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RBSOLUTION NO. 41r 15-66 

WHEREAS, heretofore, a resolut ion was duly adopted by 

E 
+he City Council of the City of Mesquite, Texas, for  the improve- 
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?. : ., , . . T m  East Blvd. from U. S. Highway 80 t o  Gross Road 

a s  defined and set out  i n  said resolution, and ou t  of materials  
Mmed and spec i f i ed  i n  said resolution: and, 

WHERGAS, specif icat ions were duly adopted therefor, and 
bid8 accepted, a f t e r  advertisement having been duly made; and, 

WHBREAS, t h e  City Council l e t  t h e  contract  to Texas 
Bi tu l i th ic  Co. for sa id  improvement, zd ncrs par t icu lar ly  provided 
by the term, of s a i d  contraat: and 

WHEPEAS, the City Council duly adapted the  said cont rac t ,  
and determined upon the levying of an aasessrnent against t h e  
abutting property m e r e  f o r  the i r  pro r a t a  p a r t s  of the cost: of 
s a i d  improvement, as prwided by the applicable law; and 

WHERGAS, s a i d  property owners were duly notif ied i n  
accordance with t h e  tenns of the applicable law by notice being duly 
published i n  the  Texas Mesquiter, a newspaper of  general c i r cu la -  
t i on  i n  the City of Mesquite, t o  appear before the City Council, 
a t  a hearing s e t  by said council on the__bday of ,111na , 
19&, in the Council Chamber, i n  the City Aall of the City Of 
Mesquite, Texaa, to then and there make pro tes t  and objection, 
i f  any, to sa id  improvement, and the cost of t he  earae, and any 
other  abjection t h a t  may appear to such property ovners; and. 

WWRWLS, the agent or such property owners and at torney8 
and representat ives of such property ownera were a l so  duly 
not i f ied  t o  appear a t  aaid time and place for  t he  making of s a i d  
objections, remonstranceo, o r  pro tes ts  of any kind; and, 

m R E A S ,  the aaid hearing was duly had a t  said t i m e  and 
place, .ma t h e r e a f t e r  from time t o  time continued i n  order to 
give a Qrea ter  omor tun i tv  t o  the Drovertv owners or  t h e i r  
;epreeentativee o; agents-to mke p ro te s t s  o r  remonstrances o r  
objections, a s  provided by the tenas of  the applicable law: and, 
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m-, the following objectiona, Protests ,  and mmon- 
strances were made, to-wit: 

See attached 

are determined against them and overruled: andl 

W ~ W A S ,  the council, a f t e r  f u l l y  considering the  s a i d  
assessments, and fully considering the benef i t s  t h a t  each 
pmperty owner and h is  property receive from making said improve- 
mcnts, a r e  of the opinion t h a t  the s a i d  asaeamcnts  heretofore 
detemined to be levied are  f a i r  and equitable, and represent  
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WHBREAs, said respective protests, remonstrmces, and 
objections, a f t e r  having been duly conaidered by the Council, 
a r e  disposed of i n  the fo l la r ing  manner: 

The objections, proteeta and rembnetrsnces of the  
following property m e r e ,  

see attached 
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We benefits  that  the  said property receives i n  enhanced values 93 f r m  the making of the  eaid improvements, and t h a t  the eaid 
asaessmants should be nude: and, 

WREIWLB, the Council having no further protest ,  rernon- 
strance, rn objection Deiore it, is of the opinion that  the said - 
hearing should be cloned: Now, therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED BY TRB CflY CQVNClL OP TIfB CIlY OF 
MBSQUITE, TBXRS: 

SECTION 1. That the sa id  hearing heretofore ordered 
had on the 6 day of-, 29&, and thereafter 
continued u n t i l  the present date, be and the same i e  hereby 
ordered closed. 

SECTION 2. That the objection, protesta,  and remonstr~ncr-;. 
of the hereinabove respectively named omera, namely, 

see attached 
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be overruled. 

