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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, October 
25, 1965, at 3 o'clock p.m., with Mayor Brookshire presiding, and 
Councilmen Albea, Alexander, Jordan, Short, Thrower, Tuttle and Whittington· 
present. 

ABSENT: None. 

* * * * * * 

INVOCATION. 

The invocation was given by the Reverend G. Roland Mullinix, Associate 
Minister of the First Methodist Church. 

~llNUTES APPROVED. 

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

RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR IMPROVEMENTS COMPLETED ON 
KILDARE DRIVE, FROM OLINDA STREET TO 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 
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 being $6,000.00, the City's share $2,694.44 and the 
share to be 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 Street, stated that he approves the 
improvements that have been made.· 

No objections were expressed with respect to the assessments. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Whittington, 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 Resolutions 
Book 5, at Page 140. 

RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR IMPROVEMENTS COMPLETED ON 
OLINDA STREET, FROM KILDARE DRIVE TO END OF CUL-DE-SAC, ADOPTED. 

The public hearing was held relative to the Assessment Roll for Improvements 
Completed on Olinda Str~, from Kildare Drive to end of Cul-de-sac, a total 
of 636.89 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 $4,801.29, the City's share $1,628.27 and 
the share to be assessed against the owners of property abutting the 
improveIT~nts $3,173.02; the assessment rate being $5.91 per front foot. 

No objections were expressed with respect to the assessments. 
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Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Short, and un
animously carried, A Resolution Confirming the Assessment Roll for 
Improvements Completed on Olinda Street, nom Kildare Drive to end of Cul
,de-sac, was adopted at 3: 10 p.m. The resolution is recorded in full in 
'Resolutions Book S, at Page 142. 

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

IThe public hearing was held on the Assessment Roll for Improvements Completed 
Ion Olinda Street, from Kildare Drive to Ilford Drive, a total of 1,370 front' 
ifeet, 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 
'be'assessed against the Owners of property abutting the improvements 
;$7,814.40; the assessment rate being $5.92 per front foot. 

iMr; John D. l1urphy, 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 Department assures him the rate is correct, 
Ibut it comes to about $5.70 and he has beein in discussion with Mr. 
iBirmingham and Mr. Hoffman of the Engineering Department. They bring up 
'the fact that there is a corner lot assessment credit given to Olinda Street 
lat Kildare Drive, which is taken into consideration to arrive at the $5.92 
Irate. 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 l1anager stated this is a requirement, we have to limit the assess
'ment on a corner lot, at both 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 ,",as $7,814.40. 
lThat he still contends there are 1,500 front feet along Olinda Street, with 
ja 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 
114 lots along Olinda Street, and his contention is that the total assessed 
Ivalue of $7,814.40 should be divided by 1,490 feet, and that would give you 
Ian assessed rate of $5.58. 

IMr. Birmingham of the Engineering Department stated this boils down to a 
ilegal opinion from our Legal Department; this 1400 feet that Mr. Murphy is 
Italking about goes into the maintained right of way of Kildare Street, and 
Ithey , say we can only assess to the right of way line. We cannot include 
Ithis 1400 feet, we have to take the 1370 because it goes into the right of 
~ay 15 feet on both sides. Mr. Murphy asked Mr. Birmingham to expliin why 
Ithe assessment value of $7,814.40 S:ould not be divided by 1370? Mr. 
!Birmingham stated because the corner lot exemptions have been taken into 
iconsideration - that the letter to 11r. Murphy does not imply that you can 
Idi vide 1370 feet into the total cost and get the assessment rate , it is 
!not set up that way. 11r. Murphy stated that he talked to Mr. Hoffman 
last l10nday and he told him that was the ,'ray the rate was arrived at. lie 
'stated there were two petitions on this project; first being $2.58 per 
front foot value, and the 2nd to be assessed on the proportion basis of 
the City and the property owners, and no way has he been able to jumble 
jthe figures to come up with a $5.92 rate vrithout taking into consideration 
'the corner property credit and he does not think the r est of the property 
Owners should be assessed for that portion that has been granted to one 
individual. 
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The City Manager stated the basic point is He have a corner piece of 
property and you put improverrents on both sides of the corner, you are 
then obligated to give the OHner of that property a break by not assess
ihg the full rate on both sides and that is Hhat has been done in this 
illstance. We might have varying opinions as to hOH desirable this is but 
this is the statutory requirements and it is not a question of discretion. 
M:j:. Murphy stated this is a published figure, the assessed value $7,814.40 
h~s been publthed and distributed to the property oHners, and Hhy then 
should He 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 
it into the total cost to get the front foot rate. Mr. Murphy stated he 
a~ked Mr. Birmingham to furnish him a breakd01"ffi figure on the total cost of 
t~e project and he Hould like the Council to instruct him to make this 
available to the property OHners .• Mr. Birmingham stated he has given Mr. 
Murphy all the figures He have, that he thinks he is alluding to the 
intersection improvements. Mr. Murphy stated he Hould like to knoH the 
c9st of the intersection improvements. That it appears that one property 
o~mer involved requested and Has granted by one particular Council member, 
1fho is present today, approval to 101f8r the intersection after the con
struction had begun, at a considerable cost to the City. He stated further 
t~at this is hearsay but it is on record ;,here the intersection project 
1f~S commenced and then an order given to change the Hhole grade against the 
ihitial plans of the Engineering Department. Mayor Brookshire asked by 
Hhom the order Has given? And Mr. Murphy replied that he is not at liberty 
t9 say. Mr. Birmingham stated he is familiar 1'lith the project from its 
beginning to its end and he knoHs of no such time that the intersection 1fas 
lO;/8red or changed. 

The Mayor thanked Mr. Murphy for coming d01m and for him comments. 

Mr. Fragakis stated the work was level, then they came back at the inter
section 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 
this intersection, which they took out and put back good soil. 

Councilman Tuttle stated he is in sympathy 1;ith this Gentleman, that he 
thinks if he got a bill for $5.92 a foot, totaling $7,814.40, the first 
thing he ;lOuld do would be 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 
b~t·he does question the fact that we do not go into detail and tell them 
1f~y, that Mr. Murphy was simply checking his bill and it does not check out. 

Councilman Short asked if this is a form letter that is sent the property 
oHners, to which something could be added at t he end - some explanation of 
h01; the assessments are figures? The City ~!anager stated he presumes that 
could be done. 

Cquncilman Thro1fer moved the adoption of a Resolution Confirming the Assess
m~nt Roll for Improvements Completed on Olinda Street, from Kildare Drive 
t¢ Ilford Drive. The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan. 

Councilman Short asked Mr. Murphy if he is opposed to the assessment outright 
o~ just to the mathematical computation? ~J. Murphy stated he is not opposed 
to the assessment that he realizes it has improved his property quite a 
bit, but he is opposed to the figures that have been used to arrive at the 
rate. 

C uncilman Alexander asked Mr. Birmingham ;,hen the soil was taken out and 
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put back did they bring it back to the~grade level? Mr. Birm4ngham 
replied that they did, they had some trouble too, and had to adjust the 
~rade but it was nothing like two or three feet. 

Mr. Murphy stated he thinks that Mr. Birmingham is quite in error. As 
fu. Fragakis has said, the grade '~as determined, the Engineering Department 
had made plans, the scraping had been done, the storm drains had been 
installed, and the grade level at the intersection was lowered one foot, 
~nd he has pictures in his pocket to shm'l the accumulation of water at the 
first-rainfall after the work was completed, if Council would like to 
¢irculate the pictures he thinks they give proof that the grade is in
~dequate as it is now after the improvements. 

