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A regular meeting of the City Counecil of the City of Charlotie, North
Carolina, was held in the Council Chamber in the City Hall, on Menday,
January 16, 1967, at 2 o’clock p.m., with Mayor Stan E. Brookshire
presiding, and Councilmen Claude L. Albea, Fred D. Alexander, Sandy R,
Jordan, Milton Shori, Jeohn H, Thrower, Jerry Tutile and James B.
Whittington present.

ABSENT: None.

The Charlotte-Meeklenburg Planning Commission sat with the City Council
and, as a separate bedy held its public hearings on Petitions for changes
in zoning classifications concurrently with the City Council with the
following members present: Chairman Sibley and Commissioners Ashcraft,
Godley, Camble, Olive, Tate, Toy and Turner.

ARSENT: Commissioner Stone.
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INVCCATTON.,
The invocation was given by Councilman Sandy R. Jordan.
MINUTES APPROVED,

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Thrower, and un~
animously carried, the minutes of the last meeting on January 9, were
approved as submitted.

HEARING CN PETITION NO. 67-1 BY D. L. PHILLIPS INVESTMENT BUILDERS FOR
CHANGE IN ZONING FROM 0-6 AND I-2 TO R-9MF OF A 25 ACRE TRACT OF LAND
LOCATED AT THE DEAD-END OF SCOTTSDALE ROAD, SCUTH OF BROADVIEW DRIVE.

The publie hearing was held on the subject petition.

Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, advised the 25-acre tract is
located to the west of General Younts Expressway and south of Clanton Road;
it is to the east of the Kolling Woods Subdivision and the property itself
ig entirely vacant, It is adjoined on the north side by vacant property and
is vacant on all sides with the exception of the west side where the Rolling
Woods Subkdivision is located, One exception tc the vacancy situation is a
vacant house located on a tract of land to fhe southeast. The property
directly to the south is owned by the City and is part of the land for the
Irwin Creek Disposal Plant.

to the residential subdivision zoned 0-8, This office zoning was installed
as a protection to the residential area at the time the present zoning
ordinance was adopted, The property is bounded on the nerth, the east

and partially on the south by I-«2 property. There is single family R-9
zoning of the City’s property and all the residential area is zoned R-9.

Mr. Russell M. Robinscn, Attorney for the Petitioner, peinted out Broadview
Drive running down 150 feet to the north of the line and Scottsdale Road
desd-ending against it. He pointed out the area zoned R-9 and stated there
iz 1 200-foot strip of 0-6 zoning between the property line and the I-2
goning. The petition is to re-zone the whole 25-acre tract to permit the
gonstruction of a multi-family housiny development consisting of 252 units
with 88 one bedrcom apariments, 112 iw: bedroom apartments and 52 three
bedroom apartments. He advised the ¢:iz:sst point between one of the
buildings and the property line is 140 feet up to 155 feet.

The subject property is zoned I-2 with a strip of land 200 feei wide adjacent
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That the preoperty is heavily wooded and they plan to leave the woods in
there. The area designated as a recreational area is also hedvily
wooded and they plan to clean out the underbrush and leave it im its
natural state with picnic tables and that type of recreational use
which would provide a buffer between the areas. -

He stated there is 300 feet between the propert? line and Bafringer
Irive south of the property. They plan a total parking of 406 spaces,

Councilman Thrower asked if they have provided any buffer to protect
between multi-family and I-2 zone? Mr. Kobinson replied there is no
proposed buffer zone: that they are asking a change from 0-5 and I-2 to
g higher category:; That the plans are all sét and they hope to begin
gqonstruction within 90 days if the petition is granted.

No ebjections were expressed to the proposed change in =zoning.

Council decision was deferred for one wezsk.

EARING ON PETITION NO. 67~2 BY DOLPH M. YOUNG FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM

I_
-6 TC B-2 OF A LOT 75’ x 150’ LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF EAST PARK
HVENUE, BEGINNIKG 100 FEET WEST OF -CLEVELAND AVENUE.

=

he scheduled hearing was held on the subject petition.

‘he Assistant Planning Director advised the lot is ‘located on the south
ide of East Park Avenue midway of the bleoek between South Boulevard

nd Cleveland Avenue, being a 1little closer to Cleveland Avenue. The
roperty is vacant and is adjoined on the Cleveland Avenue side primarily
v single family residences although some of the homes have besn con-
erted and are presently being dsed for multi-family purposes. There

s generally a mixture of multi-family and single family uses along '
ark Avenue towards Cleveland and on towards Euclid Avenue. On the

outh Boulevard side of the property it is used for bu51nesg purposes
lready from thls lot out to South BouAerrd

oMl e g o s
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he zoning of the area is a fairly’ reqular'one{ It is one of business

oning - B~2 - alcorig South Beulevard and along Park Avenue down to this
ot. Beginning with the subject lot, it is 0-6 ocut to Cleveland and

o the middle of the block between Cl leveland and Euclid, and from that

oint on it is R-8MF throughout this portlon of the Dllworth area.

o B R N |

r. Dolph M. Young, the petiticner, stated the back third of their lot
s zoned B-2 and if the present B-2 zoning was followed in a straight
ine across it would take in approximately 25% more of their lot.

hat Jordan~-Morris Distributing Company propese to use the lot. They
re presently located in the 1000 block of East Fourth Street and are
aving to move because of the 4th Phase of Urban Renewal. Jordan-
lorris proposes to build a brick and glass building and will set it
ack some 32 feet from Park Avenue; they will have a lZ-foot driveway
long one side which would lead back intoc the portion alreacy zoned

-2 and that part will ke paved and will be used for parking. Jordan-
iorris employs fourteen people ten of which work 1nside the building.
heir main item of sale is Delco Automotive parts. ~ That about $5% of
heir business is delivered away from the ldeation so there will be -
nly about 57 walk-in traffie,
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r. Young stated there aré'now two businesses facing Park Avenue
djoining this property and just around the corner is the Dllworth
heatre and an eating place on the corner.

