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REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO HELD IN 
THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL, 
ON THURSDAY, MAY 5th, 1960, AT 8:30 A.M. 

The meeting was called to order by the presiding officer Mayor J. Edwin 

Kuykendall with the following members of Council present: 

Kuykendall 

Dietert 

Passur 

McMahon 

Johnson 

Simpson 

Olivares 

Pinson and 

San Martin. 

The invocation was given by the Rev. C. William Black, Pastor of the Mt. 

Zion Baptist Church. 

On motion of Dr. San Martin, the reading of the minutes of the previous 

meeting were dispensed with. 

The Mayor announced that zoning hearings were set for this time. 

The first item taken up was Case No. 1268 to rezone Lot 15, NCB 10853 located 

on the east side of Goliad Road between Blackwood Blvd. and Palfrey Drive from "D" 

Apartment District and "F" Local Retail District to "J" Commercial District and from 

"D" Apartment District to "Ft! Local Retail District that portion of Lot 16, NCB 

10853 not previously zoned II~I Local Retail District. The Planning Director explained 
that this case had been before the Council several times and had been referred back 
to the Planning Commission for further study and that on April 27, 1960 the Planning 
Commission had reaffirmed its previous action to recommend the change. No one appeared 
in opposition. On motion of Mr. Passur, seconded by Dr. McMahon, the recommendation 
of the Planning Commission to grant the change was approved by passage of the following 
ordinance, by the following vote: AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert, Passur, McMahon, Johnson 
Olivares, Simpson, Pinson and San Martin; NAYS:- None. 

AN ORDINANCE 28, 459 

AMENDING SECTION 2 OF AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED "AN ORDINANCE 
ESTABLISHING ZONING REGULATIONS AND DISTRICTS IN ACCOR
DANCE WITH A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ETC.," PASSED AND APPRO
VED ON NOVEMBER 3, 1938, BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 
15, NCB 10853 FROM "D" APARTMENT DISTRICT AND "F" LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT TO "J" COMMERCIAL DISTRICT AND THAT POR
TION OF LOT 16, NCB 10853 NOT PREVIOUSLY ZONED "F" LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT FROM liD" APARTMENT DISTRICT TO "F" LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT. 

* * * * * * * * * 
Full text in Ordinance Book J~J. Page 281 
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Next heard was Case No. 1263 to rezone Lot 24" Blk. 23" NCB 10658 located at the 

northwest intersection of Jarbet Drive and W. W. White Road from "A" Residence District 

to "F" Local Retail District. The Planning Director briefed the Council on the change 

and stated the Commission recommended the change. No one spoke in opposition to the 

change. On motion of Mr. Dietert" seconded by Mr. Passur" the recommendation of the 

Planning Commission was approved by passage of the following ordinance by the following 

vote: AYES: Kuykendall" Dietert" Passur" McMahon" ~hnson" Simpson" Olivares" Pinson 

and San Martin; NAYS: None. 

AN ORDINANCE 28" 460 

AMENDING SECTION 2 OF AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED "AN ORDI
NANCE ESTABLISHING ZONING REGULATIONS AND DISTRICTS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ETC.,," PASSED AND 
APPROVED ON NOVEMBER 3" 1938" BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFI
CATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HERE
IN AS LOT 24" BLK. 23, NCB 10658 FROM II All RESIDENCE DIS
TRICT TO "F" LOCAL RETAIL DISTRICT. 

* * * * * * * 

Full text in Ordinance Book J.J. Page 282 

Case No. 1281 to rezone Lot 7" NCB 11693" located on the east side of Blanco Road" 

approximately 900 I north of Weizman Drive from" All Residence District to "Ftt Local Re-

tail District. The Planning Director explained that the change had been approved by 

the Planning Commission. No one spoke in opposition. Onm6ti6n of Dr. San Martin" 

seconded by Mr. Simpson, the recommendation of the Planning Commission was approved by 

passage of the following ordinance by the following vote: AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert" 

Passur" McMahon" Johnson" Simpson" Olivares" Pinson and San Martin; NAYS: None. 

AN ORDINANCE 28, 461 

AMENDING SECTION 2 OF AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED "AN ORDI
NANCE ESTABLISHING ZONING REGULATIONS AND DISTRICTS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ETC.," PASSED AND 
APPROVED ON NOVEMBER 3" 1938, BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFI
CATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HERE
IN AS LOT 7" NCB 11693, FROM "A" RESIDENCE DISTRICT TO 
"Fit LOCAL RETAIL DISTRICT. 

