
RESOLUTION NO. 3-62 

RESOLWION OF TBB ClTY COUNCIL OF 

TKU ClTY OF YI(SQU1R TXAS 

WESUBAS, heretofore  a resolution w a s  duly adapted by t h e  
c i t y  C O U D C ~ ~  o r  tne c i t y  O* ~emqui te ,  f o r  the t.pmvesent of t h e  
foliowing s t r e e t s  and highways, to-wit: ~ u a  ThmaSSOn ILord f r a  
U. S. Highway 67 t o  t he  in te rsec t ion  of MIS Tharasson Road and 
Carla Drive; W t e s  Drive f r a a  the  a l ley  west of Olrmnder T r a i l  t o  . . . . .  
t he  a l l e y  east  of l o d l i n  S t r ee t ,  as. defined and w t  ou. i n  s a i d  
reso lu t ion  and out  of mate r ia l s  rimed and specified in s. id  resolu- 
t i a n ;  and 

wmralAS, spec i f ioa t ions  were duly adopted therefor  . . 
. . bids  accepted, a f t e r  advertisement having heen duly made; and 

,. .... m E S A S ,  t h e  City Council has awarded the contr8ct t o  
Flennikeil Construction Company f o r  said iaproveuents, a s  more 

pa r t i cu l a r l y  provided DY t h e  t o m s  of said contract; md 

WKUREAS, t h e  c i t y  council duly adopted tho said cont rac t  
detemiuod upon t h e  levying of an asaeerment wa in s t  t lw 

abut t ing  property m r a  f o r  t h e i r  pro r r t a  par ts  o i  the cos t  of 
s a id  improvwents, a s  provided by the  applicable law; and 

.I(PRUS, r i d  property o m e r s  were duly not i f ied i n  
acoor&nce with t h e  terns of t he  applicable law by notioe he ins  
duly published i n  tb. 'IzXAS MSQUITBR, a newspaper of general  
c i r c u l a t i o n  in t h e  City of Mesquite, t o  appear b . f on . t t s  City 
Council a t  a heariug s e t  by  s a id  Council on the 15th day of 
~ m u a r y ,  A.D. 1962, i n  t h o  Council C h m b r  of the City H a l l  of t h e  

y of  Mesquite. Texas, t o  then and t h e n  make protest and 
ect ion,  i f  any, t o  a r i d  Lprovaentm, and tha coat of t lw s u m .  
any other  ob jec t ions  that may appear t o  such property omers; 

VtfBRMS, tb. w o n t s  of such rop.rty ownbra and t he  g a t t o rneys  and repreeonta t ives  of sw propert). omera were a l s o  
duly not i f ied t o  appear a t  Said time and place for  th. making of 
m i d  objections. rmmonstrmces or  protests  of any kind; and 

IIAIRMS, t h e  s a id  b a r i n g  was duly had a t   id time and 
p1.0.. and was t h e H a f t e r  f r m  ti.. t o  ti.. continued i n  order  t o  
g ive  a greater  opportunity t o  the  property mmers. or their 

,@?) r e p r e ~ n t a t i v . ~  o r  agents,  t o  m k e   protest^ or reron.trancee o r  
ob jec t ions  86 pl-vided by t he  t e r n s  Oi the applicable l a w ;  and 
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miWa8, t he  io l lowiw objections, pro tes ts  and r a o n -  - 

etra'.IIceS NM made, to-ni t :  

See attachment 

The OhYections. prote8ts  and raonstrancea f r ~  tb. 
folloving property wners, to-wit: 

See attachment 

, , , . . 
,< ': .. . . I are determined w a i n s t  them and overruled: and 

&8SOsq)ent8 an0 ZUllY con8iderin&! t h e  b n e f i t s  to aaeh "r..n-r+- - - - - - - - ---- r--r-- -a owner .nd  h is  property received i r a  mekm said i .prorPents .  
a r e  of tha opinion thnt  thm sa id  a s . ~ s n a n t a  hemtoiore dotemined . 
to b. levied a r e  f a i r  md  mauitrbla snd r r a r - m - i  *ha bmnefits tb.t 6- 