3o

=3

hat an area 50 by 100 will ke paved and used for parking at the rear
nd the first 32 feet of the lot will be used for customer parking.
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QOun01lman Tuttle asked sbout the 5% local retail and asked if there

would be a lot of driving in and out? Mr. Jordan of Jordan-Morris
eplied only about 5% of the people come and pick up the merchandise,
he rest is dellvered by truck; that there would be very few trucks.
nd cars coming in and out.

ehicular space? Mr. Jordan replied their proposed building is somewhat
arger; that customers would park in the 32 feet on the front and the
employees would park at the rear, -

ﬁ 7 7 7 . S ,
iouncilman Short asked Mr. Bryant if the parking plan has been approved
g the Traffic Engineer?  Mr. Brvant -replied not to his knowledge: as
rar as he knows, they have not submitted any construction plans for
approval

?ouncilman Short asked if they have plans for the required amount of

ﬁo obiections were expressed to the proposed ohange in zonlng
Goun01l dec1s1on was deferred for one week,

$EARING ON PETITION NO. 67-3 BY C. R. MICKLEFOR A CHANGE IN ZONING
TROM R-BMF TO B-2 OF A LOT 60" x 160* LOCATED AT lOZQ_SUGAR CREEK ROAD.,

| ,
'?he public hearing was held on the subject"petition

ﬁr Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated since the request
was originally filed, this section of Sugar Creek Road has been changed
o Atmore Street. ‘

Ee advised this. is a one-lot dhange on Atmore Street and there is a
Zouse on the property. It is adjoined on the east side by several
ingle family residential structures and across the street is single
amily residential uses going toward the Plaza. On the west side of
he property is a general mixture of business uses and immediately
djacent to the property is the Master Plumbing Company building with
fodd Electric adjacent to that; then, there is an open area and
several other business uses coming out to Sugar Creek Road. The rear
éf the property along Dinglewood is used for 51ngle family purposes

The gzoning of the property is R-8MF as is property on both sides of.
itmore Street; to the east towards The Plaza the zoning is business.
the west side, it is adjoined by B-2 and there is B-2 zoning on
both corners at Atmore Street and Sugar Creek Road; also, B-2 zoning
ls along Sugar Creek Road towards the railrocad. I-2 zoning is on the

west side of Sugar Creek Road throughout the area. .

ﬁr Bryant stated recently the Planning Board studied this entlre area
Wlth the result that all of the property which was at that time zoned
E-l was changed to B-2 out of. consideration for the type of uses

elready located in the ares, plus the influence of the industrial zoning.

They also studied the area which is now zoned multi-family for business .

purposes and it was the recomrendation of the Commission, at that time,
hat the area as a whole not be changed because it was predominantly
sed for single family purposes, .and there was no indication. from the
people that they wanted anything other than the residential zoning.

I - _ .

i , ; L
Mr, C. R.Mickle, Petitioner, stated he bought the property for the
surpose of using the house as an office, and to build a warehouse on
{he rear for the storage of window screens and storm w1ndows. ‘There is
@nly one truck which goes out in the morning and comes back in the
éfternoon.

%o opposition was eipressed,to-the groposed,changé in ‘zoning,

Council decision was deferred for one week,
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ﬁEARING ON PETITION NO. 67-4 BY D. M. CREECH FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING
FROM B-1 to B-2 OF A LOT 1008’ x 200/ AT 724 EAST MCREHEAD STREET AND
4 LCT APPROXIMATELY 417 x 20607 AT 1116 MYRTLE AVENUE

qhe scheduled hearlng was held on the sub;ect petition,

The Assistant Planning Director advised this request is for a change
ﬁrom B-1 to B~2 on East Morehead Street at the intersection of Myrtle
Avenue The property has a residential structure on it; it is
ad301ned on the intown side - Euclid Avenue side - by two or thzee .
qddltlonal rosidential structurés. Directly across Morehead from the
property is McEwen’s Funeral Home, with an office building located at
the corner of Eueclid anda combination service station and oil company
Building; ‘On the out-of-town side is Shoney’s Drive-in Restaurant,
ﬁhen the A & P and an apartment and the Addison Apartments. Behind
ihe property on Lexington Avenus, from Euclid Avenue on down it is

11 used for residentidl -purposes, primarily single family with a
guplex or two scattered in the area. Beyvond Euclid back towards

outh Boulevard is & number of fairly new office struchtures.

The zoning is B~1 on both sides of- Morehead Street throughout the area,
1nclud1ng the subject property. Immediately behind the property it is
oned R-BMF until vou get up to aleng Lexington and beyond Buclid, then
3t is office zoning. .

Mr, D. M. Creech, the Petitioner, stated that Glidden Paint Company is
he prospective lessee. "They are having to move from their present
ocation on Independence Boulevard and are interested in this location.

?hat the property back of the subject property oan Lexington Avenus is

%n a very run-down state and will eventually ke eliminated, On the

West are old homes that have -been there for years and Humble 011

Company has-an office bulldlng on the far cormner. :

Gouncllman Short asked 1f a retail palnt store is not allowed in :B-17

Mr Bryant replied the reta1l portion would be but they also have a

ﬁholesale operation.

Goun011man Tuttle asked if Glidden Paint dces not have a 51zeable drlve-
3n buziness? Mr. Creech replied he understands they do but they will
ave a lot of parking area and there will bs ne parking on the street
gide, and will set back the reguired 20 feet from Morehead Street,

Jll of the parking will ke to the . rear of the proposed building.

o cbjections were expressed to the proposed change in zoning.
i ' : ‘ . .
ouncil decision was deferred for one week.

EARING ON PETITION NO. 67-5-BY V. R. WILLIAMS FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING
ROM R-6MF TO R-6MF -~ H OF PROPERTY FRONTING 119 FEET AT 1200 QUEENS
OAD AND HAVING A DEPTH OF “450. FEET.

ﬁhe public hearing was held on the subject petition on which a protest
etition has been filed and found sufficient to invoke the 20% Rule
aquiring the afflrmatlve vote of six Councilmen in order to rezone
he property. : L -

Mr Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, &Stated the subject
property is located on Cueens Road between Queens Road West and
Granv;lle Road; it is adjoined on the Granville Road side by single -
amlly structures, as is alsc true down Granville Road; along Queens Road
est to the rear of the property, it is alseo single family structures.

n Quesns Reoad there is a single family structure beside .it: an apartwent
tructure which was built in the last five years is - in the .area. Across
Dueens Road 1is entirely for single family purposes. The Queens Towers
épartment is located at the intersection of Granville Road and Queens
cad. A new apartment which is in process of being finished is located
in the area and the library is leocated at the intersection of Providence
|
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and Queens Road.

