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December 1,

MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL MukIING
TUCSON, ARIZONA DECEMokR 1, 1952

The Mayor and Couneil of the City of Tucson met in regular session in the
Council Chamber in the City Hall of the City of Tucson, Arizona, at 1130 p.m. on
Decemver 1, 1952, all members having been notified of &he time and place thereof.

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

Presents

richard V. Ageton, Jr., Councilman
Casper H, Carey Councilman
wilbur F. Conel.{y, Councilman
Louis Menager Councilman
Harlow D. Phcips, Councilman
Dennis B. Weaver, Councilman
Fred bmery Hayor

Carl M. Hitt, City Clerk

Absents
None

The Mayor declared that a quorum was present.

on motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Pnelps and unani-
mously carried, the minutes of the meetings of October 6 and 20, 1952, were approved
as presented.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee, it was moved by Councilman
Ageton and seconded by Couneilman Menager that State Application No. 2791, City No.
551, covering the original application of Wong Yuen Soo, Grand Grocery, 1434 South
Sixth Avenue, Tucson, Arizona, for a Series 10 liquor license be approved. The
City Clerk reported that this application was posted on October 30, 1952, that it
nad been approved by the License Department and by the Police Department, and tha
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 was so ordered.

Upon recommendation of the License Committee, it was moved by Councilman
Carey and seconded by Councilman Conelly that State Application No. 562, City No.
542, covering the person-to-person transfer of the Series 6 liquor license of
LeRoy B. Merillat, Bugsy's Tap Room, 125 North Stone Avenue, Tucson, Arizona, to
James K. Griffith, Bugsy's Tap Room, 125 North Stone Avenue, Tucson, Arizona, be
approved. The City Clerk reported that this application was posted on Hovu‘n- 7
1952, that it had been approved by the License Department and by the Folice Dop.r‘-
ment, 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 was so ordered.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated November 24, 1952, from the
Superintendent of Streets (Glenton G. Sykes) listing unpaid assessments in the
amount of $25 or more for the "Stevens avenue District Paving Improvement."

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and unani-
mously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2608

entitled RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THi CITY OF TUCSONs PROVID-

ING FOR THE ISSUANCE OF IMPIOVEMENT BONDS FOR THE “STEVEN AVENUE
DISTRICT PAVING IMPROVEMENT", IN THE CITY OF TUCSON, AND REFEALING
RESOLUTION KO. 2605

was presented and read in full, Y ¢

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver that
Resolution No, 2608, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution. No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followss
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Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
liays Nonej;

Ausent and not voting: Nonej

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

and Resolution No. 2608 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 November 26, 1952, from
the Superintendent of Streets listing unpaid assessments in the amount of $25 or
more for the "slenman Addition Distriet Paving lmprovement."

On motion by Councilman Menager, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2609

entitled RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON, PROVID=-
ING FOR T!E ISSUANCE OF IMPROVEMENT sONDS FOR THE "BLENMAN ADDITION
DISTRICY PAVING IMPROVEMENT®, IN THE CILx OF TUCSON

was presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Menager and seconded by Councilman Ageton that
tesolution No. 2609, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in=
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution, No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaver;
Nay: Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not voting:s Mayor Emery;

and Resolution No. 2609 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 Novemver 26, 1952, from
the Superintendent of Streets listing unpaid assessments in the amount of $25 or
more for the "Speedway Pavement Widening, Tyndall Avenue to Park Avenue" improvement.

On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Menager and unani=-
mously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2610

entitled RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON, PROVID-
ING FOR THE ISSUANCE OF IMPROVEMENT BONDS FOR THE "SPEELWAY PAVE-
MENT WIDENING, TYNDALL AVENUE TO PARK AVENUE", IN THE CITY OF
TUCSON

was presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Phelps and seconded by Councilman Menager that
Hesolution No. 2610, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution. No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followst

hyes Councilmen ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and weaver;
Nays Nonej

Absent and not voting:s Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

and Hesolution No. 2610 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
signed by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

The City Clerk announced that this was the time and place designated and
legally advertised for hearing and ;Plling upon the assessment and proceedings here-
tofore had and taken for the "Bast First Street and Treat Avenue District Paving
Improvement," and he reported that no protests had been filed. Yhe Mayor inguired
whether anyone wished to speak on this matter. No one appeared. On motion by
Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Conelly and unanimously carried, the
hearing was declared closed.

On motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried, '
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RESOLUTION NO, 2611

|

+ntitlud APPLROV ING ASSESSMENY AND PREVIOUS PRUCEEDINGS FOR THE "EAST
i FIRSYT SYREELT AND TREAT AVENUE DISTRICY FAVING AIMPROVEMENTY
|

was presented and read in full,

} It was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councilman Conelly that
Hesolution No. 2611, as presented and read, ve passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
huired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution. No
bne appeared, Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Ayet Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and weaverj
Nays lonej

Absent and not voting: Nonej

Not voting: Mayor Emeryj

and Hesolution No., 2611 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 November 26, 1952, from the
City Engineer (Glenton G. Sykes) reporting that Pioneer Constructors con%nctor
for the Plumer and Steward's North of Drachman Street and North Hutln Avenue
District Paving lmprovement, on November 25, 1952, assigned its contract (No. 151)
for this improvement to The Valley National Bank of Tucsonj that fully executed
copies of the assignment were filed with the City Auditor tuoyd H. Wixson) and
the City Clerk; and that a copy of the assignment was filed with the City Treasurer
(A. Gordon Kimball). On motion by Councilman Ageton, seconded by Councilman Menager
and unanimously carried, the City Engineer's report and the copy of the contract
assignment were ordered filed,

The City Clerk presented a communication dated December 1“ 1952, from the
City Engineer transmitting a tabulation of bids suumitted for the "Broadway =
Campbell Avenue to Country Club Road Distriet Street Lighting Improvement" (See
Minutes, November 17, 19%) and recommending acceptance of the bid, It was moved
by Councilman Carey and seconded by Councilman Weaver that the bid of Weeco Con-
tractors, lnc., on the "Broadway - Campbell Avenue to Country Club Road District
Street L:{ghtmg Improvement," initiated under Resolution of Intention No., 2 5

in the amount of $50,170 be accepted, said bidder being the low bidder; tha nil
other bids be rsjoct.edl that Weeco Contractors, inc., ve awarded the contraet in
accordance with its said bidj and that the Superintendent of Streets execute the
contract for making said improvement. Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Aye:s Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej;

Not voting: Mayor Emeryj

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

The City Clerk guuntod a communication dated November 19, 1952, from
Aaron Latter and Arthur Reuter, owners of the property at the northwest cormer of
Country Club Road and East Bixih Street whish the City is interested in acguiring
for the Fifth Street to S8ixth Street transition improvement (See Minutes,
hovember 17, 1952), stating they would keep their offer open until December 2, 1952,
to sell the area proposed as the new street and the triangle between the new street
and Bast Sixth Street for 818,0001 and that unless they received a reply from the
Mayor and Council by December 2, 1952, and the City Auditor was authorized to pay
them $18,000 upon presentation of a deed and title insurance showing free and clear
merchantable title, the offer would be withdrawn.

