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A regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Charlotte, North
SCarollna, was held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, on Monday, May 23,
19668, at 2 o'clock p.m., with Mayor Stan R, Brookshlre presiding, and
Coun011men Claude L. Albea, Fred D. Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan, Milton
Short, John H. Thrower, Jerry C. Tuttle and James B. Whittington present.

AESENT: None.“

Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Commission met with the City Council, and
as separate bodies, held the public hearings on petitions for changes in
the Zoning Ordinanceé and Map of Charlotte and the Perimeter Area, with the
following memkers present- Mr. Sibley, Chalrman, Mr Ashcraft, Mr Gamble,
Mr, Olive, Mr., Stone Mr Tate and Mr. Toy. -

ABSENT: Mr. Jones, Mr. Lakey and Mr. Turner,

FE TR RS

INVOCATION. R

The invoecation was given by the Reverend George C. Peterson Pastor of
Resurrection Lutheran Church.

MINUTES APPROVED.

‘Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Albea, and
unanimously carried, the Minutes of the last meeting on May 15th were .
approved ‘as submitted,

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-~53 BY DAIRY STORES, INC. FOR CHANGE IN ZONING
.FROM R-9 TO B~2 OF PROPERTY FRONTING APPROXIMATELY 85 FEET ON THE SOUTH
SIDE OF MARSH ROAD, BEGINNING APPROXIMATELY 205 FEET EAST OF SOUTH
BOULEVARD AND HAVING A DEPTH OF 200.0 FEET.

The public heafiné‘ﬁaé held oﬁufﬂe sﬁbject petidon.

Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated this is a small tract
of land on Marsh Road just off South Boulevard; it is bounded on the South
Boulevard side by a tract occupied by Krispy Kream Donut Shop, and a portlon
of Sedgefield Shopping Center, and all along South Boulevard there is a
mixture of general business uses. The property is bounded on the east side
and opposite side of Marsh Road by single family residences that continue

all along Marsh Read in an easterly direction.

The zoning of the subject property at the present time is single family, it |
is bounded on the South Boulevard side by Business-2 zoning extending all |
along the east side of South Boulevard; the zoning on the west side of South.
Boulevard is Industrial all the way to-York Road. The property all along :
Marsh Road is zoned single family,

Mr. William Shuford, Attorney for the petitioner stated the subject property
was acquired on November 6, 1961 by the Rudelph Investment Corp., which still
owns it. They bought the property as a single tract - 200" x 215/ - at the |
carner of South Boudl evard and Marszh Road, The front 215 feet is zoned B-2
and the rear approximately 75 feet is zoned R-9, so the zoning line cuts
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through the tract, cutting off the rear 75 feet from a business use. The i
Zoning Ordinance whlch established the zoning for the area was adopted '
January 29, 1962, which was three months after the property was purchased,
nevertheless the zoning line cut through the tract, lopping off the rear
‘portion. That they feel the purpose of the Zoning Ordinance was to establish
'a B-2 zone along South Boulevard to a depth of 200 feet, which is shown by
‘the meandering B-2 zone line which appears on the Zoning Map, and exiends .
the full depth of the ownershlp of property frantlng on South Boldevard,
except in the case of the petltloner

| Mr, Shuford stated they contend that 1t would only be fair and good zoning
%practlce for the B-2 zoning line toc ke made to conform to the property line,
for this is a small tract of land and it is not practical for the front
‘portion to be zoned B-2 and the rear portion R-9,vhich prohibits the full
-usage for business purposes of the entire tract. He stated there is no
gprotest te the requested change in zoning, the surrcunding property owners
‘have been contacted and the situation discussed with them and all of them

' filed their consent to the change with the Planning Comm1351on. *

 Councilman Albea asked if the B-2 zoning were extended to the rear lot line
%how near to the nearest residence fronting on Marsh Road would the line be?
‘Mr. Shuford replied it would run the B-2 gzoning to the rear lot line of .the
‘propety fronting on Marsh Road, and there is a house on the lot which is owned
by the Trustees of Forest Hill Presbyterian Church, and he understands that :

they do not object to the B~2 zoning adjeining the propsriy at the rear - .

in fact, there are two of the Trustees of the Church present who are willing
to so state. .. _ ‘ ;

