
MINUTES OF .k CALL ~ETiNG OP THE CITY
COMMISSIONOP THE CITY OF: LtrFKIN, TEL&S,

HELD APRIL l&th A, D. i~929,

BE IT R~IEMBEREDthat on this the 1~th day of April A. D, 1929,

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

City of Lu.fkin, Texas, at the Municipal off ice thereof in. said. City;

the following officers of the City being present, to-wit:

3~oeC. Denman.,Mayor;
C. E.. Brazil, Commissioner Ward No.1;
C.. A. Burke ~ Commissioner Ward No.2;
R. • C. Jbrdan, Commissioner Ward No.3;
W, A. Abney, Commissioner Ward No.4;
V. R•. Smitbam, City Manager; and
T. L. Dunn, City Secretary.

~ PURPOSEof the meeting a:s stated by the Mayor, was to hear

evidence as to the enhancedvalues that will accrue, if any, to the

owners of property abutting on those portions of the following streets

and avenues, to—wit:

1. N~ortb First Street beginning at a point approximately 250 feet
north from the north line of Fred Street to Street intersection, at
north west corner ~f Lot 2, Block 9, of Fairchild & Boynton. ..&ddition,
approximately 24 feet in. width, plus curb and gutter.

2. Lufkin Avenue from. its intersection with. the East line of
Fourth Street to a point approximately 171 feet west from tbe west line
of Ruel Street, approximately 43 feet in. width, plus curb and. gi~ter~

2a0 Lufkin. Avenue from a point approximately 171 feet west frc~i
the west line of Ruel Street, eastwardly approximately 3092 feet to
M,M.Cowsart’s west property line approximately 18 feet in. wid~,

3. Douglass Avenue from its intersection. with the south line of.
Abney Avenue to its intersection. with the north line of Kiln Avmue.,
approximately 24 feet in. width, plus curb and gutter.’.

4. Ellis Avenue from. a point approximately 123 feet west from. the
west line of B~numStreet, westwardly approximately 184 feet to a
point approximately 307 feet from the west line of Bynum Street, ap-
proximately 30 test in width, plus curb and gutter,

4a.. Ellis Avenue’ from. a point approximately 307 feet west from
the west line of B~’umStreet, westwardly approximately 1776 ~feet
to the west property line ~t A. E. Sweatlend’s property, approxi~tely
18 feet in wid.th.~

5, SeoGn&$treet from its intersection with the north line of
Rhodes Avenue to~its interseo~tionwith the south line of Pole Av~ue,
approximateJ~y2& feet in. width, plus curb and gutter~

6. Third Street from its intersection with the north lit’e.. of
GroesbeckAvenue.’ to its intersection with the south line of Pole
Avenue, approximately 2~feet in width, plus curb and’ gutter,

7. Paul Avenue from its intersection with the east line óf~Third
Street to its intersection with the west line of Sixth Street, a.~ro~x~
imately 24.33 feet in width,. pluà” c~’b and gutter. ‘ . . ~‘

8. Sough Raguet Street from its ~.ntersection. with the South line’
of 3efferson Avenue to its intersection. with tne north line of Zeagler
Avenue, appro~imately~4~33 ~ in ~d.th~ plua’e ‘~.‘ ~ztte.r~.



9’, South Angelina Street’from its intersection with the:. north.
lime of Shepherd Avenue to~ its intersection with the south line of
Burke ivenue,~’approximately 26,33 feet in. width~.plus curb ~d gutter.

9a. South.An~line. Street from its intersection w~tbt1~so~h.
line of Burke Avenue to its intersection with east line of~South’
Raguet Street, approximately 24,53 feet in w~dtb,plus curb a~’:g:utter’~

10. Burke Avenue from its interseet~on’with the east line of.
South Angelina Street to its intersection with west line of South
First Street,~approximately 29.83 feet in width, plus curb and gu~ter..

11. Homer Blv”d from’ its intersection with the,south end of
South Pourtb Street to its intersection with north line of Deuman
Avenue, approximately 21.33 feet in width, plus curb and gutter,.

