'SURVEY OF HOUSING SUPPLY IN CHARLOTTE BY ATLANTA REGIONAL OFFICE OF PUBLIC

THREE MAJOR INTERLCCKING REIGHBORMOOD PRCBLELS.

Mayor Brookshire presented the following siatement}

one answer for the neighborhood or residential section that does not want
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A regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Charlotte, North :
Carolina, was held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, on Monday, November *
8, 1865, at 3 o’clock p.m,, with Mayor Stan R. Brookshire presiding, and
Councilmen Claude L. Albkea, Fred D, Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan, Milten
Short, John H. Thrower, Jerry, Tuttle and Jgmes B, Whittington present.

i 4ol & Ty

AESENT: None. L
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INVCCATION,

The invocation was given by Councilman ¥Fred D, Alexander.

MINUTES APPROVED,

Upon motion of Councilman Alkea, seconded by Coumcilman Whittingten, ard
unanimously carried, the Minute€s of the last megting on November lst were
approved as sukmitted to the City Council.

HOUSING ADMINISTRATION TO MEET NEEDS OF LOW-INCOME GROUPS RECOMMENDED BY
THE MAYOR FOLLCWING HIS STATEMENT RELATIVE TO CRITICISM OF CHARLOTTE
OBSERVER OF CITY OFFICIALS REGARDING BLOCKBUSTING AND HIS DISCUSSION OF

"Last Wédnesday the CharlotterUbserver, our very**ine“mornlng newspaper,
carried an editorial under the caption: 'Elected Officials Can Help Turn
Back the Blockbusters’. The First part of thHeaditoridl was oritical of the
Mayor and Council, as if the principal burden 3F the problem rested at
City Hall and the Mayor and City Councii were indifferent to it, Then
half-way through the editorial the tune changed, as if the writer felt

that he had made a discovery of the answer, and I quote:; “There is only

to be victimigzed in this way. That is to maintain stability through a
common defense effort, The section involved must organize to keep home-
owners fully informed and thus build a barrier agzinst panic’,

While the OBSERVER was quite appropriately talking about the problem and
evils of blockbusting tactics, the criticism leveled at City Hall was quite
cbvicusly taken from a statement out of context, and miscquoted at that,
Since I made the offending statement, I would like. to. quote it in fyll from
the machine tape recording of our meetlng'last Mbnday, ‘and I quote:. '1
tHnk Cotncil certainly has a concerned interest in.maintaining neighborhoods,
in fact in improving neighborhoods -- but I am inclined te think that per- |
haps the matter of fransition in nejghborhoods is a matter that Council can
do very little about.’

Quite plainiy I was talking about fangition of neighborhoods, not hlock-
§

bugting. To have taken the last part of the statement and apply it to
blockbusting is obviously an error.

I have on many occasions given our newspapers, and other news media, credit
for the public service they render-in reporting-and-imterpreting news. But
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as legitimate private enterprise, that is only & part of their business.
The rest of their business relates to making money, which of course, I

do not condemn, Now I just donft happen to.think that newspapers are any
more infallible than other types of private or public agencies. I also
doubt if our newspapers have demonstrated any greater interest in the o
mElfare orderly development and progress of this community than have the P
elected officials at City Hall, who, inecidentally couldn’t.possibly be g S
motivated by the profit, considering the small salaries they receive. If '

I have been unfair in these remarks to either or both of "our ‘newspapers,

? apologize, for I have no intention of being unfair and I am not trying

to start an argument. I think the point fo be made is that misunderstandings
develop when two or more related subjects become entwined and when proper
distinctions are not drawn, particularly when assumptlons are based on

error )

Recent dlscu551ons in Council and in the nevspapers about nelghborhoods
fall into three major categories, related, ves, but each distinct from the
bthers Let me try to draw the dlstlnctlons.

Flrst blockbustlng - 1 thlnk a definition by the National Association of
Real Estate Boards covers well and I quote: .7A blockbuster is any one who
solicits the listing or sale of residential property, either by person or
by advertisement, on the grounds of loss of wvalue due to the presence of,
or prospective entry inte the neighborhood, of persons of another race,
rellglon or cclor ’

Second is the tragsztzon of nelghborhoods which we’ have witnessed, without
incident, in Charlotte and other cities for many years. This is where
propulation shifts change neighborhoods from predominately white to pre-
domlnately Negre in an orderly manner cver a perlod of time, Fourth Ward
1s an example, and there are many more.

The thlrd in this list of. related categories ‘is nel rhood blight, which
if not arrested results in sluris. Here we become involved in responsibilities
@nd_relatlonshlps between landlords, tenants and rental agents, as well as
the apathy of some home owners. '
Where can we look for solutions to these related problems, and when I sav
we T mean'the community, not just City Council. ' -

In discussing the first of these problems, in the order mentioned, with lead-
1ng Charlotte realtors last week, some of whom are present today, I am
encouraged to think that a suggestlon they will make may help us to help them

requlate the unethical practices that lead tc b ;gcggustlgg I hope 'so,
In the second ¢f these categories -- that of negghborhood transitions -- we

know that deterioration follows the population shift largely because the

hous;ng changes from owner-occupied to renhl-occupancy, plus the aging pro-
dess, Here, the best answer I know of, is the striet enforcement of our

Minxnum Housing Code. Supplementing this, however, and of particular help
to families being removed from the Brooklyn elearance project and from express
way right-~of~way, is our Operation-Up~Lift committee headesd by Mr. Howard

Barnhill. This has not been as effective as I had hoped, for the reason that
volunteers have only a limited amount of *ime in followlng these families to T
new locations and helping to orient them to-new neighborhoods ‘and new standards b
of living. The work load has been too great. Supplemental also is the full .

time social worker on the Urban Renewal Cormission staff. Perhaps we should
Eock into the need of another.

Efforts are now being made by Mr. Randy Norton and others to have our State
Exten51cn Services, now furnished primarily to rural residents, supplied
also to city dwellers as well. This should help to raise living standards




. Property Management Association, which would circulate the report to all
- members of the -association for their guidance should this: non-reSpon51ble
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and I am giving the effort my support,' Incidentally, this matter has been
mentioned in council on several occasions by lr. Alexander. -

The third problem, that of greening blicht, shows its ugly head in many neigh-
borhoods, both owner-occupied and rental, transitional and. non-transitional.
Egain, the Minimum Housing Code is our most effeg¢tive single teol. -But there
are others, where we can get community cooncratidnT 2 Neithborhbod improve-
ment associations, promoied by the Community Iiprovement Sub-Committce of
our Citizens Advisery Committce on Urban Renouzl, haeve beon most offective
in many parts of our city. Perhaps this can be stepped up, particularly |
if individuals and groups will take a greater interest in their nelghborhocds.

Another suggestion comes from Mr, M, F.-Hcﬂell, who devetes most of his

time and has done a meritoriocus job as chairman of this sub-~committe, and
without pay. His suggestion is that owners of rental property and property
management agents establish and enforee stricet occupancy regqulations that
would require ienants to keep their property clean, orderly and to repair
any damage done To the property by the tenant. TFailure on the part of the
tenant to do so would be reported fo a clearing house, maintained by the

tenant lock for another house or apartment, Perhaps some tenants would
have to leave Charlette to find another home, but if they are that kind,
it would be good riddance. I sericusly recommend this to owners of rental
property and to the Property Management Association,

I have now covered the three major interlocking neighborhood problems, bui
there is a situation in Charlotte that has a bearing on all three, to which
I invite Council’s attention. This is the apparent shortage of standard '
housing in Charlotte. : >

. I would like to recommend to Council that it authorize an immediate survey

of the housing supply in Charlette by the Atlanta Regional Office of P.H.A.
We will have some 2000 public housing units whenithe 800 now under contract
are Finished. Atlanta has 10,000. - There isnfi, in my opinion, that much
difference in the needs. I think our needs are under-met, and the condition
will become worse if Council authorizes the undertaking of additional Urban
Renewal projects, which I hope and expect it will.

Thig survey alsc can be helpful to our lOCLl developers and. builders in the1r
further efforts to nmeet the needs of low-middle inceme groups, which they
have demenstrated so well they can do. There is, however, an income level |
below which they cannot meet the needs and make a profit. This is the area
of need which must ke met through our Charlotie Public Housing Auvthority,
which incidentally, has operated in this field for 25 years without any
financial assistance from our loecal government.

These are some of the problems and challenges which we face as a growing,
cghanging c¢ity -- a city that is anxious to getwen +writh the job of making
prograss equal to our opportunltles }

City government ig willing and T think able to do its part to the llmlt of
its resources.”

Counecilman Tuttle remarked ‘for the record that at the moment he neither
condones or disapproves of what the Mayor has said and he knew nothing
of what he has said until this moment.
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AN ORDINANCE TO ASSURE THE STAMPING CUT OF THE PRACTICE OF “BLOCK BUSTING”
IN CHARLOTTE PRESENTED AND URGED ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF REALTORS, FOLLOWING
A STATEMENT OF THEIR CONCERN OVER THE DISCLOSURE OF THIS PRACTICE BY

 CERTALN UNSCRUPULCUS REAL ESTATE BROKERS 1IN CHARLOTTE.