Mr, Charles Hunter, Exectuive Vice-President, Harvey B. Hunter Dairies, f
stated they have petltloned for the change in zoning for the Rudolph Corporation
' because they would like to install a Dairy Drive-thru Store on the property,g
that it is not too different from the DMve-Thru Ranks because they do not
want any congregating of people, they want them to drive in and in 90 seconds
be served and be on their way, and there would be no eating onthe premises
whatscever., He stated tney have one of these stores already in operation in
Starmount and they feel they are a high-type of store and he invited the. .
Council to visit this store and look if over. A e

' No objections were expressed to the proposed rezoning. _ O

Council decision was deferred for one week,

- ORDINANCE NO. 478 AMENDING CEAPTER 23, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
| CHARLOTTE WITH RESPECT TO FREIGHT TERMINALS AND TRUCK TERMINALS. '

The public¢ hearing was held on Petition No. 65-89A4 by the Charlotte-
Mecklenburg Planning Coimmission to amend Article III, Division I, Section
23-31, category {¢) of the Table of Permitted Uses, to delete Fre;ght |
Terminals and Truck Terminals as uses by right in the I-1 District, and
ingert wording to make them conditional uses subject to requirements etated
in Seec. 23-40.1 and insert new Sec. 23-40.1 as follows:

Sec. 23-40.1 Freight Terminals and Truck Terminals.

{a} Freight Terminals and Truck Terminals may ke permitied as a
conditional use 1n the I- l Distriet subject to the follow1ng
-requlrements

(1) Vehicular access to the terminal will be provided from '
major thoroughfares and will not require the use ~of miner
residential access streets.
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! (2) No portlon of the terminal shall ke 1ocated in such a
g manner as to oreate a hardship on adjacent property 1n
P resldentlal zening dlstrlcts.

(b) As a prerequisite to approval of an application for this conditional
use, the Council shall find that the use of the proposed site for
terminal purposes shall be in keeping with the general character of
the development of neighboring industrial properties, is located in
such a manner as to provide protection to adjacent residential
areas from noise, nighttime illumination and fumes and will not be
detrimental to additional future development in the vicinity.

Mr. FPred ‘Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated this is actually the
outgrowth ‘of a regquest by the City Council a few weeks ago for the Planning
Comm1851un to make a study that would lead to something a little less
strlngent than what had been proposed for the change in Freight and Truck
Terminal regulations. That as of now, Truck and Freight Terminals are a
permitted use in I-1 zoned districts without any restrictions or extra re-
qulrements of any sort.

HE stated the original request that Council considered a few months ago was
to make Freight and Truck Terminals in I~1 districts subject to a 300 foot
setback from property lines. As an outgrowth from that, Council considered
maklng thém a Conditional Use in I-1 districts, and thlS the Planning )
Commission has done and comes to Council with their recommendation. That
the more they studied the situation, they were convinced that this is perhaps |
an even better approach to the question than. the 300 foot setback restriction,
as this would permit each individual case being considered on its own merit,
it would permit each situation to be considered from the standpoint of just
how much setback was needed, and it would let us tdke into conslderatlon the
property 1nvolved ad301n1ng land uses and many other things. -

Mr Ben Horack, Attorney representing R. C Motor Llnes, stated that a day
or so ago, prior to this meeting, he sent to the Council a letter, which he
thinks was self-explanatory; that R, C. Motor Lines bought their property,
consisting of about 20 acres, out on I-85 on the strength of the I-1 zoming
at that time, and at the present date has prepared plans and special layouts™
énd'gutten a permit for construction and graded the site and invited bids
from contractors to build their proposed Truck Termirial and have contracted
to sell their old Terminal located off South Tryon Street. Therefore, he
reminds the Council of his suggested efforts to the Amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance which is before them for consideration this afterncon, wherein he
added a section which would in essence constitutes a grandfather clause for
R, C. Motor Lines, and anyone else similarly situated. to whom'a permit has
been granted but they have not proceeded far enough with the actual pouring
of the foundation to come within the category of a nonconforming use. That
it was his thought that people who came to Charlotte with plans and active
efforts for these facilities ought not to be penalized by a change in the
zoning ordinance, therefore should be exempt from its application. Mr, Horack
flled with the Clty Clerk a copy of. hls suggestlon, which 15 the same one
that he sent to Council..

E

CounCilman Whittington asked Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director,
and then the City Attorney to comment on Mr, Horack’s requested addition to
the ordlnance.

