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IA regular meeting of the. City Council o( the City, of Charlotte,North Caro­
:lina, was held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, on MondaY, December 20, 
.1965, at 2 o'clock p.m., with Mayor stan R.Brookshire presiding, and 
ICouncilmen Cl.aude L. Albea, Fred D. Alexander, SandyR. Jordan, Milton 
'Short, John H. Thrower, Jerry Tuttle and James B. vlhittington present. 

IABSENT: None. 

'The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Commission met with the City Council 
during the public hearings on petitions.for.changes in the Zoning Ordinance 
'and Map, and heard the presentations on each petition, with the following 
'members present: Mr. Sibley. Chairman, Mr. Gamble, Mr. Jones, Mr. Lakey, 
'Mr. Stone and Mr. Tate. . 

IABSENT: Mr~ Ashcraft,. Mr. Olive, .Mr. Toy and Mr. Turner. 

******** 

INVOCATION. . -(-

'The invocation was given by' Counoilman Milton Short. 

IMINUTES APPROVED •. 

'Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Council~n vlhittington and 
!unanimously carried, the Minutes of the last Council YJeeting. on Dec.ember 13t~, 
lwere approved as submitted to the City Council. 

'HEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-117 BY I1EI.NIN T. GRAHAM ET. AL·. FORCHA)'lGE IN 
ZONING FROM 0-15 TO B-1 AND 0-6' OF PROPERTY ON THE EAST SIDE of PARK ROAD 
EXTENDING FROM' NEAR MONTFORD DRIVE TO NEAR SENECA pLACE AND FROM PARK ROAD 

'TO SUGAR CREEK. 

tMayor Brookshire advised that Council has received a letter requesting 
!that Petition No. 65-117 by Melvin T. Braham eta al., for change in zoning 
I from 0-15 to B-1 and 0-6 of property on the east. side of 'Park Road extend­
'ing from ne!ir Montford Drive to near Seneca Place, and from Park Road to 
ISugar Creek be postponed until January 17th, the date of the 'next. zoning 
Ihearings. 

,Councilman Albea moved that the request be granted which was seconded by 
I Councilman Tuttle. 

Mr. Myles Haynes, attorney, stated he represents a group of citizens 'who 
live,.in that area. He would like to pJ:'esent tCl Council a petition of 
protest of res ide nis of that area whichcontains.approximately 350 names. 

,The vote Was taken 9n the motion and carrie.d unanimously. 

PETITION NO. 65~11lBY MRS. JOBN H. LITTLE AND MISS'SARA LITTLE FOR CHANGE 
I IN ZONING FROM' R-911F TOB-I OF 'A LOT AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF ALBEMARLE 
! ROAD AND DRIFTWOOD DRIVE POSTPONED UNTIL JANUARY 17, 1966 ,DUE 'r0 ERROR IN 
PUBLIC NOTICE vlITHJ<F;GARD TO THE AREA OF THE PETITION. . 

. ,IMr" Fred Eryallt, Assistant Planning Director ,advisedthat with regard to 
,.J:~i't~.,!~~.""~,,, .,.6, ,5 .. =".1, II by Mrs. ,John ~. Little and Miss Sara L:i.t~le, they. 
"'~Q~~",mO~ll~ the pubhc nohce had been erroneously wntten and 

'they~ad omittea~~ti\e area included in the Petition, so action 
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!>hould be postponed until January 17th and a, revised public notice be pub-
ilished. -

p"pon motion 'of 'Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Whittington and 
p.nanimously'carried, the hearing on the petition'was postponed until Jan­
~ary 17th. 

I 

flEARING ON PEl'ITION NO. 65-86 BY 11. LEE HEATH FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM 
~-15 TO R-15MF OF A 48.63 ACRE TRACT OF LAND EAST OF SHARON ROAD AND NORTH­
l'AST OF NEW QUAIL HOLLOW ROAD. 
I _ _ . 

rrhe public hearing was held on the subject petition. , . 
~r. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, advised the property contains 
!approximately 4,8 acres and is lobated to the east of ' Sharon Road, and northea t 
lof NEW Quail Hollow Road, and runs from Sharon Road to Carmel Road. The area, 
,surrounding the property is almost entirely vacant, although the area to ' 
~he north is part of the Beverly Woods Subdivision area which has been laid 
put in lots, but no construction started as yet. Other than that, the pro­
perty is completely surrounded by vacant property. The zoning at present 
lis all R-15, with the exception of the intersection of Sharon Road and 
puail Hollow which was recently changed to R-15MF. 
I - - , - . 

pouncilman Tuttle asked Mr. Bryant if he is familiar with the deep ravine 
[Which is located to the east? Nr. Bryant replied he has seen the land 
[but he has not walked over the entire 48 acres, but he believes the 'ravine 
lor a branch comes down from the north and goes across the land. 
I -

rl'lr. John Shaw, attorney representing the petitioner, gave each Council 
imember a copy of a topo map and pointed out the adjoining property belong­
ling to John Crosland Company, James A. Harris and E. C. Griffith. He 
ladvised that Mr.,Heath's land is a plateau - he called attention to the 
Idrop of approximately 50 feet in the, land from 694 to 1341 feet. He pointed i 
lout the Belk interests and statec;l the land is an open field; the Jimmy Harrisl 
iland and the Griffith land and Crosland property in the back' and stated ' 
Ithat Mr. Crosland filed a protest, but they have made Peace with him and 
!the terms are that there will be no recreation area within 90 feet of his 
Iboundary line and no parking within 50 feet. That Mr. Harris nor Mr. McCon­
inell object to the rezoni'ng. He advised that' Nr., Heath's land is off of 
IQuail Honow Road', and this is his only, entrance and that he and Mr. Harris 
lhave discussed it, and there wiUbe no trouble' about it if he should decide 
Ito develop this. , 
i 

IMr. Shaw called attention to the proposed extension of the road from the 
'old Chandler .!llace as it appears on the map and stated there may be a 
!great deal of talk before this goes through. He stated this is Mr. Heath's 
!home and he has lived there for some fifteen to twenty years. He advised 
,that back in the Su.mmer of 1964, Mr. Parrott wanted to build some fancy 
lapartments Out on the Harris' property and everybody in the neighborhood 
I joined in a'nd said "me 'too, " but -Council turned it 'down anc;l that started 
,the chahge from R-15 to R-15MF; that just within the past six months, 
Ithe McConnell and Belk interests hdv'e had a change in zoning to R-15 MF. 
'That Mr. Heath did not object to that because he wanted the same thing; and 
i it appears to be the thinking of the Planning Commission, and perhaps the 
I Council, that when you have a great deal of single family residences, to 
i relieve the monatony by having some multi-family zoning is all right, 
I depending an the neighbprhood as to how fihe it should be. That R-lSMF 
I is the finest multi-family apartment zoning, and it is most-restrictive. ' 
I He pointe,d out on a ll)ap Providence, Road as rezoned in January, 1962, 
I and calle,d attenticDl). 'first to the R .. lS which is principally the 'Lex Marsh 
I 
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homestead. That at· Providence Road and. Sardis Road,there. is a filling 
station and an old' store; then the Pritchard property, which has had press 
publicity within the past week and which is .the property they are going 
to build apartments on; then down at the other_end is primarily the Ervin 
Construction property. He stated that all through this area you have had 
fights on changes in zoning - business fights not multi-fami1y fights. 

Mr. Shaw stated that ~J. Heath's house sits on a knoll, and they will take 
any of the Council to see it whenever they wish. That Quail Hollow Road 
runs through the property, When you look from Mr. Heath's property to­
wards the Gambrell and McConnell property, there is no break. Behind it 
towards th", ,Crosland properties the land lies pretty well although, as you 
go further around, you begin to get _ into this hollow -going into the stream. 
He stated they have agreed wf.th Mr. Crosland, and he no._ longer objects, 
Harris does not object, Griffith does not object and 11r. Heath thinks this 
property is best suited to haveR-15MF, .the most restrictive type of apart­
ments you can have, 15,000 sq. ft. for the first unit and 3.500 Sq. ft. for 
each uhit thereafter. That, of coulCse, you have the projected highway. and 
he und~r-stands Counc-il's theory on that type of zoning_ damage and he agrees 
with them, and until the highway. is built, it should not be considered but 
it is in the making. With everybody else not objecting to it and with the 
land isolated, t1\is_is the best ,-JaY he can think of to develop it; and 
.this would work out better for Mr. Heath economically and would be in 
keeping with the_ thoughts _of the Planning (;ommission _in the development 
and rezoning. 

