| Councilmen Albea, Alexander, Jordan, Short, Thrower, Tuttle and Whittington-
. present,
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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, Qotober
. 25, 1965, at 3 ofclock p.m., with Mayor Brookshire presiding, and §

éABSENT: Neone.

' INVCCATTON.

éThe invocaticn was given by the Reverend G. Roland Mullinix, Associate
‘ Minister of the First Methodist Church.

| MINUTES APPROVED.

%Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and un-
canimously carried, the Minutes of the last meeting on Qctoker 18th were
- approved as submitted to the City Council.

ERESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR IMPRCVEMENTS COMPLEIED ON
- XILDARE DRIVE, FROM OLINDA STREET TC JOYCE DRIVE, ADOPTED.

- The public hearing was held relative to the Assessment Roll for Improvements
| Completed on Kildare Drive, from Olinda Street to Joyce Drive, a total of

1 897,58 front feet, by installing storm drainage facilities, constructing
'roll type curb and gutter and paving with base course and surface course.

. The total project cost keihg $6,000,00, the City’s share $2,694.44 and the
%share to ke assessed against the owners of property abutting the improve-
‘ments $3,305.56; the assessment rate being $3.90 per front foot.

%Mr. George Fragakis, 5927 Olinda Stxeet, stated that he approves the
improverments that have been made.’

iNo objections were expressed with respect to the assessments.

. Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Whittingten, and
unanimously carried, a Resolution Confirming the Assessment Roll for

- Improvements Completed on Kildare Drive, from Olinda Street to Joyce Drive,
‘was adopted at 3:05 p.,m., The resolution is recorded in full in Resclutions
Book 5, at Page 140,

ESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR IMPROVEMENTS COMPLETED-ON

éOLINDA STREET, FROM KILDARE DRIVE TO END OF CUL-DE-SAC, ADCPTED.

he public hearing was held relative to the Assessment Roll for Improvements
cunpleted on Olinda Strest, from ¥Xildare Drive to end of Cul-de-sac, a total
f 636.89 front feet, by installing storm drainage facilities, constructing
0ll type curb and gutter and paving with base course and surface course,

%The total project cost being $4,801.29, the City?s share $1,628.27 and
:the share to be assessed against the owners of property abutting the
| improvements $3,173.02; the assessment rate being $5.91 per front foot,

%No cbhjections were expressed with respect to the assessments.
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Upon. motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Short, ard un-
animously carried, A Resolution Confirming the Assessment Roll for
Improvements Completed on Olinda Streset, fiom Xildare Drive to end of Cul-
de-sac, was adopted at 3:10 p.m. The resolution is recorded in full in
Resolutions Book 5, at Page 142.

RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR IMPROVEMENTS COMPLETED ON
OLIMDA STREET, FROM KILDARE DRIVE TO ILFORD DRIVE, ADOPTED.

on Olinda Street, from Kildare Drive to Ilford Drive, a total of 1,370 front
feet, by installing storm drainage facilities, constructing roll type curb
and gutter and paving with base course and surface course, The total
project cost being $13,509.50, the City’s share $5,695.10 and the share to
ke assessed against the owners of property albutting the improvemenis
$7,814,40; the assessment rate being $5.92 per front foot.

Mr, John D. Murphy, 5917 Olinda Street, advised that he assumes that the
1$5.92 rate is arrived at by dividing the $7,814.40 by the 1,370 front
frontage. That the Engineering Depariment assures him the rate is correct,
but it comes to akout $5.70 and he has beein in discussion with Mr,
Birmingham and Mr. Hoffman of the Engineering Department, They bring up

the fact that there is a corner lot assessment credit given to Olinda Street
at Kildare Drive, which is taken into consideration to arrive at the $5.92
rate. That he contends that this is irrelevant to the fact that the front
footage on Olinda Street is 1,370 feet and the $7,814.40 given them should
be at the correct rate of $5.70. :

The City Manager stated this is a requirement, we have to limit the assess-
ment on a corner lot, at beth corners, and in this case there is 50 feet
that has such exemption, which amounts to $207.20, so you take this $207.20
off the total, and this makes the change this gentleman comments on. This
is something over which we have no discretion,

Mr, Murphy stated the assessment in the letter he received was $7,814.40.
That he still contends there are 1,500 front feet along Olinda Street, with
a 15 foot right of way on each corner at Kildare. The Map on Page 229,
Book 7 in the Register of Deeds Office shows 100 foot frontage for each of
14 lots along Olinda Street, and his contention is that the total assessed
value of $7,814.40 should be divided by 1,490 feet, and that would give you
an assessed rate of $5.58.

Mr, Birmingham of the Engineering Department stated this boils down to a
legal opinion from our Legal Department; this 1400 feet that Mr. Murphy is
talking about goes inte the maintained right of way of Kildare Street, and
they - say we can only assess to the right of way line. We cannot include
this 1400 feet, we have tc take the 1370 because it goes into the right of
way 15 feet on both sides. Mr, Murphy asked Mr, Birmingham to expldn why
the assessment value of $7,814.40 Svuld not ke divided by 137072 Mr.
Birmingham stated because the corner lot exemptions have been taken into
consideration ~ that the letter to Mr. Murphy does not imply that you can
divide 1370 feet into the total cost and get the assessment rate, it is
not set up that way. Mr. Murphy stated that he talked to Mr. Hoffman

last Monday and he told him that was the way the rate was arrived at. He
stated there were two petitions on this project; first being $2.58 per
front foot value, and the 2nd to be assessed on the propertion basis of
the City and the property owners, and no way has he keen able to jumble
the figures to come up with a $5.92 rate without taking into consideration
the corner property credit and he does not think the rest of the property
owners should be assessed for that portion that has been granted to one
individual.

The public hearing was held on the Assessment Roll for Improvements Completed
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The Uity Manager stated the kasic point is we have a corner piece of
pioperty and you put improvements on both sides of the corner, you are

then obligated to give the owner of that property a break by not assess-
ing the full rate on koth sides and that is what has heen done in this
iﬁstance. We might have varying opinions as to how desirable this is but
this is the statutory requirements and it is not a question of discretion,
Mr, Murphy stated this is a published figure, the assessed value $7,814.40
has keen publihed and distributed to the property owners, and why then
should we assume that that is not to be equalized per front foot? Mr. Veeder
stated that as he pointed out, you cannot take the number of feet and divide
i? into the total cost to get the front foot rate, Mr. Murphy stated he
asked Mr. Birmingham to furnish him a breakdown figure on the total cost of
the project and he would like the Council to instruct him to make this
avallable tc the property owners, Mr, Birmingham stated he has given Mr,
Mﬁrphy all the figures we have, that he thinks he is alluding to the
intersection improvements, Mr Murphy stated he would like to know the
c@st of the intersection improvements, That it appears that one property
owner involved requested and was granted by one particular Council member,
who is present today, approval to lower the intersection after the con-
struction had begun, at a considerable cost to the City. He stated further
that this is hearsay but it is on record where the intersection project

was commenced and then an order given to change the whole grade against the
iﬁitial plans of the Engineering Department. Mayor Brookshire asked by
whom the order was given? And Mr., Murphy replied that he is not at liberty
t6 say. Mr, Birmingham stated he is familiar with the project from its
kéginning to its end and he knows of no such time that the interssction was
lowered or changsd.

T@e Mayor thanked Mr. Murphy for coming down and for him comments.

Mf Fragakis stated the work was level, then they came back at the inter-
sectlon of Kildare and Olinda and excavated some more and what the purpose
was he does not know,

Mf. Birmingham stated they did have considerable trouble with the soil in
t@is intersection, which they took out and put back geod soil.

Céuncilman Tuttle stated he is in sympathy with this Centleman, that he
thlnks if he got a bill for $5.92 a foot, totaling $7,814.40, the first
thlng he would do would ke to divide the $7 814,40 by 1370 and he would get

$5.70, yet we say the rate is $5.92. That he does not question the $5.92
bﬁt'he does question the fact that we do not go intc detail and tell them

w@y, that Mr. Murphy was simply checking his bill and it does not check out.