$T. Birmingham stated the only thing he would say 
and one foot is nothing to get adequate drainage. 
was changed a half foot or so it was done because 
that he inspected the project himself on Thursday 
tt looked real good. 

is that we do vary grades 
And he is sure if this 

the drainage was inadequate 
of last week and to him 

¥r. Murphy 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 
+owered 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 
Olinda Street about 80 feet, and this was done after the original grade wa~ 
bet. 

*ayor Brookshire asked Mr. Birmingham to personally inspect the intersection 
the next time we rNe a rain and if anything is wrong he is sure it will be 
90rrected. 

Councilman Alexander asked why we are voting on this after the work has 
J?een done, and the City Manager replied this is the ",hole point, to approve 
the charging of the cost after the project is completed, this is the 
process of confirming the assessment .. 

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

~RDINANCE NO. 386 AMENDING CHAPTER 23, ZONING ORDINANCE, PERTAINING TO 
~E QUIREMENTS FOR AP ARTI-1ENTS IN THE CENTRAL AREA OF CHARLOTTE, ADOPTED. 
i i 

The public hearing was held on Petition No. 65-101 by the Charlotte-Mecklenbu~g 
Planning Commission to Amend Chapter 23 of the City Code, Zoning Ordinance, , 
pertining to requirements for Apartments in the cental area of Charlotte. 

$T. HcIntyre, Planning Director, stated the Amendment ,,,ould change the text 
~f the Zoning Ordinance to provide for apartments in the central area of 
the city. This ordinance is the result of a request from the City Council 
that the Planning Commission make a study of apartment regulations as they 
~o" exist in the B-3 zoning district and the central district and adjacent 
apartment areas. Basically, the ordinance is an amendment to establish a 
rie" apartment system, referred to as the Central High Density Apartment 
Eesidential district. In addition the other changes proposed in the ordinanc~ 
~ould revise the regulations as they apply to apartments that "ould be built 
~n the B-3 zoned district; that there is quite a bit of detail in the 
ordinance if Council "ishes him to go into that. 

Councilman Tuttle stated that Mr. McIntyre has worked very closely "i th an 

135 



136 
IOctober 25, 1965 
Minute Book 46 - Page 136 

'architect who furnished him quite a lot of information and the architect 
!worked "i th several leading real estate agents and they are in accord with 
Ithis ordinance vlith this possible exception. That original zoning ordinance, 
lallowed efficiency apartments of 400 feet to rent for approximately $111.27, 
'the ne" rate is $98.67, which is a great improvement. They had hoped for 
!something in the neighborhood 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 changed 
,and have a park area to step out into and it would then be easier to come 
!up >lith an efficiency that would rent for $85.00; they agree this is a great 
i~orovement 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 recorded in 
'full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 224. 

, 
!ORDINANCE NO. 387-Z AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF CHARLCYrTE AND THE 
IPERINE'fER AREA, TO CHANGE FROII R-6MF-H TO R-l.OMF ALL OF THE PROPERTY NOW 
iZONED R-6lW-H I'iITHIN THE AREA BOUNDED BY NORTH GRAHAM STREET, WEST ELEVENTH 
ISTREET, NORTH CHURCH STREET AND WEST SIXTH STREET, ADOPTED. 

'The public hearing ,laS held on Peti tionNo. 65-102 by the Charlotte-Mecklen
burg Planning Commission to Amend the Official Zoning Map of Charlotte and 
the Perimeter Area, to change from R-6MF-H To R-l.OMF all the property now 
zoned R-6MF-H wi thiIT the area bounded by North Graham Street, West Eleventh 
Street, North Church Street and West Sixth Street. 

Mr. llcIntyre, Planning Director, advised that the maps he displayed indicate 
,the area in which the new apartment district ,JQuld be applied; the area is 
in the Fourth Ward and extends from both sides of 7th Street across 8th, 9th 
and into both sides of loth Street. In the opposite direction, between 
Poplar and Pine Streets, including the property on both sides. The area 
'today is generally developed vrl th a mixture of single family I duplex and 
1Uulti-family uses and is presently zoned R-611FH. This will revise it and 
'eliminate the R-6MFH zone and zone that particular sectionR-I. OMF. 

'Councilman vJhi ttington 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 ,lould do a great deal for the 
Idownto>'ID and the preservation of it and perhaps make it compete with the 
'outer lying areas of Charlotte. 

'No objections were expressed to the proposed amendment. 

pouncilman lfui ttington moved the adoption of the Ordinance, as recommended. 
~he motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and unanimously carried. The 
ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 227. 

RESOLUTION CONGRATULATING THE HINNESOTA TWINS BASEBALL ORGANIZATION AND 
f::OMMENDING HR. PHILLIP HOWSER FOR OUTSTANDING SERVICE RENDERED TO THE PEOPLE 
OF CFJlRLOTTE, ADOPTED AND PRESENTED TO HR. HOviSER TOGETHER WITH A CITIZEN
~HIP AWARD PLAQUE IN APPRECIATION FOR HIS SERVICES. 

f::ouncilman lfuittington introduced and read a resolution'entitled: Resolution 
pongratulating the Minnesota Twins Baseball Organization and Commending 
~. Philip Howser for Outstanding Service Rendered to the People of CharlottE!, 
and he moved the adoption of the resolution. The motion was seconded by 
pouncilman Jordan, and unanimously carried. 
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Councilman Whittington invited Mr. Howser and Mr. Sam Smith, President of 
the Southern Baseball League to the podium, and Mayor Brookshire presented 
}!r. Hm<ser the re sol uti on signed by the Mayor and all member s of the City 
pouncH, together with a Citizenship Award Plaque in ackno1'ledgment and 
appreciation of the outstanding services rendered to the people of the 
pity of Charlotte for his tireless activities in the promotion of amateur 
and professional baseball. 

rhe resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 146. 

rOU1fCIL DIRECTS MAYOR TO APPOINT A COMMITTEE TO DETERMINE THE SIZE, DOWN
~OWN LOCATION AND COST OF A LARGE CONVENTION AND MAJOR EXPOSITION CENTER 
~N D01'INTOvlN CHARLOTTE AT THE REQUEST OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
PHAl1BER OF COMMERCE. 

!1r. Brodie Griffith, President of the Chamber of Conunerce, stated he is 
~ppearing by direction of the Board of Directors of the Chamber of Conunerce 
to call the attention of the Mayor and Council to the need for a large 
ponvention and major exposition center in d01'ffitown Charlotte. That a 
~pecial Civic Center Study Conunittee has looked into the operation of these 
tacilities in 26 cities and as a result the Directors request that the • 
Mayor and Council appoint a Comnttee to determine the size, downtown locationf 
~nd cost of such a Convention and Exposition Center. That the Directors I 
are convinced that it .,ill become a "must" if we are to have on equal opportunity 
to attract conventions and national trade shows in competition with other 
"ities. 

~ stated that Mr. T. J. Norman is Chairman of the Study Conunittee and 
Colonel J. Norman Pease is Vice-Chairman, and a copy of the Conunittee's 
Report has been handed to the Mayor and Council. In its report the Committeel 
~mphasizes 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 of bonds. 
Third, Almost all were operated under some form of city management. 

the report also emphasizes that "it is the opinion of the Conuni ttee that 
~he construction of a convention and exposition center is already overdue, 
and that the facility should be located in the downto~Jl1 area within walking 
distance of the maj ority of available housing." 

