, and 

established by Ordinance #589 of the City of Burkburnett, the “Planning and Zoning 

Commission”, hereafter sometimes referred as the “Commission”, which shall consist of five (5) 

regular members and two (2) alternate members, who are resident citizens, taxpayers and 

qualified voters of the City of Burkburnett.  The alternate members shall act and serve as 

members of the Commission when a regular member(s) is absent or is otherwise unable to serve.  

Choice of the alternate member to serve at a particular meeting of the Planning and Zoning 

Commissioner shall be on an alternating basis such that both alternates have equal opportunities 

to serve. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the text in Section 8.3A.1 of the Zoning Ordinance Number 589 be amended 

to read as follows: 

 

Quorum – A quorum shall consist of four (4) members of the Commission, and any issue to be 

voted upon shall be resolved by four (4) of those members present. 

    

SECTION 3.  That this Ordinance shall take effect immediately after passage. 
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SECTION 4.  In the event any one or more of the provisions of this Ordinance should be 

declared to be invalid, unenforceable or illegal; such invalidity, unenforceability or illegality 

shall not affect the validity, enforcement or legality of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 

 

SECTION 5.  It is hereby officially found and determined that the meeting at which this 

ordinance is passed is open to the public as required by law and the public notice of the time, 

place and purpose of said meeting was given as required by law. 

 

PASSED AND APPROVED on this 20th day of June 2016. 

 

 

 

      __________________________ 

      Carl Law, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

__________________________ 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 

 

 

 



 
Burkburnett Development Corporation Agenda Memo 

 

 

From:  Gary Robinett, Executive Director, Burkburnett Development Corporation   

 

Date:  June 20, 2016 

 

Item:  Resolution Number 609.  A Burkburnett Development Corporation economic incentive 

agreement with Homewell Senior Care., First Reading.  

 

Background 

HomeWell Senior Care Inc. is an international Franchisor that started in 1996 in Seattle WA. They have 

converted their company to a Texas operation and have relocated the corporate headquarters to Burkburnett. 

They currently oversee 75 Units across the US and another 3 in Canada under HomeWell Franchising of 

Canada. They currently have 10 FTE employees of HomeWell Senior Care Inc.  

 

Out of their current location at 904 C West Kramer Road, they also operate a wholly owned subsidiary of 

HomeWell called Home Care Advantage or HCA.  HCA provides back office Administrative Support to 

their franchisees all over the US to include services such as 24 Hr. Answering Service, Billing, Staffing and 

Scheduling, data entry etc. These services are charged separately and above the normal 5% royalty their 

franchisees pay. HCA Currently has 5 FTE and will be extending their answering services to the local and 

surrounding communities once they are able to facilitate further growth and expansion in the new building.  

 

In addition to these existing companies they will be launching their first Corporate Owned Franchise 

Location out of the new space. As a corporate location they will be providing Home Care Services to the 

Burkburnett and Surrounding Communities. This new entity will also reside in the new building and will 

create new jobs. They are currently in the process of obtaining their license for the Texas Department of 

Aging and Disability services and anticipate beginning hiring for this company in October 2016.  

 

Their growth and expansion is planned for about 3800Sq ft of the former Par-T-Line building leaving 

approx. 1850 available sq. ft for further development. Rather than leave this space empty they have decided 

to move forward with renovations to this side and launch WorkWell Office Suites. This space will be 

dedicated to development of the professional community by providing affordable office options for 

executives that cannot currently be accommodated by the city due to lack of facilities. WorkWell will offer 8 

executive suites that will rent for between $300 and $400 a month that will include internet access, access to 

shared conference space, receptionist, utilities and housekeeping services. They will target professionals 

needing professional space in the Burkburnett Area.  

 

The BDC proposes entering into an agreement with HomeWell Senior Care, Inc. of Burkburnett wherein the 

BDC will provide an economic incentive package worth $85,700.00 provided for the expansion of business 

along with retention of existing jobs and creation of new jobs within Burkburnett, Texas, the terms of which 

are more specifically described below. 

 

 

 

 

 



The BDC will provide HomeWell Senior Care, Inc. job creation incentives in the amount of $57,000 for the 

retention of 10 existing jobs with an annual payroll of $500,860.48 and the creation of 48 new jobs over 

the next three years with an anticipated payroll over $1,000,000. All jobs will work locally in Burkburnett, 

TX. The incentive will be paid in equal installments over the next three years provided Homewell Senior 

Care, Inc. meets their job creation goals. In order to qualify for such payment, Homewell Senior Care, Inc. 

will provide the BDC documentation reflecting total number of new personnel employed to include start 

dates and salary. Documentation reports will be provided annually beginning one year from the effective 

date of the agreement.  