*****0)(-* 

Full text in. Ordinance Book J.J. Page 282 

Next heard was case No. 1286 to rezone Lot 31" NCB 1261" located at the southwest 

corner of the intersection of Pierce and Quitman Streets from liD" Apartment District to 

"pI! Local Retail District. The Planning Commission Director briefed the Council on the 
. 

change. No one spoke in 9PPosition to the change. On motion of Mr. Olivares" seconded 

by Dr. McMahon, the recommendation of the Planning Commissbn to grant the change was 

approved by passage of the following ordinance by the following vote: AYES: Kt;tykendall" 
. 

Dietert, Passur, McMahon, Johnson, Simpson" Olivares, Pinson and San Martin; NAYS:. None. 
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AN ORDINANCE 28, 462 

AMENDING SECTION ,2 OF AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED "AN ORDI
NANCE ESTABLISHING ZONING REGULATIONS AND DISTRICTS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ETC.," PASSED AND 
APPROVED ON NOVEMBER 3, 1938, BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFI
CATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HERE
IN AS LOT 31, NCB 1261 FROM "D" APARTMENT DISTRICT TO 
"F" LOCAL RETAIL DISTRICT. 

* * * * * * * 

Full text in Ordinance Book J.J. Page 283 

}>d- 10 
Case No. 1295 to rezone Lots la dn 10, Blk. 12, NCB 12547, located on the east -

side of N. New Braunfels Avenue, bounded on the north by Treasure Way and on the South 

by Laburnum Drive and Lot 10, Blk. 10, ~B 11866, located on the southeast corner of 
o 

Laburnum Drive and N. New Braunfels from "A" Residence District to "B" Residence 

District. The Planning Director stated the Planning Commission had approved the 

change. No one spoke in opposition to the change. On motion of Dr. Johnson, seconded 

by Dr. San Martin, the recommendation of the Planning Commission was approved by 

passage of the following ordinance by the following vote: AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert, 

Passur, McMahon, Johnson, Simpson, Olivares, Pinson and San MartinjNAYS: 

AN ORDINANCE 28, 463 

AMENDING SECTION 2 OF AN '-ORDINANCE ENTITLED 11 AN ORDI
NANCE ESTABLISHING ZONING REGULATIONS AND DISTRICTS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ETC.," PASSED·AND 
APPROVED ON ,NOVEMBER 3, 1938, BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFI
CATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HERE
IN AS LOT 1 AND 10, BLK.12, NCB 12547 AND LOT 10, BLK. 
10, NCB 11866 FROM "A" RESIDENCE DISTRICT TO lIB" RESI
DENCE DISTRICT. 

* * * * * * * 
Full feK.t in Ordinance Book J.J. Page 283 

None. 

Last zoning case ,heard was Case No. 1285 to rezone Lots l,.and 2, Blk. 1, NCB 

10853, located on the northeast corner of Goliad Road and Palfrey Drive, having 115 

feet on Goliad Road and 131 feet on Palfrey Drive from "All Residence District to llE" 

Office District. 

The Planning Director stated that the Planning Commission recommendedJon March 

30th the denial of the request for various reasons and with the further recommendation 

that Highland Hills take some action to eliminate parking on the corner lot and since 

this subdivision has been competed fro some time, the Commission believes that the 

sales office which is located on the corner of Palfrey Drive should be removed and its 

operations ceased. 

Mr. John Peace attorney for Highland HillS, Inc., the applicant in the case 

addressed the Council. He said that the sales office has been used off and on since 

1953. It was a model home and used as a sales office. He explained that this matter 
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came abount when they decided to pave the parking lot, relocate the sign and remodel 

the house. They applied for a building permit and were just about through with the 

work after spending about $3500 when an inspector came by on complaint of someone. He 

said there was a misunderstanding someplace and the City would not issue a certificate 

of occupancy. After conferring with the City Attorney it was decided to apply the use 

of this property for an office. He said that investigation showed that there was no 

ordinance allowing these sales offices. He showed photographs of the property and the 

commercial property adjacent to it. He said they wanted to leave this property zoned 

a "A" Resident District so that when they completed development west of the Salado Creek 

they would move the sales office and sell or rent the property as a home. He stated 

that only by granting the "Ell Office zone could they legally use the premises for a 

sales office. 

Mr. Roland Mitchell of III East Palfrey Drive objected to the change in zoning. He 

said the building had not been occupied as a sales office during the last few years and 

had been mostly vacant. He also objected to the traffic caused by the workers reporting 

to the superintendant's office across the street, which is being used for business and 

is also zone "All Residential. 

Mr. M. M. Hughes representing Highland Hills, Inc. stated that if the rezoning were 

granted he would remove the superintendant's office elsewhere and sell the property as 

a home. 

