
• I~ITljTE’S OF 4. ‘CALL MEETING OF THE CITY ~‘.

COMMISSION’ OF THE CITY OF LUFKIN, TEXAS
~ OCTOBER22,..194Q.AT 2:00 F.~M.

The City Co~iss U of the City of Lufkiri, Texas convenöd

in a caned meeting held at the regular meeting place on October

22, 1940 at 2:00 p.m. with the following members present: -

L 1). WINSTON, JR. COMMISSIONER, WARD NO. 1. -;

• R. R. MELVIN COMMISSIONER, !ARD NO. 2.
G. E. SARnTGTVON: COMMISSIONER, WARD NO. 3.
J. B. JAY. 0OMMISaIONER’,WA~RDNO. 4
J.. W. LEWIS CITY SECRETARY
C. L • STINE CITY IVLANAGER
NED SHANDS, JR. CITY ATTORNEY

and the following absent: MAYORVU. AM.. GLENN; when the fOllowing S

business was had: S S

~, In view of the fact that Mayor W. M. Glenn ~as absent on.

account of sickness, ~. B. Barington, having heretofore been

elected thayor pro ~ called the meeting.to .o~er as mayor pro—

tern and stated that, the ~n~b$.e of the meeting was to conduct

a public hearing on the proposed paving assessments. The due

and legal notIce of thismeeting having been properly givenby

publication and •othe~wise, all in. accordanc.e with law and with~

the ordinance calling the meeting and setting the date for the

public hearing, mayor pro tern Ba~.gton stated that the COrn—

mission was read7 to receive any protests or objections.

~ Tbe~being no persons appearing,, and while waiting f or

some to come, the Council discussed the matter of opening ~orth

Third Street from Laurel north to Fred ‘Street. Upon motiOn of

W, D• Winston, Jr, seconded by R. B. Melvin, it was resolved •

V ‘ ~.. S - • ‘~‘

to open the street provided that it would not cost over’~~

This i~esolut~on passed by an affirrnative vote Of all members

present! V • , •, S. , , S

~ Boy Satterfield objected to the paving of the alley

through block ~3:’b~tween ~ird and Fourth Streets for the reasOn

that there was no buainess conducted on the alLey and that be

did not think the a~11ey need~ed paving. Howe~er, he said that be
• ‘•

per8onally~will1ng to1i~e~ and that he would d~s~us~the matter

‘with th~’ other property owners and report to the Council at a

later date. • ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

• ).4’ Mr. ‘J. B.~’Perry stated that he ~as in f~.vor.of paving

Perishing Street;but that he ~bjected- to this street being paved

S • ~“ •‘ ‘ V~ • A’~~~’~’



• • SS~,S••_’ ~‘V” S

S • • 36 feet . wide for. the ‘reasOn.that She had planted his wlit~b.bbe~y

• , and trees and had established.hi~drive*ay entrance in con-

formity with the existing street lineB. Vile stated., 1this prop—

‘erty of his on Perishing Strret being hishomestead, he would o
not sign up for paving if it were to be. 36 feet wide. • •

4. Dr. J. VU. Hawkins protested against paving On P~àhing

• .Str~e’t. along.,his property stating that In view of the way his
• lots were laid out, it was his o~n that hisproperty woul4

not be benefitted moro than the cost of the paving.

~ Lonnie Hubbert stated that he was in favor of paving

Hoskins Street, but that unless Geneva street was also paved

• so as to give people on ifoskins a paved outlet to First Street,

• ~ could not see the advantage to paving Hopkins Street. The

• Council agreed to make an effort to secure the necessary right

- of way in order to cOnnect the paving on Eosk±~sStreet with
• ‘ First Street. ‘ .

• .7. RaymondBanowsky, ‘whose prop~rtylies partly in the City V

Limits and pa~r~out of the City Limits, stated that he did

not want to pave only the portion of his lot which lies in

• • , the City Limits. The 0ouncil stated that this matter would be

• discussed with the contractoEs and with VU. P. 4.. andVthat ‘an

equitable VdiSpOSjt•jOfl of the matter would be arrived at.

~ Upon motion of W. D~Winston, Jr., seconded by ~• ~. Mel—

• • yin, it was resolved’ tbat’the:CIty’s portion of the paving of

the alleythrough bloóks 16 and 23 should be paved and tha:t the

0;ity would pay the regula~Vprice therefor. This mo~ton carr~ed

by an affirmative vote of all memberspresent.’ S

• q~ There being ‘no further Objectors appearing, the meeting

was ~djourned until October .9, 1940 at 2:00’ p.m.. when the hear-

• ‘ ing wOuld be, continued. ,

• ‘ V • PASSED AND APPROVED This 5th d~f-~~94O.
• • • ATTEST~ , . ,,‘ • •~ ~ C~i. of J~tffk~n,~exas “ 0

City Se~ceta~y, Lafkin, Texas.

- -


