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MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL MEETING
TUCSON, ARTZONA AT 7, 108

Council of the City of Ticson met in ular session
in the City Hall of the C!ity of Tucson, Arizena at 8:00
all members having been notifled of the time and place
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Councllmar

1 Councilmar

F. Conelly, Councilmar
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Comnission's recommendations. The ayor Inguired whethers
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Adams, and unanimously carried that the hearing be closed,
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'HE MAZOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
AUING A PORTION OF THE EAST-WEST ALLEY IN BLOCK FOUR
PARK ADDIVION TO THE CITY OF TUCSON, PIMA COUNTY
ND REPEALING ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH

time in full. (See Minules ‘ch 2%, 1952).
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were a

+11men Adams, Codd, Conelly, FPhely Priser, aid Weaver;

voting: None;
ror Emery;

‘ed carried, and 1t way ¢ srdered .

lenagar inquired whelher the Mayor and Councll wished
est of Tucson Alrport thor!ity that She CISy pay the
1 3 widenting and fencing

J 10~-133, in the
and deduct sald L 9,4 iue the Authority by the
(8ce Minutes, Ma: L, 1952 stated he had no recom-
,0 make elther for or aj LB ng the reguest; bul L action
.aken, 1t should be tak this t » for the reason that time for
tract subm!tted ; San Xa r R : & Sand Company would

1952 (Sen inutes,

: 1 the Mayor and various
{Ticials took paer s brought out that in Januery,
A did not have - arrangements were made throuyh
Finance Co .ee for Tucson Alrpor rivy t ply $9,400 to cover
nsor's shar »f the cost of seal-coating rul
Accordingly, the City recelved $9,%4 from the Tusson Airport
in July, 1951, and the money has never been repald.

1952, the Mayor and Councll authorized execution of a
rler Rock & 3and Company provi that Tucson Alrport
nally deposited $7,200 with the City Treasurer to cover

f the total cost of $17,96!.55. Because Tucson Airport
t1me does not have and cannot obtalin the necessary funds, it

City supply the sponsor's re as a partial
lied for the seal-coating improvement. The City Auditor

available from $27,000 budgeted for airport improvements.

7t was thereupon moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Council-
that the stipulation that Tucson Alrport Authority should un-
depozit $7,200 with the City Tree el before executlion of the
8an Xavlier Rock & Sand Company *ing the access road improve=
and Lhat the May tzed and directed to execute
J1 other respects as directec on March 3, 1952.
I'ne Mayor inguired whether anyone wished to speak for or against the
meilman Adams stated he was opposed Lo Al further subsidizing of
{cipal Adirport by the City of Tucson. 1@ Cliy was appearing as
roject only because the federa rovernment would not negotliate
Airport Authority, but it was not intended that the City should
ovement . A roll call vote was taken at Councilman Adams' re-
11Ls were as follows:

{1men Codd, Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;
climan Adams;
n voting: None;

r Emery;

carried, and 1t

v to a question from Councilman Phelps, the Mayor stated the
sors of Pima County requested t the proposed meeting with
in for the pur; of discuselng flood control matters be
few days pending re pt of a fonal informatlon as to the
bteining federal sssistance (Sce Minutes, March 28, 1962).

eply to a guestion from Councilian Weaver he Traffic Englineer
vis) stated that merchanlts cn Speedway li intely west of' Park
tested strongly agalinst installation aigns prohibiting parking
surs of 7 a.m. to § a.m. and 3 p.m. to & p.m. AS 4 eourtesy, he
remove the signs and allow parkingz with the understanding that
» widening Speedway Immecdiately wesL of Park Avenue by setting
at the expense of the property owners would be filed within




from Councilman Weaver,
it was moved by
! unanimously carried Lhat c
rarking" signs on Speedway west Park Avenue
ning project iz n { ithin a week

moved by Counc!liman Adam

carried that the Traff'ic Engl be instructed
between the nours of 7 9 a.m. &and

)f Broadway Letween “ark al Fremont avenues

that the Mayor and Counc! 1oting on a petition
!m to preceed with 2 . of plans and
Plumer & Stews n (See Minutes,
of Mines own: 3C€e ¢ - .v In the pro-
over a year, 3 $ * has been en-
n of the Bur I “or share of
reau's final ¢ 1 been thati | rder fco' a
s for street and P im v .8 relating to
control, there must be a ¢ if statutory
in this inst her a1 federal

to enter Ir y A contract wi the City

that the M
Inquiring wi
the improve

isiness to come
ad journed =t




MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL MEETING
TUCSON, ARIZONA APRIL 21, 1952

The Mayor and Couneil of the City of Tucson met in special session
in the Council Chamber im the City Hall of the City of Tucson, Arizona at
8:00 p.m. on April 21, 1952, all members having been notified of the time and
place thereof.

The meeting vas called to order by the Mayor; and upon roll call,
those present and absent were as follows:

Present:

#Samuel T. Adams Councilman
Wilbur F. Conelly, Couneilman
Harlov D. Phelps, Councilman
P. G. Priser, Councilman
Dennis B. Weaver, Councilman
Pred Emery, Mayor
Carl M. Hitt, City Clerk

Absent:
William H. Codd, Councilman
The Mayor declared that a quorum was present.
The Mayor stated that this meeting had been called by him and was
being held pursuant to notice, waiver, and consent on file with the City Clerk.