C@uncilman Short asked if this is a form letter that is sent the property
owners, to which something could be added at the end - some explanation of
how the assessments are figures? The City Manager stated he presumes that
could be done,

C%uncilman Thrower moved the adoption of a Resolution Confirming the Assess-
ment Roll for Improvements Completed on Olinda Street, from Kildare Drive
t@ I1ford Drive. The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan,

Councilman Short asked Mr. Murphy if he is opposed to the assessment outright
or just to the mathematical computation? Mr, Murphy staied he is not opposed
to the assessment that he realizes it has improved his properiy quite a

bit, but he is opposed to the figures that have been used to arrive at the .
rate.

Councilman Alexander asked Mr., Birmingham when the soil was taken out and
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put back did they bring it back to the normsl grade level? Mr, Birmingham
replied that they did, they had some trouble oo, and had to adjust the
grade but it was nothing like two or three feet.

Mr. Murphy stated he thinks that Mr. Birmingham is guite in error, As

Mr. Fragakis has said, the grade was determined, the Engineering Department
had made plans, the scraping had been dene, the storm drains had heen
;nstalled and the grade level at the intersection was lowered one foot,
and he has pictures in his pocket to show the accumulation of water at the
flrst rainfall after the work was completed, if Council would like to
c1rculate the pictures he thinks they give proof that the grade is in-
adequate as 1t is now after the improvements.

Mr Birmingham stated the only thing he would say is that we do vary grades
and one fooi is nothing to get adequate drainage. And he is sure if this

@as changed a half foot or so it was done because the drainage was inadequate;
That he inspected the project himself on Thursday of last week and to him

it looked real good.

ﬁr. Marphy stated that Mr, Powell at the corner of Kildare and Olinda entered
into the other petitions that have been adopted today; that it is his under-
$tanding that he made the request of a City Councilman to have the grade
lowered to benefit his property as his front yard was a little bit lower

than the original grade. They included in the ¢grades a graduation down
Ollnda Street sbout 80 feet, and this was done after the original grade was
set.

E

Mayor Brockshire asked Mr. Birmingham to personally inspect the intersection

_ﬁhe next time we lare a rain and if anything is wrong he is sure it will be

corrected,

@ouncilman Alexander asked why we are voting on this after the work has
been done, and the City Manager replied this is the whole point, tc approve
ﬁhe charging of the cost after the pr03ect is completed, this is the
process of confirming the assessment.

Ehe vote was taken on the motion, and carried unanimously at 3:25 p.m. The
resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Boock 5, at Page 144,

éRDINANCE NO. 386 EMENDING CHAPTER 23, ZONING ORDINANCE, PERTAINING TO
EEQUIREMENTS FOR APARTMENTS IN THE CENTRAL AREA OF CHARLOITE, ADOPTED.

ihe public hearing was held on Petition Ne. 65-101 by the Charlotte-Mecklenbus
Planning Cormission to Amend Chapter 23 of the City Code, Zoning Ordinance,
perﬁining to requirements for Apartments in the ceniml area of Charlotte,

Mr MeIntyre, Planning Director, stated the Amendment would change the text
af the Zoning Ordinance to prov1de for apartments in the central area of

the city. This ordinance is the result of & request from the City Council
that the Planning Commission make a study of apartment regulaticns as they
now exist in the B-3 zoning district and the central district and adjacent
apartment areas. Basically, the ordinance is an amendment t¢ establish a
@ew apartment system, referred to as the Central High Density Apartment
Eesidential district, In addition the other changes preposed in the ordinance
would revise the regulations as they apply to apartments that would be built
in the B-3 zoned distriet; that there is quite a bit of detail in the
ordinance if Council wishes him to go into that.

Councilman Tuttle stated that Mr. Mclntyre has worked very closely with an
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éarchitect whe furnished him gquite a lot of information and the architect

this ordinance with this possible exception. That original zonirg ordinance
allowad efficiency apartmenis of 400 feet to rent for approximately $111.27,
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worked with several leading real estate agents and they are in accord with

the new rate is $98.67, which is a great improvement. They had hoped for

'and have a park area to step out into and it would then be easier to come

isomething in the neighborhecod of $85.00 but they are aware of the fact there‘
must be some land and with the thought that the ordinance can again be change

up with an efficiency that would rent for $85.00; they agree this is a great
improvement over the ordinance we now have.

=Councilman Albea moved the adoption of the ordinance, which was seconded by
Councilman Jordan, and unanimously carried. The ordinance is reccrded in
full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 224,

CRDINANCE NO. 387-Z AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF CHARLOTTE AND THE
PERTMETER AREA, TO CHANGE FRCM R-6MF-H TO R-1.CMF ALL OF THE PROPERTY NOW
ZOWED R-6MF~H WITHIN THE AREA BOUNDED BY NORTH GRAHAM STREET, WEST ELEVENTH
OTREET, NORTH CHURCH STREET AND WEST SIXTH STREET, ADOPTED,

The public hearing was held on Petition No. 65-102 by the Chariotte-Mecklen-
burg Planning Commission to Amend the Official Zoning Map of Charlotte and
the Perimeter Area, o change from R-6MF-H To R-1,0MF all the property now
zmoned R-6MF-H within the area kounded by North Graham Street, West Eleventh
Street, North Church Street and West Sixth Street,

Mr, Melntyre, Planning Director, advised that the maps he displayed indicate
the area in which the new apartment district would be applied; the area is
in the Fourth Ward and extends from both sides of 7th Street aeross Bth, 9th
and into both sides of 10th Street. In the opposite direction, between
Poplar and Pine Streets, including the property on both sides. The area
today is generally developed with a mixture of single family, duplex and
multi-family uses and is presently goned R~6MFH, This will revise it arnd
elimirate the R-6MFH gone and zone that particular section R-1,0MF,

Councilman Whittington stated he has said for a long time as a member of
the Council if we could get zoning that would allow private enterprise to
build apartments in the Downtown Area it would do a great deal for the
downtown and the preservation of it and perhaps make it compete with the
outerlying areas of Charlotte.

No objections were expressed to the proposed amendment.

Councilman Whittington moved the adoption of the Ordinance, as recommended,
The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuitle, and unanlmously carried, The
ordlnance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 227,

RESOLUTION CONGRATULATING THE MINNESOTA TWINS BASEBALL ORGANIZATION AND
COMMENDING MR, PHILLIP HOWSER FOR QUTISTANDING SERVICE RENDERED TO THE PECPLE
OF CHARLOTTE, ADOPTED AND PRESENTED TO MR, HOWSER TOGETHER WITH A CITIZEN-
SHIP AWAED PLAQUE IN APPRECIATION FOR HIS SERVICES.

Councllman Whittington introduced and read a resolution entitled: Resolution
Congratulating the Minnesota Twins Baseball Organization and Commending
Mr, Philip Howser for Cutstanding Service Rendered to the People of Charlotte
and he moved the adoption of the resolution., The motion was seconded by
Councilman Jordan, and unanimously carried.
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Councilman Whittingtorn invited Mr. Howser and Mr, Sam Smith, President of
the Scuthern Baseball League to the podium, and Mayor Brockshire presented
Mr, Howser the resolution signed by the Mayor and all memkers of the City
Council, together with a Citizenship Award Plague in acknowledgment and
appreciation of the cutstanding services rendered to the people of the
City of Charlotte for his tireless activities in the promotion of amateur
and professional basekall.

The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Boock 5, at Page 146,

COUNCIL DIRECTS MAYOR TO APPOINT A COMMITTEE TO DETERMINE THE SIZE, DOWN-
TOWN LOCATION AND COST OF A LARGE CONVENTION AND MAJOR EXPOSITION CENTER
IN DOWNTOWN CHARLOTTE AT THE REQUEST OF THE BOARD CF DIRECTORS OF THE
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,

mr. Brodie Griffith, President of the Chamber of Commerce, stated he is
bppearing by direction of the Board of Directeors of the Chamber of Commerce
io call the attention of the Mayor and Council to the need for a large
convention and major exposition center in downtown Charlotte. That a
special Civic Center Study Committee has looked into the operation of these
facilities in 26 cities and as a result the Directors request that the
Mayor and Council appoint a Comittee to determine the size, downitown location)
and cost of such a Convention and Exposition Center. That the Directors
ars convinced that it will become a "must” if we are to have anequal opportunity
to attract comventions and national trade shows in competltlon with other
01t1es.

