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.@:J...... . . . .  ., r>;..>z .' .. , . /_( . . YIWIREAS, heretofore,  a resolut ion was duly adopted by . . ' '' ' . ... ~&&i&b;. : ::..>. .,,, . the City council of the City of ~ e s q u i t e ,  Texas, for the improve- 

. . . . . . .  : ment of the follOWin9 s t r e e t  
Fa.. 

, .. 

oatee Drive from the  a l l ey  East of Modlin Stre.* t o  the West 
corporate Limit Line of  t h e  City of Mesquite 

a s  defined and s e t  ou t  i n  sa id  resolut ion,  and  out of materials  
named and specified i n  s a i d  resolution: and, 

VlmRBAS, specif icat ions Were duly adopted therefor, and 
bids accepted, a f t e r  achtertisement having been duly made: and, 

WI(BRBAO, the City Council l e t  the con t r ac t  to 
Bitul i thic  for  s a i d  improvement by paving vkth 7-inch thick 
3,000 P.S.I. reinfarced concrete pavaent ;  w i t h  6-inch height r o l l -  
type integral  curbs; with 6-inch th ick  reinforced concrete d r i v m y  
approaches and a l l ey  returne: and 4-inch t h i c k  concrete aidewalks 

va width s h a l l  be 62 f e e t  from 
~ ~ ~ e ~ I " & & &  i%eWb%&$Bdly adopted the said contract.  
and &tennined upon the levying of an assessment against the 
abutting property owners f o r  t h e i r  pro  rata p a r t s  of the cas t  Of 
said improvement, a s  provided by the applicable law; and 

W H G R B W ,  said property owners were du ly  notified i n  
accordance with the terns of t he  applicable l a w  by notice being duly 
publinhed i n  a e  Texas Mesquiter, a newspaper of general circula-  
t ion in  the City of Mesquite, to appear before  the City Council, 
a t  a hearing s e t  by said Council on t h e L d a y  of P e b r ~ ~  , 
1965,  i n  the Council Chamber, i n  the City H a l l  of the City of 
Mesquite, Texas, t o  then and Were make p r o t e s t  and objection, 
i f  any, to .aid improvement, and the cos t  of the same, ancl any 
other objection tha t  may appear to such property awners: and, 

WHBRBAS, the agent or  such property owners and attorneya 
and representatives of such property owners were also duly 
notified t o  appear at  sa id  time and place for the making of s a i d  
objections, remonstrances, or pro tce ts  of a n y  kind; and, 

h. WHERPJ\S, the sa id  hearing was duly h a d  a t  said t i m e  and 
place, was thereaf te r  from time to time continued i n  order t o  
give a greater  appo~ tun i ty  to t he  property r_nwi or their - representatives or  agents t o  make pro tes ts  or remonstrances o r  
objections, as  provided by ihe terms of the applicable law: and, 



objections, protests,  and remon- 

WHEREAS, said respective protests ,  remonstrances, and 
objectione, a f t e r  having been duly considered by the Council. 
are disposed of i n  We f o l l w i n g  manner: 

The objections, protests  and remonstrances of the  
following property owners, 

1. Fred Cabiniss, 4200 Hyde Park; 2. Bi l ly Hudson, 4202 nidgedale; 
3. me.. B ~ S S  Ann Motley, w o n t  and Oates Drivci 4. R. C. Xennimer, 
4200 Dmont; 5. Carl. Neal. 4124 Modlin; 6. Wayne Howell, 4203 
Modlin; 7. Johnny England, 3420 Oates Driver 8. Dorothy Perkins, 
4201 Scottsdale 

are determined against them and overruled; and, 

Wn~re3A.S. We Council, after fu l ly  considering the s a i d  
assesamants, and fully considering the benefi ts  t h a t  each 
property owner and his  property receive from making s a i d  improve- 
ments, are of the opinion t h a t  the said aeeessmente heretofore 
determined to be levied are f a i r  and equitable, and repreeent 



the benef i t s  t ha t  the sa id  property receives i n  enhanced values 
from the making of the sa id  Zmprovement~, and tha t  the said 

19 
assessments should be made; and, 

W H E R g R S ,  the Council having no fu r the r  pro tes t ,  remon- I 

etrance, a- objection before it, is of the opinion tha t  the sa id  
hearing should be closed; Now, therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THB C I l Y  COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
mscv~m, TEXAS: 

SECTICUY 1. That the said hearing heretofore ordered 

SECTION 2. That t he  objection, protests ,  and rernofistranccs 
of the hereinabove respectively named owners, namely, 

1. Yred Cabanies, 4200 Hyde Park; 2. Bi l ly  Hudson, 4202 Ridgedale; 
3.  Mrs. B e s s  AM Motley, Dumont and Oates Drive; 4. R. C. Kennimer, 
4200 Dumont; 5. Carl Neal, 4124 Modlin; 6. Wayne Howell, 4203 
n:odlin; 7 .  Johnny England, 3420 Oates Drive: 8. Dorothy Perkins, 
4201 Scottsdale 

be overruled. 

SECTION 3. That t he  City Attorney be, and he i s  heroby 
directed t o  prepare an ordinance aaaessing against  the several 
owners of property and against the i r  property abutt ing upon the 
_ntre*+ hereinabove mentioned, the proportionate p a r t  
of oaid c o s t  tha t  haa been hercwfore adjudged against  the sa id  
respective owners and t h e l r  property. That tho s a i d  ordLaance 
8hall f i x  a l i e n  upon sa id  property. and s h a l l  declare said 
respective owners thereof to  be respectively l i a b l e  f o r  tke 
mounts so adjudged against them. Said ordinance s h a l l  i n  a l l  
respecte comply with the applicable law i n  such casea made and 
pro% ided. 

SECTION 4. That t h i s  resolution s h a l l  take e f f ec t  fsor.~ 
and a f t e r  i t s  passage, a s  i n  the Charter i n  such canes ir: m a d s  
and provided. 



ose  appear ing i n  opposition: 
Fred Cabaniss, 4200 Hyde Park - opposed t o  amount of assessnent. 
B i l l y  Hudson, 4202 Ridgedale - did not  f e e l  widening of Oates 

would b e n e f i t  him more than others  down t h e  s t ree t .  
Mrs. BeSS Ann Motlev. Corner of Oates and nwnont - it was her  -. 

underrtandina t h a t  the  develowrs .  Chaoman and Dalton. would ......................... - .  
be responsible  f o r  the  paving of Oates Drive.  

R. C. Kemimer, 4200 Dlnnont - was t o l d  by developer he muld  not  
such a n  expense, and h e  f e l t  t h a t  a l l  should  pay for thoroughfare. 

Car1 Neal. 4124 Mcdlin - would cause a f i n a n c i a l  problem and s?,zF:;y ;: 1 would no t  recetve anv more bene f i t  than others  i n  the neighborhood. .~ .--- ..-. .- --. ~ ~ ~~ 

Wayne Howell, 4203 Modlin - unfair  t o  be r equ i red  t o  pay t h e  
m o u n t  of t h e  assessment ju s t  because h e  l ived  on comer and 
it would cause a hardship fin2.ncially. 

Johnny England, 3420 Oates Drive - agains t  paying the cost  of a 
t h ~ r ~ ~ m h f  are. ...-.. >. ...... 

8. Dorothy Perkins,  4201 Gcattsdale - would work a hardship on her.  