Mr. Griffith called attention to the addenda to the Committee's report that 
Charlotte has lost the important Buick Automobile Show because they were 
l:mable to obtain the required facilities here. Another added note lists 
21 maj or conventions that "JOuld have brought at least 30, 000 additional 
tisitors to the city if the facilities had been available. 

~e stated the Board of Directors request that a committee be appointed to 
Jpegin work inunediately on this matter that is so important if we are to 
¢ompete 1'1i th Atlanta and other Southern cities in attracting major con
+entions and important trade sh01'lS. 

¥ayor Brookshire thanked }!r. Griffith for coming down and for his interest 
in this facility which we all realize the need for. 
I ' 

Councilman Short moved that Council instruct the Mayor to appoint such a 
commi ttee during the coming week. The motion was seconded by Councilman 
~bea, and unanimously carried. 
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Mayor Brookshire stated he would think that the Cbrmnittee "ould be an 
exploratory Cormnittee and he "ould like to say that the "ork of the 
Chamber's StudyCormnittee in preparing the data submitted "ith their 
request has already done a great deal of the ,",ork of this Cormni ttee. 

0r. Griffith stated he "ould like to assure the Mayor and the Cormnittee 
that he appoints that they have the full facilities of the staff of the 
Ghamber of Cormnerce in providing any information that is needed. 

IL. L. LEDBETTER POINTS our DANGER OF PROPCSED DOWNTOWN CONVENTION CENTER 
TO PUTTING AUDITORIUM, COLISEUM AND PARK CENTER IN THE "RED" AND EXPRESSES 
DOUBT THAT THE CITY 10[[LL BE ABLE TO ISSUE REVENUE BONDS FOR THE CENTER • 

. 
Mr. L. L.Ledbetter stated he came into the meeting just before Mr. Griffith 
finished'his talk, and as he understands it the Committee that the Mayor' 
'1ill appoint is to study the feasibility of this project. Mayor Brookshire 
~eplied that is correct, exploratory efforts only. Mr. Ledbetter asked if 
they "ill also take into consideration "hat effect such a convention center 
could have on the Auditorium-Coliseum and Park Center? Mayor Brookshire 
stated he is sure the Cormnittee "ill do so, Mr. Ledbetter stated that as 
the Hayor kno"s the Auditorium and Coliseum have never been self-supporting. 
~yor Brookshire stated that is correct but they "ere not built for such 
purpose. 11r • 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 
been 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. Patterson's building out on South Boulevard, they put him 
out of business. 

1!e stated further as he understands it, Nr. Phillips was considering an 
addition to the Merchandise Nart and the Hotel Charlotte is figuring on an 
~ddition to take care of 2,000 people at a convenetion, and the Heart of 
qharlotte has already completed an addition and he is told that t he addition 
4ad directly affected Park Center. If you are going to enter into something 
ljptOI'ffi that would put your Auditorium and Coliseum in the red, what is it 
~oing to do for the taxpayer? If you are going to issue revenue bonds that 
~s one thing, and he doubts very seriously that the City will be able to 
fssue revenue bonds, and he doubts very seriously if the Mayor can project 
the picture in such way that he "'ill be able to' issue revenue bonds. But 
he does not feel that the citizens of Charlotte should be called on to 
qarry part of the burden. 

Nayor Brookshire thanked Mr. Ledbetter for his remarks. 

11AYOR AND COUNCIL INVITED TO RAISING OF ROOF OF CHARLOTTE BARN DINNER 
1fI1EATRE AT 12 NOON WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 27th. 

Hr. Ted Johnson, Nanager of Charlotte's ne", Barn Dinner Theatre, stated he 
domes to extend to the l~yor and Council an invitation to attend their formal' , R(lor 
~arn/Ra1s1ng Ceremony on next Wednesday, October 27th, at 12 noon, and they 
~ill have a picnic lunch; that they are located on Sam Hill Road between 
ijighuay 74 and Natthei'ls. Mr. Johnson stated the most direct route to their 
8i te is go out Independence Boulevard 7 miles from the Coliseum and at the 
~irst intersection beyond a Sakage Store on the right, you turn onto Sam 
Hill Road ,'hich goes straight into Natthei'Js and they are on the left about 
~ quarter of a mile from Independence Boulevard. 

~ayor Brookshire expressed the appreciation of the Counnil and hi.msRlf for 
the kind invitation. 
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SUGGESTIONS FOR CHARLOTTE'S PROGRESS MADE BY ALBERT PEARSON. 

Mr. Albert Pearson offered several suggestions for Charlotte's progress; 
f~rst, that the Council make it possible for free enterprise to work in 
Charlotte; second, that Belks Store has cleared land for downtown parking, 
and he suggested that the Council have a Committee see them and try to 
s~ll them on the idea of building a multi-story parking lot; third, 
that traffic is still being held up on College Street by trucks waiting to 
d~liver goods to Belks Store because there is not room for them in the block, 
i~ spite of the fact that the Downtown Charlotte Association, Mr. Iveyand 

, 

o:thers 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 into the 
parking business that they be ready to give the same opportunity and 
s~rvice in the Shopping Centers and everY'lhere else in town; fifth, that 
Cpuncil get a group of the big business leaders together and the members 
ox the Downtown Association and see if they ,rill give 1'1. of their last 
y~ar's gross income, on a non-interest rate basis, towards financing the 
bpnds for facilities that will benefit them, and he remarked he would be 
stupid enough to put up 1'1. of his gross income for last year, if these 
sb-called leaders did so. 

CF-OSSING GUARD, STANDARD SCHOOL WARNING LIGHI', AND APPROPRIATE SIGNS AU:mC'RI,~Rj:l 
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 SHA",ON 
A/1ITY ROAD, FOR THE SAFETY OF COTSv.'OLD SCHOOL CHILDREN. 

Mayor Brookshire advised that the Council would nOlf consider the recommendat
ipns of the Traffic Engineer based on the Cotslfold School Safety Survey; 
he recognized Mrs Hamilton, President of Cot~lold School PTA and asked if 
She "lOuld like to speak on the subject. 

Mrs Hamilton remarked that Mr. McDonald brought their petition to Council 
on last Monday, and she understood it was to be considered and they would 
be advised today lfhat 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 request directed to Council last 
Monday and a number of the requests had been studied prior to last Monday; 
that at the Robin Road-Sharon Amity Road intersection they do not recommend 
a: School Crossing Guard or any signals of any kind, in fact they recommend 
a~ainst children crossing at this point. At the Barlfick 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 
print out the existing controls, which in their judgment are adequate, and 
they do not recorrmend any changes at this intersection; at Randolph Road 
and Sharon Amity Road they point out the side"alk under construction to 
bring the children to this point, and in addition recommend. putting in 
S(:hool signs, markings on the pavement, "Thich will be completed ,Hi thin the 
n~xt 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. 
T~e further control might be a School Crossing Guard. Mr. Veeder stated 
that he concurs in these recommendations. 

by. vJilson Rankin, resident of Chelsford Road, advised that he supports 
the recommendations the PTA made to Council previously which were for 
Crossing Guards at Robin Road, at Greenwich Road and improved flashing lights 
ai BanTick; they recommended against the children crossing at Sharon-Amity 
ahd Randolph Road on account of the danger. The Traffic Engineering Depart
mfnt 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 
61and 627 students, 251 - or 40% of the total, cross Randolph Road at 
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'Greenwich Road, which is a very hazardous crossing because of the traffic 
rushing to work in the morning and from the HcAlway Belt line, also Green
wich is an outlet to Cotswold Shopping Center. The Drive-In Bank at 
GreemTich 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 
the children use the Sharon-Amity Randolph crossing unreiistic 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 behind the Shopping Center in a lane 

'that comes out at Greenwich Road~ Those uho cross at Barwick go down 
BanJick into the school property. A Crossing Guard is badly needed at 
Greemrich 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-i 
ions are conservative and realistic, not too expensive and will help protecti 
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, furnishea 
any crossing guards for the Cotswold School. 