SBCTIOU 3. l lmt  the  City Attorney bs, and he i a  hereby 
directed t o  prepare an ordinance assessing against  the a ~ v e r a l  
owners of property and against Mei r  property abutting upon the 
~t hereinabove mentioned, the proportionate part 
of said cost  tha t  has been heretofore adjudged against the said 
respective m e r e  and the i r  property. That the said ordinance 
s h a l l  f i x  a l i en  upon maid property, and s h a l l  declare said 
rempective owners thereof t o  be reapecttvsly l i ab le  fo r  the 
amounts so adjudged against them. sa id  ordinance ahall  in  a l l  
reapmcte cornpLy with the applicrble l a w  in  euch cadlee made and ....... 
provided. 

SECTION 4. That t h i s  reeolution aha11 take effect  from 
and a f t e r  its passage, as i n  the  Charter in  such caeca i e  made 

A and provided. 
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Pnssnb by the c i t y  Council of the City of Mesquite on . ths&aay of+-.. , 19tdd. 
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Attachment t o  Reso lu t ion  X15-66 

Ponv i l l e ,  A. P. Roffino, Charley G. Roffino,  Ray Dixon and 
Charley T. Roffino.  Mr. Cruce s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  p r o p e r t y  owners 
f e l t  t h a t  t h e i r  needs would be b e s t  served by t h e  r e p a i r  of 
t h e  s t r e e t .  A l s o  requested t h a t  proper ty  zoned Apartment 
be  accessed on t h e  same basis as Res iden t i a l  proper ty .  ALSO 
S t a t e d  t h a t  homes siding on t h e  s t r e e t  w u l d  be  de-valued by 
F.H.A. because  of t h e  increased t r a f f i c  generated by a 
thoroughfare .  

2 .  Mr. Russel l  Smith  s t a t e d  t h a t  a s ix- lane  thoroughfare would b e  
needed i n  t h e  fu tu re ,  but  not a t  t h i s  tirne,and reques ted  t h a t  
t h e  Council  t a k e  in to  considera t ion t h e  amount of as sessmen t s  
charged b y  other c i t i e s  f o r  s i m i l a r  work and t h e  major  part 
of t h e  c o s t  should be paid for o u t  af  bond money. 

3. M r .  Alex S a n d e r s ,  owner of Triangle Improvement Co., urged t h a t  
assessments  to  persons owning homes s id ing  on Town E a s t  be 
reduced b e c a u s e  they should n o t  have t o  s t and  s o  much of t h e  
expense s i n c e  t h e  projec t  as a whole is f o r  t h e  good of t h e  
e n t i r e  community. 

4.  M r .  Bob Locke, 2501 Cata l ina ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  he  w a s  opposed t o  a 
s ix- lane  thoroughfare  i n  a r e s i d e n t i a l  a rea  and that i t s  
c o n s t r u c t i o n  would be det r imenta l  t o  t h e  v a l u e  o t  h i s  proper ty .  

5. n r s  Betty Jones ,  2602 Viva, asked why should be  a s sessed  when h e r  ..,.,. 
neighbors w i l l  use the s t r e e t  a s  much a s  s h e .  

6. KT. S m  A a r r i s ,  2500 Catalina,  s a i d  he d id  n o t  b e l i e v e  thsva lue  
of h i s  p r o p e r t y  should be  leaacned whi le  o t h e r s  who l i v e  on t h e  
same s t r e e t  would b e n e f i t  from t h e  paving. 

7. M r .  J. D. Chambers, 2402 Luau, s a i d  he is i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of 
t r y i n g  t o  sell h i s  house and t h e  assessment would make it 
ve ry  d i f f i c u l t  t o  do so. 

8. M r .  Tony Wheeler ,  2603 Viva, s a i d  h e  was opposed t o  t h e  assessment 
because it would not add t o  t h e  value  of his  p roper ty .  Be a l s o  
s a i d  t h e  widening of the s t r e e t  would cause t h e  t r a f f i c  t o  p a s s  
t o o  c l o s e  t o  his house. 

9. Mrs. Tony Wheeler s t a t ed  they could not  a a r d  t o  pay t h e  aaseesment. 