Mayor Brookshire recogmized Mr. T. R. Lawing, President of the Charlotte

‘Board of Realtors and stated that Mr, Lawing had contacted him last week
'relative to appearing before Council today on a matker that has been
dlscussed by COUﬂCll and covered by the news media.

éMr. Lawing presented the'fpllow1ng_prepared statement:_,_'

i%Tha Realtors of Charlotte are more concernzd than any cther group about i
the recent disclosure in The Charlotte Observer of fblock bustlng practlcesg

by certaln uncrupulous real estate brokers in our city.’

The purchase of real property by a memker of a mlnorlty group frequently
invites entry of profit motivated real estate practitioners who attempt
throlgh using fear, intimidation, and other “scare tactics’ to take

advantage of unlnformed prOperty owners through the use of. THock bustlng «

"Block bustxng’ is a term that has come into use in recent years - yet its
precise meaning has been difficult to understand. In order that all con-
cerned may be aware of its true interpretation, I would like to read the

ideflnltzon as outllned by the - Natlonal Assoclatlon of Real Estate Boards'

" 7A block buster is anyone who solicits the listing or sale

of residential property, either in person or by advertisement,

on the grounds of loss of value due tc the presence, or prospeci- -
ive entry into the 1e1ghborhood of persons of another race,
religion. or color.”’ : -

Realtors in-sevéral other cities in the United Siate have observed that un-
warranted alarm and panie, and not the presence of a particular family, has
been the cause of depreciated property values. Being a native Charlottean
‘I have watched manv neighborhecods go through a transitional period. These
have included Smallwood, Druid Hills, the areas around Irwin High School,
around Zeb Vance School and First Ward. Where orderly transition has taken
place homeowners have been urged to accord treatment to a minority family
no different than that tréatment accorded any other new family moving into
a neighborhood, Where this is done values do not decline and as the demand
for property in the areas 1ncreases many values also indrease.

of Realtors is a chartered member, abhors and deplores ’block busting’
prac*lces and any tactics which substitutes panic¢ and fear for calm
reasoning. Last November, as President-Elect of the Charlotte Board of
Realtors, it was my privilege to be the delegate representative at the
gonvention of the National Association of Real Estate Boards at Los

Angeles, California. At this convention I voted in favor of the adoption

of a national Statement of Policy. This policy in part declares: f'Realtors
§hould continue to condemn any atimept by persons, licensed or unlicensged,
within or without the real estate business, to solicit the sale of real
gstaté in residential areas by conduct intended to implant fears in property
owners based upon the actual or anticipated intreduction of any racial, =
religious, or ethnic group into such areas. In the event that a Realtor’s
éounsel is sought by a client with reéspect to property situated in an area
which is undergoing fmnsition in terms of occupancy by mewmbers of racial,

@r ethnic groups, the Realtor should taske particular care to render objective
?dvice and to urge:upon the :client that the client decide with respect to

Ihe Natlonal Association of Real Estate Boards, of which the Charlotte Board

"Y PN |



' secure the basic rights of all citizens and residents in selllng, leasing,
‘ purchaslng, and occupying residential real propsrty in the city.

- lawfull occupying property on ground of race, color, religion, or national
“origin., It would ke unlawful foc threaten to damage any resl property owned
‘by, sold to, or lawfully occupled by any person because of the above reasons
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the disposition of his property without undue haste and only after sober
reflection, Realtors may properly oppose aly ngasufes, which have the
effect of censoring the right of a broker fully.fo advise his-client, in
such matters, as to all factors which the broker in good faith believes
to be relevant to an informed decision by his cllent

e Hier - -
“’Wﬂ!&"“"&"

e wrould ll?e to publicly commend the Charlotte Observer for hamng brought
to the attention of the public that ’block busting’ has taken place in
Charlotte. The best defense against this is by educating the property
owners and the Charlotte Realtors are here today to offer their services
in meeiing with groups or conselling with individuals to keep them fram
making hasty decisions thatthey would later regret.

The Realtors would hope that the problem of ‘block busting’ can be con-
trclled by an enlightened public and that additional -laws would not be
required; however, we have done considerable research and £ind Jhrough
the Chicago office of the National Association of Real Estak Boards that
since 1962 eight cities such as Deitroit, Chicago, Illineis, Kansas City,
Migsouri, Buffalo, New York, Tdedo, Ohio, Bast St.Louis, Illinois, Peoria,
Illinois, and Wichita, Kansas have adopted fblock busting’ laws. Many
states control this through their state licensing laws. Perhaps a changs
in the N. C, licensing law could give statewride control.

I have with me today a sample ordinance prepared by the National Associ~
ation of Real Estate Boards, copies of which will ke -given you gentlemen now
The Board of Directors of the Charldie Board of Realtors, by vote last
Wednesday, urge your consideration of the cnactment of a proper ordinance
to assure the stamping out of the practice of *bleck busting’. If an
erdinance such as this were adoplted in Charlotte it.would be declared the
public policy of the City of Charlotte to securé for all of its citigens
and residents the peaceful enjoyment and oceupancy of residential real
property free from damage or disturbance by reason of the race, color,
religicn, national origin or-ancestry of any 01t12en Or r951dent and to

Under such an ordinance it would be unlawful for any person to solicit for
sale or lease property on the ground of loss of value due to present or
prospeciive entry into any neighborheood of any person of any particular
race, color, religion, national oxgin, or ancestry; It would also be un-
lawful to distribute or cause to be distributed writften material desigmed
to induce any owner to sell his property because of the same reason., It

would be a violation to ewxert force or violence upon any owner onthe ground

that he sold his property to a person of any partzowdsr race, dolor, or
religion. It would be unlawful to exert forece or violence upon persons

A survey of the laws in other cities shows penalties for violation ranging
from $25,00 to $500.00 and from 10 days to 1 year 1mprlsonment
Sone also revoke the real estate license.

Article 3,‘Part 1 of the Realtor’s Code of Ethics, which the Charlotte Board

adheres to, dealing with Relations to the Publie declares it is the duty of

the Realtor to protect the public against fraud, misrepresentation, o

unethical practices in the real estak field. (He should endeavor to elvmlnate

in his community any practices which could be damaging to the public- - )
If a Realtor is charged with fblock busting’ as here~to~fore described he
could be expelled from the Charlotte Board of Reé&ors on grounds of
violating this Article,

i
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;be done to correct the 51tuatlon

| Indsed, the Realtors, individually and cbllectively, offer our services to

- Realtors and-do not subscribe to ocur Code of Ethics. We hope the fblock
gbusting’ in Charlotte is confined to a small area and that the publicity &o
- ably given it by the lceal press will stop the practice entirely. The

§Mayor-BrooPsh1fe rémarked to Mr. Lawing that his statement is very fine and
- commendable,; and he perscnally thanked him for coming and for the statement
- he has made, and he thanked the other realtors for belng pnsent

§Counc1lman'Wh1tt1ngton remarked that he, too, would like‘to take this

' opportunity to-thank the news media publically for the statement in the
§papér and for the publicity given to this subject of blockbusting which

' has been discussed for the past three wee¥s. Secondly, he would like to

| thank and commend the Board of Realtors for the action they have taken in

[ bringing this to Council. That he thinks if we have not_accompllshed any-
“thing else we have exposed to a degree some of the people who are coercing
~and putting fear and arxiety into some of the people in these neighborhoods.

‘on checking he found they are not members of the Charlotte Board of Realtors,
 Therefore, they would not come under the jurisdiction of the rules under

‘which the Board of Realtors deal‘Wlth this type of thing, however, they .
would come under the ordinance if it is passed by Council and he understands

| favor of the adoption of such an ordlnance

'majdr problems to which he referrred in his statement.

The vote was taken on the motion and unanimously carried.
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We sincerely ask the homeowners of Charloite whO'kn6W'0f'ény uhsdrupulous
activity or pressure to sell te report it to the Charlotte Board of Realtors.
If a Realtor is involved we guarantee that all- Ulthln our Jurlsdlctlon wili

appraise, counsel, or advase free of charge, where anyone is' about to be
taken advantage of X - : - ,

We are confident we can control the actions of our members without additional
legislation. Unfortunately all persons holding real estate licenses are not

decision, of course,-as to whether additional- 1eglslatlon is needed rests
with you gent;emen. We stand ready, willing, and able to help in any way
ossxble 1 - e '

Councilman Whittington méved that the Ordinance, as written and presented,
by Mr. Lawing for the Boa¥d of Kealtors, be given fo the City Attorney and
that he be asked to study it and make recommendations to Council at next
Monday’s meeting., The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle.

Councilman Alexander commented that during the pasf week he had calls from
three real estate agents who are involved in this type of activity. That

this is where most of the problem is, and certainly he would be hlghly in
Thﬁ‘Vbte‘WaS taken on the motlon, and unanirously carried.

SURVEY CF HOUSING SUPPLY IN CHARLOTTE BY ATLENTA REGIONAL OFFICE OF THE
PUBLIC HOUSING ADMINISTRATION AUTHORIZED.