On motion by Councilman Priser, seconded by Councilman Conelly and
unanimously carried, the minutes of the meeting of March 24, 1952, were
approved as presented.

The City Clerk amnounced that this was the time and place designated
for a continuation of the hearing on a proposal to amend the zoning ordinance
as the same relates to the measurement of rear yards in all cases to the
center line of an abutting alley (See Minutes,March 24, 1952).

The Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak on this matter.
Irvin Cohen, 1320 Bast Drachman, protested against the proposed amendment for
the reason that it will permit greater density of land use, decrease the sisze
of rear yards, and decrease the space betveen buildings. No one else appeared
to speak. It was thereupon moved by Councilman Adams, seconded by Councilman
Conelly, and unanimously carried that the hearing be closed.

It vas moved by Councilman Adams, seconded by Councilman Conelly, and
unanimously carried that the report of the Planning and Zoning Commission be
accepted and that the City Attormey (Harry L. Buchanan) be directed to prepare
for presentation an ordinance amending Ordinance No. 1168 in accordance vith
the Commission's recommendations.

The City Clerk announced that this vas the time and place designated
and legally advertised for a hearing on Ordimance No. 1272, relating to street
naming and numbering, which was read for the first time in full on March 24,
1952. The City Clerk reported that in accordance with instructions issued by
the Mayor and Council, a notice of the hearing including the entire proposed
ordinance vas published im the Arizona Daily Star on April 1, 2, and 3, 1952;
and he presented the publisher's affidavit to that effect.

The Mayor inquired vhether anyone wished to speak on this matter.

Arthur Softley (3237 North FPirst Avenue), president of the Neighbor-
hood Associations' Council, stated the organizations he represents are very
much in accord with the proposed changes in street naming and mumbering.

They feel too much time has already been lost and urge passage of the proposed
ordinance as soon as possible. MNr. Softley also pointed out the need for a
plan whereby the City of Tucson and Pima County can coordinate their street
naming and numbering systems and that the proposed plan vould satisfy this
requirement.

Dr. L. C. Albro (20 West Kelso), speaking on behalf of Amphitheater
Men's Club, of which he is president, supported the proposed plan and offered
to show opponents of it several places in Amphitheater district vhere changes
in the present naming and numbering are badly needed. He stated one of the
principal sources of opposition to the proposed plan has been from post office




omployees. He at this time read a letter written by John J. MclLaughlin, a post
office employee, in vhich wvere listed various reasons for supporting the plan
proposed by the Street Naming and Numbering Committee. Dr. Albro filed with the
City Clerk the copy of the January-February, 1952, issue of "Tucson Dispatch,” a
paper published by Local 255, National Federation of Post Office Clerks, from
vhich he read Mr. MclLaughlin's letter.

Bert Woods (2001 North Santa Rosa) expressed the opinion that it is
confusing and dangerous to try to operate under an outmoded system. He stated
adoption of the new plan would add to the comfort and convenience of guests in
the City and would enable public utilities, police departments, fire departments,
ambulance services, the post office, ete., to operate much more efficiently than
is possible under the present system.

Mundey Johnston, president of the Tucson Chamber of Commerce, stated
that organization is in favor of the proposed plan.

William E. Landov (2116 Rast Seventh Street) described existing con-
ditions in the City of Tucson as the vorst he ever sav. He stated drastic
changes had been made in many large cities, and it did not take long for people
to adapt themselves to the changes. Mr., Landov stated he had always been in
favor of the system of assignment of 100 numbers to each block; but here, where
the size of blocks varies so that there may be from ten to fourteen blocks in a
mile, he felt the system of using 1000 numbers for each mile was the logical
system to use. He stated he would like to see street names eliminated entirely
and numbers assigned to all streets,

Gayle Smith (703 East Third Street), district manager of the Mountain
States Telephone and Telegraph Company, stated a uniform system of naming and
numbering streets is badly needed. He stated he has great respect for the members
of the citizens' committee which presented the proposed plam for street naming
and numbering and that he felt the plan would be best in the long run, in spite
of the initial cost and confusion which would follow its adoption.

Mra. Albert Murchison (2215 East Seventh Street) expressed the opinion
that the proposed plan is not worth the confusion and expense it will create if
it 1s adopted and objected to changing numbers of streets for names for the
reason that everyone finds numbered streets the easiest ones to locate.

Miss Nellie Kemp (301 East Fourth Street) agreed that it is easiest to

find one's way in cities with numbered streets and stated she is very much
opposed to changing existing numbers of streets for names, She felt it would
simplify matters to call streets running east and wvest "streets" and those
running north and south "avenues" and suggested that Tucson, where names have
been assigned to streets without any system, might follow the example of cities
in which streets have been given names arranged in alphabetical order.

Councilman Weaver commented that by establishing Speedway and Pirst
Avenue as the base lines, existing numbered streets and avenues need not be
disturbed.

Councilman Priser stated the proposed ordinance simply authoriges the
Planning and Zoning Commission to set up a specific plan for renaming and numbering
streets. Councilman Adams stated that, on the contrary, the proposed ordinance
contains many very definite provisions, includimng that of establishing base lines
at Broadway and Main, providing for issuance of 1000 numbers for each mile, ete.