- .' , 

11r. Shaw 5tat~d he would-like to request that when the matter comes to 
Council- -for a 'late that it be at the. time when all, -seven of the Council 
members are present. 

Councilman Whittington asked if this road from Quail Hollow Road to the 
Heath property is a privileged· acce'ss or if that is Hr. Heath's property? 
Mr. Shaw replied the- deed to the land is 11r. Harris's, and Mr. Heath has 
the right to use it as his deed refers to it; he has an easement. of ingress 
and.egressoverthat.road. 

Mr,- Lee Heath, petitioner" stated he has lived out here for 21years, and 
he-did not buy the land to speculate with it. That he has been asked 
questions about this roa~._ That he has a right to go over it, to improve 
it and .. if and when the road might be feasible to change by mutual agree­
ment,,_ he and Mr. Harris could a:gree on that. Another feature that has not 
been brought out, he is not wanting for roads, there is no question about 
access. We have now; thanks to the Planning Commission, in the city a sub- • 
division law. and any developer desiring to go into a new area has to have 
permission first, the developlllent has to be approved, has to have reser­
vations for· sidewalks, se;j8rs etc •• roads •. That- if he desires he can even 
go through Mr •. Crosland's development as they have a waver. That the lots 
on Mr. Crosland's last development come up to his property and he believes 
there are at least two roads leading out of hi.s propertY..into Mr. Cros,.. 
land's, and th_is is a subdi_vision requirement; he cannot blo.ck hun and 
neither could he block Mr. Crosland. That this takes care of the future 
and this is the way it should be. 

Mr. Heath commented that ,the very people who today criticize apartments 
will probably find themsel,res in years to come living in these apartments, 
as we are getting into the age where we are going to see people buy apart­
ments. Architects are doing a better job than they have _eVer done in land­
scapping and there will not be the, opjections there have been irt the past. 
That if Council sees fit to -go over into· Providence- Road and put -apart­
ments over there, 83 acres for Mr. Marsh, 130 acres for Mr. Ervi'n across 
the street from Mr. Marsh's 36 acres and this was put _down in the midst of a 
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~Ultitude of people - Meadowbrook, Cloisters, Randolph Road and_what not; 
4,n "iew tl;);; t he is- the only mall who -could be hurt out in this area as 
~e is the only man who can be seen from Carmel Road to Sharon, he feels 
this request· should be approved and he would appreciate any help or relief 
<oouncil can give. 

¥o objections were expressed to the proposed change in zoning. 

-
Council decision was deferred until the next· Ceuncil Meeting on January 4th. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-110 BY RICHARD M. SALISBURY FOR CHANGE IN ZONING 
fROM R-6 TO B-2 OF A LOT 70' x 168' ON1rrlE NORTHEAST SIDE OF DEWOLFE STREET, 
$EGINNING 175' NOllTHEASTOFGLENV.JOOD DRIVE-, 
I 

i'he public hearing was held on the subject petition. 
I 

~. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated this 1s a lot on DeWolfe 
~treet, and Deviolfe Street is a shay'!; street that runs off Glenwood Drive 
hear Interstate 85. That Glenwood Drive comes from Tuckaseegee Road- and 
9rosses 1-85. DeWolfe runs off of Glenwood Drive and runs two or three 
j:>locks up towards' Tillman Street. The ·lotin question fs 153' deep and 
70' wide and is vacant at present. There is a house on the corner of DeWolfe 
~nd 1-85, and the area is predominately developed with single family hous- . 
!i.ng and there are scattered vacant lots in the area. The nearest non-re-si­
~ential use at present is across 1-85 on the other side of Glenwood where 
there is a service station. That all'the corners of Glenwood ·and 1-85 
~re zoned for bUsines·s, and the lot in question is the lot immediately 
behind the corner of DeHolfe and Glenwood that is zoned B-1; other tha-n 
I 

j:his, .the area all around the property is zoned R-6 .• 

$ouncilrnan Short asked if this will not· wind up where the- 'Owner will have· 
'three lots, two of ;.,hich. would be B-1 .and one would beB..,.2'. Hr. Bryant 
:replied that .is correct. 

~. Henry Harkey, Attorney for the Petitioner, advised that Mr. Salisbury 
!;lsked the Council about three months 1>]0 rezone the corner lot to B-2, and 
!this was done; three of the corner lots were already zoned Business. That 
the lot in question in size is n~t sufficient because when the ramp carne up 
Ifrom 1-85, it took off a good portion 6f the corner, He stated the area 
lis sparsely set:!:le~, the ~ne resident is ,on lk. Salisb~ry' s land. ~hat I 
j:hey propose to bUlld a flrst-class retall-type'establls~~ent on thlS propert1, 
~nd they need to rezone this pr~perty a"d add t1;is recently acqu~red lot to 
~hat Mr, Salisbury already has ln order to provlde adequate parklng. 
frhat this lot in comparision with the other three corner lots is -quite 
IsmaIl and they are only asking for the rezoning of one interior lot, which 
I~lso fronts or. backs on 1-85, and it is in fact only an e1'tension of the 
\present zoning. Mr. Harkey stated they know of no opposition. 
I . 

ICouncilman Whittington asked if Mr. Salisbury owns any other lots behind 
Ithis lot. in question, and Mr. Bd.rk~y replied that he does not. I . ~ 

INo objections were expressed to the proposed rezoning. 
I 

ICouncil dec.ision was deferred until the ne1't meet_ing 'Oh January 4, 1966. 

IHEARING ON PETITION NO; 65-112 BY HOWARD B. MCCOY FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM 
IR-9MFTO 0-6 OF A LOT 125' 1'166' AT THE SOUTHvIEST CORNER OF EAS'IWAY DRIVE­
lAND SPRINGWAYDRrVE .• , 
I 
I 

IThe public hearing was' held on the subject petition. 
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The Assistant Planning Director stated that the property is one block removed 
from the Eastway Dr~ve-Shamrock Drive intersection. 'The pr'operty hi'ls' a 
house on it; across Springway Drive the property is vacant and'there are 
single-:-family homes across Eastway Drive and one house to the rear of the 
property Oil Springway. He advised that Springway Drive is not open ";11 the 

through, there is a very deep ravine across it; otherwise, the area 
is used for single-family purposes. The subject property is zone,li R-9MF 
as is everything to the south of it on both sides of Eastway Drive and 
the property to the'r~ar.' That at the intersection of EastwayDrive and 
Shamrock Dri ve, ali of the property is zoned B-1, including the property 
directly across Springway Drive, and there is some office zoning across 
the street;" otherwise t 'the area is zoned R-9NF. ' , . ' 

Hr. McCoy, the Petitioner, stated he is the owner of the property being dis­
cussed, and he sincerely requests that the zatling be changed from R-9I1F to 
0-6, since B-1 property is only a few'feet from it.' 

CouncilmahWhittington asked Hr. I1cCoy' if he lives at 1601' Eastway Drive, 
and Hr. HcCoyrepliedthat" he does and pointed out on the map the location 

his house and stated that his property runs from Springway Drive 125 
feet tOWgrd Eastway Drive. . '." 

'Councilman Thrower a'sked how wide the right of way' is at this location, and 
}Ix. McCoy stated it is' now 100 feet. 

No objections were expressed to the proposed rezoning. 

Council decision was deferred until the next meeting on January' 4, 1966 • 

. ,HEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-113 BY HRS. GERTRUDE FUNDERBURK ET.AL. FOR CHANGE 
IN ZONING F~OH R-9 TO R-6.HF OF A LOT 50' x 245,' ON THE WEST SIDE OF MCAU'fAY 

'ROAD, BEGINNING 142' SOUTH OF BEAL STREET. 

'The public hearing Was held"on the subject petition. 