After discussion between members of the CounCil, City Manager, City Attorney and 
. £~)i __ ~-,~c~tz 

the proponents, the administrative staff was instructed tou~±;yr--w-i--th a policy in 

reggrds to these real estate offices over the City. Dr. San Martin then moved that the 

recommendation of the Planning Commission be overruled and the rezoni~granted. Dr. 

McMahon seconded the motion. The City Attorney stated that it would take seven affirma

tive votes to rezone this property. On roll call the motion failed by the following 

vote: AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert, Passur, McMahon and San Martin; NAYS: Johnson, 

Simpson, Pinson and Olivares; ABSENT: None. 

The following resolution was passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: 

Kuykendall, Dietert, Passur, McMahon, Johnson, Simpson, Olivares, Pinson and San ~artin; 

NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

A RESOLUTION 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO ADVERTISE 
FOR BIDS FOR POLICE HEADQUARTERS FACILI
TIES AND COPPORATION COURTS BUILDING. 

* * * * The Manager was aked if the final plans had been approved and whether the booking 

desk matter at the County Jail had been agreed on. He stated that the final plans would 

be presented to the Council at another meeting and if there were any changes they could 

/ 
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be incorporated into the plans by the architect without delaying the bid opening. He 

said that he felt that agreement would be reached with the County with regards to the 

booking desk. 

The City Clerk then read the following resolution: 

A RESOLUTION 

REJECTING THE PROPOSAL OF THE CITY PUBLIC 
SERVICE BOARD EMBODIED IN LETTER DATED MAY 
2, 1960. 

* * * * * * 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO:-

1. The proposal of the City Public Service Board, embodied in a letter dated 
May 2, 1960, addressed to the Mayor and City Council, relating to amendment of the 
Indenture securing City of San Antonio Electric and Gas Revenue Bonds in hereby re
jected for the following reasons: 

a. Said proposal is, in fact, a rejection of the City's plan outlined in 
the Resolution adopted by the City Council on April 21, 1960, since it is not designed 
to make possible the cash payments to the City which are described in said Resolution. 

B. Assuming the correctness of the Board's estimates and projections, said 
proposal makes the realization by the City of the amounts projected by the Board com
pletely dependent on future decisions to be made unilaterally by the Board. For exam
ple, the proposal leaves absolute control of the installation of street lights in the 
hands of the Board, with,no obligation on the part of the Board to make any extensions 
of the street lighting system whatever. 

c. The proposed amendment is designed to give to a self-perpetuating Board 
of Trustees the power to coerce, over a period of several decades, future City Councils 
to approve bond issues proposed by the Board, whether needed or not, by making the ob
ligation to make the proposed cash payments contingent on the City Council's approval 
of bond issues proposed by the Board. 

2. PASSED AND APPROVED this 5th day of May, 1960. 

ATTEST: lsi J. Frank Gallagher 

CITY CLERK 

lsi J. EDWIN KUYKENDALL 

MAY 0 R 

Mr. Olivares moved adoption of the resolution. The motion was seconded by Dr. 

San Martin. Dr. McMahon stated that he would vote no because he felt that further 

negotiations should be had before any action is taken. Dr. San Martin stated that 

the resolution was written after carefully considering the answers of the City Pub-

lic Service Board and did not think that it implied that further negotiations were 

impossible. On roll call the resolution was adopted by the following vote: AYES: 

Kuykendall, Dietert, Passur, Johnson, Simpson, Olivares, Pinson and San Martin; NAYS: 

McMahon; ABSENT : None. 

Dr. San Ma.'rtin then stated that for information of the citizens of San Antonio 

the Council will undertake a series of meetings beginning next week to resolve this 

matter and for the Council to arrive at a final deciSion; and during these conferences 
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anything the City Public Service Board or City Council can come up with will be given 

careful consideration, but the Council has reached the point where final decision will 

have to be made even if it has to go it alone without the support of the City, Public 

Service Board. 

Reverend C. William Black, Pastor of the Mt. Zion First Baptist Church and Presi-

dent of the Baptist Ministers Union addressed the Council and complained of the way 

Police handled an incident that occurred during a demonstration against segration policy 

of Joske's while the police were employed on an off-duty status. He asked that an 

investigation of the matter be made. Also complaining was Mr. Archie Johnson. Police 

Chief George Bichsel stated tha the police are under orders to enforce all violations 

impartially whether on duty or off-duty. After fully discussing the matter, Dr. 

Johnson moved that an investigation be made and a report be given to the people who 

asked for it. Seconded by Dr. San Martin, the motion carried by the following 'vote: 

AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert, McMahon, Johnson, Simpson, Olivares, Pinson and San Martin; 

NAYS: None; ,ABSENT: Passur. 