Mr. John 11cDonald stated they had not seen the report of the Traffic Engineetr
ing Department 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 'JOuld be tc walk along the north side of Sharon 
Amity Road to Randolph Road, and he would like to submit that whoever wrote 
the recommendations did not ride the area because Robin Road comes across 
Sharon Amity between Woodlark Road and a private road both of 'l'lhich are 
semicircular and goes 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 
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 be more hazardous than parents would want to risk. ' 

Mayor Brookshire asked if a Patrolman was placed at the Randolph-Sharon 
Amity Road intersection would that remcve the objections, 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 a"Jay 
from this particular intersection because they know what it is. 

Councilman Tuttle stated that l~. 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 a Crossing Guard and appropriate signs at Robin Road and Sharon 
Amity Road, and that a Crossing Guard be added to the Greenwich-Randolph 
Road crossing. That he has deliberately left out Barwick because he has 
been down there and studied it himself and according to the Traffic Engineer
ing Department and what he can see, there is very little traffic at Barwick. 
That he understands they are going to put ne,', lights for each lane on 
Sharon Amity sO this will help the situation at Barwick. The motion was 
seconded'by Councilman Albea. 

Mrs Bissell, Addison Drive, stated she is thoroughly in agreement ,,,ith the: 
proposal Mr. Tuttle has made but certainly thinks they need something at 
Ban-Tick, she has two 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, you come over the top of the hill and you cannot see the light, which 
does not function part of the time, and the children are out in the middle of 
the road, there are lots of children from Shen"ood Forest who use Barwick. 
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Councilman Jordan stated he has looked at all of these intersections this 
,',~ek, 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 
and at Barwick and Sharon Amity. That his reason for making a substitution 
f~om Robin Road is according to the survey there are only a few children 
crossing there whereas at BanJick and Sharon Amity there are more children 
c~ossing. That a Signal Light can be put at Robin Road. The motion did 
n!ot receive a second. 

Nit". HcDonald stated that their original peii tion was signed for children 
that "lOuld use' the Robin Road-Sharon Amity Road if they had some protection, 
and included 75 children that since it "as four-laned this year only 12 
cpildren have been allowed to walk. 

Councilman "Jhi ttington asked Mr. McDonald uhere the children corre from that 
use Robin Road? Mr. McDonald stated the entire quadrant bounded by Providence 
Road, Sharon Amity Road and Randolph Road. Councilman Whittington remarked 
tp the School representatives that he thiru(s his record on the City Council 
,,~ll indicate ~hat 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 
Cpuncil, but he thinks the difficulty that he is faced with is that the 
CbtSHold Schcol people are in conflict ,,,i th what you ,,,ant and the Council 
i's in conflict with "hat they "ant to do. That he is a Mortician and he 
travels Sharon Amity Road several times every Heek and Randolph Road al~ 
the Hay to Sardis Road and Tyvola Road and he thinks he is as well acquainted 
,rJi th that neighborhood as anyone in the room except perhaps the people who 
Iii ve there. Robin Road is a gravel road and "ras not maintained by anyone 
~til about a year ago and in the winter he does not believe you could ask 
c~ildren to ,ralk that road to get to Sharon to cross. He thinks what the 
Traffic Engineering Department has said about routing traffic across a 
~rete road is true because "Ie are not responsible for the road behind the 
Shopping Center. That he told the City Manager this morning that he thought 
very strongly that we needed a traffic light or cro.ssing guard at Greenwich 
and Randolph because of the banks and service stations at this intersection 
and the traffic coming out of Cotswold and turning into the school, and 
he 'JOuld like to ask that the PTA let the Council go along with the re
cpmmendations that have been made by the Traffic Engineering Department and 
s!;,e hOH they "ark out, putting in the one crossing guard at Greenwich and 
Rp.ndolph. That he does not agree with Hr. Jordan on the Barwick crossing, 
aPd he is Hilling to second his motion on the crossing guard at Greenwich -
R~ndolph Road, and the Council is not going to agree because you people do 
npt agree Hi th ",hat you want. , , 
Cpuncilman Thrower offered a substitute motion that the recommendation of 
t~e Traffic Engineering Department be implemented by including a crossing 
g,lIard at Greenwich and Randolph Road and that the Cots,101d School people 
cpme back to us after they have settled their differences and we will 
r~consider the problem on the basis of "hat they ",ant. The motion "as 
s~conded by Councilman Whittington. 

D~. Parke, Safety Committee Chairman of Cotswold School PTA, stated he ttinks 
that clarification is needed. It is simply a matter of whether the Council 
v~ill give three crossing guards for the CotsHold School area. This has not 
bben formally proposed one at the time, they need one at Banlick and Sharon 
Fkity, one to cross Sharon A~ity some place before Randolph Road, between 
F~Qvidence Road and Randolph Road, and they also need one at Randolph and 
Gireemlich Road. That he ,",auld think after asking for' these year Rfter year, 
ard they finally get up a petition and ask for two things because they think 
they cannot get three, that they could be granted. That he speaks especially 
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for Ban-rick because he understands that next year there will be a Junior 
H~gh School in the vicinity and this ,qill be a bad problem within the next 
y~ar and rather than talk on that next year he thinks it should be done now. 
I)1. ans,,,er to Dr. Parke, Councilman Thrower commented that he is talking 
about a matter of weeks not 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 is merely suggesting that in order to-eliminate the confusion that 
v,e go ahead and implement the program. Dr. Parke stated that the people 
;,ho got up the petition in the very beginning were asking for wo crossing 
guards - no;, his question is why is it necessary to get up another 
~tition to ask for the third Crossing Guard? Councilman Thro;,er stated 
it is not necessary to get up another petitio-no 

Councilman Alexander stated to Dr, Parke that last week he thought Council 
had almost come to an understanding of "hat Has wanted, then much to his 
surprise he found there was a difference of opinion, that he shed light on 
that ",hen he says perhaps by his absence there ,"as confusion in ;,hat really 
i6 Hanted. That he is ;,ondering 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 cowbined opinion 
of everybody? 

Dr. Parke replied that is "hy he is here because he has heard all the 
c?mplaints from all the groups involved. Somebody who lives in one particular 
area is going to push for their area. That it would seem to him that there 
,,,as not really a misunderstanding, they are asking, no matter -who speaks, 
fl>r three cross walk guards; it is simply to cover the Cotswold School area, 
and they Nill-be happy to resubmit this but it 'lOuld seem an unnecessary 
delay. 

Councilman Alexander asked if everybody will be satisfied with three guards, 
and he asked that the intersections _be named? Dr. Parke replied Bar>Jick 
and Sharon [~ity, Greenwich and Randolph Road and Robin Road and Sharon 
~ity Road. Councilman Alexander stated then if they gave the three guards 
f<pr the three locations, that ,lOuld solve the problem? Dr. Parke replied 
nl>t only this year but for a couple of years to come. That he ",ould like 
to urge that this is ",hat the entire area 'Iould like; that they had no 
idea nhen the petition was submitted that they ",auld not be able to get 
t~ree, and he thinks this would be the final solution to the problem. 