In reply to a question from the Mayor, the City Manager (Donald Wolfer)
reported that a meeting was held for the purpose of obtaining the views of property
owners in the vicinity. BEveryone with a particular interest had the opportunity to
speak. Several suggestions were offered; and while no firm agreement was reached
between representatives of the City and property owners, it was the consensus that
certain suggestions should be pressnted to the Mayor and Council as a guide in making
future plans, No objection was made to the proposal to obtain a ninety-foot right-
of-way for the west side of the transition, but property owners felt that the plan
as originally presented should be modified at the eastern end so that the proposed
road east of Country Club should "feather in" with the proposed right-of-way
eliminating a suggestion that the City should at a later date widen the existing
right-,f-way, ~There were no plans for widening Fifth Street east of Country Club
Road beyond the present sixty-foot limit; and, similarly, the Council had no plans
for widening Sixth Street west of the trmaitlon beyond the present seventy=nine-
foot 1imit., Several questions were raised regarding the City's plans for paving
of Fifth Street east of the Country Club Road transition., It was pointed out that
the City has not received any petition for such improvement; but in the event such
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petition should be filed, the City would proceed on the basis of paving only such
amount as could be paved without disturbing the trees on either side, giving a
forty- to forty-two-foot street, The City Manager stated the possible exception to
this recommended policy was on the street adjacent to the transition, where the
matter was left to the discretion of the City Engineer, It was the éity Manager's
recommendation that these points be adhered to in development of the area.

In reply to a question from Councilman Phelps, the City Manager stated it
was brought out at the meeting that the present Mayor and Council has no intention
of initiating plans for rezoning in the area.

It was the City Manager's further recommendation that the City immediately
proceed with acquisition of land necessary for the transition and with improvement
of that portion of streets involved in the proposed Fifth Street to Sixth Street
transition.

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver that
the City of Tucson accept the offer of Arthur Reuter and Aaron Latter, owners of a
parcel of property bounded by Fifth and 8ixth streets, Country Club Road, and
pentley Avenue and situated in a part of the £4 of Sec., 5, T. 14 S., R. lk By to
sell to the City that portion of their property which the City wishes to acquire
as a part of the necessary ninety-foot ri(ht-or-wag for a transition from Fifth
Street to Sixth Street at Country Club Road, together with the triangular parcel of
their property lying south and east of said right-of-way, substantially as shown
on Engineering Department Plan No. 8=393; and that, upon receipt of a deed conveying
unencumbered title and title insurance policy covering said property, the City
Auditor be authorized and directed to pay not to exceed $18,000 to Mr. Reuter and
Mr, Latter for said properties. The Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak
for or against this motion, No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as
followss

Ayes Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
Nays Nonej

Absent and’not votings lonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

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

It was moved by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Ageton, and
unanimously carried that the City Manager be authorized and directed to negotiate
with cyron lvancovich, owner of Lot 184, El kncanto Estates, for purchase of that
portion of sald lot necessary for the progosed improvement and that the City Manager
report the results to the Mayor and Council.

It was wmoved by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Ageton, and
unanimously carried that the City Manager and the City Engineer be authorized to
proceed at once with preparation of plans and specifications tor the proposed
improvement,

Hovert May, attorney representing interested property owners, inquired
whether it had been determined how wide the paving should ve and how the improve-
ment would be financed. The City Manager stated that at the meeting held with
property owners there had been no discussion as to payment of cost of the proposed
improvement., what was referred to was a limitation on cost placed by several
people; and after they had veen informed as to the City's plans, these people with-
drew the limitation; and those individuals who first voiced objections had waived
that particular issue. So far as handling the cost, the City Manager stated it
would be an assessment job, as any other City improvement would be, and that it was
his recommendation that the cost beyond improvement of a strip forty feet in width
be absorbed by the City. Mr. May suggested this recommendation be adopted by motion.
The Mayor stated 1t was unnecessary, as this practice has been established as a
policy of the Hayor and Council.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated December l?
City sngineer transmitting a tabulation of bids submitted for the “Catal

1952, from the
inn Vista
Addition District Sewer Improvement" (See Minutes, November 17, 1952) and recommends-
ing acceptance of the San Xavier Rock and Sand Company bid, It was moved by Council=-
man Menager and seconded by Councilman Weaver that the bid of the San Xavier Rock

and Sand Company on the "Catalina Vista Addition District Sewer Improvement "
initiated under Resolution No. 25dzi in the amount of 095€b1k.15 be acccyto&, said
e

bidder being the low bidder; that all other bids be rejected; that the San Xavier
Hock and Sand Company be awarded the contract in accordance with their said bidj

and that the Superintendent of Streets execute the contract for making saild improve-
ment. Upon roll call, the results were as follows:

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and weaver;
lay: Nonej

hbsent and not voting: Nonej

ot voting: Mayor Emery;

the motion was declared carried, and it was so ordered.
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In reply to a question from Councilman weaver, the City Engineer stated
that the contractor should be at work on the improvement within twenty to thirty
days from this date, December 1, 1952.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated November 15, 1952, from
Sanitary District No. 1 of Pima County, Arizona, relative to District sewer connec-
tions existing in the area annexed by 6rd1mnce No. 1307 and consisting of bBroad-
moor Subdivision and other territory in the vicinity. It was reported that there
are seven (7) permanent sewer connections under contracts between the City of
Tucson and the property owners which were executed prior to assignment of these
lines to the Sanitary District; three (3) connections by virtue of tempor connec-
tion agreements betwsen the property owners and the City of Tucsonj four (4) connec-
tions by virtue of temporary sewer connection agreements between the Sanitary
District and the property owners; and four (4) sewer connections by virtue of
permanent sewer connection agreements between the Sanitary District and the property

owners.,

The District was of the opinion that the matter of assessment of any of the
properties covered by these contracts was a matter to be decided by the City; but
attention was called to the fact that temporary connections granted by the tary
District were granted without cost, and it was the District's opinion that it would
be fair for the City to assess those properties. In the event the City cannot
legally assess them, it was felt that the Sanitary District should enforce its rignht
to collect a $75 service fee from each of the four properties on temporary agree-
ments,

It was stated that hereafter all requests for connections will be referred
to the City, and notice was given that all sewer lines within the annexed area are
now within the jurisdietion of the City and that the Sanitary District has discon-
tinued supervision of these lines. With respect to the obligation of the District
to remove the annexed area from the District, the matter hed been referred to its
attorneys, who were expected to report at an early date, The District's Engineering
Departmen{ has been instructed to report to the Board of Directors concerning any
problems relating to metering the aewngo flow, and it was stated that a copy of
this report would be forwarded to the City upon its completion.