12.. Yodie ~Lveuue from its intersection with the west line of~
South Second Street to its intersection with the east line of South
First Street approximately 21.33 feet in width, plus curb and gutter.

13, 3’odje Ivenus from the S. E. corner of’ Lot 7, Elcek 3. of the
I~rgen.t Addition eastwardly to the west l~neof Lot 11, Block 8 of
the Denman.Addition, approximately 21.33 feet in. width, plus curb
and gutter, ‘

14. South End Blv’d. from its intersection. with the east line of
South First Street to its intersection with west line of Kinmey $treet
approximately a4.33 feet in width, plus curb ai~. gutter. .‘

15. ‘South Raguét Street from its~interseotion with the south.
line of House Avenue to its intersection with city limits on south~~’~
approximately 24~33 feet in. width, plus curb and gutter,

16. Men~efee Avenue from its intersection with the east line of
South Raguet ‘Street to its intersection with west line of S~uthFirst
Street~ approximately 24.33 feet in. widtb,~ plus curb and gutter,

17. Kerr Avenue from its intersection with east line of South,
First Street to its intersection with west line, of Obariton Street,
approximately 24,33 feet inw’idth, plus curb and gutter.

18. Bynum. Street from its in.tersection.witb south lime of Kiln
Avenue to its intersection with south line of Ellis Avenue, appmx~
imately 24.33 feet in width, plus ‘curb and gutter.

19. Shepherd Avenue from. its intersection w~tb eastline of
Moody Street, to its intersectioru with son.tb line’of Lufkin kv~aei:
approximately 24.33 feet in. width, plus curb and. gutter.

20b Bonn.er Street from its intersection with south. line of Frank
Avenue to its interseCtion with south line of Kiln Avenue, approxi-
mately 24.33 feet in wIdth, plus curb and gutter,

21. . Kiln Avenue from its intersection with the west. line of Bonner
Street to its intersection with, east line of South Ragu.et StreetI~
approximately 24.~33 föet. in width, plus curb and gutter,

22.,Pole Avenue from. its intersection with the east line of. North
First Street to its intersection with east line of North Third Strest,
approximately 2.7 feet in width, plus curb and gutter.

23. Polk Avenue from its int.erseetion with east line of North
First Street to its intersection with west line of N~rtb Third Street,
approximately 24,33 feet. in width, plus curb and gutter,

//



24, &‘emond Avenue from its intersection with east line of ‘North
Third Street to its intersection. with west line of North Se~entb
Street,-’ approximately 24.33 feet in. width, plus curb an gutter~o

25. Rhodes Avenue from its intersection with east lime of North
Second Street to its interseeticm with west line of North Third. Street~’
approximately 24.33 feet in Width, plus curb and gutter,

26, LaJe Street from its intersection with the north line of
Abney Avenue to north line of Lot 9, Abney Addition, a d.istaaee.ot
approximately 90 feet, from a width of approximately 33~84feet at
the north lime of Abney Avenue to a width of approximately 18 feet
at the north line of ~ot 9:, ~ney Addition, a distance of approxi-
mately 90 feet in. length, plus curb and gutter.

26a, Lake Street from north line of Lot 9 Abney Addition, said
point being apprOximately 90 feet northwardly from the north line of
ibnoy Avenue, to the north line of the LE. & W. T. Shop Addition,
approximately 18 feet in width,

27. Alton Street from. its intersection with east lime of North
First Street to its intersection with south lime of Fred Avenue,
approximately 21.33 feet in width, plus curb and gutter.

28. Fred Avenue from its intersection with east line of North
First Street to its interse~tion with west lime of Alton Street,
approximately 21.33 feet in width,’ plus curb and gutter.

29, Fourth Street from its intersection with south line of Lufkin
Avenue to its intersection. with north end. of Homer Blvd~, approximately
24~53feet ‘ in width, p’us curb and. gutter.

30. ~ove Avenue from its intersection with the west line of
Thompson Street to its intersection with east line of Kelley Stre~et~’
approximately 24.33 feet in width, plus cw’b and gutter.