Er. Eryant-remarked that he has discussed the suggestion with Mr, Horack and §
his personal opinion is that it is perfectly in keeping with the aims as ‘
6r1g1nally ocutlined, and arrives at a suitable change in the ordinance in
this respect. He stated that as he understands it, the Section suggested
added to the ordinance by Mr. Horack would not become an actlve part of the
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2on1ng Ordinance itself but a part of the adopting procedure pertaining to
ﬁhe Ordinance and would merely state, as he indicated, that any wuse for :
Whlch a permit had already keen issned would not ke affected by the Emendment:
to the Ordinance now before Counc1l provxded constructlon was started within
a perlod of 6 months. .

Mr Kiser, City Attorney, remarked that he thlnks that Mr. Horack s
suggestlon is perfectly proper. _

Mr William Trotter, President of Nance—Trotter Realty, Inc,, .and a member

of the Community Facilities Commlttee of the Home Builders Association,

stated that from the viewpoint of a residential property owner near I-1
zonlng, this action started around the fall of 1964 when Trucking Terminals
were a permitted use in I-2 zoned districts, but not in I-1 zones., At that
tlme there was a problem on I-85 and in- order to ‘accomodate a specific
zoning request, a city-wide ordinance was amended %o permit Trucking Tbrmlnals
anywhere in I-1 districts. This came to the attention of the Home Builders.
Association and on Augnst 18, 1965 after some research the Association asked
the City Council for a public hearing to review this with the thought of
establishing a 300 foot buffer zone bketween Trucking Tem inals and reésidences.
That this was the second time that the Planning Commission had recommended .
the 300 foot buffer, in the fall of 1964 and again in 1965, The hearing was .
granted and at it Mr. Bledsce. appeared for the Home Builders Association and .
Mr. Algie Lawing, President of the Charlotte Board of Realtors spoke in
support of keeping trucking terminals away from the doorsteps of residential .
uses No action was taken by the City Council and they .surmised that Council
1n its wisdom saw fii not to make an abrupt change that would hurt the Motor
Llnes. : : .

& lot of time has passed and now it appears that Council is interested in-
doing something about this to keep these Terminals from practically under
somecne’s bedroom window. Now, first of all, the idea that a 300 foot buffer
would be wasted land is a red herring -~ it could be used for parking for
example. The buffer zone is not unigue in Charlotté, even if you have & i
Business zone that allows shooting galleries, you cannot have it right next

to a residence, you have to allow so many feet between, but this does not

mean that the Shooting Gallery has to buy aXl the land 300 or 400 feet around
it and leave it to lie idle; what it means is that other acceptable business
uses can occupy the intervening space, and this is what he is talking about -
h?re. "Ne one is asking the Trucking Companies to buy 300 feet of ground and -
turn it into a park or let it lie idle, If a home owner should buy a tract

of land, part of which is zoned Industrial, he does not have to let that lie -
idle for generations, he merely builds homes or something permitted in &
residential zone - and so the Trucking Terminal can use the 330 foot buffer |
zone for something else, perhaps a warehouse or some other usage permitted

1h it. Secondly, and thls argument comes under the category of ancther red
herr1ng - that is, 1f Council takes action that restriets Truking usage in
I+l districts they are taking something away from the trucking industry; that
1? this argument had any validity it would be that in the fall of 1964 Council
took something away from every residential property owner in the City by
allow1ng Trucklng Termlnals to go rlght in next door to him.

Mr Trotter stated further that he has heard today from- Mr Phil Alexander

an Executive Officer of ithe Board of Realfors, that the Board is of the same
oplnlon on the subject and supperts the idea of protecting residential .
property or uses from Trucking Terminals, and of the 300 foof buffer. That
the alternative that the Planning Commission and Staff have come up with

may well be the answer to the problem, but he wants to point out that their
recommendation does not do anything but throw it back in the laps of the
Council, and in effect, the Council will be assuming the jcb of the Building
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;nspector - every time someone wants a building permit the problem will
W1nd up in their laps.if it is contreversial or if they want something that
us not fully covered by precedent, and this means that it is now proposed-
that the City Council, already burdened with more and miore zoning cases,
iakes on the ruling on building permits, and with some future Council, as
a matter of favoritism can see his Trucker gets just what he wants. Mr.
&rotter asked why not put some provision in the Zoning Ordinance that can
be fair and equal to all, if not 300 feet then put it 200 feet, but put
some kind of a safe and definite separation ketween the man’s bedroom and
that 24 hour a day tallgate banging, mufflers going; -speeding motors et ’
cetera. ,

