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The City Council of the City· .of Charlotte, North Carolina,met in regular
session on Monday, May 13, L974,at. 3:00 o'c;Ipck p.m., in the Council Chamj,ers,
City Hall, with Mayor pro tem James B.' Whit.t;ingtolt presiding, .and
Councilmembers Fred D. Alexander, Kenneth.R. Harris, Pat Locke, Milton Shott,
Neil C•. Williams and Joe D. Withrow ·present.

ABSENT: Mayor John M. Belk.

* .* *

INVOCATION.

* * *

The invocation was given.by Reverend Robert L. Ladehoff.

MINUTES APPROVED.

Upon motion of Councilman Alexander, seconded by Councilman Withrow, and
unanimously carried, the minutes of the last meeting on Monday, May 6, 1914,
were approved as submitted.

PERMIT APPROVED TO MECKLENBURG HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION FOR USE OF AMPLIFIER ON
MONDAY" MAY 20 TOCOMHEMORATE SIGNING OF THE H1'CKLENBURG DECLARATION OF .
INDEPENDENCE.

Miss Mary Louise Davidspn, President of the Mecklenburg Historical Associ~tion,
stated they would like permission to use an amplifier on May 20 when they i
commemorate the. signing .of thel1ecklenburg Declaration of Independence ''It jthe
County Courthouse at Noon. The only reason they will need the amplifier ~s to
hear the speaker. They are going to h\'lve the bagpipes an,l a Chorus from ~he
Sedgefield Junior High School, which will be accompanied by a brass ensemqle.
She stated they will appreciate Council's consideration of this to celebrate
our 199th Anniver&ary of the. Signing .of the Mecklenburg Declaration of
Independence.

Motion was made by Counci~an Withrow, seconded by Councilman Short, and
unanimously carried approving the request to use the amplifier.

COUNCIU'utN SHORT EXCUSED FROM PARTICIPATION IN THE DISCUSSION AND DECISIO~

MAKING ON PROPOSED BIKE PATHS DUE TO CONFLICT OF INTEREST.

Councilman Short stated he has a possible conflict of interest on the next item
the Bike Way Study. He called attention tothe.m4p, and stated it shows ,here
the Old Concord Road intersects with North Tryon Street; that right in th*t
connection where they meet is a tract of land of about one acre owned by ~im a~

his brother. The proposal of the Staff will call for some improvements a+ong
that road, if adopted. The question is whether he has a conflict of intetest.
He understands the proposal does not run across the property itself, but ts,
in effect, an improvement of the property as it ,runs along in front of it;

Councilman Sh.ort stated he would appreciate it if Council would determine:
whether or not he has a conflict of .interest.

Mr. Underhill,~ity Attorney,stated as he understands the proposal from the
Traffic Engineering Department, what would be involved. would be the paving of
the shoulders within the existing right of way. In other words, there wo~ld be
no taking, or need to acquire any property from either Hr. Short's corporation,
or from any other property owners as far as that is concerned. All the ,
improvements will be within the existing right of way. lie stated in .his Fn
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mind, in determining' whether there isa confli~t that e:ltist's, ,that makes a
quite a'bit of difference. The only slight' problem that might exist is the
fact that his. property would be improved if th1sproject is built the way is
proposed to be built with'one of the'shou1ders widened and paved to permit
bike paths. If that is an improvement to the abutting property, it seems
him Council could find that he has a conflict or Council could find that he
does not. Council has to make that finding.

Councilman Alexander stated in light of this discussion, and to be safe for
everyone concerned, he moved that Mr. Short be relieved from decision making
on this item. The motion was seconded by Councilman Withrow.

During the discussion that followed, Councilman Harris stated he does not think
it is a conflict of interest, and he does not think Mr. Short should be excused
from the item. Councilinan .Alexander stated he"did 'not move 'from a conflict of
interest, but from the point of view of morale and someone's thinking that the
fact that what takes place there improves his property, and to be safe he Sees
nothing wrong in relieving him from participation. Councilman Harris stated
the statute on conflict.of interest is pretty explicit to keep councilmembers
from excusing themselves on items such as this. It has to be a direct conflict
of interest where there is compensation and something to be gained.

Mr. Underhill stated the section of the Charter dealing with this is as follows

"No member shall be excused J:rom voting 'except upon matters involving the
consideration of his 'own official conduct or involving his financial interest."
It then goes on to say a member has to be permitted to withdraw for one of
these reasons by the Council, and Council has to deem it a conflict and exc~se

them from participation. The on1y'question here is would such proposals', if:
approved, involve financial interest of Mr. Short or his corporation.' Counqil­
man Alexander stated he could hold that the improvement of this right of wayj,
continguous to hi's property, at some time would enhance the vaiue of i.t. If,
that be the case, then he th1nks Council can determine that it'would be to his
financial benefit.

Councilman Williams asked if this bicycle path would 100uch the property, or
would it be across the road from it? Councilman Short replied as proposed,
the bicycle path is on both sides of the road - south bound on one side and
northbound on the other side. Councilman Williams stated in the absence oJ:
the Mayor, suppose 'there is a tie vote, what happens? Mr. Underhill replied ill
the absence of the Mayor the Mayor pro tem has the same voting power as the
Mayor, and he would have to break the tie. It takes four affirmative votes 'to
pass any motion.

The vote was taken on the motion and carried as follows:

YEAS: Councilmembers Alexander, Withrow, Locke, and Williams.
NAYS:' Councilman Harris.

PRESENTATION OF BIKE WAY STUDY FROM THE CITY TOUNCC.

Mr. Robert Deaton, Assistant Traffic Engineer, stated in February of this
he was before Council and discussed various routes which they felt warrant2d
some 'consideration for some possible signing and construction for bikeweys
Those included a route from Eastway Drive to UNCC that would utilize a four
lane facility where bike traffic would travel in the same direction as the
motoring 'vehic1e traffic. The,cost for 'signing and pavement markings for
that particular route was 'in the neighborhood of $4,000. It would utilize
US 49, to the 'UNCe drive entrance. '

A second route was also proposed which would link Freedom Park'area with
Eastover Park area - the Nature Museum and Mint Museum area - with some
construction for sidewalks and some curb radii changes for ramps at $46,000
exclusive of any right of way costs. In the first route to UNCC there WOIU.L.O

be no right of way involved.
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A third route was a·lso indicated as beingfeas.ib:J,.e which would link the
Methodist Home Park area with the Hampshire Hills residential area. No
estimated cost was .given on that particular proposal o because there would be,
some involvement with the raih.ray for, crossing the tracks.

A fourth route would have been an exc~usivebikeway route connecting three
parks - Freedom Park, Park Road Park and Huntingtowne Farms Park - a:t an ,
est.imated cost, exclusive of right of way or engineering of $360,000. That!
would follow a creek in the same general prOXimity as the sewer outfall.

Mr. Deaton stated these were ,iJl, th~ report as of February. At that time,
Council asked Staff to look at possible alternativ~s of a route paralleling
Old Concord Road, which they have done. _

He stated they looked at the possibility of going from Eastway Drive-North
Tryon Street to UNCC, somewhere parallel to Old Concord Road. There was some
comment on the pas sibi-Ii ty of an exclusive bikeway; but as they began to look
at this they hadthr.ea alternatives they thought they could look at.

1. Pave the shoulders four feet wide, with some eight foot areas because they
had to shift sides.

2. Build an eight foot $houlder to accommodate nl0 way bike traffic allan;
one side of the road.

3.. An exclusive bike route.

