ES OF 4 GALL MERTING OF THE GITY
MISSION OF THE GITY OF LUFKIN, TEXAS,
"HELD APRIL 19thsa&, Do 1929,

MBERED that on this‘ﬁhe 19%h d&y-efrﬁyrii.ﬁgw

there was begun and holden a meeting of City Commissien of the

of Lufkin, Texas, at the municipsl office in said City, same be:

‘a continuation of the call meeting held Thursday, April l@%h{flﬁ%@%*fff
the following officers being present:

' , Commissioner Ward No.l;
A+ Burke, Commissioner Ward No.2;
R, €, Jordan;, Commissioner Ward HG.5°
We A&y Abney, Commissioner Ward No.4;
Ve Ro Smltkan. Gity Manager, ~

Po L. Duan, @1ty Seeretary, and

We OCu Seale, €ity Attorney,

when the f@ll@Wlng pr@eeedlngs were had to=wit:.

- THE PURPOSE of this meetlng as stated by the maytr, belng & '
continuation of the eall:meeulng of April 18th, lﬁaﬁg'&ﬂd4Wﬂl@h;ﬂﬁﬁéﬁ‘.
continued to ipril 19th, 1929, for the purbose of hearing eviden

if any, as %o the enhancénent of property v&ﬂues'tkat will aceru

if any, to the owners of property abutting om those p@rtiééﬁw@£“¢$¥?
‘streets, avenﬂea and alleys embraced in the €ity®s paving grcgr‘
which said sﬁreets and avenues are full; deseribed in the mlnaﬁesﬁa.
héreof of April 18th 4. D, 1929, and for the purpose cf“hg&riﬁg:a
preteéts er ehf@étiens by property owners, and agents_eﬁ at&grﬁﬁy
or persons inter@&ted therein, against the improving of saiéasﬁﬁé

and avenuess

N. D. Wrighti appeared and objected to the im@ravamen%s,aéjaag,_

to his property on'Ellis Avenue, stating he did not consider iﬁiﬂéﬁln
onhance the value of his prepefty;l i

br, J. E. Arrimgton appeared and objected to the impreve@&
- adjacent to his property on Lufkin Avenue, stating he did nOt;?Qﬁ:

sider it would enhanee the value ef his Dreperﬁy.

Je L Y&ncey a@peared gnd eb;eeted to the xmpbuxamelts ad;yr




By Jes Conn Appeared asnd @hjected to ﬁhe,imgravémeaté,adg&eeﬁ$é>:
to his pﬁoperty on Kerr Avenue, stating $hat he did not @@nsiﬁgri
that such improvements would enhanee the value of the properiys

We Mo Glenn, €, N, Humason, Ws C. Binion and J, A. GOX,‘aIl R

-eitizens of Lufkin, Texas, appeared and testified in behalf of thév*

City of Lufkin, after duly qualifying as witnesses, and each sta%é'
that in his opinion the improvemenis proposed to be made by the
¢ity on those portions of the streets and avenues to be-impf@veé§* 
would in his opinion, enhanee the value of each lot and parcel of
land adjacent thereto, far in excess of the amount of the cost of
such street improvements iteo the property owner, BEach of saié-par#ieég
W, M, Glemn, G, N, Humason, W. C, Binion and J., 4. Cox, after being i
duly swcra; was questioned as to whether :.or not the street impréve-,
ments would enhanee the value of each traet, lot ér parcel of 1&1ﬁur*’
adjaeent to the sitreets and avenues to be improved, takiﬁg e&aﬁ,l@ﬁ":
or parecel pf property Separately, and each testified that in his ’
opinion, the proposed street improvements, as made, aﬂjacaﬁt'to'%he
property of each of the contests, that have appeared, either in
persen.or“by att@ﬁney‘@r agent, would, enhance the value of eaeﬁ
tract, lot or parcel of land far in excess of the costs of,suaﬁ_.
improvements., |

There were no other persons appearing either in person, by :
agents or atterney, for the purpose of protesting or objecting te'th37 /’
street paviﬁg program, nor to.the issuance of imp@ovement asSessmam$f 
certificates against the owners of property abutﬁing on.saiﬁvsﬁreeﬁsf.
and avenues for suech street improvement, ”

There Wererno other persons appearing either in person, by
agents or attorney, tQ contest or objeet to the propesed sireet i@s
provements, whereupon, the City Qdmmiséion recessed to meet again

Monday evening at 8:00 o*clockip.mJ,'same,beingA%he 29th é&iyﬁf.‘

said street, gvenue’ anﬁ alley improvements.

There being no furthan~ba§mnessw@a~aqms‘




The above and foregoing minutes read and approved on this

the _7th  day of __May As B. 1929,

dyor, City of Lufkin, Tex
ATTEST: )

9L KL

€ity Secretary.