Mr. Cohen agreed with Councilman Adams that the ordinance is far-reaching
in its provisions and pointed out that if the ordinance is adopted, the Mayor and
Council will not be able to initiate changes, except upon recommendation of the
Planning and Zoning Commission and after consultation with the Board of Supervisors,
the County Planning and Zoning Board, and any affected municipality. He objected
vigorously to the proposed plan for various reasons, including the cost of the
survey vhich will be necessary if the plan is adopted, the cost of changing numbers,
the cost to merchants in changing their books, the regimentation implied in
authorizing the City to place numbers on properties and to dictate the style of
numbers, etc. He protested against the change in assigning 1000 numbers a mile
vhen people are used to a system of assigning 100 numbers to the block; and he
stated assigning fifteen different designations for streets, depending upon their
length or direction, will increase instead of eliminate confusion.

Mr. Cohen proposed that the City adopt a system creating a minimum of
inconvenience and expense and suggested that this be done by assigning 100 numbers
to each block, numbering from existing base lines, and by doing avay with multiple
and duplicate street names,

Mrs. Rosalie Adler (2245 East Sixth Street) stated she is entirely in
accord with Mr. Cohen.

Boch Mrs, Murchison and Mr. Cohen proposed that the matter of street
naming and numbering be referred to the people, Mr. Cohen suggeating that people
be given a choice between the plan proposed by the ordinance under consideration
and a plan providing for assignment of 100 numbers to each block and numbering

from existing base lines,




Charles Haller (1025 Bast Broadway), manager of Tucson Ambulance
Service, stated that in his work it is imperative to reach a given address
vithout delay; under existing conditions, it is impossible to do so. He agreed
that it will be expensive and inconvenient to adopt the new plan, but felt
that 1t should be done because the cost will not be reduced by delay and be-
cause a uniform system of maming and numbering streets in both the City and
Pima County is urgently needed.

J. Homer Boyd (3155 East Fifth Street), chairman of the Board of
Supervisors of Pima County, stated the County must take action to improve
existing conditions. The Board of Supervisors has been patiently waiting for
the City to determine its course of action in order that the County might
integrate its system with the City's; however, the Board cannot delay much
longer. He urged that people comsider the proposal not from a selfish stand-
point, but from that of the good of the community.

W. J. McLean (2526 Blanton Drive), a valuation engineer in the Pima
County Assessor's office, urged that if a change is to be made, it be made
effective on or before July, 1953, at vhich time the Assessor's office will
commence making up new block books and assessment cards.

Mrs. Bertha Sanford Niller (238 North Granada) protested against
making any changes other than eliminating multiple and duplicate street names
and urged that signs indicating street names be installed.

Mrs. Marion Russell (524 North Herbert) stated giving alleys street
names is very confusing and that numbers assigned to houses in her neighborhood
are not in logical order.

Bill Pender (1526 East Waverly) expressed appreciation for Tucson
as a city, and not a "jerk town."

H. Orth (914 East Elm) stated he had lived for years in Chicago and
still needed a map to find his way about. Mr. landow replied that this was
because streets have names instead cof numbers.

H. Covan Drachman (307 East Third Street) stated the City's troubles
arise from four sources: (1) blocks are not of uniform size; (2) some streets
have too many names; (3) some names have been assigned to too many streets;
(4) lack of street signs. He stated he is opposed to changing the names of

numbered streets and pointed out that there is much sentiment attached to

old street names and addresses. In his opinion, multiple and duplicate names
should be eliminated and signs should be installed. As for having to use
maps to find one's way about, this was the case in any growing city. He
stated he is not opposed to change, but is opposed to changes made in such
drastic manner as the proposed ordinance provides for.

In reply to a questien from Councilman Weaver, six individuals in the
audience stated they had read the published copy of the proposed ordinance.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 20, 1952, from
G. Buford Lynch (2926 Alta Vista) protesting against the proposed new system
for naming and numbering streets and suggesting that if street signs are
installed, the present system will be found adequate. He urged that if the
Mayor and Council feels something must be done, the matter be referred to a
vote of the people. There being no objection, the communication was ordered
filed.

The Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak further on this
matter. No one appeared. It was thereupon moved by Councilman Conelly,
seconded by Councilman Weaver, and unanimously carried that the hearing be
closed.

It wvas moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver
that proposed Ordinance No. 1272, entitled

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TUCSON, ARIZONA, ESTABLISHING A [UNIFORM SYSTEM OF
NUMBERING BUILDINGS AND LOTS, NAMING STREETS, ESTABLISH-
ING BASE LINES AND DESIGNATIONS FOR NUMBERING AND NAMING
PURPOSES, PROVIDING FOR NETHODS FOR INSTITUTING SAID
SYSTEM, PROVIDING FOR THE ENFORCEMENT THEREOF, AND
AMENDING ORDINAKCES IN CONFLICT WITH THIS ORDINANCE

be read the second time by number and title only. At Councilman Priser's request,
a roll call vote was taken, the results of which vere as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Adams, Comelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;
Nay: None;

Absent and not voting: Councilman Codd;

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

the motion was declared carried, and it was so ordered.




Councilman Adams stated he hoped the ordinance would not be brought up
for final action for the reason that he felt he had no moral right, as a council-
man vho vas defeated at the polls, to vote for passage of an ordinance vhich he
felt would result in expense and inconvenience to the public. Councilman Priser
concurred. No one objected to Councilman Weaver's suggestion that the matter be
not considered further at this time.