Councilman Short moved that Council authorize the survey.of the housing
supply in Charlotte by the Atlanta Regional Office of the Public Housing
Administration. That he thinks we have certainly lagged behind the other
cities in meeting the public ‘housing needs. The motion was seconded
by Councilman Whittington. ‘ o '

Mayor Brookshire commented that if Couneil approves the moticn certainly
this would alse make a contribution to the alleviation of all three &¢f the

FYPNE



o]
€L

November 8, 1963
Minute Book 46 - Page 179

YOUTHS, REPRESENTING POSITIONS OF CITY CFFICIALS, DURING YOUTH APPRECIATION f
WEEK,, WELGOMED TO COURCIL MEETING.

Mayor Broockshire recognlzed and welcomed the Youths whe were present to
participate in a program arranged for Youth Appreciation Week. e stated
— that after the Council has completed its business he will have these young
B ladies and young men, who were elected by their groups to represent the
positions of City Councilmen, City Manager, City Attorney and the Mayor,

to come up and occupy their chairs and conduct a session of their own and
we can see how they would handle city business,

DR. HAWKINS REQUESTS THAT CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN INTEGRATED HOUSING IN
CHARLOTTE AND THAT THIS BE PROVIDED FOR IN THE ORDINANCE RECCMMENDED BY.
THE ECARD OF REALTORS FCR COUNCIL COMSIDERATION.

Dr. Reginald Hawkins adv1sed that he came to.this meeting to listen to the
proposals by the Board of Realtors and he was a little disturbed at the
ordinance that was offered by them for consideration by the Couneil. That
he realizes this community is undergoing a turmoil as far as housing is
concerned, highway construction, urban renewal and code uplifting, ete.

That he has not heard anyone here say that he would be willing to work
toward integrating housing in this community. That we know there is a trend
toward moving all of the negroes into one section of this city. As he under-+
stands it, there is not a negro member of the Board of Realtors in Charlotte.
That he would like for the Council teo ask the Board of Realtors whether they
have any objection to offering housing to negroes in any area of the town,
befores this ordinance is considered, That he is a little afraid that the
realiors who are not merbers of this Board might be harrassed by such an
ordinance and dragged into Court hecause they offer housing to negroes in
all white sections or offer housing to white people in all negro neighbor-
hoods. That he would say to the Council that we be very comsiderate of —
! this situation of integrating housing in the Clty of Charlotte and make thls
Lo one of our objectives, as we should do under urkan renewal and highway con-
struction ... this is what the Federal Governmert requires. That we are all
interested in block busting but block busting can be used koth ways, and he
thinks that censideraticn should bes given all the people in this community.

RESIDENIS CF IDLEWILD DEVELOPMEWT EXPRESSES OPPOSITION TO THE REZONING OF
PROPERTY ON FEARMINGDALE DRIVE.

Mr, John Brigel, 6705 Edenwood Place, speaking in,oppostion to the petition
for the regoning of property on the east side of Farmingdale Drive, from
residence to business, stated it is evidently difficult for the Council and
the people in Charlotte to take intc consideration that homeowners, like
himself and others in the Idlewild area, have made the biggest investment
in their homes that they will make during a life-time. That he lives about
one mile from where the zoning change would ke made but changes in the zoning
could continue on through the Idlewild subdivision and reach his area. That
1t may seem to some people that the residents are being unfalr in being so
upset but it seems to him when someone wants something in Charlotte they come
to the Council who nods for them to proceed and that is it. That the homes in
Idlewild were purchased only one and two vears ago and the purchasers were
under the impression they were gettlng away from some of the problems of
heavy traffic etc, That the homes range fram $12,000 to $22 000 which may not
e be a lot to some people but it is to them, That it seems a shame when this
L developrent was being scld that someone could not know that this change was .
g going to take place. That if Council can %ell them that the change will not
‘ decrease property values and will not create problems for their families, he
will ke glad to listen., That it appears that this change was known to a number
of parties six to eight months ago, and he thinks that somebody should take the
time and effort o put themselves in their plaée._ Council sends people to study




. the Police Building in Louisville, and into other places to study housing
‘ and spends all-kinds of money on the Downtown Development, but they do not
 glve much censideration to the people living in-Charlotte. Now, they want
' to ke good citizens, and they do not feel they are asking too much that
i Council put arstop-bn this horse-play.  That they have to sit here and watch
| these people in this area lose kecause the business man wants to reap a -
Ebig harvest, while six to ten months ago someone could have said this is
. going to happen. That he does not blame Mr. Ervin or Mr. Harris, or anyene
‘else but he thinks they:should not be allowed te sell people down the river.
-iThat he -says again,.why -can it not be set up in sich & manner that people
;wﬁo buy into an area can have. some protection? That he still believes City

Eare struggling to keep their homes. That he does hope that sometime, some-
%one will sit down and say to himself the same thing could happen toKme.

-%Counc:.lman Tuttle advised Mr. Brigel tha'i: he has been out %o their neighbor-
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! Chevrolet going out there should give the residents some consideration, who

That he has lived within a mile of a large automobile industry and he knows §
what it-is, and even though they assure them that- this and that is not going,
‘to happen, he knows it is going to happen. That he does not think it is |
belng unfair to ask that this petition be reconsidered. That there is meoney
§1nvolved taxes involved and politics involved - that they are asked to vote !
 for a bond issue to make Charlotte better - they are not against this, but
‘they want some protectiom against things like +this rezoning. That if
ICouncil thinks he has been unfair, to just reverse the situation and see
ghow it would be if it were happening to- them

‘hood five times and he .is not ready to nod to the question. Mr. Brigel
asked Mr, Tuttle if he thinks these people should not have a chance to
voice strong objections; that he hopes some of the other Councilmen will
ifeel the .same way. - That to him this is just a power group and someone has
to stop it, and he thinks the place to stop it is here in this room.

TRAFFIC ENGINEER REQUESTED TC MEET WITH CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF SAFETY
COMMITTEE OF RAMA ROAD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL IN REGARD TO THEIR REQUESTS POR
CROSSING GUARDS AT DEVRCN DRIVE AND RAMA RCAD, AND AT LYNNBROOXK DRIVE AND
RAMA ROAD, AND GRAVEL SIDEWALK ON KIRKPATRICK ROAD, AND BRING HIS '
RECOMMENDATIONS BACK TO COUNCIL. '

Mrs Mark de LaRue, Chairman of the Safety Committee of Rama Road Elementary
Bchoel, advised that they have had correspondence with the City about
safety measures that should be.taken for the school children, and appreciate
the survey having been made by the Traffic Engineering Department. She
presented a map of the school area pointing out Rama Road, which as a major
?s a major access road carries heavey traffic at high speeds; she stated that
the children from Stonehaven must cross Rama Road, and fthey would like to
get the children off the Stonehaven.side of the road because of the bull~
dozers and trucks in-connection with the heavy - residential construction
élong the Read. So they would like to have the school zone extended to
Devron Drive, this being about itwo blocks from the school, and they would
@ige_to have & School Crossing Guard at Devron Drive and also one at Lynn=-
@rdok Drive, which is at-a bad curve and is the entrance to Queens Grant
Subdivision, That Kirkpatrick Road is a very narrow street, ‘and the
Traffic survey. showed that 57 ‘children are walking and riding their bikes
between 7:30 and 8:30 in the morning . on-this street, which is 22 feet wide
with ope foot shoulders, and they are asking for a gravel sidewalk; that
ihe traffic survey showed that 103 cars ftravel this street in both directiens
during these hours, and the Traffic Engineer states this is not gufficient
to warrant the 51dewalks but she thlnks that 1t is.

Councllman Whlttlngton asked Mr Hbose Trarfzc*Englneer to comment on
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Mrs de laRue’s requests and say what he recommends for the School. Mrs
de LaRue gave Mr. Hoose a copy -of their letter and stated they he ve changed!
some of their orlglnal recuests, E
e - ﬂvs-—-v‘g axvgy wpow T LT e
Councilman Short asked Mr. Hodse to also cormerntt son “the fact that*the items
listed as requested by Mrs de laRue do noi seem to be the Same - 88+ the 1tems
now mentioned by her, T L g v .
e - gy g T e o T e
Mr. Hoose stated when you 1engthen a school zcne it is harder to control. it,
and if this one is lengthened as requested it would be 3,800 feet, and in
between Lynnbroock and Devron the vehicles are going to speed up. - That
it is better to have the zone more compaci, beeause you have less points
of conflict between the vehicles and children, &nd: when the construction
goes over to fthe other side of the street vou would have the same problem
there. It is much better to have the children cross at one intersection
or stay on their side of the street to a certain point. That he thinks it
would add te the hazards on Rama Road by putting on Cressing Guards. That-
ke thinks this is one of the schools that should be faken into consideration
to see if some consolidation could be made, 'in fact heis working on it at
the present time. That they made a surveycniﬁe request for a. gravel side-
walk on Kirkpatrick Road and turned it down. . That the same children walk
on Nottingham Drive to Kirkpatrick Road where there are no. sidewalks, and
the vehicles on Kirkpatrick are going to school so they should be very
femiliar with the necessity for cautien.

Mayor Brookshire asked Mr, Hoose to confer further w1th Mrs de LaRue and
come back to Council with his recemmendations.

Councilman Tuttle asked Mr, Hoose when he goes out there to please meet
with Mrs de LaRue and her Committee.