The District stated it has been informed that there is a possibility of
litigation to test the validity of the City's annexation of the ares. In the event

such litlgation is 1nat1tutod£ the District suggested that the City and the District
8

adopt a joint policy of administration of the sewerage system in the annexed area
pending final decision of such litigation.

The District stated it would appreciate any comments or observations the
Mayor and Council might have on these matters.

The City Clerk reported that the Sanitary District's letter stated contracts
referred to were being forwarded to the City, but they had not been cneloud{ and
in checking on the matter, the City Clerk had been informed that the District's
attorney felt the cont.rac&a should be retained by the District pending reaching of
an agreement with the City,

On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Menager and unani-
mously carried, the communication was referred to the Streets and Sewers Committee,

Councilman Weaver urged that the Mayor and Council take action to initiate
a sewer improvement in Broadmoor Addition and the adjacent territory annexed under
Ordinance No. 1307. The City Engineer stated plans and specifications for both
paving and sewer improvements in the distrlcts are almost completej but because of
certain problems arising out of furnishing water in the area, it would expedite
matters to proceed with sewer installations rather than to wait until the problems
are settled and handle paving and sewers togetier. It was thereupon moved by
Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton, and unanimously carried that the
City Manager and the City Engineer be instructed to proceed with {rcpnntiw of
plans and specifications for a sewer improvement in uroadmoor Addition and adjacent
territory annexed under Ordinance No. 1307.

On motion by Councilman weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried,

ORDINANCE NO, 1328
antitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF 1THE CITY OF 1UCSON
ARLZONA, AMENDING SCHELULE II, SECTION 57, ORDINANCE NO, 12&“
HBLATIN& 10 ONE-WAY STREETS AND ALLEYS

was presented and read for the first time in full.
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On motion oy Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried, proposed Ordinance No. 1326 was read the second and third times by
number and tltie only.

It was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councilman Ageton that
Ordinance No. 1328, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor
inquired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed ordinance.
No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followss

ﬁye' gouncllmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
ays onej

Avsent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor PFmery;

and Ordinance No. 1328 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon signed
by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

The City Clerk presented a petition signed by Mrs. Besse M. Mack (402
South Star) and nine others requesting the Mayor and Council to take action to
abate the dust nuisance in their neighborhood, which is in the area east ol Park
Avenue between Thirteenth and Manlove streets. The nuisance was attributed to
trucks which, instead of being driven a few blocks farther on paved streets to
make a turn, are driven onto Miles or Thirteenth Street, thence east to Fremont,
south to Manlove, and west to Park Avenue, all on unpaved streets.

In reply to a question from the Mayor, tae Traffic Engineer (John F. Caarls)
stated the streets mentioned are not ineluded ln the truck routes designated by the
City by ordinance and posted to indicate such use, The proolem was one of enforce=-
ment of existing laws, and he suggested that the Police Department investigate the
matter. The Traffic Department could then install any signs such investigation
might show to be necessary.

After a orief discussion, it was moved by Councilman Ageton, seconded by
Cowncilman Menager, and unanimously carried that the matter be referred to the City
Manager with power to act.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated Decemper 1, lvﬁzintrun the

City Engineer stating that a petition requesting installation of paving Manlove
Addition had been examined and found to contain 46% acceptable signatures, The

City Engineer stated the entire area between Campbell and Park avenues south of
Broadway to the railroad tracks is under study by the Planning and Zoning Commission
with a possible view to at least a partial rearrangement of existing streets and
wholesale zoning changes (See Minutes, November 17, 1952). It was the City
Engineer's recommendation, after discussing the matter with the Planning and Zoning
Commission, that definite action on any paving petition pe withheld until the
Commission has suomitted a report to the Mayor and Council,

The City Manager stated that the zoning ordinance provides that all re-
quests for improvement of existing or prozoaad streets be reviewed by the Planning
and zoning Commission. After discussion it was the consensus that hereafter when
a petition for an improvement is prepared by the Engineering Department for propon-
ents to secure signatures, a copy of such petition shall ve filed with the City
clerk and with the Planning and Zoning Commission as notice that such improvement
is contemplated and that it will be in order for the Commission to file its
recommendations in the matter with the City Clerk for presentation at such time as
the petition is submitted to the Mayor and Council for action.

In accordance with the City Bngineer's recommendation, 1t was moved by
Counciiman Menager, seconded by Councilman Conelly, and unanimously carried that
the proposed petition for paving in Manlove Addition be postponed pending receipt
of a report from the Planning and Zoning Commission with tne understanding that it
is the intention of the Mayor and Council to proceed with the project as soon
as possible.

the City Clerk presented a communication dated Novemoer ld, 1952, from
Jumes N. Corbett, attorney representing World luvestment, .inc., stating the Mayor
and Council on Novemper 17, 1992, denied his client's application for "B-2"
Business zoning of its property at 848 North Fourth Avenue; out it had been suggest=
ed that the property might pe rezoned for "B-l1" Business if application were made
for that purpose. Mr. Corbett requested that the property (Lot 2, Block 25, City
of Tucson) be zoned for "B~1" Business. It was moved by Councilman Carey, seconded
by Councilman Conelly, and unanimously carried that the City Clerk notify Mr.
corbett that the hearing on the previous petition from world lnvestment, lnc., for
rezoning of the property was closed and that under provisions of Section 14
Ordinance No. 13L3, Mr. Corbett should initiate a new petition through the illnnxn;
and Zoning Commission if he wished to have the property rezoned.
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The City Clerk presented a communication dated October 8, 1952, addressed
to the City Manager from the Tucson Chamber of Commerce stating r.ﬂnt on December

16, 1950, the Mayor and Council approved the sub-lease dated December 5, 1950, from
the Tucson Chamber of Commerce to Tucson Auto Racing Corporation covering use of

the Rodeo Grounds for automobile racing. The sub-lease expired on October 24, 1952.
on October 7, 1952, the Tueson Chamber of Commerce's soard of Directors by unanimous
vote authorized a two-year extension of the sub-lease under the same terms and condi-
tions., The City of Tucson was requested to approve this extension of the sub-lease.
On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and unanimously
carried, the matter wes referred to the City Attorney (Harry L. Buchanan) for study
and report.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated Novemper 26, 1952, from
Kirby Smithe & Co. on boﬁdt of Edward 0. Barl, president of San Xavier Rock and
Sand Company, requesting to lease or purchase from the City a parcel of land approxi-
mately ons hundred feet by fifty feet in size and opounded on the west by the Fraeway,
on the north by 22d Street, and on the south and east by San Xavier Rock and Sand
Company property. On motion by Councilman Menager, seconded by Councilman Ageton

and unanimously carried, this request was referred to the puilding and Land Committee
for study and report.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated November 21, 1952, from
Silver and Silver, attorneys representing Mary S. wilour, requesting issuance of a
quit-claim deed to Miss Wilbur covering Lot 4, slock 118, City of Tucson, for title
clearance purposes. The City Clerk stated cmination‘o} the City's records showed
the property was deeded to R. A. Wilbur by Deed No. 576, dated September 1, 1873,
and that a preliminary title report issued by Arizona Land Title and Trust Company
indicated this deed was not recorded in the office of the County Recorder of Pima
County. On motion by Councilman Phelps, seconded by Councilman Menager and unani~
mously carried, the Mayor and the City Clerk were authorized and directed to execute’
a quit-claim deed in favor of Mary S. Wilour, a single woman, covering the following
propertys