:Hr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Pianning Director, pointed out on the map 
;HcAlway Road off of Randolph Road; its intersection with Walker, Road, then 
IAshworth street' and Beal Street, which street' ties in with Billingsly Road. 
iHe stated the property in question is triangular shaped and is iocated 
,directly across from M:cAlway }Janor. , That a new apartment is Plantation 
!Apartment'~n HcAlway Road and'to the rear of the property in qUestion on 
!BealStreet is a small apa'rtment group called Forest Arms, and there' are 
Isingle-family homes across from HcAlway' Manor; otherwfse, the area is 
Isingle':'jamily and a few duplexes. That' the zoning primarily along McAlway 
.Road is multifamily, and the subject property is 'borden3dby R-6HF zoning 
land R_9 single-family zoning on- one' side and at the rear. ' 

iMr. Parker Wheadon, Attorney for Mrs. Funderburk, stated she is joined in 
!the petition by Hr. R. P. Fore:;;ter, Jr •. and Hr. A. P. Perkinson, Jr., who 
ihave a lease- contract with Hrs. Funderburk; He stated the property was 
'petitioned for rezoning in 1962 to multifamily and the petition was den~ed. 
'The very substantial and. fundamental changes that" have. tab3n place' since 
Ithat time, encouraged the petitioners to file this second petition; the 
'changes he refers tb 1.tavel;leen explained {n: detail by YJr. Byr.ant.' That 
lover 219 Apartment Units in the immediate' vicinity within 2, boo feet of 
Ithe property .have ,been constructed and are ]lnder the .. management of Mr. Per';,. 
'inson - HcAlway Mano.r directly across the street,\>Jalker Terrace Apartments 
!diagonally across the 'street, Plantation Apartmen,ts,}lbAlway House Apart­
iments, Forest Arms Apartments, ,Craig Garde" Apartments and some 34 more 
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units under construction at this time. In addition to, that, many more units 
ljave been c6nstry.eted -, SO they say that the, area has undergone not only 
~ trend, but it has arrived, That the traffJc to and from the Auditorium 
and Coliseum on McAl~y R9ad has increased, ~king the area less desirable 
~or single-family use. 

M.. Hheadcn called attention that the opposition to the change in zoning 
~hat was present in, :L962 is not present today, al:ld he thinks it was primarily 
~. Plyler who has the property next door' to the property in question, and 
Ijince that time Mr. Plyler has sold property te'his cllent for the construc­
~ion of an apartment and to his knowledge has no opposition to their peti-
~ion. ' 

lle presented a survey which he :,;tated shows in a larger scale the,properly 
~nYolved and stated that as pointed out by Mr. Bryant, the adjoinini;r, pro­
Herty in the corner of McAlway and Beal Street is also owned by Mrs. Funder­
!:lurk and is zoned R-6MF and with the rezoning of the property in question 
today, she will be able to make better use of the corner property. ' 

qouncilman Whittington asked if the property on'wh:ich the other apartments 
~re constructed is zoned R-6 or R-9 and Mr. Wheadon replied he understands 
~he zoning is R-61>!F, and Mr. Brya,nt stated that is correct, that the R-9MF 
~oning is down along l'ci.l.ker Road: Mr. Headon stated, that in; addition to 
the apartments, there have been several other petitions for rezoning t'o ' 
R-6MF allowed in the last year. 
, 

ijo objections to the propo$ed rezoning were expressed., 

qouncil decision was deferred until the next meeting on January 4th, 1966. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-114 BY SAHH¥L. STRAUSE FORCHANGE IN ZONING 
~ROl1 R-9MF TO 0-6MF TOO LOTS 75' x 150' EACH ON THE NORTH SIDE OF HICKORY 
GROVE ROAD, BEGINNING 150' EAST OF H.ICKORY GROVE-NEl'ELLROAD. 

'lfhe public hearing was held on the subject petition. 
: , 

'lfhe Assistant Planning Director advised that the property before Council 
~s loc"ted near the intersection of Hickory Grove-Newell Roag and runs 
~rom Old 49 to the Albemarle Road. The petition consistS of one lot and 
~he adjoining property is used by the Volunteer Fire Department. ~cross 
~he street from the property in q~estion a.e single-family homes down Pence 
lload on in an easterly direction. On' one cor,ner are small business stores, 
and diagonally across the street are other small business establishment's. 
~t the rear of the property it' is vacant, and Hr. Bryant pointed out the 
liocation of a Church on, one of the corner lots; Three corners of the 
ll:ickory Grove-Newell Road intersection are zoned for business,' and the other 
corner lot is zoned, single-family. 

~e stated the property to the east a!,dto, the rear arEl z.onEld' R:-9nF. 
I ' _ ' 

ljIr. Robert Kurtz, Attorney for the petitioner, stated the' proposed use, 
qf the property in question is to build' a small, single-story office for 
d. dentist, and with only the one occupant and an assistant, they do not-
4nticipate much traffic being created.' The reason they belieye the pro­
*erty has become unsuited for residential use is because of th,e general 
pusiness deyelopm,ent right around the intersection. Also, because of the 
existence of the" V6lunteer Fire Deparlmentimmediately, adjacent to the ,. 
~roperty. Tnat they think the exi:,;tence, of this small dental office 'lOuld 
*ot in any way 'be detrimental tb any of the surrounding areas. 

~Io objections were expressed to the proposed rezoning. 

touncil decision was deferred until the next meeting on January 4, 1966. 

291 
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Councilrrian Shertcornmentedthatalthough this has nothing to do with the 
petitionbefore Council; he -would like to suggest informally that the 
Planning Commission might· consider whether -the name Hickory Grove -Road 
should--notbe cha'nged- to Sharon-Amity Road; as we have a .majorinter­
section here where both the streets are named 'Hickory Grove Road, ·and -
it could caUse some-problems. 

i 
Mr. Bryant stated that in 1960 when all the street names were being changed~ 
it was recommended at that time that the name Sharon Amity be continued on ! 
out into the county, but the County has done nothing about it. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-115 BY LUBY W. FIELDS FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM 
R-9 TO B-1 OF A TRACT OF LAND ON 11m NORTH SIDE OF WALLACE LANE, BEGINNING 
400' EAST OF INDEPENDENCE BOULEVARD, AND EXTENDING NORTH FRON \VALLACE LANE . 
A DISTANCE OF 185'. 

The public hearing was held on' the subject petition. 

A petitioh protesting the requested-change in zoning had been filed with 
the City Clerk by the owners of more than 20% of the area within 100 feet 
adjacent-to- the property, which is sufficient to invoke the 20'/. rule, 
requiring t-he· affirmative vote 'of six Counctl members to approve the change 
in 'zoning,,: 

Nr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Direct.or, advised that this is an odd 
shaped tract of land that is about 200 feet coming back on Wallace Lane 
wi tha-widening of 120 feet· coming into' the existing business zone parallel 
to Independence Boulevard. He stated the area adroins the Ervin Sharon 
Forest Development, which has been constructed ·over the past few years. .' . 
The -property is part· of a-larger tract of -land and is vacant. - Across 
Wallace Lane the property is used by -the -SharOn Forest Baptist Church and 
some adjoining re'Sidences. - -

That the area along' Incfupende!TIce Boulevard is zoned B--2for a depth of 
400 feet, the adjoining zonihg an through the area is single-family. 
There is a strip of R-9NF to accomodate duplexes along Briardale Street. 

Mr. Fields,Petitioner, stated he wants to correct the impression that 
he owns the adjoining property - the one little lot- that he owns is the 
lot being petitioned for rezoning today. That he has agreed ·to make this 
available for Use provided it --is rezoned;-that what was done -and said they 
thought was done in respect to the church and to all concerned. 

Councilman Whittington -asked Nr; 'Fields where he lives, ·and he replied on 
Pinecrest Avenue in Charlotte. 

Hr. Fields stated the person who wishes to use this property wants to put 
a sales garage there, which would be ~losedon weekends and church hours. 

I 
Hr. Fred Bryant asked who the objection owner is as they were told all along 
that this- Was 'all uhderone ownership, and Hr. Fields replied Hr. Barnie 
Fogel. 