At present, both sides of Queens Road is zonmed R-6MF out te Granville
Road coming from Morehead Street. At Granville continuing toward
Mbrehead Street, it is zoned R-6MF - H - which includes the property -
gn which Queens Towers is located - and from that point cut to
rovidence Road :and down Queens Road for a few blocks out towards the
Selwyn area. The property to the rear of the subject proprty and to
he rear of the frontage property all along Queens Road is zoned.
slngle family.  This is true on the other side of Queens behind the
J:ar of the frontage lots,

Ben Hbrack Attorney for the petltloner stated Mr, -V. R Willlams
éf Richmond, Vlrglnia is the petitioner, but the real party in interest
s the party who was the developer of Queens Towers and is also the
ieveloper and owner of the Sutton House. That Mr, Williams acguired
ﬁhe property as an investment from the estate of the late Mrs. Patsy .
ﬁoodwin and the developer has_contracted to purchase the property from
im. Mr, Horack stated he considers this particular zoning matter to
cne of the most difficult and potentially one of the most important

ie has had the pleasure of handling. The petition is well protested
gnd it is signed by meny people who are very nice people and who have
real nice homes and they are deeply concerned about the proposal as set.
forth in the petition. .

That he thinks he has little going for him except for three things -
ood planning, logic and merit. That a little further down Cueens Road,
‘he Sutton House is zoned R-6MF-H, the Queens Towers is zoned for the |

% *, At Queens Road, where it hits Morehead Street, there is another

E-6MF-H and is the Edgehill Terrace Apartments. Going.towards town -
nd swinging to the right at the kend, it is solid R-8MF until you get
own to the Sutton House; then for several blocks, it is R~6MF-H except
ithin a block and half of Fourth Street, which is R-6MF. Mr. Horack
tated this property has been zoned for multi-family purposes since _
947: then, in 1962, it was given the category of R-6MF and at the same .
ime, some of the areas were given the R-8MF-H, In 1962 the R-6MF

qategory on both sides of Queens Road was made to conform with the

ear property lines with the result that the back portion of the - -

enbject property, together with the back portion of other property, was
likewise zoned R*BMF
; N _ . - .
Mr. Horack advised he contacted about 22 or 23 different sets of home-
wners in the area and was surprised to learn that some of those people
ho owned homes on Queens Road were unaware that the property was already
oned for multi-family uses. The fundamental guestion presented by
'his petition is not if the subject property is geing to ke used for
multi-farily, but what kind of multi-family structure is going to be
here and what caliber will the facilities be. Another gquestion -is
hether this area will be allowed to drift into oklivien and go

through a long transitional period as much of Queens Road and partlcularly }

dcwn near the Little Theatre has done.
i
. Horack stated the subJect property has & frontage of 119 feet and &
epth of its front portion of 219 feet and the rear portion would add
n additional depth of 231 feet. The old residence on the property
is no good for anything and it will be forn down to make way for some
%ort of development :

fhe Developer has.two alternatlves. If the property remains R-6MF, he
onceives it to be an economical fact of life to cover the high cost of
‘he land that this be devoted to the garden type apartments with a unit
n the front and a unit.on the rear. That the Developer estimates this
ype of facility will cost about $200,000 and the rent will ke around

125 per menth, - When you go this route the economies .of the situation
nd the rents that can. be commanded by apartments Such as. the Prinecess

INOUR N TSy
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nd what will ke here simply will not' support the added investment

£ the facilities that go with luxury apartments. If the property is
oned R-6MF-H, the estimated investment will be $1.0 million and rents
111l be in the $250 to $300 bracket. Apartments would not be on the
ear portion but would be entirely up front. When you go up that means
ou have to put in elevators and when you pui in elevators that means
arious types of construction cost as only a top quality type facility
an support. The mortgage lenders on this type of apartment are
nereasingly requiring things like the pool and the planting and other
hings. There will be some parking underneath and some to the rear
ith the pcol and recreational facilities. Mr. Hordck stated he thinks
here will ke substantial charige in this area. He understands the
emotional invclvement that is typical when th're is any propesal that
will affect a person’s home, That this area from Granville down to
Bdgehill is all R-6MF and is sandwiched in beiween two R-B6MF-H areas.

.—-&-s‘.—!—:-r-ndk!l—es‘mnm

tarting at Granville Road, he pointed out the locaticn of the Wilson
ouse which was acquired in 1965 and substantially improved; the next
ome was asquired by Leon Olive, who is a protestant; and is one of the
ore beautiful homes in that part of the City, and .it was bought in 1564
n the shadow of the existing Queens Towers Apartment; then, there is

. Flower’s property on the adjacent property and it is used ds a
C
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omlng house and has keen for many, many years; the next property is

he existing garden type Princess Apartments; the next lot is the Mills

me which is cccupied by a multitude of roomers or tenants; then, there
is the Anderson home which is one occupant but it is rented and it has

garage apartment to the rear; then, Miss Johnsie Goff’s home; then the
I ethodist Home property and it has a garage apartment which is unoccupied;
hen, the old Dunavant home which was convertéd to multi-family use but
ils presently unoccupied and recently boarded up; then, the Lee Heath-
partments at the corner of Ardsley. On the opposite side of the street
he homes are owner-occupied and are lovely homes. Then he submits that
s lovely as the homes may be, the value is in the underlying land, not
in the residence on top. Eventually those homes are destined to go the
oute of transitions and conversions, and it deserves something better.
o one likes am apartment but if this property is zoned to "H”, it will
ncourage the type of development that will be more tasteful, or '
stheticly compatlble and generally compliment th*s nelghborhood 1n a
ay that it deserves.

é§wwswmgmjﬁﬁmuwm_

. Horack ‘stated the suggestion mayhke made about “spot zoning”. This
fs a word applied to that which you do not like. That he does not think
ﬁhls is “spot zoning”. It is the same type of zoning permitted by R-6MF

jlth a little more latitude relating to side vards and the other :
l1fferent1als That the facility permitted by R-6MF~H is exactly the
ind that this Council and this community was interested in promoting in
ur recent bond. uptown rejuvenating proposal,

e stated he has a lot of sympathy for Mr. Olive and Mr. & Mrs. Wilson,
owever, fie is advised that Mr. Olive has had his house on the market
ﬁor the better part of the last year and that he offered it to his
developer but they did not get together on scme of the terms

r. Horack stated this petition will determine the trend and the destiny
f this area for a long time to come. That he would not think that
ouncil would grant this petition if they did not also recognize if

pon application the Clive and Wilson’ properties would ke similarly
ezoned “H”, That he thinks this property deserves a real hard look

t what is‘golng on already and towards prospects for the future and

he ultimate destiny of this fine old area of our City.‘

o e Q0 =

ouncilman Short asked Mr. horack if he said that the rent mlght ke

125 on the R-6MF zoning that exlsts on a garden type apartment; but

hat it might be $250 to $300 on the R-8MF-H? That the added land
ecuired for each additiconal unit in the R-6MF is 2,000 feet and for the
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¢ther type is 1,000; he asked if this leads to the conclusien that Mr.
Horack is saying if-you have twice -ag big an apartment, you would only
pay 1/2 as much rent? Mr. Horack replied what he is saying, in this -
Erea, when you go the E-BMF route knowing that on the typical garden .