! 
-~. - - - - - - - - - - - - - y ;!~. . . .  ', t b  said propertv raoeivem in  enbancad values fror, t h e  m a k i n ( r  md 

.:: . ,g;**: . . .  construction of the said iaprmements, md tiut tho said 8enm.- 
monte should k made$ and 

. . y- .. I 
. : .  ':. : 1IILRU5, t he  Council having no Surtber protests ,  r r o n -  

mtnncs or objection tmfore it is of the opinion tha t  tb. said . ,1+ .... r.:. .. , . f l  b a r i n g  should bs clwob. 
t 

>:,; ;.~<:.::,.:,;. ? ,- 

. . . . . .  ..... i'.* 





. . . . . . . .  

... 

32 
N 

Hearing of January 15, 1962: 
Victor Richman, 300 N. walton, Dallas p' 

requested continuation of the hearing fo r  proper presenta t ion  by 
h i s  associate. He f e l t  tha t  t h e  value of land would not be i n  
conmensurata with the  amount of assessment. 

Mr. Phi l  Olian, 1014 Davis Building, Dallas, o f f i ce r  of Grand S t a t e  
Corporation 
objected t o  ins ta l la t ion  of sidewalks in  shopping center  and t o  
ins ta l la t ion  of driveway approaches, as the bui lders  could pu t  
dom driveway approaches a s  needed fo r  l e s s  money and f e l t  that 
paving of Gus Thomasson a t  t h i s  locat ion was premature. He re- 
quested continuation of hearing. 

Mr. Warren Miller, 4413 Gus Thomasson Road, Mesquite 
spoke f o r  himself and Mrs. Mau Alford. 
I.le s ta ted  tha t  the paving of Gus Thomasson Road was premature at  
t h i s  time as  there war not enough business on Gus Thomasson Road 
from Oates to Highway 67 t o  warrant t he  cost. He a l s o  requested 
continuation of the hearing. 

MT. B i l l  Henslay, owner of DebSan Nursery on Gus momasson Road 
stated tha t  he f e l t  t h e  road improvement was not needed a t  t h i s  
time--business-wise. He a lso  asked why he should have t o  pay fo r  
bridge dorm below h i s  property. He a l so  d id  not see  need f o r  
sidewalks on Gus Thomasson Road. 

Mr.  Harry Hott, 2930 North Beckley, Dallas, representing H. H. 
Petroleum Corporation 
stated tha t  he objected because they d id  not receive not ice  u n t i l  
10 o'clock on the morning of t he  hearing. 

Hearing of February 5 .  1962: 
Those appearing were: 1.k. Warren Mil lcr ,  Elr. Phi l  Olian, Mr. 
Victor Richman, I.=. Ilarry Hott, Mr. Ben Tisinger, M r .  Harry Solomon 
and Mr. J. N. Boppenstein. Mr. Hoppenatein s t a t ed  t h a t  he and h i s  
associates ware in favor of the pro jec t  but t ha t  they f e l t  t h a t  
the sidewalks ware not needed a t  t h i s  time and requested t h a t  t h i s  
portion of t h e  contract  be deleted. Mr. Olian s t a t e d  t h a t  he was 
i n  favor of the pro jec t  but was not i n  favor of t h e  sidewalks being 
ins ta l led  a t  t h i s  time. M r .  Tisingcr s ta ted  tha t  he waa d e f i n i t e l y  
i n  favor of the pro jec t  but t h a t  he was doubtful as t o  t h e  need of 
sidewalks from Highway 6 7  t o  Oates a t  t h i s  time. Mr. Solomon con- 
curred with Kr. Tisinger. They f e l t  t h a t  t he  p ro j ec t  would increase 
the value of property approximately $100 per f ron t  foot .  
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