. _“?_,w* e T T W g T

ALBERT PEARSON EXPRESSES HIS VIEWS ON POLICY -OF BOARD. OF REALTORS STBNDARD
SAFETY MEASURES FOR SCHOOLS. AND PARKING N DOWNTOWN CHARLOTTE.%. y

Ay

Mr, Albert Pearson stated he happens to have a real estate broker?e 11cense
but he is not a member of the Board of Realtors because a man has to
practice three years before they will allow him to ke a member. 5o he does
not think the Board of Realtors are toc interested in the people of
Charlotte going into the real estate business, That he thinks they are
wroeng in making a person wait this-length of time to- ‘give him the opportunity
to get in the proper circles to make a hvlng.

Maycr Brockshire. remarked that he thinks thls is a matter that Mr Pearson
should discuss with the Board of Realtors and mot- the City Council., Mr,
Pearson replied that the Board of Realtors are insinuating that it is the
real estate agents who are not memnber s of the Board who have - caused all of
this trouble. - :

Mr. Pearson stated he would then like to say something about block busting,
which the real estalte people who are not members.of the Board are blamed
for, He asked if he is to understand that transition means going from one
color to another? Is he to understand that it is bad to make a deal in
which the property owner loses meney block bustlng but if he makes money
it is alr1ght¢

Mr Pearson advised that he wants to read a letter and to ask the Couneil if
this is their policy. He stated the letter was written after a meeting
here in which temporary sidewalks were being-discussed, and the man-asked
if temporary sidewalks could be installed by the Gity, would it not be a
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| good idea to have the poeple in the neighborhood pay the di fference and
. have a permanent sidewalk. He stated thé report said that 34 school

- children walked along Westfield Road, south of Tranguil Avenue, between
.8 ard 8130 a.m. during which time 21 to 30 cars traveled. In the after-
. noon 68 school children walked along Westfield Road from 2 to 2:80 and

. stated that in other’ words they took the position that this street has

. 50, 70 or 200 children. -He stated this was in 1963,-and it has not been
| brought up before waltlng for the oppeortune time, but he thinks it is time

and not walt untll people come up here and beg for them,

; for was the parklng downton. That he has a paper he would like to show

' Council which says "Gastonia Licks Downtown Ailments” and goes on to say
§that'&e peopie in the dewntown area of Gastonia got together and formed

. a corporation to finance parking, and he would like tc say that it is

' time the members of . the Downftown Charlotie Association and the Chamber of
| Commerce ‘put out as well as take in and see whether they are leaders or

| bleeders of the City of Charlotte.

 RESIDENT OF WESLEY HBIGHTS ADVISES WO MEMBER OF THE EOARD OF REALTCRS HAS
'ENGACED IN BLOCK BUSTING IN THIS AREA AND PUBLICITY WILL MAKE SALE OF THEIR
| PROPERTY DIFFICULT.

- press that they have had no block busting in Wesley Heights; there has

,attitude he has taken in this matter. That he would like him and the other
rand nationalities is chartible. That they in Wesley Heights stick together
ithe ‘Board of Realtors has engaged in any solicitation of property for sale

%in VWesley Heights on the bhasis of race ~ that he has personally. investigated
this - there are some people who are going from house to house and they

‘do everything in Wesléy Heights to see that the community abides by the
§1aw so far as civil rights and human rights are concerned; that they also
‘kelieve in property rights and thev are going to do everything they can to
‘maintain the status of their homes, Mr. Long .stated further-that the
‘publicity, which they did noi seek, is going to make it more difficult to
‘sell pwxperty in Wesley Heights. We know it has happened in other cities -
fixt they create panic, then they move inand make the fast dollar. He
‘told the Council that he is very glad that they have .become. interested in-
this matter, and we all kROW‘the newspapers have not been quite as- factual
‘as they could have been. -

%Mhyor Brookshire thanked Mr. Long for his statement and for coming down,

40 to 47 cars traveled the street.. That the ‘repori said that after a
careful . analy51s, 1t Was recommended by the Trafflc Engineer and Police
Department that the temporary . sidewalk not be installed due to the w1de
street width and that a check would ke conducted later. Mr. Pearson
curb and gutter and it is alright to put 6 vear old children to dodge
auwtomobiles in a half hour peried, and it would be the same if there were

the Council had the Traffic Engineer set up standards for all the schools

Mr. Pearson remarked that what he really came before the Councll today

Mr, C. G. Long, 616 Walnut Aveﬁue, etated he hee beee a resident of Wesley
Heights for the last 33 years and he wants to say for the benefit of the

been some near by and they give their sympathy to those people. He expressed
his heartiest thanks and commendation to. Councilman Alexander for the

merbers of the Council to believe that his attitude towards the other races

and are proud of thelr community and constantly trying fo improve it, they
are Fighting blight and hope to make a success of it. That no member of

are using this and are spreading untruths. That he can say that they will

i
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ORDIHANCE NC. 393-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE,
CHANGING THE ZONING OF A TRHCT OF LAND ON THE WEST SIDE OF XILBORNE
DRIVE, ADOPTED.

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Thrower, and
unanjmously carried, Ordinance No, 393-Z Amending Chapter 23, Section
23-0 of the City Code changing the zoning from R-9 to R-9MF of a tract
of land on the west 51de of Kilborne Drive, beginning approximately 763
feet north of Central Avenue, as recommended‘by the Planning Commission,
on petition of Ed CGriffin Development Corporation, was adopted. The
ordinance is recorded in full in Ordlnance Book 14, at Page 233.

PETITION HO. 65-90 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND AT THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD AND “A” AVENUE, DENIED.

Counciiman Tuttle moved that Petition No. £5-90 by Mr. Joe F. Fisher, for
change in goning from B-l to B-2 of a tract of land at the southeast corner
of Beatties Ford Road and “A” Avenue, be denied, as recommended by the
Plamning Commission., The motion was seconded by Councilman Albea, and
unanimously carried. - ' ’ ’ '

DECISION ON PETITICN MO, 65-96 FOR CHANGE II ZONING OF“PROPERTY ON THE
EAST SIDE OF FARMINGDALE DRIVE POSTPONED FOR CHE WEEK.

Consideration was given Petition No. 65-96 by Mrs Gertrude Wallace, as
amended, for a change in zoning from R-9 fto B~2 of the property on the
cast side of Farmingdale Drive, beginning 400 ft., from Independence
Boulevard; thke petition having been amended by the withdrawal by the
petitioner of all the property requested remoned to O-6 and of the portion
of the property on the northerly 31de of Farmingdale Drive requested re-
zoned to B-2, : .

Mr, Fred Bryant, City Planner, presented a map of the property and stated
the original request was for B~2 zoning on Parcel No. 1 which extends along
Farmingdale Drive approximately 390 feet arid extends back 1,086 feet;
Purcel No. 2 is a parallel parcel to Parcel Ho. 1, 195 feet in width and
extends across Farmingdale to a power line, this parcel was reguested

for 0«6 mning. Parcel No. 3 was raquested for B~Z zoning and is across -

Farmingdale from Parcel No. 1. He stated that all of Parcel No. 2, request~.

ed for O-5 zoning, has been withdrawn and also Parcel No. 3 which was re-
quested for B-2 zoning., Mr. Bryant stated that the portion of the property
remaining for rezoring is all of Parcel No. 1, which is the area extending
along the west side of Farmingdale Drive "390 feet and extendlng parallel

to Independence Boulevard 1 086 feet

Couneilman Alkea asked how many feet remain for rezoning, and Mr. Bryant
stated along Farmingdale Drive it totals 790 feet, including what is
slready zoned. '

Councilman Jordan asked what the distance would be from residences to the
business zone, and Mr, Bryant stated from the rear of the residential lots
facing on Fm;ty Place to the beglnnlng of the Bu51ness zoning would ke
about 360 ;ee't

Mr, Glenn Hardyman, Attorney, stated he is appearing for his pértner Mr.
Lobdell who represented the opposition to the proposed rezoning at the
public hearing, and he was unable to be present today; that he has a legal

At the request of Mavor Brookshire that tﬁe‘pétition as amended be explained,:

3
¢
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question with regard to-the withdrawal and some information he thlnks’
should be brought before the Council regarding the change i the petition.
‘That the public hearing was held on their original petition but now they
%have a new petltlon 50 as to speak and he would appreciate the opportunlty
§of speaking. '

%Mayor Brookshire advised Mr Hardyman that this is not a publlc hearlng,
:that it was held on October 18th :

;Counc1lman Hlbea stated that hé thinks Mr Hatrdyman should be heard.
Councilman Tuttle stated that we are allowing thé petltloner to be heard
land he sees no reason why this gentleman should not be heard alsc. Mayor
%BrooLshlre adv1sed that under tHe clrcumstances Mr. Hardyman would be heard.