Lot 4 in Block 118 of the City of Tucson, Pima County, Arizona,
according to the official survey, field notes, and map as made
and executed by S. W. Foreman and approved and adopted by the
Mayor and Common Council of said City (then Village) of Tucson,
on June 26, 1872, a certified copy of which map is of record
in the office of the County Recorder of Pima County, Arizona,
in Book 3 of Maps and Plats at page 70.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated Novemper 26, 1952, from the
City Treasurer and License and Tax Collector (A. Gordon Kimball) stating but. the
License Collector had been requested by the License Committee to make a recommenda=
tion relative to the request of the Gold Arrow Trading Company protesting the
amount of its occupational license (See Minutes, November 3, 1952). It was the
City Treasurer's recomnendation that Ordinance No. 1048, Item 208 of Section 51, be
amended to read $50 a quarter instead of $50 a month and that this fee be oluhl’.uhod
for all like stamp companies which have established residence in the City of Tucson
and which are more or less permanent. In addition, to protect established enter-
prises and to protect the public against fraud, the City Ureasurer recomunended
passage of an ordinance requiring transient or itinerant stamp companies or indivi-
duals dealing in such stamps to furnish a bond and to pay a license fee of $50 a
month until they are well established in the City. On motion oy Councilman Weaver,
seconded by Councilman Ageton and unanimously carried, the City Attorney was in-
structed to prepare ordinances in accordance with the City Treasurer's recommenda-
tions,

fne City I'reasurer reported that protests similar to the Gold Arrow Irading
Company's had been filed by Frontier Savings Stamps, Inc., and by Goodman Stores
Inc. He inquired whether in the event these ordinances are passed and adopted a
the next meeting, the $50 fee to pe charged for Decemver should be pro-rated. It
was the consensus that the fees to be paid for this month should be paid on the basis
of existing legislation.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated November 22, 1952, from Lea
F. Dee (1440 North Tynd.fl). Mrs. Dee stated the City Attorney had informed her

that she should desist from taking care of the child of a working mother or be suo-
ject to a fine of $10 to $100 a day; and the License Department had informed her

that unless she took care of more than five children and advertised as a school,

she was not required to pay a license, Mrs. Dee stated she had mortgaged her home

to borrow money to remodel it for the purpose of taking care of children of working
parents as a means of taking care of her own children and earning a 1iving for
herself, and she protested against interference with her means of earning a living
and requested an explanation of her liability for the fines she stated were mentioned
by the City Attorney. On motion by Councilman Ageton, seconded by Councilman
Conelly and unanimously carried, the matter was referred to the City Attorney with
instructions to report to the Mayor and Council.
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The City Clerk reported that on November 25, 1952, Merle Moore & Company .
filed a communication dated November 19, 1952, stating it had verified the cash and
securities of the City of Tucson which are under the control of the City Treasurer,
as of the close of business on October 31, 1952, and that this verification also
included cash and securities of the City's water utility. Cash and securities
transferred oy the former City Treasurer, Charles V. Budlong, to the present City
Ireasurer on Octover 31, 1952, were found in order. The City Clerk stated that
copies of this report were given to the Mayor, all Councilmen, the City Manager,
the City Treasurer, the City Auditor: Mr, Budlong, and Joseph D. McAllister, form-
erly Chief Deputy Treasurer. On motion by Councilman Carey, seconded by Councilman
Weaver and unanimously carried, the report was received by the Mayor and Couneil.

The City Clerk presented a petition signed by twenty-seven members of the
Police Department requesting that the investigation of the Police Department now
veing conducted (See Minutes, November 3, 1952) be fully investigated in an open
meeting in front of a citizens' committee, under subpoena and with full immunity
in order that the taxpayers can become bo&ter acquainted with the situation and ln
fairness to all persons concerned. The City Clerk reported that this petition was
filed in his office on November 19, 1952, by M. B. Cronley and that since that time,
four signers of the petition had requested that their names be withdrawn.

In reply to a question from Councilman Conelly, the Asslstant City Attorney
(J. Luther Davis) stated he was of the opinion that the Mayor and Council has not
tine power to delegate to any committee on any supject a matter with suppoena power
and immunity; and for that reason, he did not velieve that the Mayor and Council
could grant the petitioners' request. ‘

It was thereupon moved by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman
Weaver, and unanimously carried that the petition be referred to the Police and
Fire Committee.

The City Clerk presented the following communications relating to the
request of the Housing Authority of the City of Tucson for social security coverage
for its employeess

1. A letter dated November 17, 1952, from Bruce Parkinson,
state unemployment compensation director of the Employment
Security Commission of Arizona, to the Director of
versonnel (iAlbert Hesselberg) reporting that although
nis office had not received an official opinion from the
Attorney General, the attorney for the Employment Security
Commission of Arizona and the Regional Office of the
Social Security Administration (in San Francisco) are of
the opinion that employees of the City Library are engaged
in performing services of a governmental nature and cannot
pe covered under the 0ld Age and Survivors Insurance
program without jeopardizing the rights of other governmental
employees of the City of Tucson under an existing retirement
system to come under the 0ld Age and Survivors Insurance
program at a later date. There is no question, however,
about the employees of the Housing Authority and the Airport
Authority, as they are defined as performing functions of
a proprietary naturej and these employees can be brought
under 0ld Age and Survivors lusurance coverage without
impairing, in any way, the right of other employees to
come under such coverage at a later date., It was pointed
out that if coverage is desired for any or all of these
groups of employees, action should be initiated promptly,
as the agreement must be approved by the Social Security
Administration in washington, D. C., prior to December
31, 1952, if coverage is to pe made retroactive to
January 1, 1951.

A copy of the telegrams exchanged by Mr. Parkinson
and the Federal Security Agency in San Francisco was
attached.

A letter dated November 19, 1952, from the Director of
Personnel transmitting the correspondence from Mr. Parkinson
and reporting that under the Employment Security commission's
interpretation, employees of the Housing Authority are the
only employees who may come under social security without
jeopardizing the rights of other employees and that employees
of the Airport Authority are already under social security.

A letter dated November 28, 1952, from william J. labor,
executive director of the Housing Authority of the City
of Tucson, transmitting a copy of a letter dated November
29, 1952, from Mr. Parkinson to the Director of Personnel
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supplementing the letter written to him on November 17,
1952, Mr. Tabor urged that action be taken at once on
behalf of the thirty-two employees of the Housing Authority
insgrdor that coverage be made retroactive to January 1,
951.