ype apartments you cannot have your high bracket rents, then vou
have to build all the units you can get kbecause. the garden type is
normally only two story and you will utilize both the front and the
%ear. If you can go up, only ther with an “H” can you afford to put
in the luxury type apartments that will support the higher renfts and

iill support the cost of elevators and will support the cost of resident.

nanagers and the swimming pools. Councilman Short asked if it is Mr.
Horack’s comment -that the lower zonlng classification here would make
ossible the higher rent per unit? Mr. Horack replied that is right;
hat once you go up you get into the expensive facilities - the elevator
gnd soforth. :

Mr Horack stated he has never had a zoning matter where there were so
any facets of interest and concern involved. There is the concern of
he people whose houses are owner- occupied; then, the shift over to

roomlng houses and rental. Then at the rear the people have an entirely
ifferent consrderatlon they did not protest and said they wourd rather.

pave a planted area 1o the rear of a luxury apartment facilities that is
ip front than they would have ancther garden type unit coming clear to
he back end of their lot. . L . ,

Leon Ollve stated he does not think that Mr "Horack’s argument
arries a great deal of logic. That along Queens Road they have one of
the most beautiful areas in the town, . That in 1965 -he was riding into
own from out in Lansdowne and he saw this cld home there, and he said
f he could afford it he would like a home like that. . That day he
alled the realtor and that afterncon, without his wife’s knowledge and
onsent, he bought the house. That he has spent a lot of money to fix
he house the way he wants it, inside and outside. The fact that it
was zoned R-6MF did not bother him because he knew what he wanted there
énd he has put what he wanted there. That next to the ‘back part of
he subject property he has a rose garden - that his home is a most
ivable home and he can walk out in the evening and can look across
the property and he can see the sky and he can gef some fresh air to
reath., He is not cut off from the view of the sky or the trees or
anything on that side of his home, and he does not want to be cut off.
Olive stated he has protested and Mr. & Mrs. Wilson have protested. .
That Mr. Wilson saw the potentials in ‘his old house just as he saw the
potentlals in the one he bought. That Mr. Wilson has fixed hlS Jhome
real nice and has a very attractive home there,

%r. Olive p01nted out on the map the location of the people who signed

fhe protest petition and stated Mr. & Mrs. Haywood do not want apartments §

n the back and they do not want a swimming pool back ‘there. That he
%nderstands the back pilece of the subjeet property was set aside by deed

restrlctlons for recreational purposes only, and the truth of the matterwr'

nay be that apartments cannot be built on that portion of fhe property,
hat he thinks this is why they have the swimming pool back there in

ople on both sides of Queens Road West signed the protest petition.

e pointed out the location of Mr. Flower’ s home and stated he does not
hlnk of this home as a rooming house; that he does have some young

ople who live upstairs, but they have no objection to that. That he
alntalns his home in a real fine way. He has the big rooms and the
ld antique furniture - he could not move into some of the houses that
re being built foday because he could not get his furnrture in there
cause of the kind of furniture he has. That unfortunately the Princess
partments have been built between Mr, Flowers and Mr. Mill, That Mr.
elms, the owner of the Princess Apartments 31gned the protest petltron

EZe proposed plan and the big apartment up front. He stated most of the

s =
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My, Olive stated there is no more beautiful area than Queens Reoad with
the big stately trees and the layout of the streets. That Mr. R, O.
Gillis is the man who is behind all this; he built the Suttén House and
it is paved right up to the sidewalk. That he can build apartments
thet will be cheaper and because of the location, he can probably
command $200 or $250 a month but they will still be cheap apartments.
Mr, Olive stated the Sutton House is not any asset to Queens Road
because there is no beauty in a brick building stright up, right out
against the street, with parking right up to the street. That is what
they have there and that is what they do not want next deor.

Mr. Clive stated that Mr. Williams, the petitioner, is an out of state
speculator who bought this property from Mrs, Gocdwin and let her live
there the rest of her davs; that he has approximately $31,500 in this
property. That he is trying fo make a profit and he may have- a contract
to sell this for $50,000. Thnat Mr. Gillis and Mr, Horack have gone

out in this neighborhood and have said to the people out there that

this is inevitable, yvou are going to. get cheap apartments here whether
vou want them or do not want them unless vou go along and do not oppose
the petition for a change in goning. .

Mr. Olive stated the retition flled by Mr, Willlams reads as follows
“From an eccncmic and practical standpoini, the high cost of the land
comprised of the subject property together with the limitations. presecribed
for an R-6MF will not permit the construction of multi~family units

having the facilities and gualities reguired for the neighborhood in which
the property is located. The property can best ke utilized for the
purposes allowed by R-6MF~-H classification”. That the petitioner: comes
along on one hand and says we are going to build it, and in his reasons

he gives for rezoning says they cannot build it there - cannot build
cheap ones because the land is tooc expensive., Mr. Olive stated he can
build approximately 19 or 20 apartments and if he get it rezomed to

high rise, he can build in the neighborhood of 40, just about double

the number of apartments that he could build, also double the amount of
traffic that you will have on Qaeens Road,

Mr. Clive asked why not build geod garden type apartments? Why-not build
townhouse type of apariments of real fine construction, and build 19 or

There is a demend for that type. The reason thevy say they eannot do it
is that it will not be as profitable. You have two speculators yvou are
dealing with - you are dealing with Mr, Williams and you are dealing wih
the builder - R, 0, Gillis,

Mr. Hubert Brown, Attorney, stated he lives on Harvard Place across from
Cueens Road, That he is not as directly affected by the proposed zoning
as Mr. Olive and Mr. & Mrs. Wilson. That one thing Mr. Horack said
impressed him and that was in talking with several of the members of

the community that several were surprised that it was multi-family.