Mr Louis Bledsce commended the Councll for the diligence .with which they
have tried to solwve :this problem which affects one of the major industries -
of the Charlotte area .and the populatlon 1tse1f and for this the Home
Bullders Association is most 1ndebted

The proposal that was put before Councll.by the Home Bullders Assoclatlon ;
to add a buffer zone so as to allow Trucking Terminals to exist in I-1 zones,
restrlctlng moving traffie within 300 feet of a residential area, was -
;eccmmended by the Plamning Commission., Very definite progress has been
made in the recommendations before the Council now, and there is no :
guestion but that in requesting the Planning Commssion .to restudy the matter |
?nd now considering their recommendation, the Council is attempting to 5
handle the problem instead of ignoring that the problem exists. The only
concern that he has about this problem” is if the Council has not invited _
a tremendous workload for every time any company at all interested in coming-
into-Charlotte and building a terminal or other type business, checks the
zoning and finds that a residential area is adjacent to the I-l zone, they
will come in and attempt to gef the Council to approve their plans regardless,
@hat would greatly concern the residential owner of Charlotte, but he thinks §
it will concern the Council more, for it will put the whole problem up to
the City Council. That he foresees it will bring many headaches and
problems; so if the ordinance as it is now is adopted we will wait and see-
if he is not right., It is the economics that are involved that brings

about the problems and Council will hear that cry, what can they do when

a man says "I have paid $150,000.00 Ffor a piece of property out here
édjacent te a residential area, and I have got 4o have some relief, what are
you gong to do about it”. But if Council tells the trucking firms that they |
are in an I-1 zone and when they go to build they can do so with a 300 foof |
buffer zone, and they can build a number of things within the 300 foot-
buffer or they can park on it, but they cannot have moving trucks within
that area - that is what the Hbme Builders Association recommended and
stlll recomends, and so to make their plans accordingly, and the problem
is solved both for the Truckers and the residential owners, and the
?ruckers can so make his plans ahead and he need not waste that 300 feet
of land. #Mr. Bledsce stated that he is merely bringing out this point on
behalf of the Home Builders Association - and he will leave this one
questlon, has the Councll cured the problem.or Just created headaches?

Counc1lman Thrower remarked that he would llke to tell Mr. Bledsoe that the 4
COﬂhCll has been working on this question about 18 months and have had their
problems and this is what they think.is the most -reasonable:for everybody, ;
SO let’s live with it for a while,

Councllman Tuttle commented to Mr. Bledsoe that he feels a 1ittle re- ;
spcn31b111ty for paragraph (b} for he -can see where a 300 or 200 feet buffer
would be grossly inadequate, and this is the best. | thinking of the Planning
Commission and the Couneil. : ; - ;
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underground, and Mr. Hall replied that they would ke, that he has at . the

Council decision was deferred for one week.
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Councilman Tuttle then moved that regardless of what decision Council makes
on this ordinance, that it be congidered w1th the addition of the Section: _
suggested by Mr. Horack, copies of which the Council received prior to this .
meeting. The motion_was seconded by Councihnan1Whittington,ﬂand unanimously
carried B ' T .

Councllman Thrower then moved the adoptlon of Ordinance No, 478 Amendlng
Section 23, Zoning, of the Code of the City of Charlotte, Article I1I,
Division I, Section 23-31, with respect to Truck and Freight Termznals
The motion was seconded by Coun01lman Whlttlngton, and unanlmously carrled

The ordlnance is recorded in full in Ordlnance Book 14 beginning at Page
328,

HEARING ON PEFITION NO. 66-54 BY H., E. HALL, FOR CHANGE. IN ZONING FROM
R-6MF AND B-l TO B-2 OF THREE LOTS CN THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF EAST FIFTH
STREET AND EAST SEVENTH STREET, FRONTING 203.85 FEET ON EAST FIFTH STREET
AND 100.0 FEET ON EAST SEVENTH STREET.