There being no objection, the Mayor ordered filed a communication dated
April 11, 1952, from Tucson Sunshine Climate Club submitting for consideration
the suggestion that if the Main Street-Oracle Road route is established as the
base line for the new street naming and house numbering system, the theroughfare
be named "Sunshine Boulevard."

The City Clerk announced this was the time and place designated for
opening of bids on the "East First Street and Treat Avenue District Paving
Improvement." On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Conelly
and unanimously carried, the following bids were opened, publicly declared, and
spread upon the minutes:

SAN XAVIER ROCK AND SAND COMPANY $38,482.95
(10% bid bond attached)

L. M. WHITE CONTRACTING COMPANY $35,975.33
(108 bid bond attached)

PIONEER CONSTRUCTORS $37,479.66
(10% bid bond attached)

On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried, these bids vere referred to the City Engineer (Glenton G.
Sykes) for tabulation and report.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee as submitted in a com-
munication dated April 18, 1952, it was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded
by Counci{lman Weaver that State Application No. 2370, City No. 363, covering the
original application of Stanley Ong, Plaza Market, 112 West Broadvay, Tucsom,

Arizona, for a Series 7 liquor license be approved (See Minutes, March 2%, 1952).
The Mayor called upon all present for comment for or against the motion. No one
appeared . The motion was unanimously carried, and it was so ordered.

Upon recommendation of the License Commitlee as submitted in a com-
munication dated April 18, 1952, it was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded
by Councilman Weaver that State Application No. 2384, City No. 464, covering the
original application of Gee Nay Ning, Star Mercantile, 220 South Meyer, Tucson,
Arizona, for a Series 10 liquor license be approved. The City Clerk reported
that this application was posted on March 24, 1952, and that no written protests
had been filed. The Mayor called upon all present for comment for or against
the motion. No one appeared. The motion was unanimously carried, and it wvas
so ordered.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee as submitted in a communi-
cation dated April 18, 1952, it was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded by
Councilman Conelly that State Applicatiom No. 2392, City No. 465, covering the
criginal application of Vincent Troiamo, Troiano's Restaurant, 612 South Sixth
Avenue, Tucson, Arizona, for a Series 7 liquor license be approved. The City
Clerk reported that this application was posted on March 24, 1952, and that a
written protest signed by the Tucson Pederation of Musicians and by five indi-
viduals was filed on April 1, 1952. The Mayor called upon all present for comment
for or against the motion. No one appeared. The motion wvas unanimously carried,
and it vas so ordered.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee as submitted in a communi-
cation dated April 18, 1952, it vas moved by Councilman Priser and seconded by
Councilman Weaver that State Application No. 2809, City No. 466, covering the
original application of Ray Tom, Ace Market, 406 South Meyer Street, Tucson,
Arizona, for a Series 10 liquor license be approved. The City Clerk reported
that this application was posted on March 26, 1952, and that a written protest
signed by Alfred Mendoza and approximately sixty-rive others vas filed by Thomas
J. Rlliott, attorney, on April 3, 1952. The Mayor called upon all present for
comment for or against the motion. No one appeared. The motion wvas unanimously
carried, and it wvas so ordered.




Upon recommendation of the License Committee as submitted in a communi-
cation cated April 18, 1952, it was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded by
Councilman Conelly that State Application No. 2813, City No. 467, covering the
original application of Herbert Peig, Feig's Kosher Market, 1123 East Sixth
Street, Tucson, Arizona, for a Series 10 liquor license be disapproved for the
reason that the license will be used at a location which is less than 300 feet
from & church. The City Clerk reported that this application was posted on
March 26, 1952, and that the following communications relating to Mr. Feig's
application had been received:

1. A letter (undated) received on March 28, 1952, from Charles
Brady (1032 Bast Lowell Avenue) addressed to the City Clerk
protesting against approval of the application and stating
reasons for objectiom.

A letter dated April 8, 1952, received April 9, 1952, from
Abraham M. Danzig, Rabbi, urging that a license be granted
and stating reasons for the request.

A petition signed by Mary K. Leib and approximately ninety-
four others received April 9, 1952, requesting that the
license be granted.

A letter (undated) received April 14, 1952, from David
Greenberg (P. 0. Box 62) protesting against granting of
the license and stating reasons for objection.

A report to the Licemse Committee from the City Engineering
Department stating the distance from the center of the door-
way of Feig's Kosher Market to the main entrance of the Church
of Jesus Christ of latter Day Saints at 1103 East Sixth Street
i1s 183.5 feet.

The Mayor called upon all present for comment for or against the
motion. Sidney Weissberger, attorney representing the applicant, stated Mr. Peig
ves avare that the )icense was to be located less than 300 feet from a churchj
however, before making application for the license, he had consulted with
church authorities anc %ad been assured that the church was not opposed to issuance
of the license. A protestant had appeared before the church council and requested

that a protest be filed; this the church refused to do. Mr. Weissberger stated
the application would not have been made had the church expressed any oppositiom.
He urged that the application be approved for the reason that it vill serve the
convenience and necessity of orthodox Jews, who are obliged to mske their pur-
chases in kosher markets.

Councilman Priser stated the Mayor and Council does mot have the
authority to approve granting of licenses in violation of state law.