Dr. David F'letcner, Pastor of Sharon Forest Baptist Church, stated he reprer 
sents the church and they did not know who owned the property nbr· the use I 

or anythfng about it. That when they saw-the sign, they felt that it would I 
not be for the best interest of the church as they face the street. That 
there is a business zone behind them which is owned by Hr.E-rvinand they 
£eltthe privacy of the church was affected by that, and if .. this is re- I 
zoned, it would bring in other less -desirable- business. That with all these: 
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things in mind they felt they should raise:objectionsfor the interest of 
the church, esthetically as well as being against undesirable business that , '. 

\'light come, and the fact that many times when One piece of property is 
~oned for business, ,other people do likewise. That it becomes a pattern 
$.nd they did not want this pattern to develop on Wallace Lane a-s they felt 
there is et)ough business zoning alang Independence to take care of m~st 
heeds. 

9ounoil decision was deferred until the next meeting on Janu<iry4, .1966. 
i -' . _ "". . - . 
llEARING ON PETITION NO. 65-116 BY L. ANDERSON TODD AND VI. REESE TODD, FOR 
PRANGE IN ZONING FROM R-6MF TO B-1 OF PROPERTY ON THE NORTHWEST SIDE OF 
VIRGiNIA AVENUE, EXTENDING FRQ1{ NATHESON AVENUE SOUTHWEST 320'. 
, 
~e pub1icheating was held on the SUbject; petition. 

. 
A petition protesting the change in zoning had been filed with the City 
Clerk by owners of more than-20~ of the area within 100 feet adjacent to 
the property. which is sufficient to invoke the 20% rule requiring the 
affirmative vote of six Council. members to approve the change in zoning. 
I 
}1r. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, advis",d that the property is 
a.bout 150 feet by 300 feet and runs between Matheson Avenue' and Division 1--' -

13treets, He pointed out the location of The Plaza with Hatheson crossing 
and Shamrock just one block away. That the property has on itan~ house 
!:md other than that the property is' vacant,' He stated there are two 
pouses across' the street from'it on Virqinia Avenue aI\d several houses 
~10n9 Mathesen Avenue; there :is a duplex on the corner of Virginia Avenue· 
~nd Matheson Avenue, and other than that there· are singl.e-i'amilyresidences, 
~cattered throughout the area. Along the Plaza there is a variety of 
pusiness Uses. All of The Plaza on both sides of the street is .. zoned B:'l" 
~nci other than that ther,? is mu-lti-family zoning dmm to DiV'i.sion S.treet 
~omin9 down from Shamrock Drive and then R-6 singl.e-family, . 

Mr. J, A. Todd .stated ·he and his brother "Jade Todd. are present .representing· 
the Todd famHy who are thepeti_tioners. As has been pointed out, Th" . 
~laza is zoned 150 feet ba-ck and their property joins' this pr,operty line, 
/ttith the exception of a ten foot alley and 90esbaok to Virg{nia Avenue, 
\;tnd then to Division Str.eet "hich has never been· opened UP. The property 
,6wners on The Plaza are in agreement with them that if this property can' 
!be rezoned Business, itoan be soid as an entire block which, -in their 
~y of thinking,. is far better and will ma~e a better looking building 
frea than what is happening out there now, up and down The Plaza. That 
there are other places up and down The Plaza that are zoned business. 
fI'hat diagonally across the street is the vJinn .. Dixie Store and Shamrock . 
prugs which cover practically a block, Back up the·Plaza about two blocks 
lis a new Colonial store, which sets back from the street and on down The' 
~laza is Pet Dairy and so f"rth. They. feel this pl'operty zoned Business, 
Isince it adjoins business property now, will make it avaUal:!le for an 
lent ire block to be purchased as there are not too many places around 
1::harlotte now of that size that would be available •. They. would appreciate 
~ounoil' s consideration· and they would like to request that ,all seven 
1::ouncilmen be present when the vote is taken. .... 
I 
1::ouncilman v!hittington asked if t.he pepple who live· on The Plaza ,between 
!the Todd property and Matheson .Avenue join in the pe.tition o.r will join 
lin the petition? Mr. Todd replied they are in agreement with them; that 
ithey have agreed with tl:\em if they can get. their property rezo_ned, which 
lis the entir.e length ()f about f~ve property owners on The. Pla,za which ' 
~aoks up to their property, they will sell 1tas a.block. There are about 
IEve houses :racing The Plaza which is now zoned Business. Councilman. 
ivlhittington asked how many homes are in the plot that Hr, Todd is talking 
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about from ~~thesondown to Division? Mr. Todd replieq only their" old home 
place which they have owned since 1923. 

Mr. Wade Todd stated across the street from their property on Virginia Ave­
nue there are three residences and across from ~athesonAvenue there is a 
residence and. a duplex and there might" b~' SOJlle "question' as to whether it 
would create a traffic hazard for school children, but he would say that 
largest majority of school" children in that area go to Shamrock Garden, 
Garinger and Hawthorne; and' they would be going the opposite way towards 
Plaza Road." '. 

Councilman Whittington asked if this should become a Shopping Center would 
there be entrances 6nVirginia and Matheson Avenue, and Mr. Bryant replied 
that it would be possible. 

Mr. Wade Todd stated the people who are considering this property is a 
Company who has recently announced they were cOJlling to Charlotte. Just 
to let ·the people know that it is not to be rezoned business for some 
honky-tonkydrive in, or Tomcat Lounge or some place like that, he would 
rather say just exactly what they have in mind. 

Mr. Z. A. Blalock stated he lives on the corner 'of Matheson and Virginia 
Avenue and he is here today to represent the community in which he ,lives 
and to voice the:i:r objections to the proposed zoning change. Out of 26 
homeowners that are directly involved whom they approached to sign. the 
protest peti tfon; 23 of those homeowners signed the petition and. some are 
here today. That the property values are the main considerations to be 
weighed. They , as homeowners, are not wealthy people. They take pride in 
their homes, in their yards and the streets and places where they live. The 
economist say that a house is the largest, single purchase that an" average 
family wi1.l transact in his lifetime, and they are in that group. They 
are average famifies and they must protect their investment by all,legal 

at their command. The zoning change would depreciate ·their property 
value and this to them is an inescapable conclusion. That Matheson and 

Avenues would be ru'ined for 'residential uses; the traffic con­
gestionwould endanger their "children and t"he noise would desimy the 
present peaceful atmosphere 'of their neighborhood. He stated they do not 
demand that Council deny this rezoning, but they do request that 'Council 

allow it. 

Mr. J. A. Todd asked when a petition protesting, a change is HIed, does the 
person signing it have to live withi" 100 feet or 100 feet adj acent to the 
,property? Mr. Kiser ,Acting City Attorney," replied that it means the owner 
or owners of 20% of the property within 100 feet of either side line, the 
;rear line or across the street in front of; so if the property is across 
'the street, y~u begin at the right of way of the street on their side. 
¥r. Todd stated the reason he asked is because he does not see how there 
!could be' but six propel:ty owners. ' 

I ~ _ r 

iCouncilman .Thrower remarked that he thinks Council should have. the reasons 
iwhy protesters object to a petition as it would be beneficial as ;far as 
:the Council is concerned and for the Planning Board to make their 
)recommendations. .That often the protesters do not appear at the hearing, 
;and Council does not have the reasons for the protest. The Ci tyClerk 
,stated she will be glad to include in the Docket the reasons given for the 
iprotest, and also, furnish a copy of the petition to the Planning- Commission 

Mr. N. C. Tucker stated he owns the property just across the street from 
ithe property in question, and he protests the change as he feels it would 
~uin their property value; that if the property was needed for expansion 
br progress, he would not object; but there is plenty of space up and down 
:rhe Plaza for progress and building that has already been rezoned for 
lousiness. 
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~. O. M. Smith stated he lives diagonally aoross the street, and they 
take great pride in their homes on Virginia Avenue and they are all aged 
f~om fifty to eighty. They feef if this zoning change is allowed, it will 
p~obably set a pattern and it could spread and in time they will he out . 
it) the cold. That the hack side of the huilding to .be constructed on the 
p~operty woUld.be right in his front door, and the back side is the delivery 
side which increases the traffic on. Virgin).a Avenue. . 