31. ieffer~o~n Avenue from its .interseetion with west line of,
Trout Addition to its intersection. with east line of Bynum Street,,’
approximately 24.05 feet in width, plus curb and. gutter.

32, Weiner Street from. a point 35 feet east of the east margin
of Alley in. Black 3 of the .Angelina County Lbr. Co4.,. Addition to its
intersection with west margin of First Street in ~nge1mn.aCounty
Lumber CompanyIddition ‘approximately 24 feet in. width, plus curb and
gutter.

33,~First Street in Angelina County Lumber CoiupanytsAddition
from its. intersection with north line of Weiner Street to &ts inter~
section with north line of Lot 3 of the Angelina county Lumber Conupary’S
Addition, approximately 24 feet in. width, plus curb and gutter,

34, South SecondStreet from. its intersection with S. H.. corner
of Lot 6, B~.ock 4 of the Jbrdan—Davis Addition to its intersection with
the most northerly corner of block 14 of the Denman. Addition, ap;mxi-
mately 24.33 feet in. Width, plus curb and gutter.

35, SouthFirst Street from its intersection with the south line
of Pershing Avenue south to.. the city limits, approximately 24 feet. in
width, plus curb and. gutter..

desiguated ‘to be improved by paving with five (5) inches of one ~1),,

three (3.), six (6) concrete base with one and one—half (1-s~L/2~)’

limestone rock asphalt topping; and ~itb concrete curb and. gutters

along curb lines, concrete headera, concrete shouldersand drainage’

structures where specified; and to hear any ebjections, if any, ~by

the owners; their agents ox’ attorneys or person~sinterested thergi- :



C. C. Vinson appearedand objected to the improvement on his

property on ~TodieAvenue and DennianAvenue, assigning as his reason

ther’efor that be was not able to pay for it, and did not consider

that the paving would benifit the ‘property,

Mrs. J. P. Condon appearedand objected to the improvement

adjacent to her property on. North First Street, claiming it as her

homestead;and stated further that she bad. , a~.readypaid for the airb’~ng~

Mrs, Kate Collins appearedand objected to improvementadjac~it

to her property on. North First Street, assigning as her reason there~

for that she is not able to pay for it and that the rear portion

abuts North First Street and she doss not consider it would enhi~noe

the value of her property.

H. Y. Watson...appearedand objected to the iiapro~vememton Nor*

First Street adjacent to his property, assigning as his reaso.n there—

for that be would be willing to the paving if the other property

owners on the other side of the street would. also agree to it; o’dier—

wise the dust would be an~oyingto his property and unless the other

people on that street would be willing to the paving, he would not

be willing to have it paved.

P. E. Barnett appeared and objected to the impr~vernent ‘on North

First Street adjacent to his property, assigning the sane reasons

theref or as given by H. Y. Watson,

F. a. Gibbs appeared and objected to the improvements adjac~’t”’

to his property on. North First Street, he is not able to pay for tb

but if the otber~ property owners on. North First Street agree to have

it paved, be would not raise any objection..

Noah 3. Shotner appearedand objected to the improvement on

North First Street adjacent to his property, stating that he is not

able to pay for it.

W. T. Smelling appeared and objected to the improvement of

North First Street adjacent to his property stating be is not able to

pay for it, but if every one of the other property owners on that

street would agree to it,’ then be would not raise any ob-j~.c.tion~

S.’ 11. Townsendappearedand objected to the iniproveiaent on , ~

North First Street adjacent to his property, stating that be eonst~-

ers the present paving adjacent to his property to be in gàod shape



and further objections to it is shown in his written statement o~ . -.

objections filed herein.

Dave Burrows appearedand. objected to. the improvementot North

First Street adjacent to his property, stating that he considered.

present condition of the street there in good shape, and further

claims his property there as his homestead; and further stated he.

considered the City Co~aissionwas acting without authority and bad.

not complied with the law relative to paving of streets.

Floyd F~.llerappeared and objected to the improving of North

?irst Street adjacent to his property, stating that be considered

the present condition of that street adjacent to his property, to be

airight. .