Councilman Adams stated that the Superintendent of the State Department
of Liquor Licenses and Control has the authority to issue licenses under those
conditions. He stated the Superintendent, John A. Duncan, has given such
consideration to the recommendations of the Mayor and Council that to disapprove
of the license is tantamount to denying it without giving the applicant an
opportunity to present his case to Mr. Duncan; and he urged that the application
be returned to the State Department of Liquor Licenses and Control without
recommendation. He expressed the opinion that the license should be granted
for the reason that it will serve the convenience and necessity of a large
group of people vhose religious beliefs compel them to trade at kosher markets.

Irvin Cohen stated that to the orthodox Jew, it is not a convenience;
it 1s a necessity to trade at a kosher store. He urged that the license be not
denied, but returned vithout recosmendation if the Mayor and Council did not
feel it could recommend approval.

After considerable discussion, Councilman Priser withdrew the motion
for éisapproval of Mr. Feig's application with the consent of the secend.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee, it was mcved by Councilman
Priser, seconded by Councilman Conelly, and unanimously carried that State
Application No. 2413, City No. 467, covering the original application of Herbert
Feig, Peig's Kosher Market, 1123 Bast Sixth Street, Tucson, Arizona, for a Series
10 liquor license be returned to the State Superintendent of Liquor Licenses and
Control without recommendation for or against approval of the application and
that Mr. Duncan be informed of the reason for this actlon.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee as submitted in a communi-
cation dated April 18, 1952, it was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded by
Councilman Weaver that State Application No. 2818, City No. 468, covering the
original application of Mike Shaieb, Menlo Inn, 1000 West Congress Street,
Tucson, Arizona, for an original Series 7 liquor license be disapproved for the
reason that public convenience and necessity will not be served by the instal-
lation of a liquor license at the location named in the application. The City
Clerk reported that this application was posted on March 28, 1952, and that the
rolloving communications relating to Mr. Shaieb's application had been received:




A petition signed by Harry W. Lewis and approximately 147 others
received April 5, 1952, protesting against issuvance of a license at
1000 West Congress Street and stating reasons for objection.

A petition signed by M. A. Gonzales and approximately 170 others re-
ceived April 15, 1952, requesting approval of the application by the
Mayor and Council and by the Superintendent of Liquor Licenses and
Control.

A petition signed by Mrs. Cecilia Pullbright and approximately 51 others
received April 17, 1952, requesting approval of the application.

A petition signed by Guy M. Bateman and approximately 239 others re-
ceived April 17, 1952, protesting against issuance of a beer and wine
license to the Menlo Inn.

A letter dated April 18, 1952, from Mrs. William B. Bdmonston,
president of the Menlo Park Parent-Teacher's Association, protesting
against issuance of the license and stating reasons for the objection.

A letter dated April 18, 1952, signed by J. D. Horton, Fred Rippstein,
Isabell Rippstein, Mr. Oscar O. Munoz, Mrs. O. Munoz, Mr. E. S, Munoz,
and Mrs. E. S. Munoz requesting that their names be removed from the
petition for issuance of a license at 1000 West Congress Street.

A letter dated April 20, 1952, signed by Frank M. Pesquiera and Armida
Pesqueira requesting that their names be removed from the petitiom for
a No. 7 license at 1000 West Congress Street for the reason that the
matter was misrepresented to theam.

A letter dated April 21, 1952, filed at the Council table by the City
Treasurer (C. V. Budlong) reporting to the License Committee that the
License Department recommends that the original application of Mike
Shaieb be denied and transmitting a letter addressed to the License
Department by the Building Inspector (E. D. Herreras) questioning
wvhether such business as Mr. Shaieb proposes to establish is allowable
in "B-1" Business districts and expressing the opinion that the Board
of Adjustment should determine the matter.

A petition filed at the Council table signed by Mrs. Margot McAllister
and eight others protesting against issuance of the license.

The Mayor called upon all present for comment for or against the motiom.
John Kettlewell, attorney representing Mr. Shaieb, spoke in support of granting
the application and gave reasons vhy the convenience and necessity of the publie
would be served by granting of the license. Paul Jones (118 North Westmoreland),
Carl Hickman (130 North Melrose), Harold Hickman (22 South Grande Avenue), Mrs.
Anthony Zelenka (1028 West Alameda), and Mrs. John E. Ross (1004 West Alameda)
protested against granting of the license. Upon vote being taken, the motion was
unanimously carried; and it was so ordered.

The Mayor declared a five-minute recess at this time, 10:15 p.m. After
recess, the meeting vas called to order by the Mayor, the time being 10:35 p.m.;
and upon roll call, those present and absent were as follows:

Present:

Samuel T. Adams, Councilman
Wilbur F. Conelly, Councilman
Harlow D. Phelps, Councilman
F. G. Priser, Councilman
Dennis B, Weaver, Councilman
Fred Emery, Mayor

Carl M. Hitt, City Clerk

Absent:
William H. Codd, Councilman

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 12, 1952, from the
Board of Directors of the Young Women's Christian Association requesting adoption
of a curfev ordinance for the children of Tucson containing sufficient penalties
for adequate enforcement. There being no objection, the Mayor ordered the
communication filed.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 18, 1952, from the
Assistant City Attorney (J. Luther Davis) transmitting for consideration a proposed
form of curfev ordinance vhich was prepared on order of the Mayor and Council
meeting as a committee of the whole on April 17, 1952.