Mli. Todd stated that the "bjector in speaking against this talked about 
b40king up to the backside of a grocery store; they feel sure if .the prgperty 
i~ not rezoned B-1 that their property, now zoned multi-family, will be . 
b4cking up to a lot of small joints, pool rooms and so forth because 
tije property off Plaza Road is only 34 feet deep and that does not give 
at\y room for business of .any size to establish theiE!: That he wonders if 
the $igners are really homeowners or some of them renters, as there is 
r~ght much rental prope¥ty in this area. That they are not selling this 
Property to get heeled; his parents boug\ttthis property in 1924 as a 
hqme for the parents and eight ohildren, and as time has gone on, they 
h4ve deceased and the family has movlld various pli%ces and they do not feel 
it is practical to helld the property and the nine room house on it and 
m~intain it for just two people. 

! 
! 

~. Blalock stated the names on the protest petition are property owners. 
i -' '; - " -

, 
CQunoil decision was deferred until next Me.eting on January ~, 196B. 

! 
I . . . ~ . 

M!ETING RECESSED FOR TEN MINUTES AT 3: 25 AND RECONVENED AT 3: 3!jP ;M. 

M4yor Brookshire declared a ten minute recess at 3:2~ p.m • .md reconvened 
t~e meeting at 3:35 p.m. . 

I 

S¢uv.ENIR BASEBALLS, l;UTOGRAPHED BY THE MEMBERS OF THE AJ:.lERICAN· LE;GION ... 
PtpST NO. 9 CHF.MPION RIlSEBALLTEAM, PRESENTED CITY OFFiCIALS. BY POST NO.9 

.~i AS A TOKEN OF APPRECIATION ~. . 

Councilman Albea, Commander of Alnedcan Legion Post No.9, stated that Chief 
Walter J. Black is here to present toei'J,ch.. Councilman ·and the Mil.yor.a base- . 
b~ll from the Wo.rld Champion American Legion Hornets Nest Post No •.. 9 . 
Bilsehall Team •. 

C~ef Blacl: remarked that for a great many years Hornets Nest Post No.'9 . 
h4s sponsored an. American Legion Baseball T"am. This year ·they were able 
t4 go to the top and won the- National Championship, bringing ni'J,tional 
H!coqni hon to Hornets Nest Post No. 9 Amaric·an Legion and to the City 
of Charlotte. . . 

04 behalf of th~ Commander of Post No. S and the :membership, he presented 
t4 the Mayor and· other Cl.tyOffioialsa token of thEiir appreciation_ -an~ 
Official baseball autographed by each member of this championship team. 
C~ief Black stated that the citizens of Charlotte, the City Officials· and 
eVe~yone has been most kind to the Legion this year during the Baseball 
T~urnament and they would like them to I:nowthat the Post appreciates it . 
very. very muoh. . 

l"layor Brookshire stated on· his ·own behalf and on behalf of the member s of 
t~e City Counoil and the members of the Administration to whom the base· . 
b~Us were presenteQ, he· thanked Chief Biack for the souv·enirs and remarked 
t~at they will keep them with a· great· deal of pride; and he is very proud 
of the fine job of public relations done by the Championship Team, who 
r4presneted Charlotte in such ·a fine way. 
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GREETLlIlGS OF THE CHRISTMAS SEASON EXTENDED THE MAYOR AND CITY' COUNCIL ON 
BEHALF OF "THE HIRED HELP OF THE CITY" BY FORMER CITY ATTORNEY. 

Mayor Brookshire- recognized Mr. John D.'Shaw, fonner City Attorney. 
stated as has been his practice for twenty years, on behalf of "the 
help" -the 2,000 city employees - he extends to the Mayor and each 
Council members a Marry Christmas and a Happy New Year. 

i 

Mr. Sha~ 
hired i 
of the 

D~CISION ON PETITION NO. 60-105 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OFTR&CT OF LAND ON 
THE SOUTHVIEST SIDE OF PROVIDENCE ROAD, _ BEGINNING NORTHWEST OF SHOREHAM 
pRIVE, DEFERRED UNTIL JANUARY 10, 1966. 

bpon~otion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Short and unanimousl~ 
~arried, decision on Petition No. 65-105 by Mrs. Cynthia Pharr Whiting for . 
\::hange in zoning from R-15 to R-611FH of a tract of land on the southwest 
Iside of providence Road, beginning northwest of Shoreham Drive, was deferred 
~ntil January 10, 1966. 

RESOLUTION FIXING THE DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON JANUARY 17, 1966, ON PETITIONi 
TO CLOSE A PORTION OF SOUTH DAVIDSON STREET, ADOPTED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Tuttle and 
un"nimously carried, a resolution entitled: Resolution fixing the date of , . 

Pubfic Hearing on January 17, 1966, on Petition to close a portion of South 
Pavi4son Street, was agppted. The resolution is recorded in full in Reso­
iut;ions Book 5, at .. Page 166. 
If' \ '" .(' 

RESOLUTION FIXING THE DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON ·JANUARY 17, 1966, ON PETI~ 
tIONS NO. 65-117- (lllIENDED) AND 66_1 THROUGH 66-15 FOR ZONING CHANGES, 
ADOPTED. 

¢ouncilman Thrower moved the adoption ·of a resolution entitled: Resolution 
fixing the date of Public Hearing on January 17, 1966, on Petitions No. I 

95-117 (amended) and 66-1 through 66-15 for Zoning Changes, which was secondeq 
l;>y Councilman Whittington and unanimously carried. The resolution is re­
corded in full in Resolution Book 5, at Page 168. 

CONSTRUCTION OF SANITARY SEWER MAIN AUTHORIZED IN AHY J ANES AVENUE. 

Motion was -made by Councilman l<Jhittington, seconded by Councilman Albea 
ajnd unanimously carried, authorizing the construction of 345 feet of sani­
t!ary sewer main in Amy James Avenue, inside the city limits, at the re­
quest of Mr. L. W. and Hr. C. D. Harris. The estimated cost of the con­
struction is $2,440.00, which will be borne by the Applicant:;!, whose deposit 
cif the full amount of the cost will be refunded as per tennsof the contract. i 

STREETS TAKEN OVEIt FOR CONTINUOUS MAINTE-NANCE. 

Upon motion of Coundlma'n Thrower, seconded -by Councilman Jordan and unani­
mously carried, the -fol1ciwing streets were taken over for continuous main­
tenance by the City: 

C;restmont Drive 
Wpodgreen Terrace 
Hiinedale Lane 
WP.lora Lake Road 
B~lshire Lane 
Cheval Place 
M~chigan Avenue 
Vinetta Court 

FROM TO 

13' south of Donnybrook 
Winedale Lane 
140' east of Crestmont Dr. 
Hickory Grove Road 
155' S. of Wilora Lake Rd. 
170' east of Belshire 
448' N. of Eastway Dr. 
100' E. of Tipperary Pl. 

140' W. of Winedale 
110' S. of Winedale 
110' 1<1. of Woodgreen 
Belshire Lane' 
End of cul-de-sac 
End of cul-de-sac 
748' N. of Eastway Dr; 
End of cul-de-sac ' 
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ilUGHT OF WJIY. APPRAISAL CON'J;Ri\CTS FOR WOODlAWN ROAD vliDENINGPROJECT AND 
INORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY AUTHORIZED. . . 
i 
IMotion was made by Councilman A1joea, seconded by Councilman Jordan and 
lunanimous1y carried, authorizing approval of contract .with D. A. Stout for 
!the appraisal of· one parcel of land on WO.odlawn Road for Woodlawn Road· 
li<lidening Project and one parcel of land on 12th Stre'et for the Northwest! 
IExpressway. 
, 
ICONTRACT AWARDED A .• v. BLANKENSHIP FOR CONSTRUCTIOWOF STORH DRAINAGE 
IFACILITIES IN PUBLIC HOUSING PROJECT II. C~ 3-5 •. 

I 
ICouncilman Alexander moved award of contract to the low bidder, A. V. Blanken-
I ship, for the construction of storm drainage facilities' in Public Housing' 
!Project N. C. 3-5, as specified. in the amount of iI1l5,750.00. The motion' 
Iwas s.econded by Councilman Whittington and carried unanimoUsly. 