That he thinks that point is worth considering that what multi-family
use 1s there is entirely consistent with the substantial aid predominate
single family character of the neighborhood. That he is asking that
they consider the difference between the two story residences that are
there and the six story - 3 times as high - high rise ‘apartment that is
proposed. Mr. Brown stated he bought the house in 1960 and he knew
that Queens Rcad had been zoned multi-family so he cannot object if

a garden type apartment is built., DBut he does have reason to object

if a substantial change in the type of project as propesed here is
erected. That good planning indicates that placing this change in this
spot in a neighborhood where it is entirely inconsistent would not

ke good plannlng

Council decision was deferred for one week.

20 of them on the property as zoned and rent thém for 3350 or $400 a month.
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MEETING RECESSED AT '3:15-07CLCCK P.M. AND. RECONVENED AT 3:30 C/CLOCK P.M.
Mayor Brookshlre called a recess at 3 15 o clockip m. and- reconvened
the meeting at 3:30 o’clock p.m.

URDINAHCE NO. 580 ~MENDING CHAFYER 6. OF THE CODE OF THE -CITY OF
CHARLOTTE BY ADDING A NEW ASTICLE, TO BE DESIGNATED AS n\TICLL VI,
COMRTHIITY ANTENRA TZLEVISIOH SYBTJM S - : :

Layvor Brookshire asked Mr. Kiser, the City Attorney, o present the
nprdinance relating to CLA.T.V. :

Mr, Kiser sdvised he has prepared for Council considerstion :n ordinance
which would set up the procedure for msking applications for Cable
intenna Television franchises and would set out the regulations
governingthe opersztion of CATV svstems and services in the City of -
Charlotte, The ordinunce specifies thut the franchise will be a non-
exclusive terms and provides that rates for services charged by the
system to the customer will be approved by Council. - In additiorn, it )
specifies the authority granted by the franchise, and prehibits certain
sotivities, including pey t.v. coperations. It lists conditions under
vhich the a:thority to use the city streets is granted;it lists certain .
rights reserved to the city, including the requirement of ceriuin: :
indemnity cases and insurance dcreements and policies; and it prov;aes .
for remunerstion tc the City as follows: :

There w1ll be.a minimur annval charge of<$15,040 or & sur
equal to the following percentage:, whichever is greater;

When the gross annual receipts do not. exceed 1,250,300,

the percentages will Le 5% on the first $50C,000 of sross
annual receipts, plus 1{% on the next $25C,000,- ples 15%
on the next %500,000; .

When the gfoss annudl receibts exceed $l,250,0t6, the
percentage will then ke 10% of the total without regurd
to5 the previous percentages.

Councilman Thrower asked if the ordinsnce spells uLt spe01f1cdllv thut
the oross is taken after taxes? . Kiser replied this is gooss annual
receipts. layor Brookshire dsked if it spells » t the length of the

franchise? Mr. Xiser replied the duretion is for ten vears,

Councilman Jorden moves that the ordinance &s preserted by Mr. Kiser
be adopted. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle.

Councilman Short steted he would like to direct Council’s attention to -
Puge 11 of the proposed ordindgnce which states the fraanchise fee to be:
paid to the City ond as Mr. Kiser has stated this is 5% of the cruss
revenue up te $500,000 and 10%-on the next $250,00¢ of ¢russ revenue

cf any operator or operators, and 15% on the next $500,000 , of .qross
revenue, and 10% on 21l ¢ross revenue beveond this point.

‘r. Kiser advised at the time the gross annual receipts become in
excess of $1,250,000, the percentage will he 10% on the total, and
not an add on. '

Councilman Short stuted he would find it hard to explalp to the pefsons
who will have these franchises why the City churgces them « hlghem rate
«f fee down in their lower range of income, than is charged them in «
nigher range of income. He thinks it would be harder for them to pay

. fee when their income is «t the lower level, and at the same time he
would find it & littls h.rd to explain tc the public why the Couneil

is giving their govermment & smaller rate of yield from a firm making
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higher level of income, and a higher rate of vield from a Firm with
somewhat lower level of income, and this is clearly what the proposal
st cutlined by tir. Kiser amounts to. The proposed fes scale is
monly deseribed as regressive. If charging 154 of the cperator’s
lume over a range running from $750,0u0 to 31,250,570 is the hest and
sirest b kalancing of the interast of the public and the interest of v
ge operetor, then he would think that continuing &t least at the same S
rate in the hizher randge of the operators volume is necessary if we ace
t¢ achieve the falrest arrangement. - - :

oW

r+l—'h¢." Q e

Céunciliman Short offered & substltutc motion that the -rdinance ke
adopted and the franchise schedule amznded to provide as follows:

That the fee be 5% of the gross sevenue up to 500,000,
10% of the next $250,(00 gross revenve and 157 .n the next
H5500,000 of ¢ross revenus - all as already provided ~ and
then 15% on g2ll gross revenues beyond this point, this
proposal 1s to eliminate the regressive featuros.

Ciuncilman Whittington seconded the motion znd stated he is not opposed | b
itz the franchise ordinance as recomaended; thet he is opposed to the
rate structure. From the beginning, #s a member of this Council, both
publicly and privetely, his interest in cable television, if the:
Council granted = franchise ordinance, was to get the bhest deal possible
for the citizens of this city from & monetary standpoint and at the

same time be fair to the firms who receives the franchise, ~ That he -
does not believe that the motion of lir. Jordan does this. To grant a .
franchise with rates starting &t 5% has been menticned Wy Mr. Short,
ahd then sscalating up to 15%, and then regressina to 10% of the gross - s
wg not knowing whet the top figure is and nct knowing what the potentisl
is - is not good business and in his opiricn, is not fair to the citizens
of this eity. For this reason he canuct vote For this motinsn, o

suncilman Tuttle stated in this case we are talking acout yirtuelly

C

15%. That if his figurineg ié right, when vou get to $8,250, O¥q' by
applving the 15% to the éxcéss, vyou will have some 12. % of the total
gross., As this goes up and Charlotte crows and asguninge you et this
system to $5.20 million, then vou will Le cluose to 154,  That he finds
it herd to helieve that any industry c‘n pperate with 15% comins off
The very top., -wWhen wa talk sbout 10T beino & maximys, we are talul it
gkout 10% before the weople have paid any expenses, .efose they have

sid taxes, before all thHa cost of the equipnent has reen paid for,
bfore zny deprecistion through the years is tsh‘np in+@ corsideration;
> are talking chout 10%, and if vou figure this 1% that we will ke
stting when they get int~ the money end of it, ang get clese to
1.3 million, we will be realizing some dounile what they will be faking
. profits. If they -take $30{,000 in profits, we will be taking
500,500 in texes. To him this is uwnfaic and almost confiscatory, and
: cannot ge along. In the interest of the public, he thinks that 1%
of the gross will be getting the most we have ever ootten osut of any
utility in this State; we will be churging the highest rate thai he can
find in the United btates. “3Jome of the rates are:

t}" o

a=t
5

's]
a

R

& ke £

Greensbcro - 3% L S o : ' - o {"
Philadelphia- 5% , : L
Hew York City- 5% L
Atlants, Ga.- 4% ) ' '
Toledo, Thio- 3%