 

The BDC would also agree to provide HomeWell Senior Care, Inc. capital investment incentives in the 

amount of $28,700 which is 10% of Homewell Senior Care, Inc.’s total investment of $287,000. The BDC 

will utilize the Neighborhood Re-Investment Grant program to fund up to $25,000 of the capital investment 

incentive total.  In order to qualify for such payment, upon completion of the purchase and renovation of the 

property located at 812 Sheppard Road, Burkburnett, TX and given the proper documentation reflecting 

costs of such, payment of up to $25,000 will be made immediately. The remainder of the capital investment 

incentive will be rolled into the job creation incentive.  

 

HomeWell Senior Care, Inc. estimates it will purchase, renovate, and complete improvements to the subject 

property, relocate and begin operations as soon as possible, no later than 12 months from the date of this 

agreement, and will retain ten (10) existing jobs and create forty-two (48) jobs over the next three years at 

such location. 

               

Fiscal Impact 

$85,700 ($25,000 of which will be NRG funds)  

 

Options  

Approve, Approve with changes, or disapprove    

 

Staff Recommendation 

Incentive package met BDC board for approval on June 14, 2006 

Staff recommends approval then having attorney draft an agreement.  

 

Attachments 

Resolution Number 609 



RESOLUTION NUMBER 609 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF 

BURKBURNETT, TEXAS AUTHORIZING AN ECONOMIC INCENTIVE AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN THE BURKBURNETT DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION AND HOMEWELL 

SENIOR CARE, INC OF BURKBURNETT PROVIDING FOR ECONOMIC INCENTIVES 

IN RETURN FOR THE EXPANSION AND RETENTION OF BUSINESS ENTERPRISES 

WITHIN BURKBURNETT, TEXAS. 

 

WHEREAS, the Burkburnett Development Corporation (the “BDC”) is a Type B economic 

development corporation created by the City of Burkburnett, Texas (the “City”), which has a 

population of less than 20,000; and 

 

WHEREAS, the BDC has proposed entering into an agreement with Homewell Senior Care, Inc. of 

Burkburnett wherein the BDC will provide an economic incentive package worth $85,700.00 

provided for the expansion of business along with retention of existing jobs and creation of new jobs 

within Burkburnett, Texas, the terms of which are more specifically described below; and 

 

WHEREAS, the BDC has proposed entering into an agreement with Homewell Senior Care, Inc. 

wherein the BDC will provide Homewell Senior Care, Inc. of Burkburnett job creation incentives in 

the amount of $57,000 for the retention of 10 existing jobs with an annual payroll of $500,860.48 and 

the creation of 48 new jobs over the next three years with an anticipated payroll over $1,000,000. All 

jobs will work locally in Burkburnett, TX. The incentive will be paid in equal installments over the 

next three years provided Homewell Senior Care, Inc. meets their job creation goals. In order to 

qualify for such payment, Homewell Senior Care, Inc. will provide the BDC documentation 

reflecting total number of new personnel employed to include start dates and salary. Documentation 

reports will be provided annually beginning one year from the effective date of the agreement. The 

BDC has agreed to provide these economic incentives in return for the retention and expansion of 

business enterprises within Burkburnett, Texas; and 

 

WHEREAS, the BDC would also agree to provide Homewell Senior Care, Inc. of Burkburnett 

capital investment incentives, in lieu of tax abatement, in the amount $28,700 which is 10% of 

Homewell Senior Care, Inc.’s total investment of $287,000. Of the amount for capital investment 

incentives, the BDC will utilize the Neighborhood Re-Investment Grant program to fund up to 

$25,000 of the total incentive.  In order to qualify for such payment, upon completion of the purchase 

and renovation of the property located at 812 Sheppard Road, Burkburnett, TX and given the proper 

documentation reflecting costs of such, payment of up to $25,000 will be made immediately. The 

remainder of the capital investment incentive will be rolled into the job creation incentive.  