— Hé stated that Mr. T, J. Norman is Chairman of the Study Committee and

Lo Colonel J. Norman Pease is Vice-Chairman, and a copy of the Committee’s

: Report has been handed to the Mayor and Council. In its report the Commlttee
R emphasizes three important facts revealed by the study:

- First, Most of the centers are located in the downtown district.

' Second, Nearly all were financed through issuance cf bonds.

Third, Almost all were operated under some form of city management,
The report also emphasizes that ”it is the opinion of the Committee that
the construction of a convention and exposition center is already overdue,
and that the facility should ke located in the deownmtown area within walklng
dlstance of the majority of available housing.”

g Mr Griffith called attention to the addenda to the Committee’s report that
' Charlotte has lost the important Puick Automobile Show becauss they were
tnable to obtain the required facilities here, Another added note lists
?l major conventions that would have brought at least 30,000 additiocnal
visitors to the city if the facilities had keen available.

Eé stated the Board of Directors request that a committee be appointed to
begin work irmediately on this matter that is so important if we are to

_ compete with Atlanta and other Southern cities in attracting major con-

| ventions and important trade shows.

Mayer Brookshire thanked Mr, Griffith for cdming down and for his interest
n this facility which we all realize the need for.

Councilman Short moved that Council instruct the Mayor to appoint such a
ommitiee during the coming week. The motion was seconded by Councilman
Albesa, and unanimously carried.
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Mayor Brookshire stated he would thirk that the Committee would ke an
g¢xploratory Committee and he would like to say that the work of the
Chamber’s Study Committee in preparing the data submitted with their
request has alresady done a great deal of the work of this Committee.

Mr. Griffith stated he would like to assure the Mayor and the Committee
that he appoints that they have the full facilities of the staff of the
@hamber of Commerce in providing any information that is needed.

é. L., LEDBEITER POINTS OUT DANGER OF PRCPCSED DOWNTOWN CONVENTTION CENTER
TO PUTTING AUDITORIUM, COLISEUM AND PARK CEWTER IN THE “RED” AND EXPRESSES
DOUBT THAT THE CITY WILL BE ABLE TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS FOR THE CENTER.

Mr L. L ledbetter stated he came into the meeting just before Mr., Griffith
flnlshed his talk, and as he understands it the Commititee that the Mayor-
qlll appoint is to study the feasibility of this project. Mayor Brockshire
replied that is correct, exploratory efforts only. Mr. Ledbetter asked if
they will alsc take into consideration what effect such a convention center
aould have on the Auditorium-Coliseum and Park Center? Mayor Brookshire
gtated he is sure the Committee will do so. Mr. Ledbetter stated that as
the Mayor knows the Auditorium and Coliseum have never been self-supporting.
Mayor Brookshire stated that is correct but they were not built for such
purpose, Mr. Ledbetter remarked that he is not saying they are not a good
thing and if you could put your finger on it as to what benefit they have
keen to the merchants and others, they might be self sustaining. But he
also reminds the Mayor when the Auditorium and Coliseum were built of what

happened to Mr, Pattersonfs building out on South Boulevard, they put him
out of bu51ness

He stated further as he understands it, Mr., Phillips was considering an
addltlon to the Merchandise Mart and the Hotel Charlotte is figuring on an
gddition to take care of 2,000 people at a convenetion, and the Heart of
Charlotte has already completed an addition and he is told that the acdition
had directly affected Park Center., If you are going to enter into something
thown that would put vour Audiiorium and Coliseum in the red, what is it
geing to do for the taxpayer? If you are going to issue revenue bonds that
ﬁs one thing, and he doubts very seriously that the City will be able to
issue revenue bonds, and he doubts very seriously if the Mayor can project
%he picture in such way that he will be able to issue revenue bonds., But

he does not feel that the citizens of Charlotte should be called on to

carry part of the burden.

ﬁayor Brookshire thanked Mr. Ledbetiter for his remarks.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL INVITED TO RAISING OF ROOF OF CHARLOTTE BARN DINHER
T?EAJRE AT 12 NOON WEDNESDAY, OCTCBER 27th.

Mr Ted Johnson, Manager of Charlotte’s new Barn Dinner Theatre, stated he
domes Ee tend to the Mavor and Council an invitation to attend their formal
Barn/Ra151ng Ceremony on next Wednesday, Octoker 27th, at 12 noon, and they
Wlll have a picnic lunch; that they are located on Bam Hill Road between
Highway 74 and Matthews. Mr, Johnson stated the most direct route to their
site is go out Independence Boulevard 7 miles from the Coliseum and at the
first intersection beyond a Sabage Store on the right, you turn onto Sam
Hill Road which goes straight into Matthews and they are on the left about

a quarter of a mile from Indeperdence Boulevard.

Hayox Brookshire expressed the appxec1at10n of the Coiineil and himself for
the kind invitation.
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SUGGESTIONS FOR CHARLOTTE’S PRCGRESS MADE BY ALBERT PEARSON.

MT Albert Pearson offered several suggestions for Charlotte’s progress;
flrst that the Council make it possible for free enterprise to work in
Charlotte second, that Belks Store has cleared land for downtown parking,
apd he suggested that the Council have a Commititee see them and try teo

sell them on the idea of building a multi-story parking lot; third,

that traffic is still keing held up on College Street by trucks waiting fo
dellver geods te Belks Store because there is not room for them in the block,
1n spite of the fact that the Downtown Charlotte Association, Mr., Ivey and
others telling the Council, who believed it, there is sufficient parking
space downtown. He suggested that Council have this checked into and some-~
thing done about it. Fourth, he suggested that if the City went intec the
parking business that they be ready to give the same opportunity and
service in the Shopping Centers and everywhere else in town; fifth, that
Council get a group of the big business leaders together and the members

of the Downtown Association and see if they will give 1% of their last’
year’s gross income, on a non-interest rate basis, towards financing the
bonds for facilities that will benefit them, and he remarked he would be
stupld encugh to put up 1% of his gross income for last year, if these

so -called leaders did so.

CROSSING GUARD, STANDARD SCHCOL, WARNING LIGHT, AND APFPROPRIATE SIGNS AUTHORIZE

AT ROBIN ROAD AND SHARON AMITY ROAD; AND A CROSSING GUARD ADDED AT GREENWICH
ROAD AND RANDOLPH ROAD AND A CROSSING GUARD ADDED AT BARWICK ROAD AND SHARON
AMITY ROAD, FOR THE SAFETY OF COTSWOLD SCHCOOL CHILDREN.

Meyor Brookshire advised that the Council would now consider the recommendat-
ions of the Traffic Engineer based on the Cotswold School Safety Survey;

he recognized Mrs Hamilton, President of Cotswold School PTA and asked if

she would like to speak on the subject.

M&s Hamilton remarked that Mr,. McDonald broﬁght their petition to Council
oh last Monday, and she understood it was fo ke considered and they would
be advised today what the City would do about the situation.