San Francisco- 2%

liemphis, Tenn., gradusted tc 5%.
Councilman Tuttle stated we are charginy doubleé the maximum rate, taking !
s/ cross section of the country and with the exception of Lumkerton, H. C., -

he knows of no case where they are churdingover %%, and he still believes - 1
that 10% of the gross is ample and is a protectis:n For the public.
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Councilman Short stated that lir. Tuttle spesks of the difficulty of a
private enterprise operating with the goverrment takinc 15% <ff the
top. The moticn which Fr. Tuttle secondsd provides that the govermment
will take 15% off the top down at a volume of range where auny privite
enterprise husiness is strugoling harder *c make & zo of it and they
would struggle when -they have reached the salad davs that they are
getling the higher volume.

Councilman Tuttle replied these people expect to invest so much money
in this sytem; we know it is gxing to cost them money; we know they
are going to lose mcney. what we are ultimately shooting for - what:
ig a fair take when this is established; when the town is covered with
the cables and the 40% to 50% of what we will ultimarely arrive at
when we have attained thet, then what is 3 fair take, and he submits
that 10% is much fairer than almost 15%.

Coungilman Shert stated he wants ic ewpdasi:e th%t Lba motion Mr.
Tuttle seconded, calls for 15%, at & half million dellar range in volurec

The vote was taken on the substitute mocticn and lost by the Following
votes

YEAB:  Councilmen Short, Whittington, and slbea,
HAYS: Councilmen Jordan, Tuttle, alexander and Thrower.

The vote was taken on the original motion and carried unanimously.

fhe ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinence Book 14, keginning at
Facge 470. .

APPLICANTS FOR C.A.T.V. FRANCHISE COMMEND COUNCIL ON THE ADOPTICN OF
C«A.T.V. ORDINANCE AND TIME LIMIT OF 45 DAYS SET FOR SURMISSION CF
APPLICATIONS.

Mr. Charles Crutchfield, President of Jeafferson Standard Boardeasting
Company, congratulated the City Attorney and the Council on its
adoption of what they consider one of the best ordinances in the best
interest of the public that they have seen to date in the C,A.T.V
business. With respect to the fees, should they be one of the successful
applicants, they think it is grossly unfair to the successful applicant
or applicants. They base this on their estimates of operating revenues
and expenses; they base it more importantly on fees paid in other areas
where C,A.T.V is operating. That the highest fee he can find, with the
exception of Asheville, is 6%. How Mr. Short and Mr. Whittington feel
that 15% is justified, he cannot rationalize. That he thinks the fees
25 voted on and the fees as propeosed by Mr. Short will jeopardige the
bperation to the extent that it will of necessity ke a second rate
operation. They have ne desire to operate a second rate operation.
They think the people of Charlotte will not tolerate a second rate
operation. They, therefore, will put the pencil on these fitures, go
through the process of recalculating their figures, .and if they find
the fact that it will ke economically impossible for them to deliver a
first rate system on these rates as adopted, they will withdraw their
application, and will notify City Council in sufficient time so that the
other applicants can be notified.

Mr. Carlton Fleming, Attorney for Cox Cosmo, one of the applicants for
the C.A,T.V. franchise in Charlotte, stated he would like to commend

the City Attormey for his fine hand in drafting the ordinance. . That

he has had occasion to review a number of ordinances. throughout the
rountry and thinks this unguestionably from a technical and legal stand-
point, is the best and strongest ordinance that he has had the privilege
to see, He commended the Council for the step it has taken in the
adoption of the ordinance. That he thinks it is a significant step
forward for the people of Charlotte. He would suggest to the Council
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hat in the ordinary process of things, they should take one further
tep. This ordinance provides for applications to ke filed by anyone

ho desires a franchise for the operation of the C.A.T.V. system in :

he City of Charlectte. In view of the fact that the City Council —
as recognized by formal resolution, several months ago, that C.A.T.V. : L

s a proper facility for the Citizens of Charlotte, he now urged

he Council to set a time limit within which C.A.T.V, applications

an be submitted. They suggest that the firms interested in this

ave evidenced their interest over a long period of time. In the case
f Cox-~Cosmo, they are ready to file their application at this time,

nd he would assume that all other applicants are in the same p051t10n.

e would urge the Ceouncil to put a short and realistie time limit -
rhaps two weeks - on the submission of applications so that the

nblic can have these facilities made available-and so that the City
an kegin to realize the revenues which will come from gross receipts.

o ¢ T T i T = vl = i o vl B e

. Kiser advised that Counc¢il can place a limitation on the time in
hich it will consider applications. That he kelieves two weeks is
little short because of the reguirements specified in the ordinance
or the compilation of information to ke submitted aleong with the -
ijpplication. That he thinks 30 days or six weeks would be mere
ﬁeallstlc for receiving appiications,

douncilman Thrower moved that a time Iimit of 45 days ke set from today
ﬁor the submission of appllcatlons for the C.A.T.V, Franchlse The
motlon was seconded by Couwcxlman Whittington. -
Gouncllman Albea stated he is not opposed to the time llmlt but he
rould like to know why? Mr; Kiser replied they may be .ready to sulmit ﬂ.j
the applications tomorrow, buf the information that is required is b
ather detailed and it seens to him that other people who may have an . [
jntarest in filing an application should have an opportunity to know
about the adoption of the ordinance and an cpportunity to prepare the
information t& be submitted and 39 o 45 days seems to him fo ke a-
fair time. |
| o _ o . _ :
ayor Brookshire asked Mr., Crutchfield if he would like to speak to
he matter of what amcunt of time his cémpany might require? Mr.
rutchfleld replied, they could be ready in two weeks but he agrees
1th the City Attorney that probably 45 days or two months would be
eferable to allow any others to file thelr appllcatlons
L

uncilman Tuttle asked Mr. Flemlng if he would speak to the question?
Fleming replied thls matter has been pendlnq in the City of
harlotte for 4 year. That he thinks that any firm involved has the
ecessary information almost at its findertips, and he does not
elieve that it serves anybody’s purpose to delay this matter over a
3ong period of time. That he weould suggest that certainly 30 davs
culd give anybody ample time to get their application in.” They are
inxious to see the City of Charlotte get the service as quickly as-
%ossible
. Kiser stated these people are in a better position to answer to
he question of how long it will take them to get the information
ogether. That his thought is there was at least one other party who :
xpressed an interest who, as far as he knows, does not have definite L
nforma ion that Council today adopted this ordlnance That he tried
o reach them by phone this morning as he did the other applicants and
was unable to get in touch with them.  In conversation last week, they
jere advised it was guite possible that Council would censider and
dopt an ordinance today, but they de not have this informatien
&efinitely. That he thinks in all fairness to those people that the
ity should have an opportunity to notify them that the ordinance
as been adopted and that they should have an opportunity to prepare
the information required for the application, and it seems at lsast
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30 days would be desirsble, and perhaps 45 would be more reasonable,
ihe vote was taken on the motion -and carrled unanlmously.

éESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR PUBLIC HEARINGS ON FEBRUARY 20 ON PETITIONS
WO 67-6 THROUGH 67-8 FOR ZONING CHANGES.

pon motion of Counc1lman Thrower seconded by Councilﬁan Whittington,
nd unarnimously carried, the subJect resclution was adopted and is
ecorded in Resolutlons Book 5, at Psge 394,

ESOLUTION FIXING DATE OF,PUBLIC HEARING ON JANUARY 30 ON APPLICATION -
F CHEARLOTTE CAB COMPANY, INC. FOR ISSUANCE OF TWENTY {20) CERTIFICATES -
F PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR THE OPERATION OF TAXICABS IN

HE CITY OF CHARLOTTE.

W T

ouncilman Whittington moved the adoption of the subJect resolution.
e motion was seconded by Cocuncilman Short. -

&

Counc1lman Short requested the City Manager to have Mr. Feﬁnell Finance
Elrector to report on the flnanclal statement from the taxieab :
ompanies at thls time. -

ouncilman Alexander stated that some of the taxicab companies have
eld certlflcates since the war years, he asked if this means forever
d if they never decide to use the number of certificates they have
hat they can hold them and they not ke put into use? Mr. Kiser

gtated he beslieves the certificates that were granted as a result of

tertificates held during the war years came under the grandfather

¢lause at the time the ordinance was adopted so that they did not

have to comply with the requirements for appllcatlons. That there

1s a section of the ordinance which provides that when a certificate

is not in use and has not been for a certain period of time, that the = .

gertificates expires. Each certificate is to be renewed sach year.

Councilman Alexander asked if this process is followed through? Mr.
Kiser replied he dees not believe that we follow through on that part
of the regulations in respect to unused certificates expiring,

is followed through. He cannot see continual holding of certificates
that are not in use and thereby not giving anyene else an opportunity
to use the certlflcates. -

“ouncilman Thrower stated when Baker Cab Company was given additional
vertificates, Council stipulated that if the certificates.were not in
use in six months, . they would become void.

Mayor Brookshire‘suggeeted that the City Manager contact the Taxicab
Inspector and have him check on this procedure. .

Ff

The vote was taken on the motion to adopt the subject resolution and
rarried unanimously,

The resolution is recorded in full in Resoclutions Book 'S, at Page 395.

APPRAISAL CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.

Upon metion of Councllman Albea seconded by Councllman Whlttlngton
and unanimously carried, the follow1ng appraisal contracts were approved

Councilman Alexander stated he thinks we should see that the procedure. .
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{a) Contract with O. D, Baxter, Jr. for appraisal of ten
{10) parcels of land in connecticn with the West Fourth
Street Extension Project. : :

(h) Contract with Al Carrier for the appraisal of seven ’
(7) parcels of land in cennection with the Pine Street
Connsctor.

{¢) Contract with William L, Frickhoeffer for the appraisal
of ten {1G) parcels of land in connectlon w1th the WEst
Fourth Street Extension Project. :

{d) Contract with Wallace Gibbs for the appraisal of nire
(9) parcels of land in ceonnection with the Poplar
Street Widening Froject. :

{e) Contract with John C. McDonald for the ‘appraisal of
fifteen (15) parcels of land in connection with the
Fifth Btreet Project. ’ -

{f) Contract with D. A. Stout for the appraisal of eight
(8} parcels of land in connectlon with the Pine Street
Connegtor., R ,

(g} Contract with C. W. Todd for the appraisal of fifteen:
(15) parcels of land in connectlon w1tb the Fifth
Street Project,

MR. W. DONALD BREWER APPOINTMENT TO ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT FCR
THREE YEAR TERM,

Counciiman Tuttle moved the appointment of Mr., W. Donald Brewer to
the Zoning Board of Adjustment for a three year term effective
January 30, 1967, The motion was seconded by Counc1lman Short and
rarried unanlmously '

Councilmar Tuttle reminded Council that there is another term to _
expire on January 30 and somecne might want to check with the present
member to see if he would like to be reappointed.

RENEWAL OF SPECIAL OFFICER PERMITS.

Motion was made by Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Alkea,
and unanimously carried, aprroving tne renﬂwal of the follow1ng
Bpecial Officer Permlts

(a) Renewal of permit‘to Woodrow Freeman to serve on the
premises of Charlotte Park & Recreatlonal CommlSSlon,
310 North Klngs Drxve

{b) Renewal of permit to Robért Calvin Gale, to serve on
the premises of Johnson C., Smith University, 100
Beatties Ferd Road.

TRANSFER OF CEMETERY LOTS,

Upon motion of Councilman Alkea, seconded by Councilman Thrower, and
unanimously carried, the Mayor and City Clerk were authorized to execute
jeeds for the transfer of the following cemetery lots:

{a) Deed with Mrs. Eva W, Hudson for Graves No. 7 and §,
in Lot No. 17, Section 2, Evergreen Cemetery, atl
$120.00.
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(b} Deed with Mrs. Dorsey M. Whitlock for Graves No. 7
and 8, in Lot No, 172, Section 2, Evergreen Cemetery,
at $120.00. :

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE ARTERIAL STREET PLAN AND THE THOROUGHFARE PLAN, .
ADOPTED, .

Councilman Short moved the adoption of the subject resolution, which
was seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried unanimously.