IThe following bids were received: 

A. V. Blankenship 
Noll Construction Co. 
Boyd & Goforth, Inc. 
Blythe Bros. Company 
Crowder Construction CO. 
D. H. Flowe & Son 
T. A. Sherrill Constr. Co. 
Eagle Construction Co. 
Sam Ii. Smith, Inc. 
Rand Construction Co. 

J 'J;RANSFER OF CEME'J:ERY LOT. 

$115,750.00 
116,260.00 
123,302.60 
124,380.00 
126,840.00 
128,630.00 
132,060.00 
138,252.00 
147,770.00 
158,792.80 

Upon motio.n of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman. Short and llnani­
mousl,y carried, the Hayor and City Clerk were authorized to execute a 
deed for the transfer of Lot 428, Section 6, EVergreen Cemetery,- to 
Mrs. Ruby·L. Funderburk, at $240.00. 

CONTRACT AHARDED GLAMORGANPIPE & FOUNDRY CO!1PANY FOR CAST IRON PIPE. 

Councilman i'lhittington moved award of contract to the low bidder, Glamorgan 
Pipe and Foundry Company, in the amount of $54,693.00 on.a unit price basis 
for 30,000 feet of 6" cast iron pressure pipe as specified. The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Albea and qarried unanimollsly. 

The following bids were received: 

G1amorgan Pipe & Foundry Co. 
Lynchburg Foundry Company 
U. S. Pipe & Foundry Co •. 
American Cast Iron Pipe Co; 
Griffin Pipe Products Co. 

$54,69-3.00 
55,620.00 
56,856.00 

.57,165.00 
57,474.00 

CON'J:RACT AWARDED" HERSEY SPARLING METER CONPANY- FOR COMPOUND WA'J:ER METER. 

Motion was made by Councilman Throwera';'arding contract to the only bidder, 
Hersey Sparling Meter Company, in.the amo~nt of $1,470.45 for one Compound 
Water Meter, as specified. The motio'n was seconded by Councilman Albea 
and carried unanimously. 

29'1 
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BID REJECTED ON UNIFORM SHIRTS. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seoonded by Councilman Albea and unani­
mously carried, the bid received on white uniform shirts for the Police 
and Fire Department was rejected as recommended by the Chiefs of Police 
and" Fire Departments and Purchasing Agent. 

MR. JOHN H~ VICKERS NOMINATED AS"A CANDIDATE FOR REAPPOINTMENT TO .THE FIRE­
MEN'S RELIEF FUND BOARD OF TRUSTEES. 

Councilman Albea nominated Mr". John H. VickeroS to succeed himself as a mem­
ber of the Firemen's Relief Fund Board of Trustees for a two year term. 
The nomination will remain open until the next Council Meeting. 

"ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY FOR RIGHT OF WAY FOR v/oODLAWN ROAD WIDENING, EAST 
"THIRD· STREET EXTENSION, EASTWAY DRIVE WIDENING, NORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY AND 
EASEMENTS FOR SANITARY SEWER LINES FOR SHAMROCK HILLS, CAPITAL DRIVE AND 
LOWER SUGAR CREEK OUTFALL. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle and unani­
mously carried, the following property transactions were authorized: 

(a) Acquisition· of 21'153.63 sq. ft. of property at .4701 New Pineyille Road, 
from J. Preston, Paul E., and George L. Wrenn, at $4,700.00 for Wood­
lawn Road Widening Project. 

(b) Acquisition· of8, 600 sq. ft~ o"f property at "Kings Drive" from Three C 
Inc., at $21,500. for Third Street Extension Project. 

(c) Acquisition of 10' X 495.52'>of property at 2624 Hilt"on Road, from 
Howard S. Caldwell and . wife , Doris vi., at $495.52 for Shamrock Hills 
Sanitary Sewer line. 

(d) Acquisition of ·9,900 Sq. ft". of property "at 10:27 Pharr Street, from 
Mrs. Dessie H. Jamieson, at $850.00 for right of way, for the "North­
west Expressway. 

(e) Acquisition of 49,747·sq. ft. ·of prop"rtyat 812-22 North College 
Street, from Ca:r:lli. Graham and wife, Eva F., at $59,500.00 for right 
of way: for the Northwe.st ExpresswaY. 

(f) Acquisition of 800 sq. ft. of property at 2914 Shamrock Drive, from 
Edgar Crain Deaton, at"$800.00 for the Eastway Drive Widening Project. 

(g) Construction easement for 15' x 35.53' ·"of .propertYat" 4440 Morris Field: 
Dr-ive, from L. A. Lineberge:r and wife, Georgia V. in.the amount of 
$71.06, in connection with ,the Capitol Drive San it a:t:Y "Sewer Line 
Extension. " . 

(h) Construction easement for 372' x" IS' of property at 4719" Horris Field 
Drive, from Mrs. D. D. Redmond in the amount of $744.00, in connection 
with the"" Capitol Drive" Sanitary Sewer Line Extension. 

(i) Construction easemE!nt fOr R/W 60'· x 358.39' of property at Spring Valle;t 
Swim C1).lb in Spring: Valley Subdivision, from Spring Valley Community 
Association, Inc. in the amount of $1,019.39, in conne"ction. with the 
Lower Sugar Creek Outfall Line. 

(j) Construction easem!!nt for ·appro;x:irnp.tely240 sq. ft. of property at 
4338 Waterbury Drive, from Jack London,in the amol.lnt of $160.00 for 
the Hoodlawn Road vJidening. 
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~OLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY 
OF SC01'LAND RENTAL COMPANY, LOCATED AT 1224 HOODLAHN ROAD FOR WOODLAJ.JN ROAD 
WIDENING PROJECT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, . seoonded by Councilman Tuttle.and unanimousl.Y 
oarried, a resolution entitled: Resolution Authorizing Condemnation Pro­
ceedings for Acquisition of Property of Scotland Rental Company, located at 

".- 1224 Hoodlawn Road for Woodlawn Road Hidening Project, was adopted. The 
resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 169. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY 
OF THOMAS H. FORD AND HIFE, WILLIE 11., LOCATED AT 5l5WOODLAJ.JN ROAD FOR 
WOODLAHN ROAD" vlIDENIfIG PROJECT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and un­
animously oarried, a resolution entitled: Resolution Authorizing Con­
demnation Proceedings for Acquisition of Property of Thomas W. Ford and· 
wife, Willie 11., located at 515 lVoodlawn Road for Woodlawn Road"Hidening 
Project, was adopted. The resolution is recorded in full in" Resolutions 
Book 5, at Page 170. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDENNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY 
OF E. L. BUDD, LOCATED AT 917 WOODLAJ.JN ROAD FOR WOODLAl'm ROAD lVIDENING 
PROJECT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and un­
animously carried, a resolution entitled: Resolution Authorizing Con_ 
demnation Proceedings for" Acquisition of Property of E. L. Budd, located 
at 917 Woodlawn Road for lVoodlawn Road Widening Project, was adopted. The 
resolution. is reao·r.ded in full in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 171. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDENNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF 
PROPERTY OF DAVID E.· HENDERSON, LOCATED ATN/ECORNER OF WPODLAWN ROAD 
AND SCALEYBARK ROAD FOR WOODLAWN ROAD WIDENING PROJECT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and un­
animously carried, an!solution entitled: Resolution Authorizing 
Condemnation proceedings for Acquisition of Property· of David E." Henderson, 
located at N IE corner of Woodlawn Road and Scaleybark Road for Woodlawn Ro 
Widening Project, was adopted. The resolution is recorded in full in 
Resolutions Book S,at Page 172. 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED "BY THE NAYOR'S CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON MONDAY i 
DECEMBER 13, 1965, RECONffiNDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL EXPAND THE CITY'S 
URBAN REDEVELOPMENT PROGRAl1 INTO THE FIRST WARD, GREENVILLE, THIRD WARD, 
PORTIONS OF OLD DILWJRTH AND THE DOWNTOWN SECTION, WITH PRIORITY GIVEN TO 
THE FIRST WARD .. AND THEREAFTER TO THE DOWNTOWN AREA: AND THAT FUNDS FOR 
THIS PURPOSE BE OBl'1\lNEDl'HROUGH A BOND ISSUE. 