Mr, Hardyman stated he w1shes to direct a quéstion to Mr. Kiser, City
‘Attorney. That they disagree with his ruling that t+he withdrawal of the
'0-8 and B-2 areas on the west side of Farmingdale, as well as the C-Bon
§the east side of Farmingdale will defeat the 3/4 vote requirement. That
‘their position is that this is governed by the N. C. General Statutes,as
%supplemented'by-approprlate provisions of our c¢ity ordinance, which ordinance
‘says that a protest petition is effective when it is filed by the required
‘number of property owners two working days prior to the public hearing.
‘That it is their posltlon that a public hearing is such as defined by

ithe Statutes, and it was preceded by an approprlate protest petition, and
it is their further position that since they filed a protest petition on
Oc¢tober 13th, two working days prior to the publlc hearing on October 18th,
‘and since the City Attorney/has previously ruled that their petition was
sufficient to invoke the 3/4th rule, no act on the part of the petitioner

fto defeat the statutory right of filing a protest petition, and there ig

in this matter at a later date, would have the effect of removing the
3/4th rule, yet the Petitioner by withdrawing an area of land is allowed

no protection whatever in-the Statutes.  That it is their position that
either (1} they should not be allowed to withdraw this area and the matter
should ‘be referred back to the Planning Commissicn for further consideration,
or {2) he and his clients should be given another public hearing and two
days prior to-the publlc hearing they would have the opportunity to flle
a protest petition, ‘and they have not had tha% opportunlty.

Mr Kser, Acting City Attorney, replied that he dees not know if he can
get a question out of those remarks, it seems to ke a ‘comment leading to
disagreement with the interpretation that one attorney has made, That one
cannot resolve a disagreement between attorneys without getting some

judlclal determination of it. He explained the position of the City-
Attorney?fs office ‘on this matter - that the petition originally filed
covered a -certain land area, the public hearing was held on that petfition
covering that land area. Subsequently, within the rules prev1ously
attaining to zoning amendments, the petitioner withdrew a portion of the
land originally-covered in the original'petition That no second public
hearing is necessary because of the fact that a public hearing has dready
been held on all of the land that is now included in the ‘petition., That
thls is the position that we have taken not only in this case but in
others, :

Mr, Hardyman asked does this not-in effect mean that they were not given

&n opportunity. to Ffile a protest petition that would'be effective? Had

the petitioner originally chose to file-his petltlon in two petitions they
could have filed a protest petiticn by the people on Shelly Avenue and
secured the signature of the landowner - that is I. T. Waildee of the First
Union National Bank, They have never been given this opportunity, That
thls is basieally his position, that by allowing the petitioner to withdraw

fy NG |
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land at will like this, the City Attorney is defeating whatever rights
his clients have under the Statutes.

Mr, Kiser stated that again he has to disagree with Mr, Hardyman. That at -
the time of the original notice of the public hearing, the land area was
described, all people who were interested in protesting against the original
petition against the rezoning of all of the land area described, had an
opportunity to do so. The fact that only a portion of the land owners.
appeared and protested, that portion being those who were petitioning to
invoke the 20% rule effecting that property within the d&fined areas, makes
no difference, If there were others who could have appeared and could

have in effect invoked the 20% rule, the fagt that they did not cannot ke
helped at this time, Another point.u,fhe petition as amended withdraws

the area which is close enough to the property of the protestants for them
to inveke the 20% rule, Had the opniginal petition been filed in such
manner that it also excluded that area, the protestants would be.in no
better position then than they are now.

Mr. Hardyman‘Statea he -sgrees with Mr., Kiser excep{ {ﬁéy‘would have had an
opportunity to secure the signature of. the landoWner _That lawyers seldom
agree - so he widl let it go. at that.

Mr, Hardyman stated they feel there are some facks tﬁaétShould bé brought
to the attention of Council regarding the question of the rezoning of this

the Planning Commission, and they do not know what transpired at that .
particular meeting, and their information comes primarily from the newspapers
that in the Charleotte Observer on COctober 19th, the following appeared after
the Planning Commisssion’s recomnendatLOn

"The Clty-County Planning Commission which heard the request along with the
Council, and which mskes the recommendations on the rezoning, decided to.
work for a compromise., The Commission instructed Fred E. Bryant, Director
of current planning, to talk with the developers about what the Commission
considered would be the accepted depth of the business zoning, and about
800 feet of the request was granted, and the possibility of withdrawing the
request for rezoning on the west side of Farmingdale Drive, a strip br
which a use has not been committed,”

Immedately after the Planning Commission met he contacted.. Mr. Bryant and
also the Attorney for the petitionsr and advised them he represated a group
of landowners in Idlewild and who.were very willing to work for a com-
promise, particularly with reference to the 800 ft. depth. He heard ncthlng
further until the announcement of the Planning Commission thls past Tuesday;
night. We were completely willing to work for a compromise and were led |
to believe that the 80C ft. depth would not or could not be compromised.

Mr. Hardyman stated he does not know what happened to the Planning Commission?s

feeling about the accepted depth. The Planning Commission has approved the
petition as amended, this is not a compromise, and he would like to make it
clear here that they have mever accepted this as a compromise or as an
acceptable propostion to them, : . They discussed with
representatives of the petitioner the possibility of taking this entire
area which was withdrawn and putiing deed restrictions on it, sc that it
could be used for residential purposes only. By using deed restrictions
they would have been assured of the use of this land for residential use.
They would not have had to worry about the possibility of future requesis
for rezoning. This was not aceceptable, they object to the.790 feet depth
of this zoning in this residentisl area. . : ‘

Mr, Hérdyman stated that The Charlotte Cbserver this past Wédheéday;




gwith reférence to the withdrawal of a part of ‘the land, quoted a member
lof the Planning Commission as saying: - "You are pretty well committing

too bad on the map shown by Mr, Bryant. He passed around an aerial photo-
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yourselves to future changes which leaves an illogical situation on the
west side of Farmingdale”. That he takes it that he meant in the future
you gentlemen can, lock forward to someone requestlng the withdrawn area
to ke rezoned ~ so in effect, they had no compromise, He stated he feels
that maps are deceiving, the 300 f£t. socalled buffer zone does not look

graph taken of this entire area from about a half mile west from Sharon -
Enity, almest at Idlewild Road. He advised that the area marked in white
on the map indicates the proposed location for City Chevrolet and called

attention to how close it would be to the homes, He -also called attention
that all of the land in this area is completely undeveloped, with the
exception of the Amity Gardens residential ared and the Idlewild strip.

He stated this is really a case of zoning that effects the use of the land;
that when zoning reverts to zoning for each individual stipulation, he
submlts that you have no zonlng.

ﬂ& Hardyman stated that he' is a resident of this comminity and lives approxi:

mately g-block and a half from the intersection of Emity Place and Farming-
dale Drive. That when he bought out there, he checked the zonlng map and
saw that Independence Boulevard on this side of the street was zoned almost
uniformly less than 400 feet; on the other side of the street there were .
several places where it extended to 1,000 feet. That Courtesy Ford did not
have to have that area rezoned, it was zohed- that way originally., That if
he had suspected that this particular area vwhere he is would be rezcned

at a uhiform depth of "800 feet; he definitely would not Have bought his
house,’ That most of the people in the area considered this, and checked
into this matter one way or anether. These people should be able to rely
to some extent on the zoning law. That we have perimeter zoning to provide
for the uniform development of the county so that it will ke compatible with
the city whenw annex it at a later date., This area was completely vacant
two years ago except for Amity Gardens, and that was when it was zoned for

400 feet, -If it is t6 ke ‘rezoned for 800-feet, and the Planning Cormission
?eels they made a mistake, he feels they should have some reason why they
were mistaken at that time. Again he feels this is a case of zoning to fit
one particular business, and not zoning for the beneflt of the community as
a whole, and not zoplng that would be of 1nterest to these peopkz

MI Hardyman passed around two other photographs, and stated one shows how
far 300 feet is from these houses. That the picture was ftaken right at the
p01nt where City Chevrolet would be., That the house at the corner costs
$23,DOO, and there are two other houses across the street which are sub-
stantial homes. He stated their problem is how far is a 300 foot buffer
zone and hesays it is no buffer at all when you are deallng with this type
of houses. First of all, 380 feet if it stays R-9 is one thing, but when
they come back, ‘and "he submits they will, and seek to regone this area, they
will have to put in an 0-8 or duplex zoneé right behind the B~2, and this

will cut down their exclusively R-9 buffer zone., He asked Council to picture

themselves ontheir front porch on a nice évening, and think three’ houses
away - that would ke at the door-step of +he 4th house - this is how far
350 feet is; and he submits this is not sufficient huffer zone, and asks
that Councle-not approve the petltlon as amended

Coun011man Short asked to whom was- fhe proported compromlse ‘concerning the
use of these restrictions offered and whé rejected it? Mr, Hardyman replied
he discussed this ‘matter in-his office with Mr. Louis Rose, who is the

real party interested and he owns the option he understands, ‘Trat he has
aot seen it even though he was offered a copy of it. The offer was conveyed
by Mr. Charles Ervin evem-though he would not Eave had the ‘authority to

L'y PNG
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nake 1t binding since he did moft have the option., That this was discussed
vith him by both Mr. Erv1n.and Mr, Rose. That at the time he was not
representing the property owners, and later it was dlecussed with them and
they said this was not acceptable. :

PN SR T

Councllman Short asked if Mr. Hardyman s conment 1nd1cates that he would
prefar this petition as orlglnally filed rather than the way it is now
amended because appa?ently we do not attempt to accompllsh by. deed .
restrlctlons that which has now been remocved by the amending of the petition?