At the request of the Mayor, the City Manager advised that the Traffic
Ehgineering Department has reviewed every reguest directed to Council last
Mbnday and a number of the requests had been studied prior to last Monday;
that at the Rebin Road~Sharon Amity Road intersection they do not recommend
a; Schoel Crossing Guard or any signals of any kind, in fact they recommend
against children crossing at this peint, At the Barwick Road-Sharon Amity
Road intersection they do not recommend any additional controls, they think
the existing signal is adequate; at Greenwich Road and Randolph Road they
point out the existing controls, which in their judgment are adequate, and
they do not recommend any changes at this intersection; at Randolph Road
and Sharon Zmity Road they point out the sidewalk under constructiom to
biing the children to this peoint, and in addition recommend putting in
School signs, markings on the pavement, which will be completed within the
next few days and after seeing what use is made of this intersection by the
children they will consider if there is a need for any further controls,
The further control might ke a School Crossing Guard, Mr, Veeder stated
that he concurs in these recommendations,

M?. Wilson Rankin, resident of Chelsford Road, advised that he supperts
the recommendations the PTA made to Council previcusly which were for

at Barwick; they recommended against the children crossing at Sharon-Amity
and Randolph Road on account of the danger, The Traffic Engineering Depart-
ment turned down all of the recommendations of the PTA and gave them what
they did not ask for and are against. He stated the School has Grades 1 to
§land 627 students, 251 ~ or 40% of the total, cross Randolph Road at

Crossing Guards at Robin Road, at Greenwich Road and improved flashing lights |
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Greenwich Road, which is a very hazardous crossing because of the traffic
rushing to work in the merning and from the McAlway Belt line, also Green-
‘wich is an outlet to Cotswold Shopping Center. The Drive-In Bank at

. Greemwich will add to the traffic turning across the student lanes. a
‘new Junior High School is proposed to be constructed this fall and this
‘will add still more traffic, The proposal of the Traffic Engineer that o
‘the children use the Sharon-Amity Randolph crossing unredistic because it .
is too dangerous and will not be used by many students because it adds a
1/2 mile to the walking distance, and because the children would walk with
their backs to oncoming traffic. That the children who live beyond Sharon
! Amity use Robin Road and then walk kehind the Shopping Center in a lane

: that comes out at Greenwich Road. Those who cross at Barwick go down
'Barwick into the school property. A Crossing Guard is badly needed at
Greenuwich Road, where traffic turns, in spite of Mr. Corbett’s statement
that one is not needed there. He stated they feel that the PTA recommendat-
ions are conservative and realistic, not too expensive and will help protect
the young children and permit their children to walk to school. He would
like to remind Council that the City does not now, nor has it ever, furnishe
any crossing guards for the Cotswold School.

(o

Mr, John McDonald stated they had not seen the report of the Traffic Engineer-
 ing Departmeni recommendations until they came to this meeting., The Traffic
Engineering Department say they are of the opinion that they cannot direct
school children along private property and state the only alternative if

| they cross at Robin Road would ke to walk along the north side of Sharon
Amity Road %o Randolph Road, and he would like to submit that whoever wrote
! the recommerndations did not ride the area because Robin Road comes across

| Bharon Amity between Woodlark Road and a private road both of which are
semicircular and gees to Randolph Road, and this is a sidewalk route that —
can be taken on dedication of the property. He stated the Sharon-Amity
Randolph Road is a 20 lane intersection. They have investigated intersections o
in Charlotte that have Crossing Guards and one with the most lanes, other -
than this, they can find is a 12 lane intersection with a Guard, and they
submit that to expect children to cross at a 20 lane intersection, even with
a Crossing Guard would ke more hazardous than parents would want to risk,

Mayor Brockshire asked if a Patrolman was placed at the Randolph-Sharon
Emity Road intersection would that remcve the okjections, and Mr. McDonald
. stated it would not and he doubts there would be 20 children to cross at
this intersection because of the danger - they are trying to get them away
. from this particular intersection because they know what it is.

! Councilman Tuttle stated that Mr. McDonald failed to mention that there is
. a service station on each of the four corners at Randolph-Sharon Amity
intersection. He moved that the City erect a blinking Crossing Signal
Light and & Crossing Guard and appropriate signs at Robin Road and Sharon
Imity Road, and that a Crossing Guard be ‘added to the Greenwich-Randoliph

! Road crossing. That he has deliberately left out Barwick because he has

! been down there and studied it himself and according te the Traffic Engineer-
 ing Department and what he can see, there is very little traffiec at Barwick.
: That he understands they are going to put new lights for each lane on
Sharon Amity so this will help the situation at Barwick. The motion was
' seconded-kby Councilman Albea. :

Mrs Bissell, Addison Drive, stated she is thoroughly in agreement with the P
proposal Mr, Tutile has made but certainly thinks they need something at L
Barwick, she has twoc children crossing there and they need as much con-

. sideration here as they do at Robin Road - and the light at Barwick is in
§ a dip, yvou come over the top of the hill and vou cannot see the light, which
. does not function part of the time, and the children are out in the middle of
i the road, there are lots of children from Sherwood Forest who use Barwick.
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Councilman Jordan stated he has lcoked at all of these intersections this
week, as well as many other school intersections in the city, and he offered
al substitute motion that a Crossing Guard be put at Randolph and Greenwich
ahd at Barwick and Sharon Amity, That his reason for making a substitution
from Robin Road is according to the survey there are only a few children
cr0551ng there whereas at Barwick and Sharon Amity there are more children
crossing. That a Signal Light can be put at Robin Road. The motion did

not receive a second.

Mr. McDonald stated that their original pelition was signed for children
that would use the Robin Road-Sharon Amity Road if they had some protection,
and included 75 children that since it was four-laned this year only 12
c@lldren have been allowed to walk.

Councilman Vhittington asked Mr. McDonald where the children come from that
u?e Rokbin Road? Mr. McDonald stated the entire guadrant bounded by Providence
Rpad, Sharon fAmity Road and Randolph Road. Councilman Whittington remarked
to the School representatives that he thinks his record on the City Council
will indicate that he has always tried to do all that he could for the safety
o& children and for young people of the community before going on the
Council, but he thinks the difficulty that he is faced with is that the
Cbtswold Scheol people are in conflict with what you want and the Council

ié in conflict with what they want to do. That he is a Mortician and he
travels Sharon Amity Road several times every week and Randolph Road all

the way to Sardis Road and Tywvola Road and he thinks he is as well acqualnted
w;th that neighborhood as anyone in the room except perhaps the people who
live there, FKobin Road is a gravel rocad and was not maintained by anyone
umtll akout a year ago and in the winter he does not believe you could ask
children to walk that road to get to Sharon to cross. He thinks what the
Traffic Engineering Department has said about routing traffic across a

priwte road is true because we are not responsible for the road behind the
Sﬁopping Center. That he told the City Manager this morning that he thought
very strongly that we needed a traffic light or crossing guard at Greenwich
and Randolph kecause of the banks and service stations at this intersection
and the traffic coming out of Cotswold and turning inte the scheol, and

he would like to ask that the PTA let the Council go along with the re-
commendations that have been made by the Traffic Engineering Department and
see how they work out, putting in the one crossing guard at Greenwich and
Randolph That he does not agree with Mr. Jordan on the Barwick crossing,
and he is willing to second his motion on the crossing guard at Greenwich -
Randolph Road, and the Council is not going to agree because vou people do
not agree with what vyou want.

Councilman Thrower offered a substitute motion that the recommendation of
the Traffic Engineering Department be implemented by including a crossing
guard at Greenwich and Randolph Foad and that the Cotswold School people

come back to us after they have settled their differences and we will
reconsider the problem on the basis of what they want. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Whittingten.

r. Parke, Safeiy Commitiee Chairman of Cotswold School PTA, stated he tHnks
hat clarification is needed. It is simply a matter of whether the Council.
will give three orossing guards for the Cotswold School area., This has not
een formally propesed one at the time, they need one at Barwick and Sharon
mity, one to cross Sharon Amity some place before Randolph Road, bhetween
rovidence Road and Randolph Road, and they also need one at Randolph and
reenylch Road, That he would think after asking for these year after year,
nd they finally get uwp a petition and ask for two things kecause they think
hey cannot get three, that they could be granted. That he speaks especially
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for Barwick because he understands that next year there will be a Junior
High School in the vicinity and this will be a bad problem within the next
vear and rather than *talk on that next year he thinks it should ke done now.
In answer to Dr. Parke, Councilman Thrower ccmmented that he is talking
about a matier of weeks mot what will be needed next year, and he is sure
that Council is interested enough in the situation to do something about it.
That he im merely suggesting that in order to eliminate the confusien that
we go ahead and implement the program., Dr. Parke stated that the people
who got up the petition in the very beginning were asking for ifwo crossing
guards - now his question is why is it necessary to get up another
petltlon to ask for the third Crossing Guard? Councilman Thrower stated

t is not necessary to get up anocther petition.

Councllman Alexander stated to Dr. Parke that last week he thought Coun01l

had almost come %o an understanding of what was wanted, then much to his
surprise he found there was a difference of opinion, that he shed light on
that when he says perhaps by his absence there was confusion in what really

is wanted. That he is wondering now if having seen these recommendations of
the Traffic Department it would be agreeable if his group got together again
and got together one one proposal and it be submitted as the combined opinion
of everybody?