Mayor Brookshire asked that the Council approve including in the Minutes 
of this Neeting the Report and Reconmendations of the Citizens' Advisory 
Committee on Urban Renewa.l,adoptedat their meeting" on December 13th; 

, copies of which werenia:p;e~:Fto the Council members" wi th the Conference 
Agenda for today; . 

Councilman Thrower moved that the Report and Recommendations of the 
Committee be included in' the"Minutes,·which ,was seconded by·Councilman· 
Tuttle, and unanimously carried •. 

299 
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"Whereas, the Mayor's Citizens' Advisory CoJ1trni ttee on Urban Renewal (herein 
referred to as the TCommittee'), appointed May, 1962, has worked closely 
with the Mayor of the City of Charlotte, Honorable Stanford R •. Brookshire, 
City Councilmen, City Administrators, members of the Redevelopment Commission, 
and many interElsj:ed cit.izens 'and ci-vicleaders of the Ci t.y of: Charlotte in 
assisting the'.-city' surban r.e-newal.efforts to eradiQate slums and . blight in 
accordanoe with i t8 long r,ange plans s,e-t forth in the Workabl.e Program for 
Community Improvement; and 

WHEREAS, the Committee has been most gratified with many phases of the 
total urban renewal effort which include the City's enforcement of the 
Minimum Housing Standar,ds Code, leadership. of neighborhood improvement 

'organizations CQnCEmtrating on clean-up, paint":up, fix-up, the City's effort~ 
in improving.i t·s streets and otherproper·ty, and· the Urban Redeveloiment 
Progr.am which to date has been confined to the clearance aIld r.edevelopment 
of the BroQ)<;I:yn sedion of the-City; ,and . 

WHEREAS, from its peculiar vantage point, observing the entire City 
structure and appraising its physical condition, it has became obvious to 
this Committee that there are sections which are severely blighteid and de- . 
teriorated bey.o!\d the abUi ty of pr ope-rty owners to economically rehabili tat'!' 
either voluntarily, or by compision of the Housing COde DivisIon cif the City; 
arid· . 

. 
WHEREAS, this Committee now sees no alternative to eliminating these blighted 
condi tions ·except through· expansion of the ·City's Urban Redevelopment PrograI/i; 
and '.' . • 

WHEREAS, experience in 'many o·fher Cities· in the United States has proved 
that after slum property has been cleared, the land sold and redeveloped, 
that the taxes from the new development amcunt-s t6- many time-s the taxes 
oollected on the slum property: prior to clearance and redevelopment, and 
it is reason<ilil~ to assume ·that simi1ar resuIts6an be· exPected in 
Charlotte ~ .. 

NOW, THEREFORE, ·BE 'IT REsOLVED that· tne Executive ·Corluni:ttee of the Citizens' 
Advisory Committee on Urban Renewal recommends that the City Council expand 
at the earliest possible time the City's Urban Redevelopment, Program into 
the First Ward, Greenville, Third Ward, portions of old Dilworth, and the 
DowntoWn sections :oft·he ·City which the City GounciI' has ·alraady requested 
that the Char rotte ~Me ckle nburg Pl:anni ng Comriii ssio nstudy • 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Executive Committee nicomriiends to the 
City Council that it give priority to the First Ward section in the approval 
of many projects within these sections and that thereafter it give priority 
to commercial areas in the core of the City in order to implement the 
Master Plan for r'evitalization 6f the DoWntown district which is now being 
prepated"byplanning and architectural consultants, and realizing that 
expanding the Urban Redevelopment Program in the manner herein ·recommended 
will -reqUire funds in excess of available current: revenue i the Exeduti ve 

• Committee reaommends to the City Council that the a:ddiUonal funds be ob­
tained through·a bond ·-issue which we believe will win approol of. the 
ci tizens of Charlot·te since in the past they have demonstrated a determinat­
ion to meet challenges and forge shead." 

LETTER OF WELCOME FROM THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL TO RES IDENTS IN THE 
AREA TO BE ANNEXED TO THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE ON DECEMBER 27, 1965. 

,At the request of Councilman Whittington, the following letter of Welcome 
·to the Residents in the Area to be annexed to the City of Charlotte on 
iDecember· 27, 1965 is includad in the Minutes: 
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"LETTER OF WELCOME 

DIEAR NEW RESIDENT, 

0," Deoember 27', 1965, you·will. beoome a ·part· of the Queen City,. We bid 
10U a warmveloome. As a new resident of Charlotte you- will want -to know 
afout the municipal servioes you will receive. Some of them are explained 
~low. 

I 

Sanitation Services 

~i tationservices . of the Motor Transport Departme nt will,begin at once. 
~arbage will be collected from the rear of residences twic" "ach week 
(1:1onday and Thursday or Tuesday and Friday). Trash wi"llbecollecfed on" 
W;ednesdays and other days when facilities ·permit. 'rrash collection is at 
tihe curb only. Commercial dumpnaster users will also receive collection 
~ervice. There is no charge for these services. 

Flire Protection 
I 

Over 400 full-time professio'nal firemen operating out ·of 15 stations pro­
~ide Charlotte with a high level of fire proteotion and prevention services.' 
qOTI!i'truction on station #16 at Park Road and Sulkirk Road will begin soon. 

it will hOUSG a full.Gnginc company to serVe the annexed ~ea. Until' {of is 
complete, existing volunteer departm=nts and two 'city companies will re­
~pond to calls in the area. Annexation should reduce fire insurance rates 
dn the average dwelling .by approximately $.05 per $~OO. 

Traffic Control and Street Lighting 

~ediatelY after the effective date ot annexatfon, the city wiir assume 
cost and maintenance of existirig street lights. Installation of 'new 
~treet lights at intersections will begin soon afterwards. Traffic con­
trol clevio,es for increased safety will be installed, where needed. 

~ater and Sewer Service" 
I 

llffective inunediately, rates for water and sewer services.will be adjusted 
to comply with inside_the-city rates for those services. This· I!l9ans that 
~ates charged after December 27 will be one-half those 'you paid wnile 
]ocated outside the city. 

~treet Maintenance 
I 
I 

queets now maintained by t1),e State Highway Department will continue to 
1pe maintained by the State ,unti} July 1, 1966. At that time maintenance 
"fill become, the responsibility ,of the city. Ci ty street main·tenanee, . 
policy pr.ovides that the city will be responsible .for general maintenance 
4f all streets which meet the standards required for acceptance into the ~ 
oity street .system, in accordance wi ththeir general condition. This 
I$ervice includes patching holes,. repairi(lg failures in street base; 
qleaning and shaping side ditches and rep8,iringsnoulders ,storm drai·ns 
~nd inlets within the right of way. 
I 

Police Protection 

46 soon as annexation is effective, city police protection will be ex-' 
tended to the area. Charlotte has a well trained and wellequ:iI::ped police 
force of more than 360 officers whose duty it is to protect. the lives and 
property of the citizens. The annexed area will become a new Patr:ol Zone 
and Detective, Juvenile and Traffic service will be available when needed. 

----------------------- --------,------------~----------~, 
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Council-Manager Government, 

Charlotte has a Counon~Manager form of government undeF which general 
'management arid control. of all affairs is vested in The Mayor and seven 
Councilmen. The Mayor'and Councilmen are elected biennially, at large 
'by the registered voters. The City Manager is appointed by the Council 
to serve as administrative head of the city government. ' 

!Frequently Called Telephone, Numbers 

Ci ty 'Hall 
Police 
Fire 

,376-0731 
332-4i41 
332-5151 

Pet Shelter' 
Sanitation 
Water 

334-4216 
334-9765 
376.-0731 

'J\rwadditiona1 questions you might have should be'directed to one of the 
above numbers. Once again, welcome to' the 'Queen City. 