The first route appears most feasible because of constru9tio,n, and would bel'
much _easier to accomplish. The second route would be putting two...way traffic
on one side of the road which forces some bicyclists to be above the traffit.
In the third route there wer-e some major construction problems of filling i~

large depressions. He stated they sent Council a cost estimate of what it C

would cost to build the route connecting Eastway Driye to UNeC. It is a five
foot sidewalk from the railroad bridge over Southern Railway up Eastway Driye
to North Tryon Street; at that point -we would get an approximate eight foot'
sidewalk to Old.Concord Road. They p·ickedth,is si~ewalk up on one side of .
Eastway Drive because that :parti(:ular section of ~idewalk does not exist;
sidewalk exists on the other side. On Old Conco-rdRoad they would pick up
four foot paved shoulders, on both sides of Old Concord Road and travel all the
way out Old Concord Road to McLean Road; at that point shift across" Old Concord
and pick up_ an eight foot sec-tion 0-£ paved shoulder. This is due to the
extremely hig depression, alJc>ut -Z-Ofeet deep ,in this particular area, and

. would be quit~ expensi've to try to cross that area. Take them on that side! to
Bonnie Lane, and then use-the f·ive foot sidewalk on Bonnie Lane to Sandburg'
to Suther and right into the UNCC area. This route, with the four foot paved
shoulders would accommodate one way b~cycletrafficparalleling Old Concord:
Road.

Mr.• Deaton stated they looked at some of the possibilities in the original
report, and they feel the original recommendations are conceivable and
recommend them to Council.

,

Councilman Williams asked if we could nothav.e a:f-our fo.otstrip on o~e side of
Old Concord Road? Mr. Deaton replied a four foot strip on one side of Old i
Concord then forces the issue of· whether you- will permit two-way bicycle .
traffic on that four foot strip. Councilman Williams stated they would not'
be meeting constantly; it seems the traffic would :be so light that one could
pull aside and .let another go by.. Nr .. Deaton replied fourfeet'is not wide:
enoughtoaccomrnodate passing bicycles. CounciImanl.Jilliams asked. how much, it
would cost? Mr. - Deaton replied half of the sidewalk on one side would
pro:bablycut the cost of the project to 2/3- of the cost; it would probably lj>e
$17.0, or $180 thousand, and. would be above the budget-.· . Councilman Harris .
asked what type of- _si-dewalks are on the north side?M:r. Deaton replied it ts
four orfive-feet,depending on the standard at the time it was ,constructed t
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Councilwoman Locke stated the report refers to the presentation to Council in
February, and the route'from EastWay Drive to lJNCC via US 29 and NC'49, at a
cost of $4,000. She asked f'ot an explanation'? Mr. Deaton replied that
amounted to signing, and Some pavement markings; it would take a four lane
facility all the way and the cyclists would be traveling the same way as all
the traffic and would not have to be concerned with'motorist having to pass
opposing vehicles. '

Mr. Deaton stated the $270,000"ptoject is within the present right of way,
immediately contiguous to the paved area; it is a 24-foot pavement and they
would be four feet off the edge or the pavement; it would not change that
cross section at all: The widthcof the right of way is 60 feet until you get:
to the point where it is parallel to Southern Railway; at that point it is on
the Southern Railway right of way and they have a 40 foot right of way for
highway use only.

Councilman Withrow asked if there is any consideration given to widening that
road to give another access to the University? . Mr.' Deaton replied not that 1}e
is familiar with.

Mayor pro tem lVhittington asked if the State would help with this ravine at
McLean Road, and fill it in? Mr. Deaton replied the State is sympathetic to
the point they will permit us to build bicycle paths on their right of way,
and not sympathetic enough to help finance it.

Mr. Rocky Soderberg stated they are asking for a bicycle trail. That$270,OQO
for a bicycle lane simply to upgrade Old Concord Road at North Tryon. is .
ridiculous. He stated young Billy Nichols is with them today; that last year
he was on North 29 where there is a nice wide shoulder and he was hit. He
stated signs and lines do not make this any good for kids. He stated the
bicycle riders can find a place to ride; 'but he is talking about something for
his six and ten year old. He stated back in February Mr. Short asked that we
see what it cost to give these people what they want. What these folks were
asking for was something· 'for their youngsters • What would it cost 'to have a
trail off the side of the road - 20 feet off?, He stated they are, prepared to
give a little help to locate it~He asked if they havetalkea to a firm
named Roe Incorporated which is inthe.process of building a shopping center.
That he believes the shopping center should be responsible for putting the
sidewalk in front; that s'idewalk will extend all the way· to the'drive-in '
theatre. The original trail,~as' 4.5 miles 'at $135,000. Mr. Deaton's·trail is
5.4 miles. He stated he feels the original trail can be done with asphalt.
Mr. Deaton's trail is 1.9 miles in sidewalk. He stated that is unacceptable;
He stated we have to think about safety-and nothing-is acceptable that is not
safe.' He asked'Counc'ilbefo-remaking a decision to please instruct the Traffic
Engineer to go back, and get back with the principle and ·get back with the
idea of separate trails. If you cannot afford eight feet over on t~e side,
maybe you can afford six. Then if they come back and say it cost $270,000
then he would understand. He stated they are not getting an answer; and the
answer is what does a separate tr'ail cost. They do'. not- want, to, be associated
with something along a highway.

Mr. Deaton stated if we get off Old Concord Road where the railroad is not
close to it, you are· talking about additional right of way because we are
talking about a 60 foot right of way; at the most it is open ditch drainage,
and if you try to go across the ditch, it is not room to put eight feet

Mr. Jim McLaughlin stated his son was hit by a car going in the same <".Lt,,,
this morning, and is still in a state of shock. He was riding Old Concord
Road going to school; he is not'allowed to ride when the_University is in
session as traffic is too heaVy. He stated he would like for the City to
contact the concrete companies and see if they .cannot get base free; their
washout. It would cut the cost. You can go behind that road with an eight
foot strip- he has Checked it with a 25-foot tape; ~t will work. He stated
he does not care where they go buf for the children, the women or whoever,
make it policeable. Make it policeable by the police department. Do not
it off the road where it cannot be policed. The motorcyclists and the
minibikes will monopolize it if you do. Next make it safe because this
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one will be the trail one. If a death trap is made,. there will not beanotqer
as the people will not approve it. Next,"~put it where the kids are safe,
behind the open ditch· drainage is the best place in the world as a car cannot
get across· it. He stated it was not a wild driver who hit his boy; it was
his second grade teacher.

Councilman Alexander asked how do we keep-minibikes and motorcycles off the'
trails? Councilman Harris stated the wider you make it, the more prob~ems;1

that with a five foot strip you will still have minibikes and non-licensed .
drivers,but he does not see how you can stop that. Courtcilman Alexander
asked if it can be done by ordinance? ~ir. Underhill replied a lot of this
route is outside the city limits, and 'Cbuncil cannot paSs an ordinance that'
would have any effect as it is outside the city's jurisdiction. The County-­
possibly could; but their ordinance making authority is much more limited than
the city's. Councilman Harris stated he agrees with the idea of keeping this
off the highway. The problem in riding a bicycle if you are going the same/way
as traffic, there has to be some separation.betVleen an automobile and bicycl-e.
Councilman Alexander 'stated if we want to do it, we want to do it as safe as
possible, especially for children who will be r,iding this bike trail, more
than adults.