S. E. Townsendappearedfor the Texas Company and objected to

the improvementof North First Street adjacent to the Texas Companyts.-

property, and stated that his objections was that the paving ordinan.cea~

were void and. the City Commission. did not have authority to act.

A. Stroud appearedand objected. to the improvementof North

First Street adjacent to his property, and sts~tedthat the proposed

improvement would not enhance the value of the property,

Shirley .Anderson appeared and objected to the improvement of

North First Street adjacent to his property, stating that in his ‘

opinion that the condition of the street at that point did. not ‘need

improving.

S. H. Townsendappeardas attorney for the Townsend Heirs and

objected to the improving of North First Street adjacent to the

Townsend H.eirts property and stated that he did not consider that,,

it would ehhaneethe value of the propert~

N. BThwn appeared and objected to the improvement on North

First Street adjacent to his property, stating that be claimed it as.

his honaest~d~

a. E~%wnsendappearedby attorney S. H. Townsend and objected

to improving of South Angelina Street adjacent to his property,

stating that it would not enhance the. value. thereof. . -

R, A. ~irccor1ey appearedand objected to the street improvemei~

adjacent to his property on North First Street and. stai~ed it ~?~M 1~t~ ~

agreeablewith him if the City wo~ldp~a~dow~~ paving-~‘:~~•~B’

S



Law~esstsplace out to city limits.~

Hd Ca~pbellappéa~-ed and objected to the street improvement

Mjaeent to his property on South First Street, stating that be is

not able to pay for it0

A. P. Kiimn.ey appeared and objected to the street improvement

on LUfkmn. Avenue, stating that be would like to have the pav~ng,

but is not able to pay tor it.

3. II. Largent appearedand objected to the street improvement

on Lufkin Avenue adjacent to his property, stating he is not able to

p~yfor it and further be doesnot think it would add. to the value

of his property.

Dr. L. P. Thi ey appearedand. objected to paving that portion

of South First Street designated, for the reason that be and the ‘

other property owners on said portion of South First Street considered.

that the trouble with the present paving on. that portion of said.

street is due to defective sewer and water lines, and that they are

unwilling to tearing up the present old paving thereon and. replacing

it with new paving.

M~rs. W. C. Fuller appearedby attorney, N, N. Feagin and objected

to the street improvementadjacent to ‘her p~opertyon South ingelina

Street and. Burke Avenue, claiming that it would not enhance the value

of the property; further claiming that City Commission was acting with?~

out authority,

3.. H-. Wilson appeared by attorn.ey, M.MaFeagin, and objected to

the Street improvement adjacent to his property; stating that it would

not enhance the value to any of his property,

C. A. Pate appeared and objected to street improvement adjae~t

to his property on Lufkin Ave., stating that be did not consider it

would be worth it to his property,

3. K. Thompson appeared and ob~ected to the street improvement

adjacent to his property on South First Street, stating that he did

not consider that it would enhance the value of his property.

Mrs ~ L. Mantooth appeared~~by attorney, 3udge ~JMantoøtb, ~

objected to the street improvement on. South Angelina St., adj~ae~~te

her property, stating that it was tk~g1~bit would no~enhance ~

val~eof sueh.property. . . . ‘ .

______ — .‘. ~—.—--‘,—-——-=———. —~~— . .‘ -- —-,~,—‘—-—.—,——“—~——~~.—- ‘— ‘I



There were no other persons appearing either in. person, by ‘

agents or attorney, to contest or object to the proposed street in—

provements,whereupon, the City Commissionrecessedto meet again’

Friday morning at 10:00 o’clock a.m,, samebeing the l9th~dayof

April, A. D, 1929, for the purpose of allowing further time ‘in’.

which property owners,’ their agents or attorneys or personsinterest.ed.

might appear to offer any protests or objections and evidence to. the

said. street and avenue improvements,

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

motion duly made and carried, sane recessed to 10:00 o’clock A.M,

April 19th, A. D, 1929, . - ‘

,The above and foregoing minutes read and approved on thifl ‘ the

_____ day of _________ ~. D. 1929.

ATTEST:

City Secretary,

~4ayor, City of Lufkin,,Texa~’1~

~- ___-__-.i_., ~ -~-