Mayor Brookshire stated there is a substitute motion to accept the recommen
dation of the Traffic Department plus adding a guard at Greenwich and Randolph 
he asked if there is any further discussion. 

it 
CJuncilman Alexander asked if it ,qould not cover I if they added a guard at 
Bandck tc Mr. Tuttle's motion? Councilman Tuttle replied if you add a 
Q'\\ard at BarHick you would be giving the people "'hat they are asking for 
and at the same time give a maximum of protection. 

Cquncilman Short asked what are the limitations on our ability to provide 
guards? Mr. Veeder replied the willingness to provide the money to finance 
them is the only limitation. That we nm-' have something over 58 crossing 
guards throughout the city, and the cost for a guard 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 approxinate cost for providing guards 
everYVJhere under similar circumstances? lir. Hoose, Traffic Engineer, replied 
h'l 110uld imagine it would require some 125 guards. 

Cquncilman Alexander offered an amendment to-lir. Tuttle's -motion, that we 
add a Guard at Bar>Jick and Sharon Amity Road, and Councilman Tuttel accepted 
the amendment. 

__ I 
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Councilman Albea stated he is not opposed to this, but he is opposed to 
three guards and a signal light too, but if you are going to eliminate the 
~ignal light and put another guard at another place" its okay. 

~he vote was taken on the substitute motion by Councilman Thrower to 
~ccept the recommendation of the Traffic Engineer plus adding a guard at 
qreemrich and Randolph and lost by the follmlingrecorded vote: 

l!EAS : 
!'lAYS: 
i 

Councilmen Thrower, Whittington and Short. 
Councilmen Albea, Alexander, Jordan and Tuttle. 

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

Councilman Tuttle replied that we erect a crossing flashing signal light, 
drossing guard and appropriate signs for crossing at Robin Road and Sharon 
l\mi ty; and that a guard be added to Greemiich and Randolph Road and including 
~he amendment that a guard be added at Ban~ick and Sharon Amity. 

i . 
Gouncllman Tuttle stated he put the flashing signal light there for the 
~imple reason you have 45 HPH - 4 lane highvlay and in dterence to the 
~afety of the guard, he thought a flashing light at the intersection might 
he in order during school hours. 

~. Hoose, Traffic Engineer, stated he would like to clarify the light. If 
10U are going into school Taffic safety, at least make it uniform. The 
4dvance warning is no good at the intersection, what you have to do is 
~10\~ the traffic before it gets to the intersection, so use an advance 
'tarning sign - that comes on by a time-clock - tha.t says 20 HPH when the 
~ignal is in operation. That the same sign is being used on The Plaza and 
allover town; it is a standard installation throughout the country and is 
riot put at the intersection. Councilman Tuttle remarked this is what he 
l\as in mind. 
i 
• Gouncilman Albea stated Hr. Tuttle changed his motion about the signal light. 

Gouncilman Tuttle replied he has not changed the motion; that when he has 
4 light here he assumes the Traffic Engineer ,~ill put in what he thinks is 
best, and Hr. Hoose seems to think his standard sign is best, so he will go 
~long vii th that. He asked the Clerk to Hord the' motion with the standard 
~chool ,<arning 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 a fact that the Council is trying its best to help these people 
4s much as possible; he asked Councilman Tuttle if he ,·muld amend his motion 
tio put a guard at Ba~ick and Sharon Amity, at Greem'iich Road and Randolph 
~oad and for the time being leave the light out at Robin Road, and also put 
a guard at Robin Road and Sharon Amity Road on a temporary basis to see if 
children ,,,ill use this road and cross here. That if we do this, there is 
a possibility that we can accomplish something here. 

Councilman Tuttle replied that the thought is Vlell taken. That he had the 
privilege of seeing Herman's Hermits, and he and his children Vlere standing 
qut in a field and he Has approached by tvm officers Vlho asked that their 
names not be mentioned, and they said "Mr. Tuttle you are going to be 
d?lugod by the people of CotsVlold School tonorrow, but please don't let them 
take children across Sharon Amity and Randolph Road." Councilman Jordan 
stated he didn't mention this one. He recornP.~nded that we go ahead Vlith one 
at Ban'iick and Sharon Amity, Greenwich Road and Randolph, and a temporary 
guard for the time being at Sharon Amity Road and Robin Road, and leave au': 
the light. Councilman Tuttle replied if 1'l8 can get a vote on this, if >Ie 
qan get the three guards - one at Robin, one at Banlick and one at GreenVlich, 
~9 "rill remove the light portion on a temporary basis; that he Vlill not 
4ccept placing the guard on a temporary basis. 

---------------------------
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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 
:l t stops and the children must come dmm VTestbury and go around. That she 
oalled Allen Construction Company who owns the lot and they plan to co~nue 
it and they said it would be the same type road as they have now, just 
gravel. She is not going to let her son go through there, because it is 
,mly a path 11i th a drop off. 

Councilman Ifuittington 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, 
~nd that to him is argument enough that we do not need a guard there. ~ 

Ijlrs Hamil ton stated me is President of the PTA but she has a Safety 
q!hairman Dr.. Parke; that Dr. Parke and Mr. I1cDonald and Sergeant Hi 11 have 
been out and looked this over; at first, Sergeant Hill told her the guard 
should be at Sharon Amity and Randolph, later ·after riding around, they chan~d 
it to Robin Road. 

Councilman 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 GreemJich and Randolph Road and one at Robin Road, and 
Sharon Amity on a temporary basis. Mrs Hamilton stated she is just trying 
fo 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 Councilinan 
jordan replied he asked Mr • Tuttle since he has made a motion that one be 
put at Robin Road and Sharon and one at Greemrich and Sharon, he made the 
motion that one be put at Barwick and Sharon. That we are not talking about 
~haron Amity and Randolph at all; we have eliminated that altogether. That 
lite asked Mr. Tuttle if he would go along "11 th having a guard at Barwick 
4nd Sharon, one at GreemJich and Randolph a nd one at Robin and Sharon Amity 
q,n a temporary basis because of all the reports "e have only gotten a total 
q,f maybe 12 children, and the people have not been sending the children 
through there, and maybe they .. muld 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 
Il'rovidence Park .. Ji th no way to cross Sharon Ami to' or Randolph. Counci 1mcm 
tordan replied if the people have been carrying their children in cars in 
preference to letting them walk, then this ",ould 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 going to use it and maybe 8 or 12 children go by, it would not 
be "orthwhile to have one on a permanent basis. 

l~ayor Brookshire stated the Council has the recommendation of the Traffic 
:'jlafety Department, varying requests from the people at Cots,mld Communi to', 
Jh.e asked if she would be willing to call a meeting of the PTA and read the 
recommendations of the Traffic Department and see if they would accept that, 
if not, what minimum petitions they would agree on before Council takes 
action? That in the meantime he is sure Council would be willing to 
implement the recommendations of the Traffic Department and that "ould give 
us a 'feek or bfo to see ho" it .,ould .,ork. 

Mr. Veeder stated he thinks this .,ould be putting Mrs Hamilton in a rather 
untenable position to suggest going back to the PTA. @bviously, the parents 
"hose children go to Cots'lOld School are concerned "i th the school crossing 
facilities as it relates to .,here they lLve, so YOU,are not going to get 
unaninity of opinion. 
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Councilman Short stated we got very close to unanimity a minute ago with 
~eference to Councilman Jordan's motion and he wonders if Mr. Tuttle 
qouldn't accept the suggestions of Mr. Jordan that we have two permanent 
guards 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. 