Dr Parke replled that is why he is here because he has heard all the
cpmplalnts from all the groups involived, Somebody who lives in one particular
area is going to push for their area., That it would seem to him that there
was not really a misunderstanding, they are asking, no matter who speaks,

for three cross walk guards; it is simply to cover the Cotsweld School area,
and they will ke happy to resubmit this but it would seem an unnecessary
delay.

Counc11man Alexander asked if everybody will be satisfied with three guards,
and he asked that the intersections ke named? Dr. Parke replied Barwick
and Sharon fmity, Greenwich and Randolph Road and Robin Road and Sharon
Amity Road. Councilman Alexarnder stated then if they gave the three guards
for the three locations, that would solve the problem? Dr, Parke replied
not only this year but for a couple of years to come, That he would like
té urge that this is what the entire area wwould like; that they had no

1dea tthen the petition was submitted that they would not be able to get
three and he thinks this would be the final solution to the problem.

Mayor Brockshire stated there is a substitute motion to accept the recommen-
datlon of the Traffic Department plus adding a guard at Greemwich and Randclph
he asked if there is any further discussion.

it
Councllman Alexander asked if it would not coverfif they added a guard at
Barw1ck to Mr. Tuttle’s motion? Councilman Tuttle replied if vou add a
guard at Barwick you would be giving the people what they are asking for
and at the same time give a maximum of protection,

C@uncilman Short asked what are the limitations on our akility to provide
guards? Mr. Veeder replied the willingness to provide the money to finance
them is the only limitation. That we now have something over 58 crossing
g@ards threughout the city, and the cost for a quard for a year would be

plus or minus a thousand dollars. Mayor Brookshire stated he thinks what
they are asking is what would be the approximate cost for providing guards
everywhere under similar circumstances? Mr. Hoose, Traffic Engineer, replied
he would imagine it would require some 123 guards.

Councilman Alexander offered an amerdment to Mr. Tuttle’s motion, that we

the amendment,
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Councilman Alkea stated he is not opposed to this, but he is cpposed to
three guards and a signal light too, but if you are going to eliminate the
gignal light and put another guard at another place, its okay.

i
i

The vote was taken on the substitute motion by Couﬁcilman Thrower to
decept the recommendation of the Traffic Engineer plus adding a guard at
Greenwich and Randolph and lost by the following recorded vote:

YEAS: Councilmen Thrower, Whittingten and Shert.
"N

[EYS: Counciimen Albea, Alexander, Jordan and Tuttle,

Councilman Tuitle was asked to restate his motion plus the amendment by
Councilman Alexander.

Gouncilman Tuttle replied that we erect a crossing flashing signal light,
¢rossing guard and appropriate signs for crossing at Robin Road and Sharon
Amity; and that a guard be added to Greemwich and Randolph Road and including
ghe amendment that a guard be added at Barwick and Sharon Amity.

cfaouncilman Tuttle stated he put the flashing signal light there for the
gimple reason you have 45 MPH - 4 lane highway and in d&ference to the
safety of the guard, he thought a flashing light at the intersection might
Qe in order during school hours.

Mr, Hoose, Traffic Engineer, stated he would like to clarify the light. If
you are going into school Taffic safety, at least make it uniferm. The
@dvance warning is no good at the intersection, what you have to do is

slow the fraffic before it gets to the intersection, so use an advance
ﬁarning sign - that comes on by a time-clock - that says 20 MPH when the
éignal is in operation, That the same sign is keing used on The Plaza and
@ll over town; it is a standard installation throughout the country and is-
rot put at the intersection. Councilman Tuttle remarked this is what he
Has in mind,

ouncilman Albea stated Mr, Tuttle changed his motion about the signal light.
ouncilman Tuttle replied he has not changed the motion; that when he has

. Light here he assumes the Traffic Engineer will put in what he thinks is
est, and Mr, Hoose seems to think his standard sign is besi, sc he will go
ilong with that, He asked the Clerk to word the motien with the standard
gchool warning light. Councilman Jordan stated he has talked with the
ngineering people, the school patrol people and everyone else on this and he
hinks it is afact that the Council is trving its best to help these people

s much as possible; he asked Councilman Tuttle if he would amend his motion
o put a guard at Barwick and Sharon Amity, at Greemwich Road and Randolph
‘oad and for the time being leave the light out at Robin Road, and also put
& guard at Robin Road and Sharon Amity Road on a temporary basis to see if
children will use this road and cross here. That if we do this, there is

d possikbility that we can accomplish something here.
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ouncilman Tuttle replied that the thought is well taken. That he had the
rivilege of seecing Herman’s Hermits, and he and his children were sianding
ut in a field and he was approached by two officers who asked that their
lames not be mentioned, and they said "Mr. Tuttle you are going to be

2luged by the people of Cotswold School tomorrow, but please don’t let them
ake children across Sharon Amity and Randolph Read.” Councilman Jordan
tated he didn’t mention this one. He recommended that we go ahead with one
it Barwick and Sharcn Amity, Greenwich Reoad and Randelph, and a temporary
juard for the time being at Sharon Amity Road and Robin Road, and leave ou:
he lighi. Councilman Tuttle replied if we can gef a vote on this, if we

an get the three guards - one at Robin, one at Barwick and one at Greenwich,
2 will remove the light portion on a temporary basis; that he will not
accept placing the guard on a temporary basis.

e O e e O T D e )
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Mrs Hamilton stated some of the children come up Randolph and Sharon Amity.
That where they get into trouble is not going to the light but running

through this service station. That she would like to say one more thing ]

about Robin Road - that it is not a road; its a path with gravel and then
it stops and the children must come down Wesibury and go around, That she
called Allen Construction Company who owns the lot and they plan to cominue
it and they sald it would be the same type road as they have now, just
@ravel She is not going to let her son go through there, because it is
only a path with a drop off,

Coun01lman Whittington stated that Mrs Hamilton is president of the PTA and
she feels as she does, and the report says that only 12 children cross here,
énd that to him is argument enough that we do not need a guard there.

@rs Hamilton stated she is President of the PTA but she has a Safety
Charman Dr. Parke; that Dr. Parke and Mr. McDonald and Sergeant Hill have
been out and looked this over; at first, Sergeant Hill told her the guard

should ke at Sharon Amlty and Randolph, later after riding around, they change

lt to Robln Road.

@ounc1lman Jordan asked Mrs Hamilton if she would tell the Council what she
would like; that he has just offered a motion to put a guard at Barwick

and Sharon and one at Greenwich and Randolph Road and one at Robin Road, and
Sharon Amity on a temporary basis. Mrs Hamilton stated she is just trying
to say that Robin Road should have a guard temporarily because it isn’t a
road, and because she doesn’t think there are many people there. She asked
if they are not going to put one at Randolph and Sharon Amity, and Councilman
Jordan replied he asked Mr. Tuttle since he has made a motion that one be
put at Robin Road and Sharon and one at Greenwich and Sharon, he made the
@otion that one be put at Barwick and Sharon. That we are not talking about
Sharon dmity and Randolph at-all; we have eliminated that altogether. That
@e asked Mr, Tuttle if he would go along with having a guard at Barwick

and Sharon, one at Greenwich and Randelphand one at Robin and Sharon Amity
@n a temporary basis because of all the reports we have only gotten a total
of maybe 12 children, and the people have noi been sending the children
ﬁhrough there, and mayke they would do this. Mrs. Hamilton stated after
this temporary basis is over and you remove the guard-- because there isn’t
enough children crossing there - that will still leave Westbury and
Providence Park with no way to cross Sharon Amity or Randolph. Councilman
iordan replied if the people have been carrying their children in cars in
@reference to letting them walk, thern this would be up to them if they will
use the guard then they should have the guard on a permanent basis, but if
they are not geing to use it and maybe 8 or 12 children go by, it would not
ke worthwhile to have one on a permanent basis.

