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S.PSCIAL lP~TI2I;C- OF TEE COn'~I""SI01JERS OF THE CITY OF SAN AlJTOITIO:

'rUES DAY , l.:AY 22nd, A. D. 1928, 10:00 A. M.

PRESE?:T: Honorable C. E. Chambers, l:ayor, pre:::iting, and CO:l,fnissioners, Bushici<:, Rubiola,

steffler, Wright.

Came on to be he~r~ the proposition of the Texas Transportation Company evidenced by

~rtinance prepared by said company, an[ form of decree in certain litigations between said

company and the City, and the City Attorney's report thereon, all of which was ordej'ed filed

for reference; which, being considered by the Commissioners it is upon motion of Commissioner

Phil Wright, seconded by Commissioner Paul Stei-fler, ordered that the report of the City

Attorney be in all things au~roved except that referred to in Paragraph Five of said City

Attorney's report, which Paragraph Five is as follows:-

5th: The City ordinances re~uire all street rail~ay corporations using bridges over the

City's streams to pay twenty per cent thereof as the condition sina quo ~ for such use. The

San Antonio Public Service Company complies with this re uirement and has always promptly pai

such twenty per cent of cash price imrnediately on certificate of the City Engineer.

The Texas Transportation Company's franchise does not permit it to use any City bridg

but expressly limits its right to cross tl:e river on a bridge or trestle of its own, It has

always used its own trestle until now, but I am informed that the City is planning the new

bridge over the river at Gr~nd Avenue made ~rovision, at an increased cost, for a heavier

structure to ta~:e care o~ t:-" e company's tra"; £'i c.

I am informed that t~e contract price for this bridge is $41,000.00 and therefore, thE

~ompanyTs part if $8,200.00. I have no idea that the City wi:l permit the company to use this

bridge until Buch $8,200.00 is first paid; in ot:::.er 'i"ords the same proced.ure mU3t be applied

to this case as is applied to the Public Service Company.

If, however, sucl: use is permitted before such sum of money is paid, I shall feel it

my duty, (UI;lless affirmatively directed by t~-:.e ;oarcl of Comrnissioners otherwise), to immediatE ly
."

bring suit and taxe ~uch st:ps ~s may be rquired to enforce this.

If, the City exempts this in~tance it s~ould repeal the law altogether and no longer

equire the Public Service Company to pay t;7enty per cent of t~e cost of bridges used by it.

I am informed. t:cc2.t 1,1'e Trasportation Company sa;ys it is too pooli to pay this, and therE-

ore, would. like to have it e::empteC_, in ot:-_er '!fords, it vlould. like to have special privileges

not accordedto otl:ers, but at t:-"e public expense.

And as to this it is orc..cred t~-:at saici J:e~:as Transportation Company be allowed. to construe

its tracks across s'c-.id bridge wi tbout the pa~Jment of said ~8200, 00 referred. to in said City

Att orney' s report. Vot e u~on roll ca: 1 beinr; as follO\'Vs, to-wit: 1I.-ly-.e";, Chamber::>, Bus~~.i ck, Rub ola,

Stef=~ler al1d \'lright; ITIJaylT none.

}':ayor Chambers 8..1:l10UnCec. t:.at he r-.ad 3.)]oint ed -"falter T8..11 s ch, Ci ty Aud.i t or for the term expiri g

l:ay 31,1929, and. reCluested confirmation, t.)on ro::'l ca=l the a~):;>ointment was confirmed by

the following vote to-vii t ; ;Ayes, Ci:ar:iibers, ~ushi ck, 1ubi ola, Steffl er, ~'lright.
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T:1e petition of R. 1'. pruitt requesting a]~)roval of a plat vacating a sub-C:ivision known as

Sunshine Heights and a petition of t~e same owner requesting ap]roval of another plat of the

same subtivision was granted J and the plats orde~ed approved by the follo~ing vote to-wit;

Ayes, Chambers, Bushick, Rubiola, Ste~fler, Wright.

On motion, duly seconded and carried, the meeting adjourned.
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