On motion by Councilman Adams, seconded by Councilman Conelly and
unanimously carried,

ORDINANCE NO. 1275

entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
ARIZONA, REGULATING THE PRESENCE OF MINORS UNDER THE AGE OF
FIGHTEEK (18) YRARS IN PUBLIC STREETS AND OTHER PUBLIC PLACES
BETWEEN CERTAIN HOURS; DEPINING DUTIES OF PARENTS OR OTHERS
IN CARE OF MINORS; PROVIDING FOR PENALTIES; REPEALING
ORDINANCE NO. 65, ORDINANCE NO. 956, AND ALL OTHER ORDINANCES
AND PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT EEREWITH

vas presented and read for the first time in full. The Mayor inquired vhether
anyone in the audience vished to comment on the proposed ordinance.

Hank Harrison (422 Soutk Third Avenue), Oskley Nortonm (3%1% East Pima),
Phil Pender (1527 Bast Waverly), K. 0. Lopez (1730 East First Street), larry
Becker (3645 Cactus Boulenrd‘ and Cipriano Trillo (2342 Bast 21st Street), boys
betwveen sixteen and eighteen years of age, protested against the proposed
ordinance. Councilmen Adams and Priser, Paul Ehlers (1644 East 12th Street),
and FPrank Stockton (723 North Campbell Avenue) also spoke against the proposed
ordinance. Among reasons givem for this opposition were the opinions that
such ordinance would be unenforceable, that it is the responsibility of parents
to see that their children are not on the streets at late hours, and that it is
absurd to prohibit boys between sixteen and eighteen from being out after 10:00
p.m. vhen they may be drafted for military service upon attaining the age of

eighteen.

Mrs. E. R. Heap (310 East Adams), Miss Anna Lawrence (2562 East Water),
and Miss Winnie Wheeler F1990 North Park Avenue) spoke in support of the pro-
posed curfew ordinance and described conditions vhich in their opinion make

such ordinance necessary.

Councilman Priser expressed the opinion that providing adequate
neighborhood playgrounds is the ansver to the problem; and in reply to a questiom
from Hank Harrison, the City Director of Recreation (Loveless Gardner) stated
the trouble arises after recreational activities are over. Rene Perez (2231
Parkvay Terrace) commended the Director of Recreation for his recreatiocn program
and protested against vithdrawal of approximately $100,000 from the Recreatiom

Department budget.

After considerable discussion in which Councilmen Weaver and Phelps
and the Assistant City Attormey also took part, it was moved by Councilman
Weaver, seconded by Councilman Phelps, and unanimously carried that the proposed
curfew ordinance (Ordinance No. 1275) be referred to the Council as a committee
of the whole for further study.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated March 19, 1952, froa
the Property Owners' Association of Tucson and Pima County requesting the Mayor
and Council to take action to bring about a public hearing on the matter of
decontrol of rents for the area.

#(Councilman Adams left the meeting at this time, 11:35 p.m.)

Woody Bouldin (2550 East Hedrick Drive), chairman of the Legislative
Committee of the Property Owners' Association of Tucson and Pima County;
H. E. Orth; and Prank Stockton spoke in favor of decontrol of rents in the
Tucson and Pima County area and urged that a public hearing be held on the
matter with the view to obtaining decontrol. The Mayor pointed out that a
housing project for military personnel at Davis-Monthan base is under way and
that when the houses in the project are available, vhich will be in the near
future, federal authorities will be much more inclined to decontrol rents.
At the Mayor's suggestion and there belng no objection, it was agreed that the
request of the Property Owners' Associlation of Tucson and Pima County be filed
pending receipt of further information on the progress of the housing project
for service men.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 21, 1952, from
the Superintendent of Streets (Glenton G. Sykes) listing unpaid assessments in
the amount of $25 or more for the "Plumer and Steward's Addition, North of

Drachman Street, District Sewer Improvement."

on motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Priser and
unanimously carried,




RESOLUTION NO. 2520

entitled RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
PROVIDING FOR THE ISSUANCE OF INPROVEMENT BONDS FOR THE
"PLUMER AND STEWARD'S ADDITION, NWORTH OF DRACHMAN STREET,
DISTRICT SEWER IMPROVEMENT", IN THE CITY OF TUCSON

wvas presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councilman Priser that
Resolution No. 2520, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
quired wvhether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution. No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;

Nay: None;
Absent and not voting: Councilmen Adams and Codd;

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

and Resolution No. 2520 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
signed by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

On motion by Councilman Priser, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2521

entitled RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
APPROVING THE ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM OF THE PROPERTY CONTAINED
WITHIN THE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT FOR THE "TERRA DE CONCINI -
CASAS BONITAS DISTRICT PAVING IMPROVEMENT", INITIATED UNDER
RESOLUTION OF INTENTION NO. 2418

vas presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Priser and seconded by Councilman Conelly
that Resolution No. 2521, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor
inquired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution.

No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results wvere as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;
Nay: None;

Absent and not voting: Councilmen Adams and Codd;
Not voting: Mayor Emery;

and Resolution No. 2521 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
signed by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

The Ciiy Clerk presented a report dated April 21, 1952, from the Super-
intendent of Streets reporting that Assessment and Warrant on the "Terra De
Concini-Casas Bonitas District Paving Improvement” were recorded in his office on
April 15, 1952, There being no objection, this communication was ordered filed.

