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p&SOLUTION NO. M/ 31-64 

I 
WEEREAS, heretofore, a resolut ion w a s  duly adopted by - 

the C i t y  Council of the City of  Mesquite, Texas, f o r  t he  improve- s. 
nent o f  tbe following s t r e e t  

Wilkinson Drive from News- S t r e e t  to Paza Drive 

as  defined and set out i n  s a id  resolut ion,  and o u t  of mate r ia l s  
named and specified i n  sa id  resolution: and, 

WEERBAS, specifications were duly adopted there for ,  and 
bids  accepted, af ter  advertisement having been duly made: and. 

WAEREAS, the Ci ty  Council let t h e  cont rac t  t o  Bi-co 
PaVer8r Inca for said improvement, by paving with 6-inch thick 

3,000 P.S.1. reinforced concrete pavement, with 6-inch he igh t  r a l l -  
type in tegra l  curbs: with 6-inch thick reinforced concrete driveway 
approaches and alley returns,  where specif ied,  and by construct ing 
a l l  necessary drains, sewers and culver ts  where spec i f ied$  

WfBREAS, the City Council duly adopted t he  sa id  cont rac t ,  
and determined upon the  levying of an assessment aga ins t  the  
cutting property owners fo r  t h e i r  pro r a t a  p a r t s  of t he  c o s t  of  
sa id  improvanmt, a s  provided by the  appl icable  law: and 

WEREAS, eaid property owners were duly no t i f i ed  i n  
accordance with the tenns of t h e  appl icable  law by no t i c e  being duly 
published i n  the Texas Mesquiter, a newspaper of general  c i rcu la -  
t i on  i n  the City of Mesquite, to appear before  t he  City Council, 
a t  a hearing set by said Council on the-day of-, 
1 9 6 4 ,  i n  the Council Chamber, i n  the C i ty  Hal l  of t h e  C i ty  of 
Maaquite, Texas, to then and t he r e  make p r o t e s t  and objection. 
If any, ta said improvement, and the  c o s t  of the  same, and any 
o ther  objection that may appear t o  such property owners: and. 

IMEREAS, the agent or  such property m e r e  and a t t o rneys  
and rapresentativem of auch property owners were a l s o  duly 
no t i f i ed  t o  appear a t  sa id  time and place f o r  the  making of s a id  
objections, remonstrances, or  p ro tes t s  of  any kind; and, r 

w 
WiERERS, the s a id  hearing was duly had a t  s a i d  time and pa. 

place, was thereafter from time t o  time continued i n  o rde r  t o  
give a greater opportunity t o  the  property owners o r  t h e i r  f, 
representatives or agents to make p ro t e s t s  o r  remonstrances o r  I 

objections, as provided by the tenns of t h e  appl icable  law: and, iifi 
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~YHEREAS, the following objections, pro tes ts ,  and remon- 
strances were made, t o - w i t :  

1. Don Rupard. 4620 Melissa, Dnllae 
Statad that he f e l t  $8.93 m a  an unfair assessment and re4oeoted 
that the City terminata M i a  project a t  Aynew St ree t .  Be sa id  
h i s  pro-rty would not benefit  t o  the extent of the arsesslaent. 
Re stated he 8me wil l ing t o  pay $4.25 assessment on the bas- of 
50% of: t ha t  footage which a t  sometiae can be made in to  l o t s  and 
sold, which would Uount  t o  $ 2 9 4  p.lr foot fo r  e n t i r e  t r ac t .  Ci ty  
Waaager r e c m e d  $1.27 per front  foot,  baaed on enhancement to 
the property. Mr. Rupard s ta ted  tha t  this amount would be agreeable. 