After further discussiou 9 ·Councilman Harris- stated this is the first one we,
are building- arid'het-hinks -it should be done right. '

Councilman Harris moved that staff come back to Council and give the cost of
building it in the eight foot strip on the north side only, off the highway
behind the ditch. The motion was seconded by Councilwoman Locke.

Councilwoman Locke stated she would also like to have some citizens' input
into this also. Mayor pro tem Whittington stated he thinks this is very
important and if the citizens want to talk to-Mr. Deaton about it, then he
should meet with them.

The vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously.

Mr. Babo, Assistant City Hanager, asked if Council wou,laconsider-·the other.'
three recommendations, which are as follows:

2) Route connecting :Freedom Park with Eastover Parkusing a combinationafi
streets and sidewalks. Estimated cost $46,00-0,exclusive of engineerin~

and right-of-way costs.

3) Route utilizIng existing streets connecting Hethodist Home Park with the
Hampshire Hills residential area. Estimated cost would depend upon
requirements imposed by Southern Railway on a railroad crossing.

4) Exclusive route connecting Freedom -Park, Park Roa:d and Huntingtowne Farfns
Park that would utilize a minimum of streets and be contained ina
separate right-of-way along Briar Creek and Sugar Creek. Preliminary
cost estimate, exclusive of right-of-way and engineering, was $360,000.'

Councilman Harris asked if the route in the Freedom Park area is not in Proiject
701 Mi. Bobo replied this wou'ld be· from Freedom Park to Park Road; Project! 70
starts at Princeton Avenue.· Councilman Harris :stated the report follows .
through the same concept. That: is intermingling non-motorized traffic with!
motorized traffic. All we are talking about· on that recommendation is to liet
people ride along· the street at certain locations.·,

Councilman Alexander stated recommendations under two and three are still
concerned with streets; number four is off the street and more or less in ~he
flood plains. He asked how many streets are we talking about in four? t

Mr. Bobo replied he does not have the answer~ but it would be a minimum of I
streets involved; this has to do mainly with right of ways along the creek;:
there would be some locations where you would have to cross the street whe~
you could not go under the bridges. .

. !

1---
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Councilman Alexander stated what is decided on number one may haye some
bearing in what can be done in,some instances in numbers two and three;
number four will take a lot of. time. If ~le are dealing with a minimum of
streets it is possible. that we can. begin some of this. and save some time.
That he would not want to tie in number two and three with .the decision on
number four; or let four be resting on a decision on two and three when we
talking about the possibi.lities of. safety over .against the streets that WU'U~.U

be involved.

After discussion', Councilman Harris stated ;!lS. long as· the money earmarked for
the project out atUNCC is not: used, hewi.1l:move approval of No'. four as'a
worthwhile project for further information.

Councilman Harris stated if CounciL starts· limiting the concepts of bike paths
and talking of only about $125,000, which is .the :onlymoney allocated now,
then he thinks Council is fbolingitself. That Mr. Short brought up the
possibility of considering nonautbmQtive bond issue this summer or this- fall.
The.Council needs priorities; the former Council earmarked funds fora bike
path in northeast Charlotte.-. We need·more work on some of these other areas;
that he does not see limiting it to $125,000 in talking about it.

Councilman Withrow asked if. there has been any contact made with the County.
That this first one is from the City limits to the UNCC and. that is in the
County. Would they participate in the bike trails? He asked that the county
be contacted to .see if they.woul~participatein this.

195

Councilman Alexander moved approval, of Item No.
staff authority to begin the planning of this.
Councilman Withrow.

two and No. three to give
The motion was seconded by

After further discussion', Councilman Withrow made
approve Item No two, three and four as a concept.
Councilman Harris, and carried unanimously.

COUNCILMAN SHORT RETURNS TO MEETING.

a substitute motion to
The motion was seconded by

Councilman Short returned to the meeting and was present for the remainder of
the session.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE CREATING THE CHARLOTTE
MANPOWER ADVISORY COUNCIL AND TO PROVIDE FOR THE.APPOINTMENTOFMEMBERS BY THE
MAYOR.·

Councilman Alexander moved adoption of the resolution creating the Charlotte
Manpower Advisory Council and providing for the appointment of the members by
the Mayor. The motion was seconded by Councilman Short,

Councilman Harris stated he has great concern about. a manpower development
as he thinks it is long overdue. His question is whether the Mayor will
appoint the 35 memberS recommended on the CounCil. That he wonders how the
number 35 was arrived at, and. what type of speCialists theY are supposed, to
have. Since the Mayor is appointing the ChJiirmaIl and. Vice Crairman under th¢
proposed resolution, it would be advisable to ,have a breakdown on the proposed
organization, and that Council' itself. appoint the members of the Council, with
the Mayor having the right to appoint the Chairman and ViCe Chairman.
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Mr~ Williams, Assistant City Manager, stated the composition of that Committee
is set out in the Comprehensive Employment, Act cif1973; it provides for !

representation of ' educational institut1oris, manpower -community based _
organizations, and they provide for several categories. The appointment of
that Board is by the prime sponsor. Historically, the Mayors and Governors i
of States have been the designated'officials for which the Department of La1:jor
operates their manpowerprogram~ That is the reason the resolution is writ*en
in that fashion. Councilman Harris stated this is a vital thing; that he i~

sure the Mayor would take Councilmembers recommendations on 35 members; but!to
approve a Council saying 35-memberswithout -a break-outof the types of area~;

are we talking about appointments within certain ~pecified"guidelinE!:s to maie
sure everyone is "represented who has an -interest. Hr. Williams stated the :
language is no more than 35 members so it may not be that there is a set 35
member limit. He stated he can provide a breakout for Mr. Harris on the
types of orgau£zationstnatwill-be represented.

, Councilman Harris stated the idea of manpower brings back the -area of trying to
elevate or raise the level of earnings of people in our community. 0 In that!
area he thinks the City should be involved in the area talking with new :
businesses, talking with new people coming into the area. Nr. Williams repfied
thai representation has been provided for in the Board. -

Councilman Harris asked how they came up with $267,000 for administration?
Mr. Williams stated -Council was sent-a copy of-the-summary for the 1975
Manpower Plan. They w-Ould-like to proceed with the earning levels as they
proposed in the plan. They are not firmed up yet. _But they would like to
proceed with the review procedures necessary to proceed with the Comprehensive
Training Act. It will come back to Coundl for final review and staff revilaw
before it is submitted to the -Department -of Labor. Councilman Harris state¢!
some of the concerns he has could have been alleviated-if he.had been able to
review the organizational charts, and he would like to defer the item. until:
the next meeting and he can review the charts • The City Manager stated -he it

believes they are discussing two different items; the motion is on creating:
and appointing the Manpower Advisory Council. Councilman Harris stated he
would still rather haye the chart- before inal,dng a decision.

The vote was taken on the motion to adopt the resolution; and carried as
follows:

YEAS:
NAYS:

CounciImembers Alexander. Short, Locke, Williams and Withrow.
Councilman Harris.

The resolution is recorded in -full in Resolutions Book 9, beginning at Pag~ 479
!
I:

Mayor pro tem Whictingtou'I."equested the City Manager to advise Mayor Belk <>i~

Councilman Harris' concern to have input in the appointments to this Board .i!