Mr. Hhrdymen replied his only thought in bringing that out was there apparent-

iy has been some mlsunderstandlng that they approve this compromise of the
ﬁlthdraual of the area, and they do not approve it at all and he doesn’t
wary anykody to think they approve it. That they are cpposed not only to
the proposed 0-6, but to extending the B-2 zoning down a residential side
street to houses in this particular price range, a distance of 300 or 400
feet or 780 feet, leavlng a 350 foot buffer zone.

Councllman Short asked if he can show on the map what he would have
accompllshed with the deed restrictions? . lIr. Hardyman stated this proposed
eompramisa was worked .out . in discussions, but never finalized with exact
language in it, and he does not want Mr. Short to think they got down. to

the signing table and balked at the 1ust minute, This was just something _
that was offered by Mr. Rosze 1n1t1a11y in an effort to work out the general
matter. He pointed out Independence Boulevard, Farmlngdale on the map, and
also the area that would have deed restrlctlons limited to residential uses,
and they are thinking ip terms of R~ GMF and high family type residences,
That the area on which no zoning change is requested would ke subject to
Idleulld Subdivision regulations. The purpose to be by putting subdivision
regulations it would preclude the. building of. cheaper houses and would have
a price range of $14,500 to $23,000. :

Counc1lman Short asked 1f this was the compromi se that Mr Hardyman was
authorlzed by his clisnts to suggest? Mr. Hardyman replied that they
guggested it. That he refused it, individually, and on behalf of the people
he represents.’ } - - . -

Ccuncllman Whlttlngton asked 1f he is aware that the petitioner has elther
suggested or stated that he would make the two lots facing Farmingdale R-97
And if there has been any discussion as to some negotiations whereby if

the petitioners would agree o these deed restrictions, or if they would
agree that if R-9MF would be éstablished there, would there ke any basis
for compromlse then? Mr, Hardyman replied yes they are. aware of this but
it is not acceptable.

@ouncllman Whittingten stated he is simply frying to say that if what Mr.
Hardyman has said that there was some room for negotiation ketween the
people who live on Shelley Evenue and Amity Place; that would be aceeptable
to them and the 800 foot B-2 be put in from Independence Boulevard down
Farmxngdale. Mr, Hardyman replied their position has been all along that

they are unalterably opposed to the 800 foot depth regardless of restrlctloﬁs:

put on the other land.

Mi Richard Meek, Attorney, stated he represents the people in Anlty Gardens,

and he would llke to say a few brief words. That he lives right at the corner

@f Shelley Avenue and ZAmity Place and he not only objects personally but on-
behalf of all of the Amity Garden people. That he cktained a petition signed
by all these people which adjoin the area which was originally proposed-
iezoned, and he would like the public to know about this. Because they signec
this petition, the 6 to -l Rule was invoked; and now because a certain area
has been withdrawn that means the vote can be cut down to 4 to 3, and he.

!
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2would 11ke the people in tbe audlence to know this. That he. would llke to

must be within 100 feet to invoke the 6 to 1 rule, and that each of these
‘people by signing the petiton. invoked the Rule. Now by withdrawing this
‘portion, there is no other opportunity for them to. file a new petition..

'Tf they had know this could happen and anticipated it, there is a possibility

going back towards Idlewild section, toward Amity Garden section; its a

_he is not opposed to making meney, but why make it at the expense of ﬁhese

“and he’ says why change it now. The reason 1s, because big business wants

say first, with all respect to Mr. Kiser, that only 20% of those along an
adjoining line - those who own 20% of the area - must join-in. Since this
right of way was 70 feet in width, that means they had 30 feet .because you

that . the landowner on the. far side would have signed the petition as he alone
could have signed his name and invoked the & to 1 Rule, but they did- it by
the people, other than him, signing fthe petition. That he says they haven’t

Yo obtain this other man’s signature., That he would like the Council to
think of one thing - this whele thing has proceeded on this one theory, that
they must go back 790 feet and it is.a simple matter, and just common sense,
that the reason they want fo go back is because they cannot go sidways., The
man who owns this property will nok sell, and that is the reason. they are

matter of economics, They want that propety, they want to be in close; that

people who live out there. That when the Planning Commission first zoned
this area, they said 400 feet on either 5ide of Independence; _at that time
they thoudght 400 feet was the correct depth and now_there has been a change

thls piece of’ property right here. That he is not here just because he has
been reiained, he has a perscnal interest in this and there are other people
who have an.interest, and théy object to 1t they want to be heard and. if
they could ‘there are 150 to 200 people who nould llke to come in here and
say the same thing he is saylng. '

Coun01lman Tuttle remarked “that w1th all due respect to Mr, Kiser’s oplnlon,
we have two attormeys who disagree with ‘hin,  He asked Mr. Kiser if we
should be wrong'ln thls case “could. the CltY be held llable for damages to
these people. . )

Mr Llser Actlng City Attorney, replled that he doesn'’t supposa we gould
take a count of the attorneys present, and perhaps get an opinion as to which
s1de would win if we took a popularity vote. Councilman Tuttle stated his
Speclflc question is cduld we be held liable if later proved that we were
wrong with the 3/4th ‘vote? Mr., Kiser replied he does not see any basis for
any liability for damages on matters such as that. The the question that
would be presented before the Court in any matter would be framed by the
attorneys involved in the case, but he imagines what would hapben in this
partlcular instance would Le that the prétestors would file suit to enjoin
the issuance of a bulldlng permit requestlng that the ordinance amending
thls area be set aside as invalid, and the case would be determined on that
questlon withoult getting to the point of damages to any property. Council-
man Tuttle stated then there could bhe a questlon apout the 3/4th Fule? Mr,
Kiser replied- there could be a question on any legal interpretation that
would have to go to court for an ultimate determination. Councilman Tuttle'
stated he-is wondering if-we should postpone this matter untll we get a '
rullng from the Attorney General )

Counc1lman Short asked 1f the parties to fhe south are not partles to this
qctlon, ard althoudh they did not join in the pretest, are they not in some
other way parties to this action? Mr. Meek replied he understands that

Mr, Wallace was who owns this property to the south, and Mrs Gertrude
Wallace although he does not recall seang her 51gnature on the orlglnal
petltlon.'

been done right on the 6 to 1 vote dnd they should be given another opportunity

ry ONE
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Councilman Alexander asked Mr. Meeks if he understands that the general
protest is against the -extension of the zoning of this property séme 790
feet against their property? -Mr. Meeks replied that is correci, that
coming- in from Independence they already have 400 feet, just inside the
city limits you have 300 feet, already that comes in 400 feet. They already:
have an additional 100 féet, the minute they go dutside the city limits.
That he and the others ockject firmly to them coming to any point keyond the
400 feet. -That they have gone back even further than it is towards town.
When you come in 390 feet you are bringing it right into a residential
ared. The next thing Council-will have-is a petition to charnge this little
area to a Handy ‘Pantry store or something; and the next thing will be for

is no point where fthis mlght stop, but today there is’a p01nt and thls is
where it can-be stopped.

Mr. Ben Hbrack Attorney for the petltloner stated for the record he does
indeed chject to this second hearing, and preserves his right tc de so. In
the first place on this so-called 3/4th vote, he has @1sagreed with Mr. Kiser
from time to time on a number of things, but the score is 2 to 2 kecause
chvicusly he does in fact agree with him. The whole idea’ of that law is to
say that people having land within 100 feet of the property that is ultimatel
to be rezomed, has a special 1nterest That is a pretty drastic thing, and
should be, in fact, ndrrowly construed and narrowly applied for good reasons.
Because it completely emasculates the usual rule that a majority of any publi
body is the way by which decisions are to be made. So that indeed they

must come within that tehoo area or they lose the speclal interest to carry
into the very drastic matter of one vote cmascalatlnq the will of this City
Council., In'the second place, M? Hardyman correctly described the efforts
that were made on kehalf of the petiticner to get & sensible compromise

of this matter, but they came to naught; including his comments to zone part
of it with Idlewild restrictions to put a buffer of houses in between them,
He stated that Mr. Ervin’s only involvement was that he seem to be the
logical one to come in there and create a buffer; plus the fact they owned

a little part of the property that was asked to be zoned B-2. That Mr.
Hardyman objects in particular te the Ffact that he didn’t know what the
Planning Commission did at their meeting. That he would remind Council

that Mr. Hardyman is an attorney too, and he Imows or should know when

the Planning Commission meets, and he has just as much obligatin and
opportunity as anybody else does to go .over and see what the Planning
Commission did; which incidently it did unanimously. That the Planning
Commission unanimously approved this residue of the property, and it un-
animously approved that to be rezoned B-2 as requested. The Council has .
a great responsikbility and a great burdenseme task. It needs zoning matters
to properly put in balance the interest of homécwners with other community
interest, and that’s where we are now. OF course, Council should give these
homeouners consideration, but he sulmits there are certain areas in this
town, along our main thoroughfares of which Independence Boulevard East is
a prime example where the communlty does have an interest that bu51ness be
allowed to accomodate itself in a sensible fashion. That the community :
does have an interest that postage stamp development of washereites, laund-.
rettes and other small businesges up and dovn the Boulevard will not develop
and thus compound the already messy and unsafe .conditions created by the
terrific amount of traffic that Independence Boulevard in general and this
area in particunlar is being asked to serve. HNow, they say you have to .
go up and down the Boulevard all the way 800 feet, but it really “-
isnft 340 feet, it is 790 odd feet, and along the opposwte side, Mr. Short
asked if it came back in a cattiwampus line, and.it does, it’s spmewhere in
the neighborhood of 275 feet ard in fact, it comes down on a slant, and

