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* M1J~mTESOP ~ CALL ~TINC OY ~

COM~tISSIGNOi? THE CITT OF LUPKIN~
~ TEXAS, H~DSEPT. ~th, 1935.

— — — — — —

~ Be it remembered. that on this the 9th .j of September.1A.D. 1935,

there was begun and. holden a call meeting of the City Commission ~f the

city of Lufkm,~Texas, at the Municipal Office in s~id. City, with the

following officers present and, presiding, to—wit:~

Kenneth Hoskins, Mayor,
1ff. 0. Green~ — Coms.~Ward. No. 1,
Louis Hicks, ~oms. Ward. NO~2~
D, A. Campbell,~ ~.oms. Ward. No~3,
W. A. Abney~ ~oms, Ward No, 4,
C~t~sW. Fenley., ‘City k~or~y,. and.
T. L. Thnn, City Secretary, and

Acting City Manager.

The fol’owing proceedingswere had, to—wit’--

Rh Hawkins a~~p.eared’b~ore th.e O5~y’Cbrnm1asion and. piresenteda

plan for the city to purchase a site for an. air port. He was listened

• to with interest, and, was in~traoted. to determine if the necessary

land. could be se~ured at a reasonable price and. to again repo~rt his

• . findings.
• .• •. ‘. - . •--‘—oOo~~-

A M ~S~1’augh~ter,w~ois .re~taili~.gbre~&to the retail trade- i~.

the ~ limits~was.prese~t~~atating that he had beenadvi~ by City

~uthorit~es that In. the~peddling of, bread he was viollat4ng .a.-CIW

Ordinance and ha~dbeenreque~ted.~tooease~He stated that his method

of retaiLing’ h” b-read was not~ in violation- of the City Ordinance.

However,~.th~QI~ty.‘G:omznsslonwas ‘not fully’ convinced that. he was not

vi~Iat:ing~I~ck.ordinanoeand.~stated unanimously that such ordinance

•shoui&~be. forc’ed~byt.he prop.ery’ city authorities, aM so instructed.

-Mr’s. I. D. Fairchild appeared.regarding the matter of re—wiring

a building in the brick fire’ limits that bad. beencut off by the Light

~ompany, and wh~iohcutting back on had been denied by the ‘eity Elee~i~i~

cal inspector fo~.the reason that it teuld be in violation of the. City

Electrical Ordinance. . After hearing Mrs, Fairchild. discuss the matter.

and. having discussedthe question themselves the City Commissionpassed

samewithout granting permiession for e~4ng the lights in again un~

til the w$ring in said, building was mad.e to conform to the Olty ~lec~

trical Ord.inance.

A resolution providing for the execution of a contract with C.D.

Jesst~,p, Jr. of Hbuston, Texap, f~i ~he collection of City Delinquent

- taxes was presentedf~ .pa$sag~. 5 ~‘v-.~Th~ snie ‘:having beé~’
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read. to the. eity ~Qrnmis$ion ~nd~samebeing duly discussed., it was moved

- b~r’W..0, Greene, and- secondedby N. A. Abney-, that sai~d~re-soiutionbe

• passed. and. approved.. The following is the recorded.vote on the motion:

•1 Yl~esTT_ Kenneth Hoskins, W.O. Greene, Louis Hicks, D.A. Campbell and

N. A. Abney. ~Noes~ None+ Whereupon the Mayor declared the motion

carried and the Thsolution passed and. approved..

- .

The~q’u~estionof~allowing a d.isc,ount on City Advalorem Taxes for

• the year i93~, was discussed, after which on motion m~eby D.A.Camp—

bell, seconded by ‘ouis Hicks, it was unanimously carried to allow

discounts as follows:—

if paid. in October l93~, -allow 3~discount.
if paid in November,- 1935, allow a 2~discount.

- -If paid in ~ecemb.er, 1935, ali~w l~ discount.
No discounts if paid. in January 1936, and it is further ordered

that regular penalties be ad.d.ed. ~‘ebruary 1st, 1936.

‘~————oOo—---——-—

A further discussion of the C. C. Vinsonts request for permission

to erect flood lights on Lufkin~Avenue,- same to be ereoed. on Esplanad.e

on Lufkin Avenue fronting his buildings, was had, after whi.eh~itwas

moved by D.A,~smpbell and, seconded by N. O.~Greene, that. such permis~-

‘ion be granted.. The motion. carried ~nanimous1y.

- City T~ Collector presentedthe completed.City T~.~oilsof the

City for t~eye.~1935, and requestedthat they be. examined and., approved..

They were examinedand. on motion made by IL 0. Greene, Secondedby D.A.

Ca pbell, they were approved by the unanimousvote of tbe..-’~.ityCommission,

by affixing their signatures-te said. -rolls. -

by . . ...

Accounts and, bills due the city to various parties, firms and cor~-

po~ations wer.e presented for payment and. it appearing that such’ of ‘said.

bills as had been audited. and. approved by the City Manager, should. be

paid, on motion d.u~.ymade and carried. they were allowed..

• - -- There being no further business to come before the meeting, on

• motion duly made and. carried., it adjourned..

The above ~nd foregoing minutes read and, approved on this the 1st

day of .Oct~b~r,k.D. 1935.

Attest ______________________ Mayàr, City of Lufkin, T~is.
- - .~ ~ ~et~-~’ ‘ -- ‘.