The public hearing was held on the subject petition,

Mr., Bryanit, Assistant Planning Director, stated the property consists of
three lots at the intersection of East Sth and -Bast 7th Streets; the corner
lot of the property is used by Hall Fuel Oil Company, and the two adjoining
Jots are vacant. The property . across.7th Street is occupied by the Firemen’s
Hall and the property. across 5th Street is vacant, there is a duplex at

the diagonal corner of 5th and 7th and single family residences primarily . .
up Sth-Street, with a few duplexes. On 7th Street, the adjoining property .
is vacant down to Briar Creek, with a Service Station located at Briar
Creek. Other than that the. property is all vacant. . The zoning of the
subject property is B-1 on the corner lot, as is all the property down 7th
Street to Briar Creek, and the other two lots of the subject property are
zoned R-6MF as is the remalnlng ‘portion of the inside area.

Mr, H. E. Hall, the petltloner stated that he has been operating a fuel
business on a portlon of the property for about fifteen years, and in the
meanwhile the zoning was changed to B-1. If has been recommended that he
have these other two lots and the corner lot gzonmed B-2, which is the zoning-
the corner lot calls for, and he will greatly appreciate Council’s con-
sideration of his petltlon for this change in zoning. .

property? Mr. Hall replied that is correct, he would like to bury tanks
on the portion of the property next to the corner lot, which he is
occupying at the present time, Councilman Whittington asked if he plans

to expand any west on S5th Street coming back towards Mercy Hospital, and
Mr. Hall replied that he does not -Councilman Whittington then asked if he
owns the property towards Briar Creek on 7th Street, and Mr, Hall stated .
that he does not. Councilman Tuttle asked if his tanks would not all ke

present time tanks buried on his property at the corner and he had to
acquire this additional property for use for that purpose. : %

No objectioné wére,expressed to the probosed rezoning.
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HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-55 BY OAKHURST REALTY COMPANY, INC. FOR CHANGE
IN ZONING FROM R-9MF TO I-2 OF AN IRREGULAR SHAPED TRACT OF LAND FRONTING
/52,21 FEET ON THE EAST SIDE OF CHIPPENDALE ROAD, BEGINNING 726.67 FEET
'NORTH OF MONROE ROAD, AND EXTENDING EASTWARD FROM CHIPPENDALE ROAD
%APPROXIMATELY 764 FEET.

The public hearing was held on the subjéct retition,

Mr. Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated that the property is
‘located to the rear of what was formerly the Hudson Hosiery Mill property
‘on Monroce Road. The property is vacant, the adjoining property has two
operations on it, Atlantic Wool Cembing Company and the Woonsocket Spinning-
Company; the property adjoining the other side has on it a Beauty Shop, and
the propety is adjoined all along Chippendale Avenue by single family
regidences;: to the east there is an area that is presently being developed
for apartment uses. Along Monroe Road itslef there is a mixture of industriagl
uses. The goning of the property is R-9MF, as is the property to the north, |
west and east, and it is adjoined only con the south side by I-2zon1ng that |
extends on out Monroe Road.

Mr. Robert Perry, Attorney for the Petitiomer, stated that Amocal Industrles,
Ine., is the parent company of three corporations he is interested in talklng
about- today, they are Woonsocket Spinning Company, -Atlantic Weool Combing- '
Campany and a new corporatxn which hopefully will be the third company .

;1f their petition is approved, BAmocal Industries also own Oakhurst: Realty
Company, which is the petitioner for this rezoning; therefore, the manu-
gfacturing companies involved are simply sister companies to- the ownér of the
iland, Atlantic Wool Combing Company has a completely different operation
from Woonsocket Spinning Company, Woonsocket uses some of Atlantic products, |
but they are completely_separated types of ‘operation, and about the only -~
thlng these companies have in common is the fact- they are owned by the same
Corporation. The plan of Amocal Industries is to form a new Corporation
which will engage in a different type of manufacturing, therefore it is

not feasible even if the present Plart was adequate, for the companies to use =
joint facilities other than a joint warehouse. They are using the Cld Hudson
Hosiery Mill to its full capacity and there is no oppértunity at all for
either of the present companies to expand their operations; therefore, there
is no room in the Building for the new operation. Moreover, if they ' should
.add on to this building, rather than building a completely separate building,
ithey would prevent the two present companies from expansion, and close off
the service entrance and cut off Atlantic Wool Combing Company from its coal
bin, together with a number of other masons, such as cause the building to
run into their sanitary sewer field, which is a special disposal unit, and
would have to build on a filled area, which they are hesitant to do. -

1

He stated that unless the petltldn is granted, it will ke impossible to'--
expand this operation; their-only alternative would be to go somewhere else
and find some other property that is suitably-zoned, perhaps in this
community, but he thinks they can see the problems involved there wheré the
new corporation will be using some of the products of perhaps both of the
sister companies; certainly some of-Atlantic¢ products.. Not only that, they
would have a problem of communication; they would not be able to use the
gsame telephone facilities and all in all it would be very impractical for
‘them to locate in any place other than this. That he hopes he has demon-~
strated that it is not practical to add on to the present building.

