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PZSOLUTION NO. .k 37-64 
5 
rn 

WeREA6, heretofore, a resolut ion was duly adoped by - 
the City Council of the City of Mesquite, Texas, for t he  imprave- 
ment of the follow in^: - 

i,: 
:!i.ii;. ...-. . . . . . .  1 
i ,  . '' ' . . . . . . . . .  ......... South Gallouqy Avenue frm the Texas C. Pacific Railroad Track b . . .  

k 
................ . . . .  ; Parkvier Stmet ,. .;, , :.. ': ........ 
>....'.,.I. . . .  ' ,:;,.",.. ,:. . , . . ! as  defined and s e t  ou t  i n  said resolut ion,  and out of materials  . . . . . . . . . . . .  
'.%? ... :.. . . . . .  . . . . . .  ..,. named and specified i n  sa id  resolution: and, 
.;.>,:,::.. . .  . . . . . . . . .  

.,..?,. ., . ;. ...... a,?.,. . :  ! W H P . ~ S ,  specifications were duly adopted therefor, and I . . . . . . . . .  . . .  
.... ,::. ::;. . . . .  .......... bids accepted, a f t e r  advertisement having been duly made: and, 
.:. ........... . . . .  '. . < . :  
. A .  . WneREAS, t he  City Cour.ci1 l e t  t he  contract W Austin 
...... . .. .. : Paving Co. for  sa id  improvement with 7-inah thick reinforced 

.._. . - , . ?  , 3,Ma P.S.I. concnte pasemnt; with &inch height mll-type intsgral curbs; 
> i t h  t-inch thick ninioreed concrsts driveupy .pprooches and alley rotur08; 
and binoh thick concrete oidevnlks, ,%ere speeii'ied, 

WHEREAS, the City Council duly adopted the said contract,  
and determined upon the levying of an assessment against the 
abutting property ocuners for  the i r  pro r a t a  p a r t s  of the c o s t  of 
eaid improvement, a s  prsvided by the  applicable law: and 

WZC3RBAS. s a i d  property owners were duly notif ied i n  
accordance with the tenns of the applicable law b y  notice being duly 
published i n  the Texas nesquirer, a nowspaper of general circula-  
tion in  the City of Mesquite, to appear betore the City Council, 
a t  a hearing s e t  by sa id  Council on t h e h d a y  of-, 
1 9 3 .  i n  the Council Chamber, i n  the C i ty  H a l l  of the City Of 

Mesquite, Texas, t o  then and there make pro tes t  and objection, 
if any, to said improvement, and the cos t  of the same, and any 
other objection that may appear to such property m e r e :  and, 

WHEREAS, the agent or such p r o p r t y  owners and attorneya 
and reprencntativee of such property owners were a l so  duly 
notified t o  appear a t  sa id  time and place fo r  the making of said 
objectionr, remonntrancea, or proteees of any kind; and, 

WHEREAS, t he  said hearing was duly had a t  sa id  time and 
place, wae thereafter  from time t o  time continued i n  order t o  
give a greater opportunity to the property owners o r  t h e i r  
representatives or  agents to make p ro te s t s  o r  remanstrances o r  
obJection.9, ae provided by the terms of the applicable law: and, 

- 



b m-, t he  following objections, protests, and r-on- 
etrances were made. to-wit: 

See attached 

WHEmA.5. I 

objections, a f t e r  
are dispoaed of 31 

laid I 
havlr 

n the 

:espective protesta, remonl 
,g been duly conaidered by 
following manner: 

s t n  
the 

mces, 
; counc 

. . . . . .  ... ..*, ...: . . . .  -<, . ',,.:c'x>,',,.. :.. :. 
-.r.a..wy.it . ., ,,,.., !?... m e  protesta  and remonstrance8 of the 

I following property owners. 

. . .  s e e  attached 

... 

are dctemined against them and overruled: and, 

T : ~ ~ ~ , ~ + ~ ~ ~  ..., *>a ...:. ......... m a n a s .  me council, a f te r  fu l ly  considering f .. .-- -- .. 
assessments. and 
property owner ar 
menka, a re  of the 
determined to be 

fu l ly  
Id hi8 
! opin 

lev1 

conaidering the  benefita 
property receive from ma) 

i o n  t h a t  the aaid aseessmc 
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tha 
ring 
?nta . an 

he 
t each 
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d rep1 

and 
:il, 

s a i d  
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r 

the benefit. that the  sa id  property receives i n  enhanced values 
from the making of the s a i d  improvements, and t h a t  t he  said 
asaesementa should be made: and. 
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W B E W ,  t he  Council having no fu r the r  p ro t e s t ,  rbrnon- 
strance, co. objection before it, i e  of the opinion t h a t  the sa id  
hearing should be closed; Now, therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVBD BY l'HE CITY CCUNCIL OF TKE CITY OF 
EIESWITB, mXAS: 

ordered cloaed. 