SUMMER YOUTH EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM TO BE SPONSORED BY THE CITY AND OPERATED B~ THF
CHARLOTTE-HECKLENBURG SCHOOL SYSTEM USING DEPAR'nW;N"T OF LABOR FUNDS, AUTHORIZEC
(CAl1PS) '0

Motion was made by Councilman Harris, and ~feconded by Councilman Alexander ito
approve the Summer Youth Employment Program as follows:

(1) Mayor authorized to apply for these· funds', ,in the amount of $694,900.
(2) Prime ContractwiththeDep~rtmentof Labor amended.
(3) Revelant budget ordinance amended.
(4) Mayor authoriz~d to enter into a contract with Charlotte-Mecklenburg

Schools, pending f"inal sta"ff review of the program and budget.

The vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously.
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ORDINANCE NO. l68~Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23" SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE BY
AMENDING THE ZONING ~IAP TO CHANGE-THE ZONING o.p PROPERTY -AT THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SUGAR CREEK ROAD AND HONDURES- DR:j:VE , . ON PETITION OF CARL B. GADDY,
JR.

Council was advised that the Planning Cpmmission recommends that Petition
No. 74-12 by Carl B. GaddY,-Jr,.for a chang.e in zoning fr_om R-9MF to 0-6 be
denied.

Councilman Withrow stated he has been out· _to look at this property two or
three times; 'and it 'is adjac'ent ·tooffice zoning-.That. he doEls nP.t see why
it cannot be changed -to office' asa'lot of people ·wou1d 'preferoffif:es rather
than apartments.

Councilman Short stated Hr •. & Mrs. -Gaddy own two lots; the southern most of the
two is where their house is located and where they live; abutting that and
just to the north isa second -lot· which is vacant. He .suggested that Council
might rezone to 0-6 the vacant lot and .that wi,11 tend toperserve the fact
that we are setting upa buffer around.this B_1; it.wil1 tend to be.a rather
well-aligned buffer. These people have indicated thElY can use that vacant
lot for this purpose. That would mean that the~ouse itself would continue
as a residence.

Cpuncilman Withrow moved that the vacant lot.l1eapprpved for 0-6 and the
remainder of the prpperty with the hquse on it remain as R-9MF.The motion
was seconded by Councilwoman Locke.

After discussion, Counc~lman Williams made a substitute motion to change
property to 0-6 as· petitioned in order to confprm to the rest of the b1pck
that side of the street.

YEAS:
NAYS:

CouncilmembersWilliams, Alexander, Harris, Locke and Withrow.
Councilman Short.

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book ~1, at:Page 30.

ORDINANCE NO. l69-X TRANSFERRING FUNDS FROM THE UNAPPROPRIATED BALANCE OF
BOND FUND 4177 TO PROVIDE AN APPROPRIATION TO SATISFY THE CITY'S LIABILITY
TO DEPOSITORS ON 10% REIMBURSABL~ SEWER CONTRACTS.

Councilman Withrow moved adoption pf subject prdinance transferring funds
frpm the Unapprppriated Balance of Bond Fund 4177 to prOVide an appropriatio~

to satisfy the City's liability to depositors on 10% reimbursable sewer
contracts, in the amount oL$390.,000, which,motion was seconded by
Councilwoman Locke, and carried unanimously.

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 21, on Page 31.

ORDINANCE NO. 170-X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 828-X THE 1973-74"BUDGET Ol\DINANqE,
TRANSFERRING FUNDS FROM THE UTILITY FUND CONTINGENCY AND ANNEXATION' CONTINGENCy
TO THE UNAPPROPRIATED .BALANCE OF THE UTILITYFUJ'!D,

..

Upon mptipn of Councilwoman Locke, seconded by Councilman Withrow, and
unanimously carried, the subject ordinance was .adopted .transferring$119,659
from the Utility Fund Contingency and Annexation Contingency to the
Unappropriated Balance of the Utility Fund.•

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance'Bqok 21, at. Page 32.

During the discussion, Councilman Rarris requested that the. Community
Facilities Committee be kept informed about these matters, and that they gey
involved and know what is going on.
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ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY IN FIRST WARD URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT NO. N. C. R-79,!
APPROVED. (FIRST WARD AREA)

Motion was made by Councilman Harris·, seconded.by Counc-ilman Short, and
unanimously carried, approving the acquisition by Urban Redevelopment
Department, of thee following propert"ies:

OWNER

Chadbourn, "Inc.
Chadbourn, Inc.
Chadbourn, Inc.

ADDRESS

626 N. Caldwell Street
624 N.· Caldwell Street
712 & 724 N. Caldwell Street

ACQUISITIONj
PRICE "

.$ 6,000
5,000

31,000

RESOLUTION OF THE· CITY COill'lCIL OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA,
APPROVING MODIFICATION OF THE REDEVELOPMENT PLAN, GREENVILL£URBAN RENEWAL ~

AREA, PROJECT NO .. -"N. C. R-78, DESIGNATING BLOCK 43,. PARCEL 4; AS TlNOT TO BE i
ACQUlRED lI

• "

Councilman Alexander moved adoption of the subject resolution, which motion!
was seconded by Councilman"'Withrow-.-

Mr. Phillips, Assistant Director of Urban Redevelopment, stated this is thel
resolution Council requested after the hearing on the amendment to thePlan~
and involves the Schloss property. Councilman Alexander stated if this "
resolution passes-it means "that' urban renewal will not_acquire this tract; then
the property owner will have togo through the process of rezoning the prop~rty
so that it can be used for a sign. "

Councilwoman Locke moved that the matter be deferred until the Mayor returns.
The motion was seconded by Councilman Withrow~~After diSCUSSion, the motio~
was withdrawn •

. Mayor pro tem Whittingtol'l stated if councilmembers-are not familiar with this
property they should go out "and look at it; this is a lot the Schloss _peopl~
own who have lost 'Over 300 signs to government programs such as"expressways~
urban renew'al projects, zoning and others. This lot only affects this one; i
it has nothing to do with the 82 Signs on the expressway. The only way to :
get to this lot is ,'~through an easement from an industrial development. Al+ of
these things should be considered before voting on it. Then he wo~d have to
come back to Council and have a hearing to get" the property rezoned to i:

Indus triaL -

Councilman Williams stated he would not be left with this property; urban
renewal would buy it and the owner would be compensated for it. Councilman:
Alexander stated' that piece of property will be standing down there and will
be a greater eyesore with nothing but bog as it is now, than it would be if
he is permitted to put one sign there. That one hole takes away from that
whole 'stretch of property up and down that: highway •

1'he vote·was taken on the motion -and" carried as follows:

YEAS:
NAYS:

Councilmembers Alexander, Withrow and Locke.
Councihaembers Harris, Short and Williams.

Mayor pro tem Fhittington broke the tie voting in favor of the motion.

The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 9·', beginning at Pagel 481.
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CHANGE ORDER NO. ·1·.IN ·CQNTRACTWITBNELLO L. TEERC0MPANY ~FOR WORK AT DQUGLAS
MUNICIPAL AIRPORT."

Upon motion of Councilman' Short, seconcled by'Councilwoman Locke, and
1unanimously can:ied, 'Change Order .No •. 1. in contraet with 2Nello L•.Teer. Company)
iincreasing the contract price by $18l-,-839 t was approved-for site preparation,
grading and drainage for Runway l8R/36L.

:GRANT APPLICATION TO U.S. DEPAR'rMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPl'IENT .T(} FUND;
CHARLOTTE 1 S PARTICIPATION IN TKE7:01<PLANNING ,AND-MANAGEMENT PROGRAM,

,AUTHORIZED.