In reply to a question from Councilman Menager, the Assistant City Attorney
stated a particular group of employees, those under the Housing Authority of the
city of Tucson, has decided to have social security penefits, The guestion is
whether, if this group of employees is allowed to have social security, other
employees will be jeopardized in their efforts to secure social sccuriiy at a later
date. The Assistant City Attorney stated he had made a preliminary investigation,
put it was by no means complete; however Harold C. warnock, the Housing Authority's
attorney, had made a thorough 1nvesti¢atlon; and it was his opinion that the granting
of the Housing Authority's application would not in any way prejudice the rights of
other employees of the City of Tucson to such coverage in the tuture, nor would it
in any way commit the City to further action. The Assistant City Attorney read Mr.
Warnock's letter, dated Novemper 29, 1952, and then filed it with the City Clerk.

The Assistant City Attorney further stated that the proposed resolution
authorizing the City Auditor to make formal application to provide for social secur=
ity for employees of the Housing Authority contains a statement to the effect that
such application is made without prejudice to the right of the City to make later or
additional applications covering other eligiole employees.

on motion by Councilman Menager, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried,

RESOLUTION NO. 2612

entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON,
AUTHORLZING THE CITY AUDITOR OF THE CITY OF TUCSON TO MAKE
TO THE EMPLOYMENT SECURITY COMMISSION OF

ACT, AS AMENDED AND IMP

AND’DESIGNATING THE CATX AUDITOR AS THE AUTHORIZED AGENT OF
THE CITY OF TUCSON TO ACT AS REPRESENTATIVE OF THE CITY OF
TUCSON IN ALL MATTERS PERIAINING T0 IHE FOREGOING, AND
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

was presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councllman Menager and seconded by Councilman Conelly that
Resolution No. 2012, as presented and read, be passed and adopted., The Mayor in-
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolution. ko
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followss

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emeryj

and Resolution No. 2612 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 Novemper 21, 1952, from the
City Attorney and the Assistant City Attorney requesting reclassification of the
legal secretary's position in the proposed new compensation plan or an immediate
increase in the legal stenographer's salary to no less than $300 a month under the
existing plan, and stating their reasons for these requests. On motion by Council=
man Phelps, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unanimously carried, the matter was
nheld for consideration by the Mayor and Council as a committee of the whole at such
time as it meets to consider the entire proposed new compensation plan.

It was moved by Councilluan Weaver, seconded by Councilman Carey, and unani=
mously carried that Electrician's Bond No. 498,923 of the Great American Indemnity
Company dated January 17, 1952, in the amount of $1,000, covering Allen F. Carstens,
doing business as Carstens Electric Service, be canceled as ol this date December
1, 1952, provided the City of Tucson does not release any claim for linnllzty now
existing or that may hereafter exist under the terms of this bond for any acts or
omissions of the principal prior to sald date of release.

It was moved by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Counciiman Carey, and unani=-
mously carried that Master Plumper's Bond No. 693 716 of the American Bonding
Company of Baltimore dated May 1/, 1940, in the amount of §i1,000, covering Paul C.
paly, pe canceled as of this date, December 1, 1952, provided the City of ‘ueson
does not release any claim for liapility now existing or that may hereafter exist
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ander the terms of this pond for any acts or omissions of the principal prior to
said date of release.

1t was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councllman Weaver that
Demands Nos. 30,604 to 30,808 inclusive in the amount of $50,479.57, as passed oy
the City Auditor, approved by the City Manager, and reviewed vy the Finance Committee,
pe approved and that the City Auditor be authorized to draw warrants on the City
Treasurer for payment thereof (these disbursements being $926.0L from the Gasoline
lax Fund, $732.59 from the Employees' Pension Fund, $8.10 from the Bond and Interest
Fund, $4,703.16 from the Post war Fund, $2,701.75 from the Water Revenue Bond Con=-
struction Fund, and $4l,343,00 from the General Fund). Upon roll call, the results
were as followss:

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and weaver;
Nays:s Nonej;

Avsent and not voting: Nonej

ot votings Mayor Emery;

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

It was moved by Councilman COncllg and seconded by Councilman Weaver that
Water Utility Demands Nos. 880 to 890 and 895 to 923 inclusive in the amount of
$51,013.45, as passed oy the City Auditor, approved by the water Superintendent
(phil J. Martin, Jr.), and reviewed by the Finance Committee, be approved; and that
the City Auditor ve authorized to draw warrants cn the City Treasurer for payment
thereof (these disbursements being $25,742,/0 from the wWater Utility Operation and
Maintenance lfund, $25,033.75 from the Water Utility Surplus rFund, and $237.00 from
the water Utility Refundaole Deposits Fund). Upon roll call, the results were as
followss

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj;
Nays Nonej

Avsent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

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

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver that
the following transfers from the City Water Revenue Fund with Depositary to the
Wwater Utility Surplus Mund (120-3), $49,372.20; Water Utility Renewal and Replace-
ment Fund (ll4=%), $2,123.28; water utiiity Operation and Maintenance Fund (122-1),
§u4i, 319,005 Water Utility sond and Interest Redemption Fund (113-1), $6,853.50, in
the total amount of $106,663.98, covered by Water Utility Demands Nos. 591 to 59%
inclusive, as passed by ehe city Auditor, approved by the Water Superintendent,
and reviewed by the Finance Committee, be approved and that the City Auditor be
authorized to issue warrants on the clty Treasurer for said transfers. Upon roll
call, the results were as followss

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

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

It was moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman Weaver that
payrolls for the half-month period ending November 15, 1952, in the amount of
$90,692.71, as submitted by the City Auditor, be approved and warrants be drawn on
the City Treasurer in payment thereofj and that the City Auditor be authorized to
request transfer of $59,559.53 from the General Fund, $12,120.23 from the Water
Utility Operation and Maintenance Fund, and 39,012.95 from the Gas Tax Fund to the
payroll Fund to cover said warrants. Upon roll call, the results were as followst

Ayes Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj;
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

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

The City Clerk presented the City Manager's tabulation of bids on gasoline.
The rollowing pids were received in response to Bid Call No. 12-5253s
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Regular
KELLY OIL COMPANY

sprice a gallon, tank wagon $.2019
" truck and trailer .2019

CHRISTOPHER OIL COMPANY

Price a gallon, tank wagon 2147
" truck and trailer  .2047

SHELL OIL COMPANY

price a gallon, tank wagon 23 251
" truck and trailer .23l 251

»411 prices included state tax and excluded federal tax.

on recommendation of the Purchasing Committee and the City Manager, it
was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councllman Conelly that Kelly 04l
Company, Tucson, Arizona, be awarded the bid on the following itemss