=

e resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 5, Page 396,

RDINANCE WO. 581-X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 498-X, THE 1967-87 BUDGET
RDINANCE, AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTICN OF THE GENERAL FUNWD
DNTINGENCY APPRCPRIATION,

o

Qo

puncilman Thrower moved the adeption of the subject ordinance transferring
3,500.00 for Non-Departmental Expense - Firemen’s Retirement Benefit

tudy to finance a study conducted by a consulting firm on the adequacy

f present Firemen’s Retirement Fund Benefits., The motion was seconded

vy Councilman Albkea. .

puncilman Whittingtén regquested that the City Manaqef be instructed
5 make sure that all personnel in the Fire Department are aware of
he changes that are going to be presented to our Delegation.

=+ o 0 Nea

he vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously,.

3

The Ordinance is recorded in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 478..
PLANS FOR ANIMAL SHELTER APPROVED,

C%uncllman Albea moved that the plans for the erection of the Anlmal'
Shelter be approved as recemmended by Mr. Bobo, Administrative
A#sistant. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and carried
unanimously.

PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS AUTHORIZED.

|

5 _

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Alkea, and
unanimously carried, the follewing property transactions were
authorized:

(a) Acquisition of easement 10’ x 473.72’ and 10 x 930,93/
at Perth Court and Belle Plain Drive, from Ed Griffin
Company, at $1.00 for sanitary sewer right of way to
serve Hope Valley Subdivision.

{b) Acquisition of easement 107 x 435.14 L/F 1lving along
Burner Drive and Winterfield Subdivision, from Ed
Griffin Development Corporation, at $1. 00 for sanitary
sewer right of way to serve Burner Drive Apartments,

{e¢) Acquisition of 5,825 sq, ft. of property at 124-26
Independence Boulevard at corner of East Third Street,
at $22,000, from Mary J. Davis for East Third Street

Connecter.

(d) Consent judgment on 1,036 sg. ft. of property at
2421 Eastway Drive from Samuel Y. Cloninger & wife,
at $950,00 in connection with the Eastway Drive
Widening. : :
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APPRECTATION EXPRESSED FOR INSTALLATION OF SIREET LIGHTS ON PARK ROAD,
FROM SULKIRK TO ARCHDALE.DRIVE

Councilman Jordan stated he apprec1ates the Trafflc Enqlneerzng
Department authorizing Duke Power Company to install. four. street
lights on Park Road, from Sulkirk and Archdale Drive,

MEETING REQUESTED ARRANGED WITYH LCCAL DELEGATION FOR DISCUSSION—CE
MATTERS TO BB'BROUGHT BEFORE ‘THE STﬁTF LEGISLATION ’

puncl Iman Whlttlngtoantated oh the eve of tne-local Delegation going
o Raleigh that Council should arrange & meeting and an agenda for

he things that Council would like to. discuss with them. Mayor
rookshire asked if Council members would like to suggest ‘a date and
ime? Councilman Thrower stated it would be well to leave it up to

he Delegation as they have a rather heavy schedule. Councilman Shert
tated he wonders if they would not prefer, and perhaps Council might .
refer, a night meeting, as it would give_a greater onportunlty for
=ople to be present. ‘ :

’U'C}mﬁrftjjri‘r—i—(’l

ITY MANAGER RE{JESTED TO REMIND TRAFFIC ENGINEER OF NEED FOR TRAFFIC
ANES ON BEATTIES FORD ROAD AT DIKON qTREE’I‘

ouncilman Alexander requested the Clty Manager to remlnd Mr Hoose,
raffic Enginser, the need fo work out the traffic lanes on Beatties
ord Road at Dixon Street.

52 O N

o)

LANNING COMMISSION CONGRATULATED FOR UNIVERSITY CITY PROGRESS REPORT.
ouncilman Tuttle moved that Council extend its congratulations to the
Planning Commision for the excellent University City Progress Report.
The motion was seconded by Councilman Short, and carried unanimously.

€3

REPORT ON OUTTER LOCP.

Q

cuncilman Tuttle asked the City Manager if there is any material
progress being made on the outter loop, and Mr., Veeder replied the
amswer is ves.

C]Z{TY MANAGER REQUESTED TO HAVE TRAFFIC ENGINEER LOCK 2T RAILROAD
CROSSING ON SUMMIT AVENUE AND OLD DOWD ROAD WHERE NUMBER OF DEATHS
}QAVE OCCURRED.

Chuncilman Tuttle stated he is sure that Mr. Veeder has seen and has
obably already given the Traffic Engineering Department the letter
fﬁom Mr. W, L. Mauney wiith reference to the number of deaths at
it Avenue and Old Dowd Road railroad crossing, and asked if this
1% being loocked into? Mr. Veeder replied it is keing investigated
by both the Engineering and Traffic Engineering Departments.

CbUNCIL INFORMED THAT WORK IN THOMASBORO-~HOSKINS AREA HAS BIEN COMPLETED,

doun01lman Tuttle asked if everything has been completed in the Themasboro-
ﬁosklns Area, and Mr, Bobko replied that it has. Councilman Short

tated he has received z letter from some of the residents expressing

their appreciation for what has been done by the City.

OUNCIL NOTIFIED OF RESIGNATION OF TOM RAFFETY, AIRPORT MANAGER,
FPECTIVE FEBRUARY 185.

r. Veeder stated it is with considerable regret, both personal and
rofessional, that he must inform Council that one of the key department
cads is leaving. Tom Raffety is resigning to accept the positicn

as Director of Aviation fer the City of San Antonio, Texas, effective
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pproximately February 15. Mr. Veeder stated he knows that he can
?peak for Council, as well as himself, that this is leaving a real
oid in the city organigzation. That in his judgment, Mr. Raffety
is a real professional who has done a very fine job for the City of
Charlotte. That it is with real deep and sincere regret that he-
Iakes this anncuncement, : : : . :

ayor Brookshire remarked that it would be difficult to express the
ioss in mere words., That unguestionably, Mr. Raffety is one of the
ﬁest in the field, and a most pleasant person to ke associated with,
%nd we will miss him persohally and will miss his -services.

[ .

MR. NORMAN E. MCCOY, CHARLCITE FIREMAN, EXPRESSES APPRECIATION TO
COUNCIL FOR RAISE RECEIVED DURING THE YEAR AND EXTRA HOLIDAY AT
SHRISTMAS, : - e

Hr, Norman E, McdCoy, Charlotte Fire Depar%méﬁt, expreésedfby card his
appraciation for the raise in pay over the past year and for. the extra
holiday granted to city employees at Christmas.

ADJOURNMENT .

Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Albea, and
tinanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned. :

Lt iz,

_ Ruth Armstromg,é?gty Clark

R
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