 

WHEREAS, Homewell Senior Care, Inc. estimates it will purchase, renovate, and complete 

improvements to the subject property, relocate and begin operations as soon as possible, no later 

than 12 months from the date of this resolution, and will retain ten (10) existing jobs and create  

twenty five (25) jobs over the next five years at such location; and 

 

WHEREAS, this resolution has been given two readings before the Board of Commissioners: one on 

June 20, 2016 and another on the date this resolution was approved; and 

 



WHEREAS, this resolution was approved in a meeting, which was open to the public and preceded 

by proper notice as required by Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, RESOLVED, that the BDC is hereby authorized to enter into an 

agreement with Homewell Senior Care, Inc. of Burkburnett to provide job creation incentives in 

the amount of $57,000 for the retention of 10 existing jobs and the creation of 48 new jobs over the 

next three years. The incentive will be paid in equal installments over the next three years provided 

Homewell Senior Care, Inc. meets their job creation goals and provides the BDC documentation 

reflecting total number of new personnel employed to include start dates and salary. Documentation 

reports will be provided annually beginning one year from the effective date of the agreement.  

The BDC would also agree to provide Homewell Senior Care, Inc. of Burkburnett capital investment 

incentives in the amount $28,700 which is 10% of Homewell Senior Care, Inc.’s total investment of 

$287,000. Of the amount for capital investment incentives, the BDC will utilize the Neighborhood 

Re-Investment Grant program to fund up to $25,000 of the total incentive.  Upon completion of the 

purchase and renovation of the property located at 812 Sheppard Road, Burkburnett, TX and given 

the proper documentation reflecting costs of such, payment of up to $25,000 will be made 

immediately. The remainder of the capital investment incentive will be rolled into the job creation 

incentive.  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the officers of the City are hereby authorized and directed to 

take such action as may be reasonably necessary to carry this resolution into effect. 

 

First reading on June 20, 2016. 

 

APPROVED on this the ____  day _________, 2016, Second and Final Reading. 

 

 

       ____________________________________   

       Carl Law, Mayor 

____________________________________ 

Janelle Dolan, City Clerk 



     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From:  Mike Whaley 

  City Manager   

 

Date:  June 20th, 2016  

 

Item:   Park Board appointment 

 

 

 

Background 
By adopting Ordinance 800, the City created a Board of Directors for the Park and Recreation Board. The 

Board consist of seven (7) members who are resident citizens. With the election of Commissioner Duff to the 

Board of Commissioners, it leaves us with a vacancy on the Park Board. Kim Horn has completed an 

application and has requested to serve on the Board. If appointed, Mrs. Horn will serve the remainder of 

Commissioner Duff’s term which ends on February 17, 2018. The Park Board members serve two (2) year 

staggered terms.  

 

 

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

 

Options  

 Approve Kim Horn’s appointment to serve on the Park Board 

 Make another nomination to serve on the Park Board 

 

Staff Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval  

 

 

Attachments 

Application 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 





     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From:  Mike Whaley 

  City Manager   

 

Date:  June 20th, 2016  

 

Item:   Planning & Zoning appointment 

 

 

 

Background 
By adopting Ordinance 589, the City created a Board of Directors for the Planning and Zoning Commission. 

The Board consist of five (5) member who are resident citizens, taxpayers and qualified voters. Aaron King 

has resigned from the Planning & Zoning Board to serve on the TIF Board. That leaves us with a vacancy 

that needs to be filled. We received an application from Paul Gerstner who has requested to serve on the 

Planning & Zoning Board. Mr. Gerstner will serve out the remainder of Mr. King’s term which ends on May 

1, 2017. The P&Z Board serve three (3) year staggered terms.  

 

 

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

 

Options  

 Approve Mr. Gerstner’s appointment to serve on the P&Z Commission 

 Make another nomination to serve on the P&Z Commission 

 

Staff Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval  

 

 

Attachments 

Application 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 





     
   

 
 

 

 

City Commission Agenda Memo 
 

 

From:  Mike Whaley 

  City Manager   

 

Date:  June 20th, 2016  

 

Item:   TIF/TIRZ Board appointment 

 

 

 

Background 
By adopting Ordinance 708, the City created a Board of Directors for the Tax Increment Financing Zone. 

The ordinance requires five (5) members, at least four (4) of which shall be appointed by the Board of 

Commissioners, one (1) by the Wichita County Commission. Mayor Carl Law is stepping down from the 

TIF Board and would like to appoint Aaron King fulfill the remainder of his term which ends December 31, 

2016.  

 

 

Fiscal Impact 

N/A 

 

Options  

 Approve Aron King’s appointment to serve on the TIF Board 

 Make another nomination to serve on the TIF Board 

 

Staff Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval  

 

 

Attachments 

Application 
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