Mayor Brookshire stated the Council has the recommendation of the Traffic
Safety Department, varying requests from the people at Cotswold Community,
%e asked if she would be willing to gall a meeting of the PTA and read the
recommendations of the Traffic Department and see if they would accept that,
if not, what minimun petiticns they would agree on before Council takes
action? That in the meantime he is sure Council would ke willing to
implement the recommendations of the Traffic Department and that would give
s a week or two to see how it would work.

Mr, Veeder stated he thinks this would be putting Mrs Hamilton in a rather
untenable position to suggest going back to the PTA. Obviously, the parents
whose children go to Cotswold School are concerned with the school crossing
facilities as it relates fc where they live, so vou_are not going to get
unanimity of opinion.

d
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ouncilman Short stated we got very close to unanimity a minute ago with
eference to Councilman Jordan’s motion and he wonders if Mr. Tuttle
ouldn’t accept the suggestions of Mr, Jordan that we have two permanent
wards and one temporary guard on the basis that Mr, Veeder would be
nstructed to place this matter on the Agenda for the first meeting in
he month of December, and Mr., Hoose would be instructed to investigate
nd get traffic counts and soforth and crossing counts at the Robin

oad intersection during the week prior,
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Councilman Tuttle replied in the first place he doesn’t like the word
temporary; he doesn’t care if they have 12 children or not, If they want
to use that crossing they have the right to do so and we have a responsibility
to furnish them protection; but if we put the guard there and the guard is
@ot used then why can’t we move the guard?

Mr, McDonald stated in reference to Mr. Jordan’s motion to leave out the
blinker light, that he would like to point out that we are talking about
@hree‘guards. At Greenwich and Randolph there is a permanent 24 hour red
light, and at Barwick and Sharon Imity there is a 24 hour red light signal
and at Robin and Sharon Amity there is nothing, and they are confident they
@ill have enocugh people crossing there to warrant the guard stayving there;
but the lack of any warning for the guard or the children does worry him,
énd he would like for a light to ke placed there too; they are not asking
for a 4-way red light, all they are aking for is a caution blinker light,
which could also be moved, he assumes.

éouncilman Albea stated the reason he is opposed. to the blinker light is
@he fact that it was said there were only 12 children coming through, but
if you are going to bring more through there, that is a different thing.

@r. McDonald stated they think there were around S50 some crossing last year
without any help, but now they have 4-laned it nobody will let them cross
fhere and they are all in car pools

Councllman Jordan stated he is familiar with all the roads out there, where
the lights are and so forth as he goes by every day, and they are trying
%n some way to give these people pretty much what they want; if they get
the guard on a temporary basis, maybe they can see that the children use
?he crossing and then it weuld ke on a permanent basis, and then mavbke
they can get the light too,

Councilman Tuttle stated he would be glad fo accept a temporary guard if
ﬁe gould see any reason for it; if the guard is not used, they can move
the guard any time; and he has said he would be glad to go along with
ieaving the light out temporarily. That with the guard there is at least
a 90% degree of safety, the light would help, and he thinks it is néeded
too, but he is willing to leave the light and go along with the guard as
%hey can move the guard if net needed, and they don’t use the crossing.

Vr Veeder stated if they are going to put in a guard at Robin and Sharcn-
Amlty, the light should be put in as well; then if Counecil decides to
remove the guard, they can take down the light.:

Councilman Tuttle stated this is his thought; he is simply trying to bring
this thing to a head and get a vete on it; but he is frying to compromise
with Mr. Jordan, but he does not see any reason for calling this a temporary
sitvation, and that the parents not even start their children; if we put

1+ in on a permanent basis, we can move it just as easily if it i=s nolt used.

Jouncilman Whittington asked Mr. Hoose if based on the motion that Mr. Tuitle
has, which has three crossing guards and a light, is it his thought as

i
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Traffic Safety Engineer that the 1light should be with the guard at Robin
and Sharon Amity? Mr, Hoose replied yes, if you put the guard then put
the light, That it should be close to the intersection which is
approximately 400 feet on either side of the school crossing,

The vote was taken on Councilman Tuttle’s motion as amended by Councilman
Alexander and unanlmously carried.

CGUNCIL REQUESTED BY MRS HOWIE TO DO SOMETHING ABOUT THE TREATMENT OF DOGS
ET THE ANIMAL SHELTER; THAT SICK DOGS NOT BE SOLD TO THE PUBLIC HND THAT
DR LONG DOES HIS DUTY.

M@s Howie appeared before Council with regard to the Animal Shelter. She
stated she was at the Shelter yesterday with friends who wanted to buy a
dag, and a little dog was bleeding, and the inner and outer pens were

cgvered with blocd and she asked Mr. Bennett to come back and see what the
t%ouble was.,

She stated that the Police Officer whe is seated at the back of the Council
Chamker was at the Shelter at the time and she told him she wanted him as

a w1tness te what she said while she was there, as there was a misinterpreta-
tlon of what she said ocut there some few months ago, ©She asked Mr. Stewart
1f ke would take the sick dog to a veterinarian and she would pay for it,
and he said that Dr. Long had checked the dog andle would check it tomorrow.
Mrs Howie said the taxpayers of Charlotte pay Dr. Long $25.00 a week to go
to the Shelter once a day. That Mr, Rokerts told her that Dr. Long had
examined the dog and put it back in the cage to be soid for $7.00. That she
called Mr, Roberts from the Shelter and he told her to tell the man to take
the dog to a Vet at once, which she did and he took the dog to Dr, Butler.
That Dr. Butler called her and said the dog had cancer and should ke
operated on and probably sold, he did not know.

Mrs Howie stated that we have no Humane Society in Charlotte., That on
Se%tember 10th at Charlottetown Mall a meeting of the Society was held,

and they had a Policeman there and paid him $10.00 to keep her out of that
me?ting. That Mrs Rawlings did that and she keeps the office locked up with
the money and there is no service and she had her husband at the meeting
WLth a Tape Recorder and Lawyer Goodman was there and asked if they were

in a FBI meeting? That the SPA is upset over thls matter of the dog at

Dr Butlers and so are many others.

Sh@ stated she wants +he Council to do something about fhe treatment of dogs
at) the Shelter, and that these sick dogs not be sold to the public and that

something be done about Dr. Long taking taxpayers money. and not doing his
duty.

Maﬁor Brookshire asked Mr. Bobo to make a report on this.

Mr% Howie asked what the report was that he asked made on her complaints
when she was before Council some months ago, that it was never published
1n'the newspaper? Mr, Veeder remarked that a report was made +to Council.

ORDINANCE NO. 388-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 CF THE CITY CODE,
CHANGING ZOWING OF A TRACT OF LAND EKTENDING FROM THE END OF FAIRGROUND
EVENUE TO THE P & N RATILROAD, ADOPTED,

Upén motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and unanimou81Y§

carried, Ordinance No. 388-7 Amending Chapter 23, Section 23~8 of the City
Code was adopted, changing the zouning from I-1 to I-2 of a +rant £ iand
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approximately 6 acres in size, extending from the end of Fairground Avenue
to the P & N Railroad, upon the petition of Stein Hall & Company, and
recommended by the Planning Commission, The ordinance is recorded in full
in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 228.

éECISION.ON PETITION NO. 65~90 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING CF TRACT OrF LAND AT THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD AND A AVENUE, DEFERRED FOR
RECOMMEKNDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION AFTER  THEIR FURTHER STUDY.

unncilman Jordan moved that a decision on Petition No. 85-90 by Joe F,
E’1sher for change in zoning from B-1 to B-2 of a tract of land at the
southeast corner of Beatties Ford Road and A Avenue, be deferred for
recommendatxon of the Planning Commission after their further study of
the petition., The motion was seconded by Councilman Whlttlngton and i
unanlmously carried.