on an average its about 358 to 375 feet. This was the area that was going
to ke deed restricted but that wouldn®t pacify fthe situation. That originall

the Wallaces to come on out all the way to Idlewild, 800 or 900 feet. There

y
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they thought that good zoning reguired this to be C-6 and that was the only
reason it was requested. Then in order to placate them, they thought that
perhaps multi-family would alleviate the objections but it did not. .Seo
basicaliy they just do not want any changes out there, and if he were cone
of the owners he would probably feel that way too. But Councilfs re-
sponsibility is to ftry to equate these things. That this does not
necessarily mean that you have to go up and down the Boulevard with 790

to 800 feet, and have it all zoned business. That he submits Council does
have a respen31blllty to take advantage of opportumties &s they present
themselves to allow for a-wide open business development of property along
a thoroughfare like Independence Boulevard., TFurthermore, he thinks when
you have a piece of such property located at an intersection, as windeed
it is at Independence Boulevard and Farmingdale Drive, there is indeed an
bpportunity to create a situation that allows the development there enough
ﬁepth where the existing Farmingdale Drive can be used rather than have a
hult1p1101ty of small businesses, each one of which is a cut through irto
the main artery -of Independence Boulevard That sconer or later, Council
w1ll be.asked in line with the recommendations of the Planning Commission
io restudy this whole situation about how deep property should be allowed -
for business development along Independence Boulevard. That he submits
%haﬁ some expert opinion has indicated that some mistakes have been made
ln the past, and he thlnks thlS is ‘an 0pportun1ty to av01d making another,

Mr. Hardyman asked if he could clarlfy one point on this matter of a com-
bromlse. That all discussions on this were prior to the public hearing.
That they -did not accept it because it did not remove the basic evil to
which they objected. That after the Planning Commssion recommended a
compromnise there was no willingness to discuss the one issue which they
cbjected to - that is the 300 foot depth, and there were no discussions on
@cmpremieing this step. That they are willing to accept a compromise on
the depth if they need an additional 100 feet to put in their building,
%hey see ne objections to this., What they chject to ig the 790 feet business
zone - the extension of the 400 foot area in addition to the 390 ft. and
tarered edge.,

Mrs C. H. Beddingfield advised they live on fmity Place, which backs up to
the proposed rezoning, and she counted 17 children on her side of the street,
and 1§ children across the street, all in one block, That Mr. Horack makes
a good argument and he says there is lots of traffic on Independence, which
is true, but they do not want it backing up into Idlewild and that is what
Wlll happen., They have four entrances it is true, bui one main one and
presently the only traffic is neighborheood traffic and it is quiet and
cautious. With the coming of City Chevrolet we would have noise, heavy
traffic and glaring lights on into the evening - and we do not want it.

Mr, Beddingfield spoke in protest of the rezoning, stating automobile.
companies try out their new cars on back streets - such as their nedghbbor-
hood - not on thoroughfares such as Independence - and it is their quiet
streets that their children cross and this wrill add greatly to traffic
hazards. That the Council members and the Planning Board members would not
have this on their streets. - A lady, who stated she is Jim Hill’s daughter
etated she brought with her today four children out of the thirty who are
in her block, which is one block from Farmingdale. That hers is a quiet
street and this rezoning would bring more traffic into their neighborhood,
Mr, Brigel asked if something cannoct ke done when a man developes an area
this thing does not take place? Mrs Robkeri MHoClary stated she lives on
Stonecrest and they are nct objecting *to businesgs on Independence:
Boulevard, they expected that but they certainly expected a business that
would fit into the 400 ft. depth provided when the area was zoned, and

this would not bother them at all.
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Councilman Whittington stated he has heard the reople on both sides of this-
petition, and in fairness to the petitioners and the opponents he wants
them to know that he has been out there .and.locked at the property and

- walked over it and studied the maps, and kbecause of thiz and because he is
not ready to vote either way:in.all fairmess to-both parties he moves. that
this be postponed for one week and he suggests that the Council ask the.
Planning Cormission -and the Engineering Depariment, who can ‘take sights

in connection with the maps that have been presented, to meet with the
Council out there on the grounds just as.guickly as the City Manager can get
in touch with them. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and
unaninously carried. . . :

IEETING RECE SED EE 4:35 PLIL AND.RECONVEHED AT 4:40 P.M.

Mayor BrooLshlre declared a five minute rocess .of the meeting at 4:35 p.m.
and the meaﬁlrg was reconvenzd at 4:40 p,n., and called to order by the
Mayor, : - _ o

TRAUSFER OF FUNDS FRCOM GENERAL FUND- f@ GEHERAL INSURENCE APPROPRIALEON ACCOUN
POR PAYMENT OF ADDITIONAL GENERAL LIABITI“Y'INSURANCE

Councilman Albea Nﬁved approval of the transfer of 312, 700 OO from un- -
appropriated funds in the General Fund to the General Insurance Approorlatzon
Account, for pavment of additional gereral liability insurance aunthorized '
purchased on Noverber lst. The motion was seconded by Councilman Alexander,
and carried by the following recorded vote: '

YEAS: Councilmen Albea, Alexander DHort Throver and Whittingten.
NAYS: HNone. : - : -

Councilmen Tuttle and Jordan abstained from voting as they are both in the
Insurance husiness.

Copy of Ordinance No. 499~X at*ached hereﬁou

TRAKSFER OF FUNDS FRCOM GENERAL FUND, CONTINHGENCY ACCOUNT FOR CROSSING
LIGHT, SIGHS AND TWO CROSSING CUARDS FOR BRIARWOCD -SCHOOL.

Motion was made by Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Whittington,
and unanimously carried; transferring $1,920.00 from the General Fund - -
Contingency Account, for the installation of a crossing light and signs,
and the employment of a ¢reossing guard for duty at Shannonhouse Avenue
and The Plaza, and a crossing guard for- duty at Lakedell Drlve and The
Plaga, for BTlarwood School chilidren,

TRAIISFER OF FUNDS FROM GENE?AL'FUND CONTINGENCY ACCOUNT, FOR CROSSING
LIGHT, SIGNS AND SCHOOL CROSSING GUARD AT ?UNNEYMEDE TAWD AND SHARON '
ROAD, FOR SELWYN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL.

Upon motion of Couheilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and un-
animonsly carried, $1,360.00 was authorized transferred from the General
Fund, Contingency Account, for the installation of a crossing light and
signs and the employment of & school eressing guard at Runneymede Lane
and Sharon Road, for Selwyn Elementary Scheol

3

19

s

X




ﬁélg;igln"'““'

@ovember 8, 1965
Minute Book 46 - Page 192

EEED OF DEDICATION OF PROPERTY FOR STREET PURPOSES WITHEN_BOUNDARIES OF
HOUSING PROJECT NO. NC 3-8 AREA, ACCEPTED BY CITY FROM CHARLOITE HOUSING
AETHDRITY

Upon motlon of Counc11man Albea, seconded by Councilman Thrower; and un-
anlmpusly carried, a Deed of Dedication of the property owned: by the
Charlotte Hbu51ng Iuthority situated within the boundaries of N. Church
Street, West 9th Street, N. Poplar Street and West 10th Street, for street
purposes, was accepted by the City from the Charlotte Housing Authorlty.

H

éONSTRUCTION CF SANITARY SEWER MAIN IN ILFORD STREET AUTHORIZED.

Councilman Whittington moved approval of the construction of 465 feet of
sanitary sewer main in Ilford Street, at the request of Hallmark & Company,
Inc., at an estimated cost of $4,090.00. All costs to ke borne by the
Bpplicant, whose deposit of $4,090.00 will be refunded as per terms of the
contract, The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan, and unanimously
carried,

CbNiRACT AWARDED SUGGS WRECKING COMPANY FOR DEMOLITION OF STRUCTUEES N
URBAE REDEVELOPMENT BREA NO 3 (NC R-37) AND ON THE NORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY.

Upon motlon of Councalman Thrower, seconded by Cowncilman Jordan,and un-
aninously carried, contract was awarded Suggs Wrecking Company, the low
bidder, for the demolition of 59 structures ir Urban Redevelopment Area
Wo. 3 (NC R-387) and 130 structures on the Northwest Expressway, as
speclfled in the amount of $71,515.00, on a unit price basis, with all
work to be c0mpleted within 150 days. o '

The foliowing bids were received:

Suggs Wrecking Campany - - Section II $12,940.00

Section IIT 58,5735,00

$71,515.00
VCochIan—Ross Construetion Co. - Section II $13,110.00
: . Section ITT 64,010.00

' ' - $77,120.00

L. A. Amstrong Section II $20,220.00
' Section III No bkid

AEERD OF CONTRACT FOR MAINTENANGE -OF ELEVATORS DEFERRED ONE WEEK.
Councilman Tuttle moved the award of contract to Dover Elevator Company for
tEe maintenance of fwo automatic elevators in City Hall and one manually
operated elevator in the Police Building, as specified, at a cost of

$2,400.00 per year., The motion was seconded by Councilman Albea.