1. Approximately 195,000 gallons first-grade non=-premium
regular gasoline at a price of $0,2019 a gallonj

2., Approximately 3,600 gallons premium-grade ethyl gasoline
at a price of $0,2119 a gallon;

that all other bids be rejected; and that the Acting Purchasing Agent (We Ls
Scudder) be authorized to inform bidders of the action taken and to issue orders
in accordance with said action. The Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak
for or against this motion., No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as
followss

Aye: Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
Nay: Nonej;

Absent and nol votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

the motion was declared carried, and it was so ordered.
The City Clerk presented the City Manager's tabulation of pids on chemicals.
The following bids were received in response to s5id Call No. 13~52531
COPPER STATE WESTLRN CHEMICAL
CHEMICAL CO., COMPANY ,
Tuc son Phoenix
Item 1 = Liquid Chlorine, a cwt,* $14.79 $14.25
Item 2 - Ammonia, a cwt. 20,40 20,00
Item 3 - Calcium Hypoehlorite, a ewt. 25.75 25.25
4

Item Liquid Chlorine, a cwt. 7430 7.1%

Bid Security $800 bid pond $1,000 pid pond
*A11 prices included tax, f.o.bs Tucson
on recommendation of the Purchasing Committee and the City Manager, it
was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councilman Conelly that Copper State
Chemical Company, Tueson, Arizona, be awarded the bid on the following items:

1. Ahpproximately 6,000 pounds of 1liquid chlorine in 150-pound
cylinders at a price of $14.79 a cwt.

2. Approxlmatcl{ 1,500 pounds of ammonia in 100-pound and/or

150-pound cy. inders at a price of $20.40 a cwt.

3. Approximately 3,500 pounds of calciun hypochlorite in
100-pound drums at a price of $25.75 a cwt.

4. Approximately 80,000 pounds of liquid chlorine in 2,000~
pound cylinders at a price of $7.30 a cwtj

that all other bids be rejected; and that the Acting Purchasing Agent be authorized
. to inform bidders of the action taken and to issue orders in accordance with sald
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action. 7T:e Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this
motion, '.» one appeared. Upon roll cgll, the results were as follows:

Ayes fudhCllmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, FPhelps, and Weaver;
lays Nonej

Avsent and not votings Nonej

Not voting: Mayor Emery;

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

The City Clerk presented the City Manager's tabulation of bids on one
power mowing machine., The following bid was the only one received in response to
5id Call No., 14=52533

SHAW LAWN MOWING EQUIPMENT COMPANY $1,106.70

On recommendation of the Purchasing Committee and the City Manager, it was
moved by Councilman Weaver and séconded by Councilman Conelly that Shaw Lawn Mowing
Equipment Company be awarded the bid on one (1) Toro Professional Lawn Mower for
$1,106.70, with a cash discount of $21,70 if the invoice 1s paid within ten (10)
days of delivery and that the Acting Purchasing Agent be authorized to inform the
bidder of the action taken and to issue orders in accordance with said action. The
Mayor inquired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this motion. No one
appeared, Upon roll call, the results were as followss

Aye:s Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaver;
Nays None;

Absent and’not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emery;

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

It was moved by Councilman Phelps and seconded by Councilman Ageton that
the City Manager investigate and submit a report on the cost and feasibility of
installing an underpass at the railroad erossing on West Speedway. Speaking in
support of the motion, Councilman Phelps stated one man was killed and another was
perhaps fatally injured last night in an accident at this crossing., He stated an
overpass might be considered, too; but because one of the approaches to the crossing
is below the rallroad grade, he felt that an underpass is indicated and that its
cost should be lower than the average for such improvements. Councilman Conelly
stated that, on occasion, cars held up by trains at this crossing have completely
blocked the Freewayj; and he was of the opinion that something should be done to
remedy the situation., Upon vote being taken, the motion was unanimously carried.

Councilman Ageton suggested that consideration also be given to installa-
tion of underpasses at the Twenty-second Street and Park Avenue rallroad crossings.
Irvin Cohen (1329 East Drachman) suggested that consideration be given to obtaining
financial aid from Pime County for these improvements for the reason that they
will be used to a great extent for ths benefit of people living in the County.

After further discussion, it was moved by Councilman Ageton, seconded by
Councilman Weaver, and unanimously carried that the City Manager, the City Engineer,
the Traffic Engineer, and the Planning and Zoning Commission study and report on
the feasibility of installing underpasses or overpasses at all railroad crossings
in the City.

Councilman Ageton requested consideration of passage of an ordinance to
provide that a thirty-day grace period be allowed for payment of occupational
license fees and that after expiration of such grace period, a penalty of three
per cent to ten per cent of the delinquent license fees be imposed. The City
Auditor stated most licenses are paid on a quarterly basis; and he was of the
opinion that most merchants would be inelined to take advantage of a thirty-day
grace period, which would cover about a third of the quarter, After discussion
it was moved by Councilman Ageton, seconded by Councilman Weaver, and unaninousiy
carried that the City Attorney be instructed to prepare for presentation at the
December 15, 1952, meeting of the Mayor and Council an ordinance providing that a
ten-day grace period be allowed for znyncnt of occupational licenses and that a
penalty of ten per cent of the amoun of the license fee be imposed on payments
delinquent after expiration of this grace period.

Councilman Ageton stated that, as a member of the City-County Board of

Health, he would like to suggest that all City Health Department employees who are
now pald travel expenses on a flat fee basis henceforth be paid on a mileage basis.
It was moved by Councilman Ageton that signed claims showinz mileage be subtmitted
py these employees for travel expenses. The City Manager stated he had questioned
the existing policy when he first came to work for the City. The City-Count
Healti, Department is operated through use of city, county, state, and feder

aoney. A Health Department employee will make a series of calls, and it is
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‘ practically impossible to state just what percentage of the miles traveled is in

the City's behalf. While theoretically it is not a very good way to do business,

it Ls cheaper for the City to pay a flat fee than to provide transportation for
its Health Department employees. Councilman Conelly stated the City pays .tg:rc-nt-
age of the total transportation costs as a method of standing its share of
expense, The City Auditor concurred and stated that annual check-ups indicate that
on the whole the system is fair to both the City aund the County. Councilman Ageton's
motion died for want of a second. The Mayor suggested that the City Manager lnves=-
itigate the matter, No action was taken,

Councilman Menager stated that he had received a great many protests
about trash collection., In some instances, trash had not been picked up in five
or six weeks. It was moved by Councilman Menager and seconded by Councllman
Conelly that action be taken to correct this situation. The City Manager stated
when the City's oudget was approved in its present reduced form, it was agreed
that trash collection should be handled by prisoner crews., It has not been possible
to cover the City with two trucks; and on this date, three trucks were transferred
from regular garbage collection service and put on special trash collection work.
The garbage truck operators have had added to their territory the areas normally
assigned to the trucks now on this special service. The truck drivers assigned to
the special trash collection work have been given maps of the areas in whieh they
are to collect any trash which may pe found, whether it is boxed or not. It is
expected that every area in the City will have been covered in twenty days and that
it will be possible to have the trucks get around at least once every three weeks,
in spite of the fact that the City has a limited numper of trucks available and
that this is the bad season for tree trimmings and leaves, No vote was taken on
the motion.