Mr. David Halpenny again asked for a complete examination of the records of the 

City Public Service Board and read the following letter: 

To the Mayor & City Council 
City of San Antonio, Texas 5 - May - 1960 

As a citizen of San Antonio, Texas, part owner of the San Antonio City Public 
Service Company and and a rate payer to the San Antonio City Public Service Board both 
in the City of San Antonio and in Bexar County, Texas. 

I hereby request a fully itemized and public investigation, of the San Antonio City 
Public Service Company, its manager the San Antonio City Public Service Board; of all 
expenditures of the City Public Service Company and City rublic Service Board and inven
tory of all property bought or sold since the present indenture was granted. 

I make this request as I have reason to believe that expenditures have been made for 
improvements and these have not been made available to interested owners of this system. 

I make this request as a citizen and ownerof the City Public Service Company of 
San Antonio, Texas, as I feel that under the present indenture, the San Antonio City 
Public Service Board is supposed to make annual complete financial business reports and 
that this report was supposed to be made at the end of the fiscal year and made public 
February 1st, 1960. -

In furtherance of this I would inquire whether this request has been made to the 
San Antonio City Public Service Board for this information and would inquire whether 
or not the City Council had available to them a complete audit of the financial affairs 
of the City Public Seryice Board before deciding to accept or reject the City Public 
Service Board proposal and whether they had a study made by experts in the field. 

/s/ David Halpenny 
345 North Drive 
San Antonio, Texas 

He was told that the matter would be taken up at the series of meetings that will 

be held next week. 
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Mr. W. E. Wallis, representing the Texas Society of Professional Engineers 

read the following letter: 

Mr. Lynn Andrews, City Manger 
City of San Antonio 
City Hall 
San Antonio 5, Texas 

I 

Subject: Plumbing Code 

Dear Mr. Andrews: 

2 May 1960 

We are transmitting herewith the recommended changes; modifications, and/or revisions 
to the Proposed New Plumbing Code for the City of San Antonio, 

All recommended changes are based on thorough study and investigation by the under
signed committee into research reports and studies issued by recognized 'National 
Aut4orities, into records of successful practice in other municipalities, and into 
the recommendations of the official research bodies of plumbing mater±als manufac
turers. We have been extre,mely careful in eliminating all arbitrary provisions or 
decisions which could render our Code legally unenforceable. 

During our review, we have met with the code committees from the National Association 
of Home Builders, the Mechanical Contractors association, the Associated Plumbing 
Contractors, and the Associated General Contractors. Please refer to Exhibit No.4 
for their endorsements and comments. We wish to point out that the endorsements con
tabed in Exhibit No.4 represent more than a substantial majority of all personnel 
which would be governed by our new 'Code; and, of more important consequence, the 
Review Committee Recommendat:bns will effect a recognition of Basic Principle No.1 as 
contained in Exhibit No.2. 

We recognize that this Code as revised by our Committee probably still contains pro
visions which will be contested by various mbortiy groups; however, the Plumbing 
Appeals and Advisory Board created by this Code is designed to handle such differences 
of~inion in a very satisfactory manner. We definitely feel that further study and/or 
review of this Code will serve absolutely no constructive purpose and would jeopardize 
the chances of our City obtaining a sorely needed new Plumbing Code. 

We respectfully request that our Committee be empowered by the City Council to proof
read all drafts of this Code prior to publication in order to eliminate misunderstandin~s 
and misinterpretation of our final Code due to errors and omissions in the transcrip
tion of same. 

Very truly yours, 

/sl William E. Wallis, PE., Chairman 
Engineer-Architect Plumbing Code Review Committee 
Allan F. May, A.I.A., Architect 
Martin Royer, P.E. 
Paul G. Silber, Jr., PEe 

Attachments: 
Exhibit No. 1. 
Exhibit No. 2. 
Exhibit No. 3. 

Exhibit No. 4. 

He suggested that an 

Pro:posed New Plumbing Code. 
Recommended Changes and Modifications to Exhibit No.1. 
Texas Society of Professional Engineers, Bexar Chapter 
and American Institute of Architects, Bexar Chapter 
Endorsements. 
Construction Industry Groups Endorsements. 

arbitration committee be appointed to work out the few 

matters that are in dispute and come up with a rought draft of the plumbing code. Af-

ter discussion of the matter, Dr. Johnson thanked Mr. Wallis and his organization for 
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the time and effort put into the proposed code. He then moved that the matter be 

referred to the administrative staff for study and then the staff can report back to 

the Council for final action. Seconded by Dr. San Martin the motion carried by the 

following vote: AYES: Kuykendall, Dietert, McMahon, Johnson, Simpson, Olivares, 

Pinson and San Martin; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Passur. 

There being no further business the meeting adjourned. 

A P PRO V E D: 