Gouncilman Tuttle replied in the first place he doesn't like the word 
ilemporary; 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 
~o furnish them protection; but if we put the guard there and the guard is I 

~ot used then why can't we move the guard? 

Wr. McDonald stated in reference to Mr. Jordan's motion to leave out the 
~linker light, that he would like to point out that we are talking about 
three guards. At Greenwich and Randolph there is a permanent 24 hour red 

I • 

+ight, and at Barwick and Sharon Fmity there is a 24 hour red light signal 
4nd at Robin and Sharon F.mity there is nothing, and they are confident they 
"rill have enough people crossing there to >Tarrant the guard staying there; 
but the lack of any >Tarning for the guard or the children does worry him, 
4nd he would like for a light to be placed there too; they are not asking 
for a 4->Tayred light, all they are ffiking for is a caution blinker light, 
*hich could also be moved, he assumes. 

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

Jlrr. HcDonald stated they think there "ere around 50 some crossing last year 
~ithout any help, but now they have 4-laned it nobody will let them cross 
there and they are all in. car pools. 

Councilman Jordan stated he is familiar >Tith all the roads out there, >There 
the lights are and so forth as he goes by every day, and they are tryi'ng 
tn some >Tay 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 
the crossing and then'it would be on a permanent basis, and then maybe 
they can get the light too. 

Councilman Tuttle stated he >Tould be glad to accept a temporary guard if 
he could 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 >Tith 
leaving the light out temporarily. That ,d th the guard the re is at least 
~ 90% degree of safety, the light would help, and he thinks it is needed 
too, but he is willing to leave the light and go along with the guard as 
they can move the guard if not needed, and they don't use the crossing. 

~r. Veeder stated if they are going to put in a guard at Robin and Sharon-
I , 
fm1ty, the light should be put in as well; then if Council decides to 
rem0ve the guard, they can take. down the light. 

¢ouncil.man Tuttle stated this is his thought; he is simply trying to bring 
~hi s thing to a head and get a vote on it; but he is trying to compromise 
~ith Mr. Jordan, but he does not see any reason for calling this a temporary 
~i tu.a.hon, and that the parents not even start their children; if we put 
~t in on Q permanent basis, we can move it just as easily if it :is not used. 

Councilman Whittington asked Mr. Hoose if based on the motion that Mr. Tuttle 
has, 'Thich has three crossing guards and a light, is it his thought as 
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Traffic Safety Engineer that the light should be with the guard at Robin 
a~d Sharon Amity? Mr. Hoose replied yes, if you put the guard then put 
t~e 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 unanimously carried. 

COUNCIL REQUESTED BY MRS HOWIE TO DO SOMETHING ABOUT THE TREATMENT OF DCGS 
A'l1 THE ANIMAL SHELTER; THAT SICK DOGS NOT BE SOLD TO THE PUBLIC AND THAT 
DR. LONG DOES HIS DUTY. 

Mrs Howie appeared before Council with regard to the Animal Shelter. She 
s~ated she was at the Shelter yesterday with friends who wanted to buy a 
dqg, and a little dog was bleeding, and the inner and outer pens were 
cQvered with blood and she asked Mr. Bennett to come back and see what the 
t~ouble was. 

She stated that the Police Officer who is seated at the back of the Council 
Chamber was at the Shelter at the time and she told him she wanted him as 
a ~itness to what she said while she was there, as there was a misinterpreta
tilon of what she said out there some few months ago. She asked Mr. Stewart 
i~ he "ould take the sick dog to a veterinarian and she would pay for it, 
anti he said that Dr. Long had checked the dog andlB 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. Roberts told her that Dr. Long had 
examined the dog and put it back in the cage to be sold for $7.00. That she 
ca'lled Hr. 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 be 
op~rated on and probably sold, he did not know. 

lfrr~ Howie stated that we have no Humane Society in Charlotte. That on 
September lOth at Charlottetown Mall a meeting of the Society was held, 
an~ 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 
th~ money and there is no service and she had her husband at the meeting 
with a Tape Recorder and La'JYer Goodman was there and asked if they were 
ini a FBI meeting? That the SPA is upset over this matter of the dog at 
Dri. Butlers and so are many others. 

She stated she wants·the Council to do something about the 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. 

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

Mr~ H01Qie asked what the rePort was that he asked made on her complaints 
wh~n she was before Council.some months ago, that it was never published 
inlthe newspaper? Mr. Veeder remarked that a report was made to Council. 

ORDINANCE NO. 388-Z AMENDING CHIlPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE, 
CHANGING ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND EXTENDING FROM THE END OF FAIRGROUND 
AVENUE TO THE P & N RAILROAD, ADOPTED. 

Up¢>n motion of Councilman Albea-, seconded by r:.ouncibnan Jordan, and unanirnO'US-LY 
carried, Ordinance No. 388-Z fimending Chapter 23, Section 23-8 of the City 
Code was adopted, changing the zGning from I-I to :1>2 or 0. +.r~nt ~£ laud 
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approximately 6 acres in size, extending 
to the P & N Railroad, upon the petition 
~ecommended by the Planning Commission. 
in 0rdinance Book 14, at Page 228. 

from the end of Fairground Avenue 
of Stein Hall & Company, and 
The ordinance is recorded in full 

~ECISWN0N PETITWN N0. 65-90 FOR CHA.t"IGE IN ZONING OF TRACT OF LAND AT THE 
$0UTHEAST CORNER OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD AND A AVENUE, DEFERRED FOR 
RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION AFTER THEIR FURTHER STUDY. 
! 

qouncilman Jordan moved that a decision on Petition No. 65-90 by Joe F. 
~isher for change in zoning from B-1 to B-2 of a tract of land at the 
~outheast corner of Beatties Ford Road and A Avenue, be deferred for 
iecommendation of the Planning Commission ufter their further study of 
the petition. The motion was seconded by Councilman Wnittington, and 
unanimously carried. 

PETITION NO • 65-91 FORCBANGEIN ZONING OF TRACT OF LANDIN THE MIDDLE OF 
THE BL0CK BE'rl'IEEN FENT0N PLAcE J\N'D ALm}/DALE AVElIUE I DENItD. 

Councilman vlliittington moved that Petition No. 65-91 by J. Chadbourn Bolles 
tor change in zoning from R-6MF and 0-6 to B-1 of a tract of land in the 
middle of the block between Fenton Place and Altondale Avenue., beginning 
4pproximately 241 feet east of Providence Road, be&nied, as recommended 
by the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle. 

Councilman Short stated that he ",ishes to disqualify himself in connection 
*i th this petition, as he did at the last meeting when the public hearing 
~as held on the petition. 

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

yeas: 
l/AYS: 

i 

Councilmen Albea, Alexander, Jordan, ThrovJ8r, Tuttle and Whi ttington. 
None. 

ORDINANCE NO. 389-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 0F THE CITY C0DE, 
CHANGING THE Z0NING OF A TRACT OF LAND WEST 0F THE NEW N0RTH-S0UTH EXPRESS
WAY RIGHT 0F WAY AND BEGINNING APPROXmATELY 450' NORTH OF PRESSLEY ROAD, 
J\D0PTED. 

CDuncilman Short moved the adoption of Ordinance No. 389-Z Amending Chapter 
Gection 23-8 of the City Code, changing the zoning from R-6MF to B-2 of a 
~ract of land west of the new North-South Expressway right of way and 
beginning approximately 450 Feet north of Pressley Road, as recommended 
by the Planning Commission upon the petition of Jphn D. Little. The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Thrower, and unanimously carried. The ordinance 
~s recorded in full in 0rdinance Book 14, at Page 229. 