On recommendation of the City Manager, it was moved oy Councilman Menager
and seconded by Councilman Carey that the City Auditor be authorized and directed
to draw a warrant in favor of the Arizona State Land Department in the amount of
$1320 plus interest in full payment of the balance the City of Tueson owes on its
contract for purchiase of the NEi and the S¥ of Section 16, T. 1% 8., R. 1% E., the
480-acre parcel known as "Randolph Park." The Mayor inquired whether anyone wished
to speak for or against this motion. No one appeared. Upon roll call, the results
were as followss

Ayes Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaver;j
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emeryj

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

; on recommendation of the City Manager, it was moved by Councilman Menager,
\seconded by Councilman Carey, and unanimously carried that plans presented by the
City Manager for a new fire station at North Street and Vine Avenue be approved
‘and that the City Manager be authorized and directed to call for bids for construc=
ition of this fire station.

‘ The City Manager stated the City has recently acquired certain National
Cush Reglster Company equipment for use in the City Auditor's olfice. This type

of equipment is in use in Kansas City, Missouri, which has a model auditing systemj
iits accounts are always up to the minute. The éity Manager recommended that the
City Auditor pe authorized to make a trip to Kansas City to see that city's system
in operation, with a view to setting up a similar system for the City of Tucson

iand seeing how to use the new equipment to best advantage. After discussion, on
motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Weaver and unanimously carried,
the City Manager's recommendation was accepted and it was so ordered.

! The City Engineer stated the appointment of a Director of Public Works
'will take effect on December 12, 1952 (See Minutes, November 3, 1952). In order
Ithat the City Engineer may eontlnue to function as Superintendent of Streets, a
title which was transferred to the Director of Public Works by a recent ame nt
to the City's Charter, the City Engineer suggested passage of a resolution desig-
nating him Deputy Superintendent of Streets, If this or some other action with
like effect 1s not taken, he will pe unable to carry out those duties of the City
Engineer which, under provisions of state law, he must perform in the capacity of
|Super1ntendent of Streets., He stated he had discussed the matter with bond
attorneys; and they were of the opinion that 1f the City Engineer were designated
Deputy Superintendent of Streets, he could carry out duties assigned the Superinten=-
dent of Streets by state law without prejudice to the City's bonds.

The City Manager stated if the City Engineer has no objection to putting
both engineering and public works functions under the Department of Publiec Works
instead of being kept separate, as they are at this time, he would recommend that
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this action %e teken; if these functions are to be kept scparate, he would recommend

that the Cit& Englneer be appointed Deputy Superintendent of Streets for the purpose
of executing legal documents.

The City Manager inquired whether the City Engineer would object to being
placed under the Department of Public Works. The Assistant City Attorney questioned
whether this could be done, inasmuch as the City Engineer's position is set up by
the Charter., He also quea‘ionad whether it would be feasible to prepare a resolu-
tion satisfactorily defining the legal documents the Deputy Superintendent of
Street® would be authorized to sign.

Councilman Phelps inquired whether there was any objection to appointing
the City Engineer Deputy Superintendent of Streets, The City Manager stated it
would invite confusion as to who will construct and maintain streets, the City
Enzineer or the Director of Public Worksj if the &ngineering Department is put
under the Department of Public Works, there will be no question as to the line of
authority. He was of the opinion that it should be made clear that the City
wngineer was. being appointed Deputy Superintendent of Streets for the purpose of
executing legal documents; or, if his authority was not to be limited in this
manner, the entire engineering function should be transferred to the Department
of Public Wofrks.

Aftler considerable discussion, it was moved by Councilman Carey, seconded
by cQuncilmnh Ageton, and unanimously carried that Glenton G. Sykes be appointed
Deputy Superpntenden of Streets.

Thel C1ty Clerk read a communication dated November 29, 1952, from the
Aviation Commission stating it unanimously voted to reaffirm 1£s posltion as stated
to the Civill Aeronautics Board on Oectober 7, 1952, supporting the request of
Frontier Aimlines for renewal of its permit to operate within the state of Arizona
as an intra-state feeder line carrier (C. A. A. Docket No. 4522; see Minutes,

April 7, 1992). The Commission requested that the Mayor and Council approve the
Commission's| position in this respect and that the City Attorney be instructed

to submit a lorief in support of its position, The Commission further requested
that the City name Colonel Matt Baird as its representative at the oral argument
hearing schelduled for December 9, 1952, and that such information be telegraphed

to Francis W. Brown, chief examiner, at once. On motion by Councilman Conelly,
seconded by Councilman Ageton and unanimously carried, Colonel Matt Baird was
authorized attend the hearing as the City of Tucson's representative.

On motion by Councilman Conelly, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried,

ORDINANCE NO. 1329
entitled AHiUuDInAHCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THis CITY OF TUCGON,
ESTASLISHING [HE SALARY OF THE DIRSCTOR OF PUBLIC WOHKS OF
THis CIT{ OF TUCSON, AND DECLARING AN LMERGENCY

was presented and read for the first time in full,

on hocion by Councilman c:onon{5 seconded by Councilman Carey and unani=-

mously carriied, propesed Ordinance No. 29 was read the second and third times

by number arid title only.

It iwas moved by Councilman Conelly and seconded by Councilman weaver that
Ordinance N¢. 1329, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed ordinance. No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followss

Ayes Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj
llays Nonej

Absent and not votings MNonej

Not votings Mayor Emeryj;

and Ordinance No. 1329 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon
sipned by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

The City Clerk presented a communication dated lovemper 28, 1952, from
the Assistant City Attorney transmitting a request from the U. 3. Corps o
engineers for a lease covering 3,490.72 acres in Sections 3, ', 9, &, 9, loéh'nd
15, T. 15 8., R. 15 E., referred to by the government as Tracts 1 and 8 of the
Davis-Monthan Pistol Range. The Assistant City Attorney reported a proposed bid
ca | submitted by the Engineers is in good form provided the Mayor and Council
wishes to accept the conditions stated therein. These conditions call for expira=
tion of the lease on June 30, 1962, subject to termination by the government on
thirty-day notice., The lease woul& contain clauses granting the City underground
waters over and above any amount which may be acquired by the government and
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granting the City the right to select well sites upon the land covered by the lease
subject to approval of said sites by the Commanding Officer of Davis-Monthan Air
Force Base. The Assistant City Attorney considered this lease better than the
previous one (Lease No, UOM-193-eng-h88¥; but he pointed out that there was no
limitation of the amount of water the government might retain, and the City would
have to secure government approval of well sites. The Assistant City Attorney
recommended that the Mayor and Council authorize issuance of the bid call if the
City has no lmmediate plans for entering the area and if the proposed terms are
considered satisfactory, On the other hand, if the City has definite plans for
well sites, he recommended that the sites be specifically described or that the
area be offered for lease on the basis of the kEnglneers' proposal, but on a
year-to=-year lease,

The Assistant City Attorney reported verbally that the U, 8. Corps of
Engineers had previously submitted a request for extension of Lease No, WO4=193-eng-
488, and the City Manager and the City Attorney had been instructed to make gropor
reservation of well sites (See Minutes, October 20, 1952), The most the U, S.
Eng‘neers would agree to was to let the City have the water over and above the
amount the government may want, and the City could select lts well sites subject to
approval of the Commanding Otrlcer at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Councilman
Weaver stated under these conditions, the Clty might have a well but no water.