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2522

entitled FIXING THE TIME WHEN THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON
WILL HEAR AND PASS UPON THE ASSESSNENT AND PROCEEDINGS THERETOFORE
HAD AND TAKEN FOR THE IMPROVEMENT KNOWN AS THE "TERRA DE CONCINI-
CASAS BONITAS DISTRICT PAVING IMPROVEMENT", IN THE CITY OF TUCSON

wvas presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Priser
that Resolution No. 2522, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor
inquired vhether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution.
No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results vere as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;

Nay: None;
Absent and not voting: Councilmen Adams and Codd;

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

and Resolution No. 2522 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
signed by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.




The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 21, 1952, from
the City Engineer transmitting a tabulation of bids submitted for the "18th
to 22nd Street District Paving and Sever Improvement" (See Minutes, April 7,
1952) and recommending acceptance of the San Xavier Rock and Sand Company bid.

On recommendation of the City Engineer, it vas moved by Councilman
Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver that the bid of the San Xavier Rock
and Sand Company on the "18th to 22nd Street District Paving and Sewer Improve-
ment,"” initiated under Resolution No. 2499, in the amount of $236,962.45, be
accepted, said bidder being the low bidder; that all other bids be rejected;
that the San Xavier Rock and Sand Company be awvarded the contract im ascordance
with its said bid; and that the Superintendent of Streets execute the contract
for making said improvement. Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;
Nay: None;

Absent and not voting: Councilmen Adams and Codd;
Not voting: Mayor Emery;

the motion wvas declared carried, and it was so ordered.

On recommendation of the Superintendent of Streets, it was moved
by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Conelly and unanimously carried
that the Mayor and Council approve Labor and Material and Performance of
Contract bonds furnished by L. M., White Contracting Company in connection with
the "Stevens Avenue District Paving Improvement.”"

The City Clerk presented a communication dated A»ril 14, 1952, from
the Assistant City Attorney transmitting a letter addressed to the City Attormey
from the U. S, Bureau of Public Roads relative to the City's request that it
be allowed to negotiate directly with the Bureau of Public Roads instead of
through the State Highway Department for widening Speedway between Forgeus
Avenue and Country Club Road (See Minutes, February 4, 1952). Since this
i1s not possible, it appears 30 per cent of the cost of the improvement must
be provided in cash, as required by the Arizona State Highway Department, to
participate in the widening project; and it was suggested that the City as-
certain vhether such amount of cash is available. There being no objection,
the communications were ordered filed.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 5, 1952, from
Harold Adamson submitiing various suggestions relating to the proposed Church
Street opening and videning improvement (See Minutes, March 2%, 1952). There
being no objection, the Mayor ordered the communication filed for consideration

at a later date.

The City Clerk read a communication dated April 15, 1952, from the
City Engineer stating that a petition requesting widening of the existing
roadwvay on East Speedway from the east line of Tyndall Avenue to the west line
of Park Avenue through the construction of new curbs set back approximately six
(6) feet beyond the old curbs on both the north and the south sides of the
street and the paving and sealing of the intervening space had been examined
and found to contain "9 per cent good signatures. On motion by Councilman
Priser, seconded by Councilman Conelly and unanimously carried, the City
Engineer vas instructed to proceed with preparation of plans and specifications

for the improvement.

On motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Conelly and
unanimously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager (Donald
Wolfer) with pover to act a request dated April 5, 1952, from Isadore Gabriel,
808 East Sixth Street, for grading of the alley in the block between Helen and
Mabel streets east of Third Avenue (Block 14, Peldman's Addition).

The City Clerk presented the following protests against a rumored
proposal to remove school safety signs from Tucson streets during hours school

is in session:
1. Letter dated April 9, 1952, from the Tucson Junicr Chamber of Commerce.
2. Letter dated April 11, 1952, from Pima Lodge No. 3, I. 0. 0. P.
3. Letter dated April 14, 1952, from Naomi Rebekah Lodge No. 4.
There being no objection, the communications wvere ordered filed.




On motion by Councilman Priser, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager with power
to act a communication dated April 7, 1952, from Mr. and Mrs. Alfredo G. Miranda,
347 Bast 24th Street, requesting installation of stop signs at the intersection
of 24th Street and South Third Avenue and stating reasons for the request.

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager with power
to act a petition dated April 17, 1952, signed by Roger C. Santee, 2821 Bast
Drachman, and eleven others for installation of a street light at the inter-
section of Drachman Street and Stewart Avenue.

On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Conelly and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager with power
to act a petition dated March 20, 1952, signed by Mr. and Mrs, H. Shiff, 2214 BEast
Fourth Street, and approximately fifteen others for installation of a street light
at the intersection of Fourth Street and Plumer Avenue, together with two letters
dated March 21, 1952, one from Walter H. McKinney, owner of the home at the south-
east corner of the intersection, on behalf of himself and Mrs. McKinney, the other
from M. A. Wuerschmidt, owner of the home at the northwest corner, requesting
that their names be withdrawn from the petition and protesting against installation

of the light.

On motion by Councilman Priser, seconded by Councilman Weaver and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager with power to
act a communication dated April 16, 1952, from Tucson Chapter, American National
Red Cross, requesting permission to establish a flood relief station, probably a
small tent, in the vicinity of Congress and Scott streets for the purpose of
raising Tucson's quota of contributions for Red Cross relief work in tornado and
flood stricken areas. The Red Cross proposes to keep the station active a month,
if necessary, from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., or later, and to have radio broadcasts
and modulated public address announcements made.

On motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Priser and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council referred to the City Manager with power
Lo act a communication dated April 7, 1952, from National Field Exhibits,
Military Order of the Purple Heart, Inc., requesting permission to display an

exhibit of antique and modern firearms and war equipment from a truck vhich will
take up one parking space for a few days, the dates to be determined later, for
the purpose of raising funds for the organization's projects through voluntary
contributions. Councilman Priser suggested that the local chapter of the
Military Order of the Purple Heart be requested to signify its approval or dis-
approval of the request.

There being no objection, the Mayor ordered filed a communication dated
April 2, 1952, addressed to him by the Office of the Administrator, Region VII,
Housing and Home Finance Agency, reporting two applications for federal assistance
for construction of defense public works under Public lLaw 193, 82d Congress,
submitted by the City of Tucson (See Minutes, March 24, 1952), are being reviewed
in the regional office. These applications ('hich vere described by the City of
fucson as Project No. I, City of Tucson South Side Outfall Sewer, and Project
No. V, City of Tucson Flood Control Project) have been identified as follows:

Project No. ARIZ-2-CP-1
Sewer Main

Project No. ARIZ-2-CF-2
Flood Control 3ystem

and it vas requested that the projects be referred to by the numbers assigned by
the Housing and Home Finance Agency.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 10, 1952, from
Tucson Airport Authority to the Mayor requesting that the City of Tucson proceed
vith a program for rehabilitation of approximately 5,900 feet of the existing
NW/SE runwvay at Tucson Municipal Airport instead of the 1,700-foot extension of
the runway originally requested (See Minutes, March 24, 1952). It was pointed
out that $80,000 of federal money 1s available for allocation to such project
and that approximately $53,000 will be required as the sponsor's share. It was
moved by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Priser, and unanimously carried
that the matter be considered by the Mayor and Council acting as a committee of
the vhole at a meeting to be held at 10:00 a.m. on April 25, 1952, in the Council
Chamber of the City Hall, Tucson, Arizona.
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The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 12, 1952, from
Mrs. Gertrude Burt, librarian, on behalf of the Library Board, stating that
in April, 1951, at the request of the Library Board the Building Imspector
made estimates for a proposed remodeling of the library consisting of a ramp
and an enclosure of the north patio porch for use as a shipping room. It wvas
assumed the project was dropped for lack of funds. The Society for Crippled
Children has now offered to build the ramp as a gift to the library (See
Minutes, March 18, 1952), and the Library Board requested information as to the
City's plans relative to the proposed remodeling. On motion by Councilman
Conelly, seconded by Councilman Priser and unanimously carried, the matter vas
referred to the City Manager with powver to act.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 18, 1952, from
the Assistant City Attorney submitting an opinion to the effect that the Joint
Airport Zoning Board as now created is not formed according to state law and
recommending that the Mayor and Council invite the Board of Supervisors of
Pima County and the Mayor and Council of the Town of South Tueson to hold a
special meeting in the Council Chamber of the City Hall, Tucson, Arizona, for
consideration of the creation of a Joint Airport Zoning Board. On motion by
Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Priser and unanimously carried, the
Mayor was authorized and directed to arrange for a date for such meeting.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated April 11, 1952, from
the Civil Service Commission recommending that since it is necessary for the
City of Tucson to recruit its personnel from the metropolitan area, Ordinance
No. 987 be amended to remove the restriction that permanently appointed City
employees reside within the corporate limits of the City of Tucson. In this
connection, the City Clerk presented a communication dated April 18, 1952,
from Tucson City Bmployees Local No. 64, American Federation of State, County,
and Municipal Fmployees, requesting that if such amendment is made, individuals
living in the City limits and applying for work with the City be given preference
over those living outzide the City limits and stating reasons for this request.
On motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Priser and unanimously
carried, the matter wvas referred to the Mayor and Council as a committee of the

wvhole for study.

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Phelps and
unanimously carried, the Mayor and Council granted the request of St. John's
Methodist Church for permission to hold a rummage sale in St. Augustine (la
Placita) Park on April 30, 1952.

On moticn by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Conelly and un-
animously carried, the Mayor and Council granted the request of the Junior
Chamber of Commerce, as submitted in a communication dated April 15, 1952, for
permission to hold its annual Fourth of July Celebration, with appropriate
entertainment and firevorks, on July % or 5, 1952, at the University Stadium.

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and
unanimously carried,

ORDINANCE NO. 1276

entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
ARTZONA, AMENDING ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 1168 IN CONNECTION
WITH ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN IN "B-1" BUSINESS DISTRICTS

vas presented and read for the first time in full. (See Minutes, March 24, 1952).

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and
unanimously carried, proposed Ordinance No. 1276 was read the second and third
times by number and title omnly.

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Priser
that Ordinance No. 1276, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor
inquired vhether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed ordinance.
Ko one appeared. Upon roll call, the results vere as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Conelly, Phelps, Priser, and Weaver;
Nay: None;

Absent and not voting: Councilmen Adams and Codd;
Not voting: Mayor Emery

and Ordinance No. 1276 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
signed by the Mayor and sttested by the City Clerk.