PETITION NO. 65-91 FOR CHANGE-IN ZONING OF TRACT OF LAND TN THE MIDDLE OF
THE BLOCK BETWEEN FENTON PLACE AND- ALTONDALE AVENUE, DENIED. 3

Gouncilman Whittington moved that Petition No, 65-91 by J. Chadbourn Bolles
for change in goning from R-6MF and O-6 to B-1 of a tract of land in the
middle of the block between Fenton Place and Altondale Avenue, beginning
approximately 241 feet east of Providence Road, be dnied, as recommended
by the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle,

doun01lman Shor{ stated that he wishes to dlsquallfy.hlmself in connection
W1th this petition, as he did at the last meeting when the public hearing
was held on the petition.

ihe vote was taken on the motion, and carried by the following recorded
vote:

|
Yeas: Councilmen Albea, Alexander, Jordan, Thrower, Tuttle and Whittington.
NAYS: None,

@RDINANCE NO. 389-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTICN 23 8 OF THE CITY CODE,
CHANGING THE ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND WEST OF THE NEW NORTH-SCUTH EXPRESS—
WﬂY RIGHT OF WAY AND BEGINNING APPROXTMATELY 454/ NORTH OF PRESSLEY ROAD,
ADOPTED

@ounc1lman Short moved the adoption of Ordinance No. 389-7 Amendi ng Chapter 23
SBection 23-§ of the City Code, changing the gzoning from R-6MF to B-2 of =z
tract of land west of the new North-South Expressway right of way and
keginning approximately 450 Feet north of Pressley Road, as recommended

by the Planning Commission upon the petition of John D. Little. The motion
was seconded by Councilman Threwer, and unanimously carried. The ordinance
is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 229.

GRDIHANCE NC. 3906-7 AMENDING CEAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 COF THE CITY CCDE,
CHANGING THE ZONING OF FOUR LOTS ON THE WEST SIDE OF CLEMENT AVENUE AT
HEMOETON PLACE, ADOPTED.

Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and
vnanimpusly carried, Ordinance No. 390-7 Amending Chapter 23, Section 23-8
of the City Code, was adopted changing the zoning from R-6MF to I-2 of four
lots on the west side of Clement Avenue, at Hamorton Place, as recommended

=00

e ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 230,

v the Planning Commission upon the petition of Richmond Dental Cotton Company.
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ORDINANCE NO. 391-7 AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE,
CHANGING THE ZONING CF PROPERTY ON ALL FOUR CORWERS OF THE INTERSECTION
OF SHARON AMITY ROAD AND ALBEMARLE ROAD, ADOPTED.

Motion was made by Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and
unanlmously carried, adopting Ordinance No. 391-Z Amending Chapter 23,
Sectlon 23-8 of the Clty Code, changing the zoning from R-9 and R-9MF to
B-1 of property on all four corners of the intersection of Sharon-Amity
?oad and Albemarle Road, as recommended by the Planning Commission upon the
petition of Wallace A. Yarborough and others. The ordinance is recorded
in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 231, . '

éETITION NC.. 65-95 FOR CHANGE IN ZOWING OF PROPERTY ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF
CCMMONVEALTH AVENUE, BETWEEN MORNINGSIDE DRIVE EAND BRTIAR CREEK WITHDRAWN
BY PETITIONER.

Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by -Councilman Alexander, and
unanimously carried,the petitioner,Chantilly Shopping Center, Inc., was
permitied. to withdraw Petition No, 65-95 for change in zoning from 0-6 to
B-1 of property on the south side of Commorwealth Avenue, between Mbrnlng51de
Brlve and Briar Cresk,

éECISION ON PETITION NO. 65;96 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF PROPERTY ON BOTH
SIDES OF FARMINGDALE DRIVE DEFERRED FOR RECCILENDATION OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION AFTER THEIR FURTHER STUDY.

Councilman Short meved that decision on Petition No. 65-36 by CGertrude

M Wallace for change in zoning from E-9 to B-2 and O~6 of property on both
51des of Farmingdale Drive, be deferred for recommendation of the Planning
QOmm1581on after their further study of the petition. The motion was
geconded by Councilman Tuttle and unanimously carried.

éGREEHENT AUTHORIZED WITH STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION FOR ENCROACHMENT IN
THEIR RIGHT OF WAY FCR THE INSTALLATICN OF RAW WATER TRANSMISSION LINE
QETWEEN THE CATAWBA RIVER PUMPING STATION AND HOSKINS RESERVOIRS.

Upon motion of Courcilman Alkbea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and un-
animously carried, an Agreement was authorizmed with the State Highway
Commission for the encroachment along and crossing the following readways,
outside the city limits, for the installation of a 54 inch raw water

transmission line between the Catwba River Pumping Station and the Hoskins
Reservoirs:

a) OState Highway No. 2001, Pump Station Road.

b} OState Highway No. 2003, roadway unnamed.

o} State Highway No. 2004, Huntersville-Mt. Holly Road.
d) State Highway No. 2037, Kelly Road.

e} State Highway No. 2008, Pleasant Grove Road.

f) State Highway No, 2024, Dale Avenue.

) State Highway No. 2006, Plank Road,

h) BState Highway No. 2019, Oakdale Road.

P i T e T B S

CQNTRACTS AUTHORTIZED FCR THE INSTALLATION OF WATER MAINS IN CAPITOL DRIVE
AND DARBY ACRES NO. 4,

Mbtion was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Albkea, and
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unanimously carried, authorizing the following contracts for the installation
of water mains:

{8) Contract with Waddell Boyles and wife, for the installation of 920
feet of water main in Capitol Drive, inside the city limits, at an
estimated cost of $1,472.00. The City fto finance all construction
costs and the Applicant will guarantee an annual gross water revenue
equal to 10% of the total construction cost.

{b) Contract with Ed Griffin Development Corp. for the installation of
1,330 ft. of water main and one hydrant, in Darby Acres No. 4, inside
the city limits, at an estimated cost of $3,900.00. The City to
finance all construction cost and the applicant will guarantee an

annual gross water revenue equal to 10% of the total construction
cost,

CONTRACT APPROVED FOR APPRAISAL OF RIGHIS OF WAY.

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, secondéd by Councilman Albea, and un-

animously carried, coniracts were approved for the appraisal of the fellowing
rights of way:

{a) Contract with G. A. Hutchinson, for the appraisal of one parcel of
land on Woodlawn Road, for the Woodlawn Road Widening Project.

{b) Contract with B, Brevard Brookshire, for the appraisal of three parcels
of land cn Woodlawn Road, for the Woodlawn Road Widening Project.

(¢} Contract with D, A, Stout for the appraisal of one parcel of land on
Woodlawn Road, for the Weoodlawn Road Widening Project; two parcels of
land at the corner of Kilborne Drive and Central Avenue, for inter-
section improvements, and two parcels of land at 10th and 1llth Streets
for the Northwest Expressway.

(d} Contract with Wallace Gibbs, for the appraisal of one parcel of land
ketween 10th and llth Streets, for the Horthwest Expressway.

SUPPLEMENT TO CONTRACT WITH LONE STAR BUILDERS COVERING THE REDUCTION OF
S%WER EXTENSION IN CASCADE CIRCLE.

Councilman Whittington moved approval of a Supplement to the Contract with
Lone Star Builders for extension of sanitary sewers in Cascade Circle,
dated Cctober 26, 1964, covering a reduction in the sewer extension by 150
fe?t, so that 147 feet of the line installed is now on private property,
and, therefore, not eligible for the refund of $599.39, The motion was
seconded by Councilman Short, and unanimously carried,

;
:
!
i

CH%NGE ORDER NO. 1 IN CONTRACT WITH REA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR RECCNSTRUCTION
OF NE-SW RUNWAY, TO ELIMINATE ITEM NO. 6 TOPDRESSING OF THE CRASS AREAS,
THEREFROM

| ,
Coun01lman Alexander moved approval of Change Order No. 1 in the contract
with Rea Construction Company for reconstruction of the NE-SW Runway %o
eliminate Ttem No. 6 Topdressing of the grass areas, therefrom, decreasing
the contract price by $315.00. The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan,
and unanimously carried.

i
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CHANGE ORDER NO. 2 IN CONTRACT WITH REA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FCR CONS-
TRUCTION OF NORTH SOUTH RUNWAY, TO ELIMINATE ITEM NO. 28 TOPDRESSING OF
THE GRASS AREAS, THEREFROM.

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Short, and
inanimously carried, Change Order No. 2 in the Contract with Res Con-
struction Company for the construction of the North-South Runway to
eliminate Ttem No. 28 Topdressing of the grass areas, therefrom, was
Approved.

SPECIAL OFFICER PERMITS AUTHORIZED RENEWED.