Motion was made by Councilman Harris, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and
'u~animously carried,. authorizing the Mayor tosubm±t a grant~pplication ta
the U. S. Depart1n.ent of Housing and Urb-an Developttlent-to fund'Charlotte's .. '

1participation in the 701 Planning and Management Program to fund .i;i:ve positions
in the Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Stiff.

;SETTLEMENT IN CASE OF CITY V• FOSTELL MCGOWAN 'FOR P],OPERTY ACQUIRED IN
',CLANTON ROAD EXTENSION PROJECT, APPROVED.

Councilman Alexander moved approval of settlement in t;:hel:af;>e of City v •..
Fostell McGowan, et al; in the amount of $8,OOO.00,-forproperty acquirecl in
Clanton Road Extension Project, as recommended by the City Attorney. "rhe

'motion was seconded by CounciImanHarris and carried unanimously.

SETTLEMENT IN CASE OF CITY V. JOHNNIE LEE CLAY, ET AL, FOR PROPERTX .ACQUIRED
IN CLANTON ROAD EXTENSION.,PROJECT, APPROVED •.

Upon motion of Councilman Harris, seconded by Councilman Withrow, and
unanimously carried, settlement in.the amount of $2.;200 w.~s approved in-the
case of City'v. Johnnie Lee Clay, .et al; .for prope:rtyacquired in Clant9u
Road Extension Project, ,.a5 recommended by the City Attprney~,.

REVISION TO MORRISON· BOULEVARDB~l S.CD PLAN·, APPRqVED.
"

Motion was made by Councilman Alexander.ll'seconded by Councilwomap. Locke) al;ld
unanimously carried, approving the recommended revision to 110rrisonBoulevard
B-1 SCD Plan, requested by the owner James J. Harris.

CONTRACT WITij RALPH WHI'rEHEAD AND ASSOCIATES, AS ~~GINEERINGCONSULTANTS,
~ •• - _ • • V" •

API'ROVED~

Councilman Alexander moved~pprpval of acontr~ct with Ralph-,1.fuitehead an<f
Associates for engineering services, inspection and contract administration
on the Tyvola Road E~t?nsion Pn;>ject and the Clanton RoadE~tensionProject 9

which motion was seconded by Councilman Harris. Councilman Withrow stated he
cannot vote on the Clanton-Road Extension.

Mayor pro tern Whittington stated this is at Sleepy Hollow Road.

. ..
The vote was taken on the motion and carried as follows:

The public works director stated Tyvola Road Extension runs from South
Boulevard over to 1-77, and will be a four lane major highway, on grade with
considerable landscaping; we have an 80 foot right of way and it should be
completed in October, 1975. This is out for bids, and the bids will be brought
in on May 30. This is the supervision of the contractor; they do not feel '
they should build up their staff for this.

Councilmembers Alexander, Harris, Locke, Short, and Williams
Councilman Withrow. 'r

YEAS:
NAYS;
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CONTRACT WITH HERLIN E. ~ GIDDINGS AND ASSOCIATES ,AS
APPROVED.

ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS!I,
. !

The contract with Merlin E. Giddings and Associates, as Engineering
Consultants, for preparation of cons:truction and~right of way plans and
proj ect specifications for: {I} Replacement of Sard~is Lane Bridge;~ (2)
Replacement of Starita Road Bridge; (3) Replacement of Milton Road Bridge; .
(4) Starbrook Drive Bridge over Sugar Creek; and (5) Intersection Improvemepts
at Old Pineville Road-Woodlawn Road and at~McAlwayRoad-Monroe Road.

Mayor prb~tem vfuittington suggested that Council-remove Starbrook Drive
Bridge over Sugar Creek as Council has voted on the Tyvola Road today; Cou~cil
has been given~the schedule on the part from SDuth~Boulevard to Park Road. i
Until that road is finished, he thinks it would be unfair, unrealistic and I
al~ost uncontrollable to go ahead and build Starbrook Bridge now and put a~l
that traffic from 1-77, coming'north to go to Park Road to SouthPark and it
would have to turn right on Arrowood Road, come to South Boulevard and cro~s

Starbrook. Council in its wisdom, after Tyvola is finished and Archdale D~ive

completed into Nations Ford Road, then it can be looked at as a two lane
bridge and just an access street. Then the burden of the traffic w~uld be Ion
four streets rather than t,,1O. To do that at this time to those peopl,e woul,d
be very unfair, and in his opinion unrealistic. .

Councilman Short moved ~approval of the contract "7ith:Herlin E. Giddings an4
~ Associates with 'the Starorook Drive Bridge over Sugar. Creek deleted. The

motion was seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried unanimo1.\sly.

Councilman Harris asked if this is a continuing problem or decision Public
~Works is haVing td make abou€'staff? Mr. Hopson replied this will bring t~em
entirely up-to-date; and they can handle the remainder. They are just getting
the~bondprogrclmon the lines for implementation. ~

CHANGE 01P)ERNO. G~2 WITH PETERSEN'CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, APPROVED.

Motion was made by Councilwoman Locke, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and
unanimously carti'ed, approving subject Change Order No. G-2with Petersen
Construction Company for changes in the contract forthe+~winCreek

Wastewater Treatment J'lant ~Additions, in the amount of.$39,l24.i4, which
detreases~the total contract to $2,419,766.55.

ENCROACffilENT AGREEHENTS, APPROVED.

Councilman Harris moved approval of thefollm.ing encroachment agreeme~ts,:

which motion was seconded by Councilman Williams; and unanimously carried: I

(a) Encroac~ment Agreement with the North Carolina Department of
Transportation and Highway Safety to constr1.\ct an 8-inch VCP sanitary'
sewer line within the right of way of Sugar Creek Road to serve Days i

'Inn, at 1408 Sugar Creek Road.

(b) Encroachment Agreement with North CarolJ.na Department of Transportation
to construct an 8-inch C. 1. water main in 1-85 Service Road between
US 21 and Derita Road.

(c) Encroachment Agreement with the North Carolina Department of
Transportation and Highway Safety to constructan8-inch VCP sanitaryl
sewer line in the 1-85 Service Road to serve Gateway Boulevard.

(d) Encroachment Agreement with North Carolina Department of Transportatipn
and Highway Safety for the ·construction of an.8-inch sanitary sewer l~ne

and also "an 8-inch "7ater main within -the right of way of, Sandy Porterl
Road.
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ORDINANCES ORDERING THE REMOVAL 01' .TRASH AND RUBBISH PURSUANT TO SECTION
6.103 AND 6.104 OF THE CITY CHARTER, CHAPTER 10, ARTICLE I, SECTloN 10-:,9 OF
THE CITY CODE AND CHAPTER l60A-193 OF THE GENERAL STATUTES OF NORTH CAROLINA.

Upon motion of Councilman Harris, seconded by- Councilwoman Locke, ap.d.­
unanimouslycarri-ed', the ·following .ordinances were adopted ordering the
removal of' trash and rubbish:. . -

(a) Ordinance No. 17I-X ordering :the removal of tr,ash and rubbish at .rear
of 1900 East 7th Street;

(b) Ordinance No. 172-X ordering the-.rem()val of trash and rubbish at
5900 Flor'enceAvenue;

(c) -Ordinarice'No; l73-X'ord-ering the removal of, trash and rubbish at 1916
Winthrop Avenue.