SECTION 2. That t h e  objection, p ro t e s t s ,  and rernonstr+ncc: 
of the hereinabove respect ively named ownere. nmely,  

See attached 

be Overruled. 

SBCPION 3. That t h e  City Attorney be, and he i a  hereby 
directed t o  prepare an ordinance aaaesstng agains t  the several  
owners of property and aga ins t  their  property abutt ing upon the 

.stmet hereinabove mentioned, t h e  proportionate p a r t  
of said cos t  t ha t  has been heretofore adjudged agains t  the s a i d  
respective m e r s  and t h e i r  property. That the s a i d  ordinance 
s h a l l  f i x  a l i e n  upon sa id  property, and s h a l l  declare s a id  
respective owners thereof t o  be respectively l i a b l e  f o r  the 
amounts so adjudged againe t  them. Said ordinance s h a l l  i n  a l l  
reepects comply with the applicable law i n  such cases made and 
provided. 

SECTION 4. That this rsaolution s h a l l  take e f f e c t  fron 
and a f t e r  i t s  passage, a s  i n  the Charter i n  such cases is made 
and provided. 

PAE.6ED by the City CounciS of the City 0 

t h e L d a y  of October , 19 6? ..4? / 



1. Cli f ford  Moon, 224 South Walker - Propc!rty - 302 South Galloway 
Mr. Moon s t a t e d  t h a t  a l l  property owners slxould bear the cos t  of 

2. MeSSrS. Harold Altom, Robert l e e  Hanhy and L e s l i e  B r m  of t h e  
Mesquite Chamber of Commerce 
They s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Bxecutive Committee of t h e  Chamber of Comerce  
f e l t  t h a t  South Galloway should be cons t ruc ted  with a minimum of 4 
l a n e s  and the  assessment r a t i o  should be lowered f o r  business 
property f ron t ing  on main thorougmres .  

3. Robert Yarbrough, 200 South GaLlotmy 
m. Yarbrough s t a t e d  t h a t  he d i d  not f e e l  t h a t  South Galloway could  
be defined as "Comercia1 or I n d u s t r i a l  Areas" because it is a main 
thoroughfare. H e  f e l t  t h a t  t h e  C i t y ' s  s t r e e t  paving policy should 
have b e t t e r  d e f i n i t i o n s  of the d i f f e r e n t  b inds  of s t r e e t s .  H e  d i d  
n o t  f e e l  the o r o ~ e r t v  would be enhanced t1.e ex ten t  of  the  asaesslnent ~. . -  - 
and he fe l t  t h a t  90% aesessrnent was unfair. 

4.  Davis Tosch. 902 South Bryan - Pr0per:y - corner of Main and 
South Gallorray 
Mr. Tosch Stated t h a t  he concurred with t h e  e t a t enen t s  of Mr. Moon 
and Mr. Yarbrough. 

5. Prank Greenhaw, 425 South Galloway 
Mr. Greenhaw s t a t e d  t h a t  he f e l t  it should be done i n  cooperation 
wi th  the  County. H e  recornended t h a t  the  i n t e r s e c t i o n s  be paved 
wi th  concrete,  new curba and g u t t e r s  i n s t a l l e d ,  and asphal t  on 
t h e  s e e e t .  He f e l t  t h a t  i t  was unfa i r  t o  property Owners t o  pay 
fox the paving of a thoroughfare. 

6. Mr. and Mrs. Emmett McFarlin, 501 South Galloway 
They s t a t e d  they were opposed because i t  i s  a publ ic  thoroughfare. 

7 .  M i 6 8  Geneva Barnes, 519 South Galloway 
M i s s  Barnes s t a t e d  she  was  opposed t o  the  assessment because South 
Galloway i s  a thoroughfare. 

8. Mr. J u l i a n  Rorie, 1244 Tosch - Property a t  corner of South 
Ga l lway  and Main S t r e e t  
Mr. ROrie s t a t e d  t h a t  he did n o t  f e e l  it would enhance the p roper ty  
according t o  t h e  amount being assessed.  