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Thrower,
and unanimously carried, authoriging the renewal of Special Officer Permits
ags follows:

(a) Renewal of Permit to Luke F. Quinn, 3612 Sudbury Read, for use on
the premises of the Southern Railway C.D. Yard.

b) Renewal of Permit to Murrell M. Hannah, 3009 Morson Street, for use
on the premises of Elmwood, Evergreen, Fifth Street, Oaklawn and
Pinewood Cemeteries,

(¢) Renewal of Permit to James C. Hart, 118 Martin Street, for use
on the premises cf Johnson C. Smith University.

CONTRACT AWARDED T. A. SHERRILL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR SIDEWALX CONSTRUCTIO!:
IN URBAN RENEWAL AREA NC. 1,

@ouncilman Albea moved the award of contract to T, A, Sherrill, the low
bidder, for the construction of sidewalks, curb and gutter, in Urban
Redevelopment Area No. 1, as specified, in the amount of $38,878.00, on a
ﬁnit price basis. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and
unanimously carried.

The following bids were received:

T, A, Sherrill Construction Co. $38,878.00
0. P. Crowder Constr. Co, 40,932.00
C. D, Spangler Constr. Co. 50,005.00

CONTRACT AWARDED KOPPERS COMPANY INC. EARCO PRODUCTS DEPT. FOR EMULSIFIED
ASPHALT.

@pon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and

unanimously carried, contract was awarded XePpers Company, Ine. Earcc Products

@ept. the low bidder, for 715,000 gallons of Emulsified Asphalt, as specified
in the amount of $65,769.18, on a unit price basis.

?he followinq bids were received:

Xoprers Co., Inc. $65,769.18
fmerican Oil Co, . 3 70,110.67

-]
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CONTRACT AWARDED XENNEDY VALVE MFG. COMPANY FOR GATE VALVES.

Councgilman Thrower moved the award of contract to Xennedy Valve Mfg.
Company for 414 Gate Valves, as specified, in the amount of $25,395.95

on & unit price basis. The motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington,
and unanimously carried.

i
The following bids were received:

Kennedy Valve Mfg. Co., Inc. $25,395.95
Grinnell Company, Inc. 26,677.13
A, P, Smith Mfg. Company 32,580.58
James B. Clow & Son, Inc, 38,989.52

Bid received not on specifications:

Darling Valve & Mfg. Co, $30,534.32

ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY IN CONNECTION WITH SANITARY SEWER EASEMENTS TO
SERVE SHAMROCK HILLS NO. IT AND UNIVERSITY PARX, NORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY
RIGHT CF WAY AND WCODLAWN ROAD WIDENING PROJECT RIGHT OF WAY.

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and
unanimously carried, the following property transactions were authorized:

(a) Acquisition of easement 10’ x 3937 in Oak Forest Subdivisioﬁ, from
Nance Trotter Realty, Inc. at $196.64, for sanitary sewer to serve
Shamrock Hills No. II.

(b} Acquisktion of easement 167 x 4727 in Oak Forest Subdivision, from
Nance Trotter Realty, Inc. at $236.00, for sanitary sewer to serve
Shamrock Hills No. II. :

{¢) Acquisition of easement 10’ x 229’ in OCak Forest Sukdivision, from
Nance-Trotter Realty, In. at$ll4.75,for sanitary sewer to serve
Shamrock Hills Ne. II.

(d) Acquisition of easement 107 x 471.587 along Norfolk-Scuthern Railroad
Tracks, off Shamrock Road, from C, D. Spangler Construction Company,
at $1.00 for sanitary sewer to serve Shamrock Hills No. II,

{e) Acquisition of easement 10’ x 195.937 off Shamrock Road at Norfolk-
Southern Railroad tracks, from C. D. Spangler Construction Company,
at $1.00 for sanitary sewer to serve Shamrock Hills No, II.

(£) Acquisition of easement 107 x 2,535,67 off Shamrock Road at the
Norblk & Scuthern Railroad Track, from Nathaniel and Ida Moore

Alexander, at $1,267.80, for sanitary sewer to serve Shamrock Hills
Ho. II.

{g) Acquisition of easement 25 x 1134.87 off Hoskins Road, from C. D.
Spangler Construction Company, Inc., at $567.40 for sanitary sewer to
serve University Park.

(h) Acquisition of 16,600 sg. ft. of property at 808-~10 N. College Street,
from Dr. Frank O. and Pauline 8. Alford, at $28,200.00 for right of"
way for Northwest Expressway.

(i) Acguisition of easement 107 x 158’ in Oak Forest Subdivision, from
Nance-Trotter Realty, Inc. at $79.19, for sanitary sewer to serve
Shamrock Hills No, II
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(4) Acquisition of 1,159.49 sq. ft. of property at 4400 Park Road, from

z(k) Aequisition of 3,746 sq, ft. of property at 919 Woodlawn Road, from

WAY .

‘Proceedings for the Acquisition of Property of Georgia C. McDowell, Located
‘at 1004-6 Pharr Street for Northwest Expressuay. The motion was seconded
by Councilman Alexander, and unanimously carried. The resolution is

‘RESCLUTION ENDORSING THE INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS FOR NORTH CAROLINA,
ADOFTED.

gResolutions Book 5, at Page 148,

éCHARLOTTE BY THE AMERICAN AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION.

ECouncilman Whittington advised that the American Automobile Association made
ran Avard of Excellence for Pedestrian Safety During 19264 to the City of

;IN KESIDENTIAL AREA CFF BEATTIES FORD ROAD.

‘Cresek. That surely we do not want another contruversy even slightly

Marsur Corp, at $2,000.00 for right of way for Woodlawn Road Widening
Project.

C. C. and Ruby G, Martin, at $5,2860.00, for right of way for Woodlawn
Road Widening Project.

RESOLUTION AUTHORTIZING CONDEMNATION PRCCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION CF PROPERTY
OF GEORGIA C, MCDOWELL LCCATED AT 1004-6 PHARR STREET FCR NORTHWEST EXPRESS-

Councilman Albkea moved the adoption of a Resolution Authorizing Condemnation

recorded in full in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 147,

Councilmar Short introduced a resolution entitled: Resolutien Endorsing
the Intermediate Court of Appeals for North Carolina. Councilman Thrower
moved the adoption of the resolution, which was seconded by Councilman

Jordan, and unanimously carried, The resolutions is recorded in full in

AWARD OF EXCELLENCE FOR PEDESTRIZN SAFETY DURING 1964 AWARDED THE CITY OF

Charlotte last week on Television, and he accepted it on behalf of the City
and he presented the Plague to Mayor Brookshire.

CITY ANAGER DIRECTED TO INVESTIGATE AND REPORT ON LACK OF FIRE HYDRANTS

Councilman Alexander presented a map of a 25 block area off Bealties Ford
Road in which he advised there are some 156 residences located, and there
ne fire hydrants whatever in the entire area and oly one fire alarm bhox.

Mayor Brookshire asked the City Manager to check into this matter and give
Council a repert.

THE LOCATICNCF THE ROUTE OF THE PROPOSED NEW BELT ROAD TO CROSS PROVIDENCE

ROAD IN VICINITY OF MCALPINE CREEK, SO THAT THE ROUTE MAY BE XKNOWN TO THE
PUBLIC.

Councilman Tuttle stated he is aware of the fact that some thought and
perhaps a little planning has gone on in connection with another kelt road
around the city to cross Providence Road in the general vicinity of MchAlpine

resgenbling the Wendover Road one, and the time to avoid such a possibkbility

CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO CONFER WITE STATEL HIGHWAY COMMISSION AND FACILITATE

FYDNG.
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is now. That home builders, utilities firms, and taxpavers who purchase
the land should know or have some idea as soon as possible where this
inevitable road is going. He recommended that Mr. Veeder get with State
Highway Officials to faeilitate the plans of determining the route so that
it may ke made known to the publie. He stated he has discussed this with
Mr. George Broadrick, State Highway Commissioner, and he is in accord with
these thoughts, s

AD.JOURNMENT o

Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Counci lman Alkez, and

unanimounsly carried, the meeting was adjourned.
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