The ordinances are recorded in full in Ordinance Book 21, beginning on Page 33.

, -

CONTRACT WITH SERVICE RESOURCES CORP0RATIONfOR FURNISRINGFEE NEGOTIATORS,
AUTHORIZED.

Contract with Service Resources Corporation of Atlanta ,. Georgia for furnishing
fee negotiators for annexation and April, 1973 Bond Election Projects; at a··
cost riot to exceed $220,000, or $79.75 per :day., per man fO,r acquisition of
650 parcels to be acqUired prior to Januar.y 1•.1975 was ..piesented 'for Council
consideration. .

Mayor pro temWhitti-ngton asked if this firm will u,se local people, or will
they bring the peop]:e with them? Mr. McWhirt;:er, Right of Hay Agent, replied
they are all from out of town; that there is not a local firm with people
trained to do this. This firm is trained in this work; they do it all the
time, and they do it fast. It was anticipated at the start that they would
not build up their staff and would use this type of service when the time
came. Now the time is here; and they are some three months late on it. already
He stated the nearest one they received a bid from was in Raleigh.

Councilman Shorf'statedthis is a matter of :purchasing land in, c~nnection with
the bond projects and annexation. That he t.llinks thePQ1.nt about Cparlotte
people has some. validity. vJhy .cannotChar).ot:te .realtqrs'be employed to
purchase Charlotte land? Mr. McWhirter .stated it wouid take bis entire staff
to supervise them; they would not be guided by the same time perimeters. 'the
importance of getting it done, and he does not have staff to supervise the
number of realtors it would take to do it .. The Public Works Director. stated
during this time period the city will be handling 825 other parcels; that we
are talking about 1475, parcels all together.

Councilman Short moved that the item be deferred for one week and some ,
overtures be made to the loca-l. people. The motion did. not receive a second'.

After further discussion Councilman Withrow moved approval of the contract,
which motion was seconded by Councilwoman Locke, and carried as follows:

YEAS:
NAYS:

Counciluiembers Withrow. Locke, .Alexander.., Harris and Williams.
Councilman Short.

RESOLUTION- AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR THE. ACQUISITION OF PROpERT'
BELONGING TO JAMES R. MCKEE AND WIFE. MINNIE J. MCKEE,.LOCATED .AT 1607
OAKLAWN AVENUE, IN THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE FOR THE OAI<LAWN AVENUE WIDENING
PROJECT.

Councilman Wi1liams'moved adoption of the resolution authorizing condemnation
proceedings 'for the acqU'isitionof property belonging. to Ja,mes R. McKee and
wife~ Minnie J. McKee. located at 1607 Oaklawn Avenue. in the City of Charlotti
for the Oaklawn Avenue Widening Project. which motion was seconded by
Councilwoman Locke. and carried unanimously.

The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 9, at Page 482.
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEHNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ACQUISITION OF
PROPERTY BELONGING TO FRED G.- SHELFER AND WIFE, BETTY l.o.U SHELFER: ,DONALD!
(L SYMON AND WIFE, "MARTHA A.45Y110N: R. HORRISON JOHNSTON,. TRUSTEE FOR G. Ii'.
SHRUM AND CHOYCE t1. SHRUM: AND J. L. MCDANIEL, JR., TRUSTEE FOR THE LEWIS'
STATE BANK, FOR 'iHE IRi.UNCR.EEK SANITARY SEIVER OUTFALLFROJECT.

Upon motion of Councilwoman Locke, ·-seconded by Councilman Williams, and i

unanimously carried, resolution was adopted authorizing condemnation proce~d­

ings for the acquisition of property belonging/to F"redG. Shelferand w~fe~

Betty Lou She1fer; -DonaldG~ Symon and wife, Martha A. Symon; H. Morrison '
Johnston, Trustee for-G.'F~' Shrum and Choyce M. Shrum;andJ.L._McDaniel,!'Jr.~

Trustee for the Lewis State Bank, for the Irwin Creek Sanitary Sewer Outfall
Project.

The resolution is recorded in full in'Reso1utions ·Book 9, at Page 483.

PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS AUTHORIZED.

Councilman Withrow moved approval of the -following property transactions,
whichlIlotion was seconded by Councilwoman Locke, and carried unanimously:

(a) Acquisition of 15' x 104.38' of easement from George Neal Davis and w~fe,

Jane C.~ at 1149 Robinhood Road, at $200.00, for Sanitary Sewer to serve
A1bemarTe' Road at Lake Forest Road.

(b) Acquisition of 15' x 172.34' of easement fromt-Iorth B.Preslar and wife,
Elizabeth A. Preslar, at 1147 Robinhood Road, at $250.00, for Sanitary
seWer to~ serve Albemarle Road at Lake. Forest· Road.

(c) Acquisition of->0.15' X 58.83' x 58.30' of easement - from Cecil Albright
Dinkins and wife, Estelle S. Dinkins, at 1167 RobinhoodCircle, at ,
'$175.00, for San"itarYl)ewe-r t"o serve Albemarle Road at 'Lake Forest Road.

(d) Acquisi-tionbf 15' it 172. 96 1 ijfeasement -.from -Clifford H. Salisbury and
wife, Kathryn C. Salisbury, at 1254 RobinhoodCirc1e, at $400.00, fori
Sanitary Sewer to serve Albemarle Road at Lake Forest Road. !

(e) Acquisition of 4'x r24~31' of easem,ent from "Harry W. Kale and wife, !

1'1ary Ann Ko1e, at 8125 Ann Arbor Place, at $200.00, for Sanitary Sew~"r

to serve Albemarle Road at Lake Forest: Road. '

i'

(i) Acquisition of 13.13' X 164.30 t of easement from Richard F. Hunter arid
wife, BettyH.'~ at "422 Short HIlls DriVe, at $165 .00, for Annexation!
Area'I (11) Sanitary Sewer Trunks Project.

(j) Acquisition of 15' x 57.38' of easement from Harold E. Jones, Jr., a4d
Wife, Doris F., at 566 Crocus Court, at $80.00, for Annexation Area *
(11) Sanitary Sewer Trunks Project.

(k) Acquis ifion otl!. 5' x 127. 00' x 15' x 105. 61'Ofeasement from David J.
Craven and wife, Janet H. Craven, at 636 '\i1ilbrown Circle, at $325.00 t for
Annexation Area I (11) Sanitary Sewer Trunks Prbject.

, ;
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(1) Acquisition of- 15 '- X 119.63' x:3. 5' :X l2!5. 62-.' - of _easement from David
Kinney and w.ife, Effie C• Kinney , at 640 Wilbrown Circle, at $400 ~OO,
for Annexation Area I (11) Sanitary Sewer Trun~~ Project.

(m) Acquisition of 15' x 14.96' of- easement from D~vid R.Whetstine and
wife, Patricia L. Whetstine, at 6101 Coolbrook Court, at $75.00, for
Annexation Area I (11) Sanitary S:ev,erTrunks Pro-j ect.

(n) Acquisition of :.15-' x 50.48' ofeasement;from,G~orgeli. Hought;on and wife,
Georgina Eo' Houghton, at 5727 Southam-~ton Road, at $100.0.0, for
Annexation Area I (11) Sanitary Sewer Trunks Project.

(0) Acquisition of 15' x 96.34' x 7.45' x 182.16' of easement from J. B.
Griffin and wife, Norma J. Griffin, at 6108 Coolbrook Court, at $300.00,
for Annexation Area 1(11) Sanitary Sewer Trunks Project.