QRDINANCE NO. 390-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 0F THE CITY C0DE, 
qHJU~GING THE Z0NING OF F0UR LOTS ON THE vmST SIDE OF CLEMENT AVENUE AT 
1jl\MORTON PLACE, ADOPTED. 

ypon p~tion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and 
,\nanimously carried, Ordinance No. 390-Z Amending Chapter 23, Section 23-8 
elf the City Code, vlaS adopted changing the zoning from R-6MF to 1-2 of four 
lots on the west side of Clerrant Avenue, at Hamorton Place, as recommended 
~y the Planning Commission upon the petition of Richmond Dental Cotton Company, 
~he ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 14, at Page 230. . 



148 
pctober 25, 1965 
Minute Book 46 - Page 148 

ORDINANCE NO. 391-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE, 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF PROPERTY ON ALL FOUR CORNERS OF THE INTERSECTION 
PF SHARON AMITY ROAD AND ALBEMARLE ROAD, ADOPTED. 

Motion was made by Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and 
~nanimously carried, adopting Ordinance No. 391-Z Amending Chapter 23, 
Section 23-8 of the City Code, changing the zoning from R-9 and R-9MFto 
$-1 of property on all four corners of the intersection of Sharon-Amity 
Road 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. 

~ETITION NO. 65-95 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF PROPERTY ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF 
COM10nIEALTH AVENUE, BETWEEN MORNINGSIDE DRIVE AND BRIAR CREEK WITHDRAWN 
BY PETITIONER. 

Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and 
unanimously carried,the petitioner, Chantilly Shopping Center, Inc., was 
wermitted to withdraw Petition No. 65-95 for change in zoning from 0-6 to 
B-1 of property on the south side of CommomJealth Avenue, J:etween Morningside 
Drive and Briar Creek. 

DECISION ON PETITION NO. 65-96 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF PROPERTY ON BOTH 
SIDES OF FARMINGDALE DRIVE DEFERRED FOR RECOUMENDATION OF THE PLANNING 
COMNISSION AFTER THEIR FURTHER STUDY. 

Councilman Short moved that decisicn on Petition No. 65-96 by Gertrude 
M. Wallace for change in zoning from R-9 to B-2 and 0-6 of property on both 
~ides of Farmingdale Drive, be deferred for recommendation of the Planning 
Commission after their further study of the petition. The motion was 
~econded by Councilman Tuttle and unanimously carried. 

J(GREEHENT AUTHORIZED WITH STATE HIGHWAY C01"RlISSION FOR ENCROACHMENT IN 
THEIR RIGHT OF WAY FOR THE INSTALLATION OF RAW WATER TRANSMISSION LINE 
$ETl'IEEN THE CATAWBA RIVER PUMPING STATION lUfD HOSKINS RESERVOIRS. 

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and un
animously carried, an Agreement was authorized "lith the State Highway 
Commission for the encroachment along and crossing the following roadways, 
Qutside the city limits, for the installation of a 54 inch raw water 
transmission line between the CaiaNba River Pumping Station and the Hoskins 
Reservoirs: 

(a) State Highway No. 2001, Pump Station Road. 
(p) State Highway No. 2003, road"JaY unnamed. 
Oc) State Highway No. 2004, Huntersville-Ht. Holly Road. 
(Ii ) State Highway No. 2037, Kelly Road. 
(~ ) State Highway No. 2008, Pleasant Grove Road. 
(~) State Highway No. 2024, Dale Avenue. 
(~) State Highway No. 2006, Plank Road. 
()o.) State Highway No. 2019, Oakdale Road. 

CPNTRACTS AUTHORIZED FOR THE INSTALLATION OF ,lATER HAINS IN CAPITOL DRIVE 
AND DARBY ACRES NO.4. 

Motion vIas made by Councilman Throvrer, seconded by Councilman Albea, and 
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urlanimously carried, authorizing the follovTing contracts for the installation 
o~ water mains: 

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

(~) Contract "ith 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 "ill guarantee an 
annual gross "ater revenue equal to 10'7, of the total construction 
cost. 

i 
CONTRACT APPROVED FOR APPRAISAL OF RIGHTS OF WAY. 

UBon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Albea, and un
a~imously carried, contracts vrere approved for the appraisal of the follo"ing 
r~ghts of "ay: 

O:J) 

Contract "ith G. A. Hutchinson, for the appraisal of one parcel of 
land on Woodla"n Road, for the Woodlavrn Road Widening Project. 

Contract "ith B. Brevard Brookshire, for the appraisal of three parcels 
of land on Woodla"n Road, for the Woodlavm Road Widening Project. 

Contract with D. A. Stout for the appraisal of one parcel of land on 
l'Joodla1'm Road, for the Woodlawn Road Hidening Project; t"o parcels of 
land at the corner of Kilborne Drive and Central Avenue, for inter
section improvements, and two parcels of land at loth and 11th Streets 
for the North1qest Express"ay. 

Contract with Wallace Gibbs, for the appraisal of one parcel of land 
betvreen loth and 11th Streets, for the North1oTest Expressway. 

SUPPLEMENT TO CONTRACT WITH LONE STAR BUILDERS COVERING THE REDUCTION OF 
SE~JER EXTENSION IN CASCADE CIRCLE. 

Co\mcilman vlhi ttington moved approval of a Supplement to the Contract with 
Lo~e Star Builders for extension of sanitary se10Ters in Cascade Circle, 
daJted October 26, 1964, covering a reduction in the sevTer extension by 150 
fe~t, so that 147 feet of the line installed is now on private property, 
an~, therefore, not eligible for the refund of $599.39. The motion was 
seponded by Councilman Short, and unanimously parried. 

cHiANGE ORDER NO. 1 IN CONTRACT tVITH REA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR RECONSTRUCTION! 
OF! NE-SIJ Rum'JAY, TO ELHIINATE ITEl1 NO. 6 TOPDRE...,"SING OF THE GRASS AREAS, 
THiEREFROM. 

Councilman Alexander moved approval of Change Order No. 1 in the contract 
with Rea Construction Company for reconstruction of the NE-SW Runway to 
el'p..minate Item No.6 Topdressing of the grass areas, therefrom, decreasing 
thi= contract price by $315.00. The motion "as seconded by Councilman Jordan, 
an~ unanimously carried. 
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CHANGE ORDER NO. 2 IN CONTRACT WITH REA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR CONS
~RUCTION OF NORTH SOUTH RUNWAY, TO ELIMINATE ITEM NO. 28 TOPDRESSING OF 
frHE GRASS AREAS, THEREFROM. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Short, and 
unanimously carried, Change Order No.2 in the Contract with Rea Con
struction Company for the construction of the North-South Runway to 
ioliminate Item No. 28 Topdressing of the grass areas, therefrom, ioTas 
~pproved. 

SPECIAL OFFICER PERMITS AUTHORIZED RENEI'iED. 

110tion "as made by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Thrower, 
/md unanimously carried, authorizing the reneiTal of Special Officer Permits 
as fo 11o"s : 

i(a) Rene"al of Permit to Luke F. Quinn, 3612 Sudbury Road, for use on 
the premises of the Southern Rail"ay C.D. Yard. 

Kb) Renei'ral of Permit to Murrell M. Hannah, 3009 Morson Street, for use 
on the premises of Elmwood, Evergreen, Fifth Street, Oakla>fn and 
Pinei'rood Cemeterie s. 

:(c) Renei'ral of Permit to James C. Hart, 118 Hartin Street, for use 
on the premises of Johnson C. Smith University. 