The Assistant City Attorney added that the Engineers state they can condemn
the properties, and that he was of the opinion that they are probably right in their
contention,

After a brief discussion, it was moved by Councilman Phelps, seconded by
Councilman Conelly, and unlninousiy carried that the matter be referred to the
Water Committee,

On motion by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton and unani-
mously carried,

RESOLUTION NO, 2613

entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TUCSON
ARTZONA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A CONTRACT BETWEEN HU&HES
AIRCRAF% COMPANY AND THE CITY OF TUCSON RELATING TO THE CONNEC-
TION BY THE HUGHES AIRCRAFT COMPANY WITH THE SEWER SYSTEM OF

THE CITY OF TUCBO%i PROVIDING FOR THE METERING OF THE QUANTITY

OF SEWAGE DISCHARGED INTO THE CITY SYSTEM BY THE HUGHES AIR-
CRAFT COMPANY, SPECIFYING THE KIND OF SEWAGE THAT MAY BE S0
DISCHARGED, PﬁOVIDINO FOR CHARGES FOR SEWAGE TREATMENT, AND
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

was presented and read in full.

It was moved by Councilman Weaver and seconded by Councilman Ageton that
Resolution No, 2613, as presented and read, be passed and adopted. The Mayor in-
quired whether anyone wished to speak for or against this proposed resolutiom, No
one appeared. Upon roll call, the results were as followss

Ayet Councilmen Ageton, Carey, Conelly, Menager, Phelps, and Weaverj;
Nays Nonej

Absent and not votings Nonej

Not votings Mayor Emeryj

and Resolution No. 2613 was declared duly passed and adopted and was thereupon signed
by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk.

In reply to a question from the City Manager, the City Clerk stated the
olectrie service agreement with The Tucson Gas, Electric Light & Power Company
authorized by Resolytion No, 2606 (See Minutes, November 17, 1952) is in effect and
that one executed cépy was retained by the City of Tucson and three were delivered
to the Company.

Merle Moore of Merle Moore & Company, certified publie accountants,
requested information as to the City's plans for widening Church Street (See Minutes,
June 23, 1952). He stated he is not opposed to the proposed improvementj but until
the matter is settled, he camnot determine whether to proceed with or abandon plans
for remodeling his orficon, which are located at 54 West Pennington and will be
affected if the proposed improvement is made. i

The Assistant City Attorney stated the project has been initiated, and
there is no definite time limit within which the Mayor and Council must issue the
order to proceed with the improvement, other than if must be within "a reasonable
time." lowever, it has been some time since any action has been takenj and he was
»f the opinion éhat the M.{or and Council should decide in the near future whether
to proceed with or offiecially abandon the improvement.
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Councilman Conelly stated the Mayor and Council has considered a plan for
: the street to the property line, but no decision had veen reached, He
sugrested that the matter be referred to the Mayor and Council as a committee of
the whole to determine what action shall be taken, There being no objection, the
Mayor announced that he would arrange a meeting for discussion of this and o{har
matters pertaining to streets.

The . ssistant City AttoLney suggested the matter of payment of the access
nd eontrol fencing at Tucspn Municipal Airport be placed on the azenda for
eating, In reply to a quettion from the Mayor, the City Engineer stated the

rport Authority will pay the sponsor's share of the improvementj but he
1 with the Assistant City Attorney that disposal of $2,200, the amount left
from $9,400 originally deposited with the City by the Tucson Alrport Authority to
cover the sponsor's share of the project, $7,200 of which had vLeen used for such
purpose, should ve decided upon (See Minutes, April 7, 1952). The Assistant City
Attorney expressed the opinion that the Authorlity would be successful should it
file sult for recovery of this balance,***

Harvey Ott (142 North Country Club Road) stated plans for widening Fifth

Street east of Country Club Road appeared to call for removal of the palms growing
along the street, He urged that these trees be not removed and compared the
appearance of the street with Sixth Street west of Country Club Road, where he
stated only telephone poles are Lo be found, He urged that the Mayor and Couneil
take the appearance of the street into consideration before reaching a decision
and commended the City Manager for agreeing with property owners that the palms
should not be removed, Councilman Weaver stated such trees have never been sacri-
ficed; and If It were imperative that the trees be removed, they could be set back

same relative positions. The Mayor announced that the City Manager 13 making

ments for a meeting of property owners and City officials, and he stated

yor and Councllmen would be glad to consider any suggestions at that time,

There being no further business to come before the Mayor and Council of
the City of Tucson, the meeting was adjourned at 4100 p.m.

City

for correction.
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MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL MEETING
TUCSON, ARIZONA DECEMBER 4, 1952

The Mayor and Council of the City of Tucson met in special session in the
Council Chamber in the City Hall of the City of Tucson, Arizona, at 11:30 a.m, on
December 4, 1952, all members having been notified of the time and place thereof.

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

Presents

Richard V, Ageton, Jr., Councilman
Casper H, Carey, Councilman
Louis Menager Councilman
Harlow D. Phoipl, Councilman
Dennis B, Weaver, Councilman
Fred Emery Mayor

carl M. Hift, City Clerk

Absents
Wilbur F. Conelly, 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,

The City Clerk read a communication dated December 2, 1952, from the Arizona
Highway Department reporting that the State Engineer, R. C. Perkins, 1s willing to
recommend to the State Highway Commission that, on the basis of the plans and specifi-
cations approved by the U, 8., Bureau of Public Roads, a contract for the construction
of Arizona Project U 151 (1), Bast Speedway (between Forgeus and Country Club Road)
be awarded to L. M. White Contracting Company of Tucson, Arizona, on its low bid of
€%,968,75. The City's concurrence in the award was requested.

It was moved by Councilman Weaver, seconded by Councilman Ageton, and unani-
mously carried that the City eoncur in awarding the contract for construc ion of
Arizona Project U 151 (1), Bast Speedway (between Forgeus and Country Club Road) to
L. M. Wnite Contracting Company of Tucson, Arizona, on its low bid of 855,968.751
and that the City Clerk be instructed to notify the State Highway Engineer of this
action at once in order that the State Highway Commission may be enabled to proceed
to award said contract at its meeting to be held on December 5, 1952.

There being no further business to come before the Mayor and Couneil of
v of Tucson, the meeting was adjourned at 11435 a.m,

ATTEST 2
— D
.

City Clerk
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