Coincilman Short asked that-action on this be deferred for one week. A
substitute motion was offered by Councilman Whittington that action be

carried,

deferred for one week, which was seconded by Councilman Shdrt, and unanimously
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ISSUANCE OF SPECIAL. OFFICER PERMIT AUTHORIZED TO WARNER G. MAUPIN FOR USE
ON PREMISES OF -IVEY’S DEPARTHENT STCRES, ‘

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Whittington, and
unanimously carried, a Special Officer Permit was aunthorized issued to
Warner G. Maupin, 6310 Burlwood Read, for use on the premises .of Ivey’s
Department Stores at 127-131 North Tryon Street Charlottetown Mall and
Cotsirold Shopping Center.

TRANSFIZR OF CEMETERY LOT,

Councilman Jordan moved that the Maver and City Clerk be aunthorized tfo
execulte a Deed with Thomas R. Reéynolds and wife, Cllie R, Reynolds, for = .
Lot 510, Section 8, Oaklawn Cemetery, transferred from Mrs Myrtle Reynolds
and husband F. P, Reynclds, at a fee of $3,00 for fthe transfer deed. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Albea, and unanimously carried.

CONTRACT AWARDED THE HUB UNIFORM COMPANY FOR CHUKKA BOCTS AND OXFORDS.

Upon motion of Councilman Alexander, seconded by Councilman Thrower, and
unanimously carried, a contract was awarded The Hub Uniform Company, the
lovw bidder, for 300 pairs of Chukka Boots for the Police Depariment and 415
palrs cf Oxfords for the Fire Derartment, as‘spec111ed in the amcunt of
$7,860.13. _ ,

The following bids. were received:

The Hub Uniform Company $ 7;85G.13 . : , %
Goodyear Shos Shon ¢,064.13

CONTRACT AWARDED C. D. SPANGLER CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO
BAY GTREET.

Councilman Albea moved approval of the award of contract to C. D. Spangler
Construction Compan,, the low bidder, for street improvements to Bay Street,
ag specified, in the amount of $37,818.00, on a unit price basis. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan, and umnimously carried.

The following bids wers recelved:

C. D. Spangler Construction Co.  $ 37,618.00
- Cronder Congtruction Company 37,858, oo *
T L. Sherrill Construction Co, 39,941,00

CONTRICT AWARDED BLYTHE BROTHERS COMPANY FOR THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION OF
ADDITICNS TO CATAWBA RIVER PUMPING STATICN.

Councilman Alexander moved thée award of contract to Blythe Bros Company,
the low bidder, for the General Censtruction of Additions to Catawba River
Pumping Statbn as specified, in the amount of $6%6,000,00, on a unit price
basis. The motin was seconded by Councilman Albea.

Councilman Short remarked that this money is prchably eligible for matching
Federal funds; some of the members of our Task Force have indicated that we

might almost have to undo, or would have to undo something already appropriated -
not this - in order to negotiate or arrange for matching Federal funds. That
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he just wants to make absolutely sure that this has been checked out with
the Task Force 'as there is a lot of money involved here. Mr. Veeder
fepl1ed +hat he believes all of these contingencies he has mentioned have
heen taken care of with the Task Torce, among others, That we have a fair
amount of work coming up in this area and he would think based. on what they
are told, the signing ‘of appllcatlons would probably e around the first

of the year.
T&e vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously.

The following bids were receivedi

Blythe Brothers Co. _ $696,000,00 .

Lee Construction Ca = .= . 716,443,00

F, L. Showalter, Inc. . 7583,026.00

Crowder Construction Co, 762;500‘OG'

Rea Construction Co, ' 765,000,00

Potts-Browi Company o 777,000.00 .
. W. Gallant, Inc, 803,631.00

Boyd & Goforth, Inc, §21,C00.00

Hell Constructicn Co. 846,290,00

Republic Contracting Co, 946,00.00

CON”RACT AWARDED INDUSTRIAL ELECTRICAL CCMPANY FOR ELECTRICAL WORK CN
ADDITIONS TO CATAWBA RIVER PUMPING STATION.

hotlon was made by Coun01lman Rlbea seconded by Councilman Thrower, and
unan;mously carried, awarding contract to Industrial Electric Company, the
low bidder, for the Electrical Work on Additions to the Catawba River
Pumping Statlon as specified, in the amount of $132,700.00, on a unit
price basis.

Tﬁe following bids were received:

Industrial Electric Co. $132,700,00

Electrical Contracting & Eng. 141,730.00
Hensley & Mosly, Inc. 152,660.00

ECQUISITION OF PROPERTY FOR RIGHT OF WAY FOR THE NCRTHVEST EXPRESSWAY,
WOODLAVIY ROAD WIDENING AND SHARON-AMITY ROAD WIDENING.

Uéon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and un~
a@imously carried, the acquisifion of the following property was authoriged:

(a) Aequigition of 3,556 sqg. ft. of property at 512 Independence Boulevard,
from W. D. Hyland, at $7,80G0.00 for right of way for the Northwest
Expressuay

(B) Acquisition of 578 sq. ft. of property at 901 North Davidson Street,
from Emmest H. and H. F. Brown and wife, Alise F. at $400.00, for
right of way for the Northwest Expressway.

(c) Acquistion of 742.26 sq. ft. of property in the 400 block of Woodlawn
Reoad, from Dr, Daniel Makel, at $1,900.00 for right of way for the
Tloodlawn Road Widening,

{d) JAcquisition of 169.95 sq. ft. of property at corner of Sharon-Amity
. and Providence Roads from Humble Qil & Refining Company, at $169.95,
for the Sharon-Arity Road Widening.
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(e} Acquisition of 180.79 sq. ft. of properity at the northeast corner
of Sharon-Amity and Randelph Roads, from Humkble 0il Company, at
$882.36, for right of way for the Sharon-fAmity Road Widening.

{(£) Compensation for removal of six %rees and shrubs®¥rem property of
Enory B. Dickson and wife Mary M., at 710 Sharon~Amlty Road, in
right of way for the Sharen-Amity Road lidening.

RESOLUTION NUTHORIZING COMDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY
OF H. G. WILLIS AND JOSEPHINE L. WILLIS, LOCATED AT 621 SUNNYSIDE AVENUE
ECR NCORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY. ' '

pon metion of Councilman Alked, secdonded by Councilman Alexander, and
nanimously carried, a resolutlon entitled: Resolution Authorizing Con~'
ermation Proceedlngo for Acquidtion of Property of H, @, Willis and
osephine L, Willis, located at 621 Sunnyside Avende for Northwest Express-
jay, 1as adopted, The resolution is Yecorded in full in Résolutions Book
. &t Page 155, T ' o
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PPOINTHENT OF CONVENTION AND EXHIBITION CENTER STUDY COMMITTEE, |

ayor DBrookshire remarked that some two wecks age Mr. Brodie Griffith,
resident of the Chamber of Commerce, appeared kefore Council with regard

o a Convention and Exhibition Center in the downtown area, and requested
he appointment of a Committee to study different phases of the proposal

nd Council auvthorized him to appoint the Conm1ttee That he has appeinted
he following persons to Lhe Committee:

[ ulO O LI oo B o B8 W O

I . Hayivood Robbins, Chairman

ir, T. J. Normen : ' ' -

Mr. Arthur R. Newconke

r, John M, Belk

Wr., Forrest W. Voss

Mr, Morris Speizman

Mr, P. M. Bealer, Jr. '

he Mavor stated that this committes will study care¢ul¢y the need, the
easibility, the location, the cdost and the financing of the proposed
onventicn and Exhibition Center for Charlotte, That this list of purposes
g not intended to.be inclusive or to limit the study of the commitiee.
ndeed, he would suggest that the study be closely related to the core city
aster Revitalization Plan, complation of which we expect by next May. That
t would seem te him impeortant to fit this contemplated facility into the
aster Plan, relating it geographically and functionally to street patterms,
arking, shopping and hotel accomecdations. That ke thinks also that if

he tining for such a facility can be worked out to wedncide with. the

ity?s part of the implementation of the llaster Flan, a responsibility he
eels the City will be willing to undertake; then bhoth the lceation and the
ost of land acguisticen will present fewer prokblems. This, of course,
ontemplates that the City will take advantage of Federal a581stance
rograms, just as many of our sister cities are deing. Also, he would not
ule out the posdbility of interesting private enterprise in furnishing

his facility on a profit motive, perhaps in conjunction with a large new
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re leoking for such opportunities.

otel, as ve Further project Charlotts as an. important city. That investors 3
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'PROGRESS REPORT ON STUDY OF CITY POUND JOINING THE COUNTY POUND. -

Councilman Tuttle asked the City Manager if he has- anything to report on
‘the possibility of the City Pound joining the County’s? Mr. Veeder replied
§that Council sometime back authorized that a joint study be made. Contact
lwas made with the County and they have had scame good results. That about
'a week ago they finally turned us loose in terms of making some studies

ADICURIENT.

?Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, sedonded by Councilman Jordan, and
wmarimously carried, the meeting was adjourned. '

s P oMa peae

Lillian R, ﬂoffman,ngty Clerk
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