(p) Acquisition of 15' x 378.00' of easement from Horace D. Stewart and wife,
Mary H. Stewart, at 412 Livingstone Drive, at $1.00, for Sanitary Sewer
to serve Renwick Road Project.

(q) Acquisition of ls'·x 1,174.6l' of easement from Richard'wright Simpton
and wife, Ethel G., at 8120 Nations Ford Road, at $1,175.00, for'
Sanitary Sewer to serve Annexation Area I (11). ,-

(r) Acquisition of 60' x 593.85'and 20' x 170~96t of easement from
Springfield Utilities, Inc., at 1030 Edgegreen Drive, at $1,000.00, for
Irwin Creek Sanitary Sewer Outfall Project.

(5) Acquisition of-'-49.58'.x 108.11' x 49.28' x 109.07'... of property, with a
one-story frame dwelling, from Gorman Lee Huss and wife, Mary M., at
815 Louise Avenue, at $6,500.00, for the Motor Transport Division.

(t) Acquisition 'of 3.oalx 15.70 I x 38.61' x 24.• 62' x 24.62' _xl,S. 38' of
property, plus a construction easement, from George E. Blackman, at 1300
Oak1awn Avenue, at $400.00, for Oaklawn Avenue WideniQ.1h 1-77 .to
Statesville Avenue Project.

CONTRACT AWARDED ITT GRINNELL CORPORATION FOR _' GORPORATION STOPS AND COUPLINGS.

Upon motion of Councilman Alexander, seconded by Counc;i11llan Withrow, and
unanimously carried, contract was awarded the low bidder, ITT Grinnell Cor­
poration, in the amount of $8,0.73.24, On a unit price basis, for.,city's.
estimated yearly requirements of corporation stops and coup1~~gs.,

The follOWing bids were received:

CONTRACT AWARDED WORTH KEETER, INC. FOR LOADING l,U:FUSE COLLECTION BODIES.

$74,990.00
.76 ~930 ~ 00
89,870.00
93,456.00
94,465.80
94,970.00

$8,073.24
-8,295,,50
8,377.77
8,412.03,

' 0 " 0

Worth Keeter, Inc.· -
Quality Eqpt. & Supply Co.,. Inc.
Roach-Russell, Inc.
Cook Body Company
The Tidy Corporation
Sanco Corporation

ITT Grinnell Corp~

Mueller Company
Farnan Brass Works Co.
Pump & Lighting Company

Motion was made by Councilman Withrow,_ seconded by Councilman Alexander,
unanimously carried, awq.rding qmtract to the low Lidder,Worth.Ke~ter, Inc
in the amount of $74,990.00, on a unitprice basis, for ).() rearioading
collection packer bodies. . .
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CONTRACT- AWARDED PROPST-CONSTRUCTION CONPANY FOR HATER DISTRIBUTION ~ROJECT i'
ANNEXATION SECTION I, -AREA 2 ~ --

Councilman Withrow moved award of contract to the low-bidder, Propst
Construction Company,in the:amount of $634,372.05, ana unitpri,ce basis, :
fqr Water Distribution Project - Annexation Section I~ Area~2,whichmotion:
.wa~seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried unanimously.

Th~ following bids were received:

Propst Construction C~pany­

Ray D. Lowder, Incorporated
. Thomas .Structure Company
Sanders Brothers, Incorporated

$634,372.05
634,500.00
655,555.00
688,436.70

URBAN-REDEVELOPMENT DEPARTlIENT TO MAKE ATTEMPT TO PRESERVE ROSE GARDEN OF
AVANT COAL FUEL COMPANY LOCATED IN FIRST ~1ARD URBAN RENEWAL AREA.

Councilman Alexander moved that an attempt be_made by the Urban Redevelopmept
._De~artment to preserve the rose --garden at Avant Coal and Fuel CompaIlY which,!

is loca:ted in the First vJard Urban Renewal Area._ The motion was seconded :
by Councilwoman Locke, and carried unanimously.

EXECUTIVE SESSION SET FOR MAY 16, AT 7:~O A.M.

Councilman Harris m.oved that pursuant to G.S. 143-318.3 the City Council ho;Ld
an Executive Session at 7: 30 A.U., on Thursday, Hay 16, 1974, to disc!Jss
certain -matters in litigationw1th the -City Attorney·. The motion was seconded

. by-Councilwoman Locke, and carried ~nanimously.·

COUNCIL ADVISED THAT FULLY ACTUATED· TRAFFIC SIGNAL WILL BE INSTA+-LED AT
RUNNEYMEDEAND COLONY ROAD INTERSECTION.

'.

Councilman Harris stated he has received a note from the Ci~y Manager on
Ruhneymede and Colony Road· intersection. The not.e states that a recent,
survey of the intersection at Runneymede and Colony Road indicates the
flashing signal has not been~effectivej.n controlling accidents. . That the i
Traffic Engineeri:ng Department advises a fllilyactuated signal should be
insta.lled ,at this intersection. That the ·Department has-been instructed tq
proceed 'to place the order under;competitive bidding, and the. signal shouldj be
installed -early this fall. '

COMM·ENTS ·ON PROPOSED ORDINANCE TO REGULATE SOLICITORS.

Mayor pro <tem Whittington·requested the City Attorney to speak to Council:
.- ab~out the letter he sent to Council on the proposed $olicitationordinance.~

Mr. Underhill-stated he addressed the letter c.tol1r. Griffin in the Tax
Supervisors office and Mr. Law in the'.Better Business :Bureau soliciting. thEiir
views and comments on hml7 to appro-ach .the problem. in light of the fact tha#
~.,e feel -pretty 'sure, in a legal sense, that .an ordinance that would seek tq
tax-and require bonds from solicitors. engaged· in interstate commerce might;
~eheldtobe unconstitutional and place an unreasonable burden on interstate
commerCe in several cases. - -,

Mr. Underhill stated 'he pointed out in the-letter two other appt;oaches that
can be taken on this. One. would be to exempt interstate commerce. Two. ~

abandon the idea of-either taxing or requiring bonds and to require all i
solicitors to have-some sort of identification card to show that they havei
registered and they are soliciting in the City o£-Charlotte. - He stated th4t
is a way perhaps of placing a burden on the interstate commerce.

,-
i
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He stated in light' of what he found out, he is 't:rying to~get some comments
from Mr. Griffin, whose department will have to-administer the ordinance,an~

from Mr. Law, whose organization has requested it, as to what they think .
would be the best approach to go at.this.problem before coming'·'back to Counc~l

withany,specific suggestions. That hesen.t the letter to Council to keep
them informed as to the status;

Councilman Short stated he would suggest going ahead with the approach, but
to exempt those who are selling wholesale.

Mr. Underhill stated he had thought about taking the.approacQ. "That the sale
of t.he goods, or offer to sell goods, merchandise, or personal services must
be made directly to the consumer". He stated he" ~ent this letter to Council
to show that the problem is not as easy as_ it looks.

,MJ~YOrR AUTRORIZEDTO SUBMIT THE 1975 PROPOSED CONPREHENSIVE' }1ANPOWER PLAN •

Mr. Williams, Assistant City Manager, stated there are some very critical
schedules to meet in thesqbmission of the Manpower Plan for_ ~his year. They
need approval for' the submission of_ the plan by this Council; forthe~eview

of the plan by the Advisory Body, and by the end of this month the plan must :be
submitted to the Department of Labor. Restated he is asking for Council's
approval today to submit the plan to the Department of Labor with a review by
the Charlotte Manpower Advisory Committee before the end of the month.