CONTRACT AtfARDED T. A. SHERRILL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR SIDEWALK CONSTRUCTION 
iN URBAN RENEWAL AREA NO.1. ' 

Councilman Albea moved the a"ard of contract to T. A. Sherrill, the 10" 
bidder, for the construction of sidewalks, curb and gutter, in Urban 
~edevelopment Area No.1, as specified, in the amount of $38,878.00, on a 
~it price basis. The motion "as seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and 
~nanimouslY carried. 

The following bids 'Jere received: 

T. A. Sherrill Construction Co. 
O. P. Croi'rder Constr. Co. 
C. D. Spangler Constr. Co. 

$38,878.00 
40,932.00 
50,005.00 

q;ONTRACT AvlARDED KOPPERS COI1PANY INC. EARCO PRODUCTS DEFT. FOR Elv[()1SIFIED 
ASPHALT. 

Wpon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and 
~animous1y carried, contract "as awarded Koppers Company, Inc. Earco Products 
lPept. the 10" bidder; for 715,000 gallons of Emulsified Asphalt, as specified; 
tn the amount of $65,769.18, on a unit price basis. 

The follo'Ting bids were received: 

Koppers Co., Inc. 
American Oil Co. 

$65,769.18 
70,110.67 
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PONTRACT AWARDED KENNEDY VALVE HFG. COMPIINY FOR GATE VALVES. 
I 

pouncilman Thrower moved the award of contract to Kennedy Valve Hfg. 
pompany for 414 Gate Valves, as specified, in the amount of $25,395.95 
~n a unit price basis. The motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington, 
find unanimously carried. 
: 
lJ?he follo",Ting bids were received: 

Kennedy Valve Hfg. Co., Inc. 
Grinnell Company, Inc. 
A. P. Smith Mfg. Company 
James B. Clow & Son, Inc. 

~id received not on specifications: 

Darling Valve & Mfg. Co. 

$25,395.95 
26,677.13 
32,580.58 
38,939.52 

$30,534.32 

!ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY IN CONNECTION VlITH SANITARY SEWER EASEHENTS TO 
~ERVE SHANROCK HILLS NO. II AND UNIVERSITY PARK, NORTHVJEST EXPRESSWAY 
RIGHT OF WAY AND WOODLAWN ROAD WIDENING PROJECT RIGHT OF WAY. 

~pon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and 
~nanimously carried, the follOwing property transactions were authorized: 

I(a) Acquisition of easement 10' X 393' in Oak Forest Subdivision, from 
Nance Trotter Realty, Inc. at $196.64, for sanitary sewer to serve 
Shamrock Hills No. II. 

ICb) Acquisition of easement 10' x 472' in Oak Forest Subdi vi'sion, from 
Nance Trotter Realty, Inc. at $236.00, for sanitary sewer to serve 
Shamrock Hills No. II. 

ICc) Acquisition of easement 10' x 229' in Oak Forest Subdivision, from 
Nance-Trotter Realty, In. at$1l4.75,for sanitary se,ver to serve 
Shamrock Hills No. II. 

i(d) Acquisition of easement 10' x 471.58' along Norfolk-Southern Railroad 
Tracks, off Shamrock Road, from C. D. Spangler Construction Company, 
at $1.00 for sanitary sewer to serve Shamrock Hills No. II. 

,( e) Acquisi hon of easement 10' x 195.93" ofLShaJll!rOck Road at Norfolk
Southern Railroad tracks, from C. D. Spangler Construction Company, 
at $1.00 for sanitary sewer to serve Shamrock Hills No. II. 

f) Acquisition of easement 10' x 2,535.6' off Shamrock Road at the 
Nomlk & Southern Railroad Track, from Nathaniel and Ida Moore 
Alexander, at $1,267.80, for sanitary se,ver to serve Shamrock Hills 
No. II. 

g) Acquisition of easement 25' x 1134.8' 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 sq. ft. of property at 808-10 N. College Street, 
from Dr. Frank O. and Pauline S. Alford, at $23,200.00 for right of 
,'ray for Northl'lest Expressway. 

(i) Acquisition of easement 10' 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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Acquisition of 1,159.49 sq. ft. of property at 
l>larsur Corp, at $2,000.00 for right of Hay for 
Project. 

4400 Park Road, from 
Woodlawn Road Widening 

(k) Acquisition of 3,746 sq. ft. of property at 919 Woodlawn Road, from 
C. C. and Ruby G. Martin, at $5,260.00, for right of way for Woodlawn 
Road Widening Project. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY 
OF GEORGIA C. HCDOWELL LeCATED AT 1004-6 PHARR STREET FOR NORTHWEST EXPRESS
~JAY • 

Councilman Albea moved the adoption of a Resolution Authorizing Condemnation 
Proceedings for the Acquisition of Property of Georgia C. HcDowell, Located 
at 1004-6 Pharr Street for Northwest ExpresS1ray. The motion was seconded 
by Councilman Alexander, and unanimously carried. The resolution is 
recorded in full in Resolutions Book 5, at Page 147. 

RESOLUTION ENDORSING THE INTERHEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS FOR NORTH CAROLINA, 
ADOPTED. 

;Councilman Short introduced a resolution entitled: Resolution Endorsing 
; the Intermediate Court of Appeals for North Carolina. Councilman Thrower 
Imoved the adoption of the resolution, which Has seconded by Councilman 
iJordan, and unanimously carried. The resolutions is recorded in full in 
iResolutions Book 5, at Page 148. 

!AWARD OF EXCELLENCE FOR PEDESTRIAN SAFETY DURING 1964 AWARDED THE CITY OF 
CHARLOTTE BY THE AMERICAN AUTOHOBILE ASSOCIATION. 

Councilman vlhi ttington advised that the American Automobile Association made 
an A,·rard of Excellence for Pedestrian Safety During 1964 to the City of 
Charlotte last vreek on Television, and he accepted it on behalf of the City 
and he presented the Plaque to Mayor Brookshire. 

CITY HANAGER DIRECTED TO INVESTIGATE AND REPORT ON LACK OF FIRE HYDRANTS 
IN RESIDENTIAL AREA OFF BEATTIES FORD ROllO. 

Councilman Alexander presented a map of a 25 block area off Beatties For~ 
Road in ,rhich he advised there are some 156 residences located, and there 
no fire hydrants whatever in the entire area and aiy one fire alarm box. 

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

CITY HANAGER REQUESTED TO CONFER WITH STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION AND FACILITATJl: 
THE LOCATIONOF THE ROUTE OF THE PROPOSED NEVJ BELT ROAD TO CROSS PROVIDENCE 
ROAD IN VICINITY OF MCALPINE CREEK, SO THAT THE ROUTE MAY BE KNOWN TO THE 
PUBLIC. 

Councilman Tuttle stated he is avIare of the fact that some thought and 
perhaps a little planning has gone on in connection tn th another belt road 
around the city to cross Providence Road in the general vicinity of McAlpine 
Creek. That surely we do not want another contluversy even slightly 
resembling the Wendover Road one, and the time to avoid such a possibility 
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is now. That home builders, utilities firms, and taxpayers who purchase 
the land should know or have some idea as soon as possible whelCe this 
inevitable road is going. He recommended that Mr. Veeder get with State 
Highway Officials to facilitate the plans of determining the route so that 
it may be made known to the public. He stated he has discussed this w'ith 
Mr. George Broadrick, State Highway Commissioner, and he is in accord with 
these thoughts. 

AD.TOURNMENT • 

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

Lillian R. Clerk 
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