')Stan R.. Brookshire" Mayor 

plaude L. Albea 
-Fred D. Alexander 
Sandy R. Jordan 

Sincerely, 

James B. Whittington" Mayor Pro Tem 

Councilmen 

,Milton Shori; 
John H. Thrower 
Jerry Tuttle" 

'CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO REPORT ON AGENDA FOR JOINT CITY-COUNTY CONfERENCE 
ON DECEMBER '30TH RELATIVE TO SUGGESTION THAT THE COOPERATIVE .PROGRAM BETVIEEN 
'MECKLENBURG COUNTY AND THE STATE HITH THE HOME DEHONSTRATION GROUPS BE EX­
'TENDED TO INCLUDE THE BLIGHTED AREAS AND AREAS OF HOUSING IN THE CITY OF 
!CHARLOTTE • " ~ 

, , 

:Councilman 1tihittington askecCif there has been any report or progress made 
~n Mr. Alexander's suggestion some time ago that the cooperative program 
between the County and State on the Home Demonstration Groups working with 
Us in the blighted area or, the area of housing? 

Mr. Veeder advised that the County has been discussing it with appropriate 
persons, but what they may have .concludedor.may not ~as not been reported 
liS yet. 

Councilman Hhlttington remarked that .he thinks this, is important and he 
requested the City Manager to follow this up and give 'Council a report on 
the Agenda for the meeting with the County Commissioners on the 30th. 

COUNCILMAN vJHITTINGTON REQUESTS THAT PUBLIC HEARING BE HELD .ON SECTION 4 
BROOKLYN AREA RENEvlAL PROGRAM ASQUIcK:LY AS POSSrBLE AFTIR THE HEARING BY 
THEREDEVE"LOPMENT COMMISSION AND THJl.T CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN To PRESENTING 
A BILL TO THE STATE 'LEGISLATURE TO AMEND THE URBAN RENE1,iL LA14TOPERMIT 
A REDUCTION IN THE TIME INTERVAL BBTt{EEN THE TWO HEARINGS. 

Councilman VJhittington remarked that he talked with Mr.' Sawyer, Director 
of the Redevelopment Commission, over the weeken<:i and Mr. Veeder this 
morning w~th the hope that the City Council could sit jointly or concurrently 
with the Redevelopment Commission in the hearing on Section 4 in the Brooklyn 
~enewal Area." That he was under the impression from the Commission's Attor­
r\ey that as' the Redevelopment Commission they could do that and we could do 
~t, but he found out this'morning that we could not •. That he thinks this is 
i!mportant'that any time in the future that we can change our legislation to 
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!have public hearings with the Redevelopment Commission ancrwit"h Jhe- Planning! 
iCommission concurrently it would help to eliminate some of this red tape ! 
'and delay which we are- all trying to get around and h~ would like this entereid 
linto the record as, having attelllpted to do this and he hcpes that !1r. Veeder , 
Iwill set our hearing as guickly as i.t is h~nly 'possible -.after the Redevelop,.. 
lment Commission has its- hearing. , ', 
! . -

IThe City Manager replied that he concurs with what f"lr. vlhittington has said 
lin terms of shortening the time interval. That the best time intervals that 
Iwe can work with in this particular situation now_is for the Redevelopment 
ICommission to-go ahead with its hearing the 12th of January and this would 
Iput the Council in a position'of advertising for its hearing and taking 
lofficial' action on the 17th of January and permit' the hearing to be -held on 
IFebruary 7th. That he thinlcs what Hr. Hhittington has said ill terms of the 
Ipossibility of-a statutory amendment that wouldperrnit a shorter time inter­
Ival is something worth consideration, but this is not something that Council 
lcan take action on, as it is a State Statute. 

iCHAlRMAN OF ':rATER AND SEWER COMMITTEE -TO BE REQUESTED To MAKE THEIR REPORT 
~ RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COUNCIL IMMEDIATELY IN ORDER THAT COUNCIL HAY 
[HAVE IT PRIOR TO MEETING HITH THE TASK FORCE. 

ICouncilman Whittingtonsta,ted in the interest of paving the way for Council ~d 
Ifor the Task ForcG for the initial roport of the Task Force, ho mo.ved that 
ICouncil go on rocord asking Hr. Charlos Baker, Chairman of the Water and Sewe~ 
ICommitte", to giv0 Council a Roport of their findings and Recommendations pribr 
'to Council NGeting with the Task Forco and their Committ"c , ' 
,Mr. Veeder remarked that this group -is moeting tomorrow morning at 9 o'clock I 
,and Council should have a report very soon., ' , ': 
<:;ouncilman Short stated this can be a formal reque-st if Hr. Hhittington 
Ifeels it would accomplish some good. Councilman l'ihittington .m¢vedthat the 
ICouncil_formally request this report immediately or as soon after tomorrow 
'as possible. The motion was"5ecpnded by Councilman Tuttle and carried 
lunanimously. -

LAND STUDY COMMITTEE APPOINTED TDi"'.AKE STUDY OF CITY'S INVENTORIED PROPERTY 
jiND RECOMMEND ANY SURPLUS PROPERTY FOR PUBLIC SALE. 

<::ouncilman Jordan asked'the Mayor if he has completed the appointment of 
~he members of the Land Study Committee, as he would like for the Committee 
~o meet shortly after the first of the year and, as requested by CouncilJ 

~egin the study of the City's inventoried property_ in_order to make a 
\recommendation with regard to making available for public sale surplus 
pr<lperty? ' 

Mayor Brookshire 'advi'sed that- he has requested Mr. Louis Rose, as one of 
bharlot1:e's leading Reaii:or~-;" to serve on: the Cornrtli ttee and give Mr'. Jordan, 
I,Chairman, any assistance that hE! can without compensatio,n. Ana, although 
Ithe two former'members of the Committee, Mr. Craig Lawing: and Mr. Don 
:Bryant are no longer in public office, with the consent of Mr. Jordan, he 
~ould like them to continue to serve on the Committee. 

!STATUS OF IHPROVEMENTS TO PINEHOOD CEMETERY REPORTED BY CITY HANAGER~ 

ico'.\tl.cilmen Alexander~sked the City Nanager for a progress report on the 
'impro.vernents to Pinewood Cemetery. Mr. Veeder stated -the work is coming; 
ialong fine bllt there is the problem of ownership of property as relahs to 
Ithe construction of the fence around the Cemetery. That the City Attorney 
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has written the Seaboard Airline Railway Company in this regard and is 
awaiting their reply. 

RESOLUTION COMMENDING MR. AND MRS. HOMER M. KIRKMA.N, SR.FCiR THEIR OUT­
STANDING OPERATION OF DOUGLAS "MUNICIPAL AIRPORT RESTAURANT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Albea, and unani­
mously carried, a Resolution entitled: Resolution commending Mr. and 
Mrs. Homer M. Kirkman, Sr. for their outstanding operation of Douglas Muni­
cipal Airport Restaurant, was adopted. The resolution is recorded in full 
in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 173. 

CHAIRMAN OF TASK FORCE TO BE REQUESTED TO MAKE COMMITTEE REPORT TO THE CITY 
COUNCIL A'J:A COUNCIVMEETING OTHER TRANON JANUARY 17, 1966. 

Councilman Tuttle remarked that he is wondering if it would not be well to 
ask the Chariman of the Task Force and his Committee to make their Report 
to the City Council at a Council Meeting other than on January 17, 1966, 
which has a very heavy schedule. That he would like for the Report to be 
submitted at the Meeting on January l"Othif convenient to the Committee; 
otherwise, at the meeting following January 17th. 

}ayor Brookshire concurred in the suggestion and stated he would get in touc~ 
with the Task Force Chairman, General Younts • 

. COUNCIL MEETINGS ON DECEMBER 27th AND JANUARY 3rd DISPENSED 1HTH. 

Councilman Albea moved that·the Council Heetings on 11onday, December 27th 
and January 3rd be dispensed with. The motion was seconded by Councilman 
Hhittington and unanimous"ly carr<ied. 

NEXT COUNCIL ~mETING"AUTHORIZED·HELD ON TUESDAY, JANUARY 4, 1966. 

"Upon motion of Councilman" Thrower, seconded by Councilman Hhittington and 
unanimously carried, the next Council Heeting ·was scheduled to be held on 
Tuesday, January 4, 1966, at 3 o'clock.p,m •. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Thrower andunani­
mously carried, the meeting was adjourned. 

City Clerk 