Councilman Harris stated he would like to know about the administrative costs
of the program•.,That CouncIl is not approving any funds; this is,.only .the
plan that will be submitted to the Department of Labor. Dr. Travland"s tated
the Department· of~ Labor o.fficialsare in town tht'S week, and they will.-ask
them to take a preliminary look at the plan to make sure there are no glaring
errors that would prevent the plan from being approved by them. Next week
there will be a meeting of the Charlotte Manpower Advisory Council to review
it, and hopefully to approve it. Today, they are asking' for authOl:ization fqr
the Mayor to sign the papers that will-transmit this plan to the Department
of Labor prior to the end of Nay. Prior to anything being actually
implemented; Councilw~llhave the opportunity of· apprOVing: .the contract and
ordinances that will be nec'essary • This is·f·or thefiS'ea1 year 1975.--

Councilman Harris stated he cannot get a handle on how many people and what
function they have if we delegate the j ob·to:other o.rganizations. We are
asking for'a quarter of million aollars for salaries, he assumes, for these
people for the coming year,- over $267 ,OOO.·Dr. travland stated the budget
for administration basically consists of salaries_for the director, secretary,
and two full diVisions. One division is the program development consisting
of the supervisor and three program development specialists. The other is the
counseling function. There will be four counse-Iors, three para-professi.onals;,
a secretary and supervisor. They will actually deliver the services to
enrollees. Thisisa total of 17 people, subject to re,!iew by the office of
Budget and Evaluation.

205

Dr. Travland stated there is 'no cost to the ,city; it is all-Department of
Labor funds. Hr~ Burkhalter, City Manager, stated there is nothing in the
budget at this point. Before this is done, they will come to Council .tCl get
an establishment. of the job and. the department.· This is all in next year IS

operations. Itisrtot in next--year'sbudget; it wilL be a special thing,
and if we get the: money then ,this feature wil,lb~added.1ie stated we have
been using the Model Cities staff and part of his staff to start work· to
bring this together. The City has never had a manpower staff so it is all
new. Restated they have finally decided, if we can sell the ~abor_Department,

all we want todo'i,$ the counselling service, and ,the planning service. He
stated he hopes that Cet.mcil will pay close t'eign to thts manpower function;
it is something we are getting into which has been a maze of problems
throughout this city, .and we are trying to bring it into 0Ile solid function,
directly responsible to this Council. .' He stated they are trying to set up a
staff where you can ask an intelligent question and get the answer.
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Mr. Burkhalter s ta ted th1s- is a" concept that we need to -sit down and talk;
to the Labor Department about. If they will,thenitwill com.eback to ,
Council with the whole staff function. ,He stated they have asked everybopy
for some input into this program. They are. getting some good suggestions;
fr~m people involved.

eouncilman Harris stated-he endorses this; but he wants to.make sure of·
accountability and efficient 6rganiz~tion; and he wants 'to see something icoming
out at the end as well as what goes-into the-front part of it. He stated!
when we come down to th-atorgani'zational chart, he thinks we. shou.ld go a~,ter
someone unaerthae Director II that -could. work .with the Chamber and othetjs
from the standpoint of attracting the kind of businesses that would be .
encouraging to these people in these job training-programs, of upgrading i
themselves as far as the ongoing earning capability of that individual veirsus
the idea of just paying a.stipend and keeping. on for.a few weeks or a ye~r,
and when business drops off coming back in the same type of program in aqother
area.

Councilwoman Locke moved'that the Mayor be authorized to submit the 1975 i
proposed Comprehensive Manpower Plan. The motion was seconded by Counci1(1nan
Alexander, and carried unanimously. - - .

FURTHER COHMENTS ON BIKE TRAILS.

Mayor-pro tern Whittington stated in his op1n1on Council looks_bad on these
bicycle trails. It looks to him that thetwo.re.ports received up to now ihave
been recommendations where Council either does nothing or a little bit. ~f

staff is going to give Council a plan, then give a plan to build this bi~e

trail from here to UNCC, which was proposed a year ago, and give Council I
something it can put teeth in, and do something with these other bike tr4ils

~ -- - - _. • I

and costs. Be stated Council ne~ds something more than it has had from ~taff

about bike trails so it can make a decision. He stated this is offered ~s
constructive criticism.

Mr. Burkhalter, City Manager, stated the alternate:tnat was presented t04ay wa~
not recommended by staff; it was asked for by Council. That it was to tJty to
get as economic program to develop it on 29 as asked for by the group th~t was
present. Mayor pro tem Whittington stated it came back with some four p4ges
long that cost $267,000,'and then on the last page under Paragraph 3, th~y

recommended signing U.S. 29 and N.C. 49 along the curb, at $4,000, and tq.en
$265,000 to connect three parks, with Items two and three in the middle. i

,

Councilman Harris stated he is making a broad general statement, but he does
not think we have anyone qualified in the city as a bicycle expert with an
understanding on how to design ~ and the limitations of. a bike trail.,
Councilwoman Locke stated we do not want to use sidewalks and streets, a~d this
is what staff continues to propose - sidewalks and streets - and this is II

dangerous. !i

Mr. Burkhalter stated this staff knows what is being done every place in~the
United States On bike paths. They can show Council what other people ar~

doing. That he has talked to people allover the country. The biggest
nuisance you can have is a bike path out someplace that is just a bike p,th
because you cannot police it, and youbave motorcycles on it, and they a*e a
temendous headache. That they try to use them where they will be utiliz,d,
and people will be involved daily. Councilman Harris stated he agrees 01[1
that; but when it comes to location that is for Council to decide. But it
comes down to design. That he has talked to the people on the Chamber i
Committee, and the people out in UNce area. the people around Freedom Patk
area~ and all of them have a common agreement about one thing - 'do not mix
bicycles with automobiles.
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Mayor' pro temWnittitlgton-stated there are also a lot. of people-in this town
opposed to bike' trails ~period.· They consider them as an unnecessary expens:e.
Somewhere in between there has to be something done· about. ,this. If this is
where we are .going to .build this trail, twomiJ,.es-l~ng, .then get something to
Council with a cost on it, four feet wide, off the road- that we can .:build.

Councilman Short stated as a part of the-building, of the Plaza Road ExtensiO;rt,
the city is ··committed to build sidewalks -there. That.if we want to get .
something from EastwayDrive. to the·: University, he wonders if we cannot thi~k

about that possibili.ty.. This is _already approved in a bond voting; and the :,
city's duty is' to build the sidewalk,and the state wil·l build the road. If
beyond' the end of that; the $135,000 could be spent, and that would be up
Plaea and Hickory Grove Road, it would tie the two together.

Councilman l-lithrow stated if children are going. to use the ..trail, it will be.
a different story than building" it to UNeC. Most of .that ·area is county.
If we are going to build them where they will be used, and where the people .
will get more for their tax dollars, this should be considered. I~o will use
it most; and will tbe· people get. the most for their tax dollars!? Councilw0lll:an
Locke stated ..the decision was made las-t fall by Cound.l .toput it where we
keep asking for a recommendation.

ADJOURNMENT.

Upon motion of Councilwoman Locke, seconded by Councilman Williams, and
unanimously carried,themeeting was adjourned.
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