WHERBRS, sa id  respective protests ,  remonstrnncee, and 
objections, a f t e r  having been duly coneidered by We COUncil, 
are disposed of i n  the following manner: 

The object ions,  protests  and remonetrancee of the 
following property owners, 

Don Rumd,  4620 nelissa, Dallas 

are determined against  them and overruled; and, 

WHeREAS, the Council, a f t e r  f u l l y  considering the sa id  
assessments, and f u l l y  considering the benefi ts  t h a t  each 
property owner End his property receive frm making said improve- 
ments, are of the opinion t h a t  the sa id  asseaaments heremfore 
detannined to b e  levied are  f a i r  and equitable, and represent 
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WHEREAS, the following object ions,  pro tes ts ,  and r m n -  
strances were made, to-wit: 

1. Don Rupard, 4620 Meliasa, Dallas 
Stated t h a t  he f e l t  $8.93 was an unfair assessment end rwuestnd 
tha t  t h e  c i ty  terminate th ie  pro jec t  at: Agnew St ree t .  Re said 
n iu  propsrty would not benefit t o  W e  extent  of We assenemnt. 
Be s t a t ed  he n r  willing t o  pay $4.25 sssesomsnt on the Msia of 
5G% of that  footage a i c h  a t  sometime can ba made i n t o  l o t s  and 
eold, Whim wuLd amount t o  $2=4 p r  foot  fcr e n t i r e  t r a c t .  City 
MMger reconmended $2.27 per f ront  foot ,  based on enhance-t t o  
the property. Mr. R w r d  s t a t ed  t h a t  +hi5 amaunt wauld be agx-able. 

WXiI$RBAS, said respective pro tes ts ,  remonstrances, and 
objectiana, a f te r  having been duly considered by the Council. 
a r e  d i~posed  of i n  the following manner: 

Tho objectione, protests  and remonstrances of t h e  
folla*ing property owners, 

Don Rupard, 4620 nelissa. Dallas  

a r e  determined against them and overruled; and, 

WHEREAS, the Council, a f t e r  f u l l y  considering t h e  said 
asaeesmenta, and ful ly considering the bene f i t s  t h a t  each I 

property owner and hia property receive from making s a i d  imprwa- 1 
msnts, a re  of the opinion tha t  the aaid assessmente heretofore 
determined to be levied are  f a i r  and equitable, and represent 
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the b e n e f i t s  that  the s a i d  property receives i n  enhanced values 
from We making of the sa id  improvements, and tha t  the said 45 
assessments should be made: and. 

WHEREAS, the Council having no further protest,  remon- 
s t rance ,  or objection before it, ie of the opinion tha t  the said 
hearing should be  closed, Now, therefore, 

BB I T  RESOLVED BY THE C I T Y  CWNCIL OF l lG3 cXm OF 
msPV1m. TEXAS: 

SECTION 1. That the said hearing heretofore ordered 
day of June , 1 9 2 ,  and thereafter  

continued un t i l  the present  date, be and the same is hereby 
ordered closed. 

SSCTION 2. That the objection, protests,  and remonstrances 
of the hereinabove respectively named owners, namely, 

 on Rupard. 4620 nelissa, Dallas 

be overruled. 

SECTION 3. That the City Atbarney be, and he is  hereby 
d i r ec t ed  to prepare an ordinance assessing against the several 
owners of property and against  t h e i r  property abutting upon the 

s t r e e t  hereinabove mentioned, the proportionate par t  
of Bald cos t  t h a t  ha8 been heretofore adjudged againat the said 
respective m e r s  and t h e i r  property. That the said ordinance 
s h a l l  f i x  a l i e n  upon said property, and ahal l  declare said 
respec t ive  owners thereof to be respscttvely l iab le  f o r  the 
amounts so adjudged agains t  them. Said ordinance s h a l l  i n  a l l  
respec ts  comply with the applicable law i n  such cases made and 
provided. 

SECTION 4. That t h i s  resolut ion sha l l  rake e f f ec t  f r a  
and a f t e r  i ts  passage. a s  i n  the Charter i n  such cases is made 
and provided. 

PASSBD by the  City 
t h e A d a y  of June -, 19 64 . ., 

. :  . . 
ATTEST: . , . I  ..' Mayor ... . , ,,. ., ...A , 

' c i t y  secre tary  ' -3-  . . . . . . . . .  ............................. _ _ 
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