He stated further thelr company owns the property to the rear of this tract,
but they have not made application to rezone all the property; they have
left a very substantial area to the rear which they are not asking to be
rezoned, and therefore, they are providing a buffer zone to the rear them-
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selves. That on the right side of the property as you face it from the-
01d Monroe Koad, the terrairn is very rough, very low and falls off into.a
big swell which will act as an effective buffer beiween the property in
‘question and the apartments which are being built. The apartments are
§hardly visible from this propety although from a standp01nt of dlstanca
'they are not tooc far away.

Coun01lman Thrower asked what thﬁ Company is geing to make and Mr Perry
replied that is a secret, but it is something they think is really going
§to be great; that it is & new process. They did say it would be as
differsnt from Atlantic and Woonsocket, as Wbonsochet and Atlantlc are’
from each other. :

Councilman Tutitle asked Mr. Bryant the condition of the little houses
immediately adijacent? Mr..Bryant replied they are frame hcmes reasonably
well-kept. - Councilman Tuttle asked if this property comes immediately up
to these houses, and Mr. Bryant replied the request for rezoning would come
immediately to the rear of this property. Councilman Tuttle asked if this
would be a roaring type operation, and Mr. Perry replied he understands -
thers will ke a noise factor but it will not be any more oknoxicus than the
present operat*on -

Councilman Short asked Mr, Perry if the use planned here would be possible
in I-2 but would not ke possible in - I+1? Mr. Perry replied he is sure
‘that it will be the same general type of thing; scme kind of dealing in
textiles or wool, scme processing of that type, and he would assume that.
they need whatever is the minimum zZoning.

Vo cbjections were expressed to the propesed change in zmoning.’

Counell decision was deferred for one week, -

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-56 BY GENE JOHHSUN’S REMODELING SLRVICE - FOR
CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-9MF TO B-1 OF ELEVEN LOTS FRONTING 550 FEET ON THE-

SOUTHWEST SIDE OF EASTWAY DRIVE, BEGINNING 400 bEET NORTH OF SHAMRCCK DRIVE¢
The public hearing was held on the sub;ect pet1+1on.

'Mr Fred Bryant A5515Lant Plawnlng DLrector presented a map of the propert?g

ﬁnd surrounding area, .and stated this request consist of eleven lots on the
southwest side of Eastway Drive, beginning just about opposite Michigan

Avenue and extending towards Tryon Street zlonyg The Plaza and along Eastway,-!

just past Audrey Street. The sub;ect property has on it at.least two

houses and other that it is vacant; it is adjoined on the south side by the
?hopplng Center Area arcund Shamrock and East way Drives; adjacent to it is

& Drive-in Restaurant with a number of:retail stores, Thé business area
hcross Eastway, beginning at Michigan Avenue -and going back towards

Shamrock is & series of small stores, keginning with a Doctor’s office and-
then geing dinto such things as a drapery store, -barber shop, -hardware

store ete, A relatively new fire station is located on Frontenas, and
?irectly across Eastwey Drive from the property it is developed with single
family reszidences all the way through to Michigan Avenuve and Audrey Street.

Peginning at Shaﬁrock Drive interseciion, the zoring ie B-1 on both sides
of Eastray Drive to a point near Michigan Avenue where there are two lots

set up as a transitional ares of (Gffice between the business and residential
area, Continuing out Eastway on both sides the zoning is R-9MF for the .
?ntire area, including all eleven lots which are being considered tedayv.

zoned O-6, with one ‘lot on one side of Eastway Drive zconed 0-6, both keing ..

N
i
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?ouncilman Tuttle asked Mr. Bryant if this is going to be the beginning of
another “Independence Boulevard” for Eastway Drive?. Mr, Bryant replied he
?hinks this is & very strious consideration for it would kegin extending
business zoning along Eastway from the buffer that we now have.

Mr. A, Woodrow asked if B-1 will be for business as he does not know what
B-1 is? He was told that it would be for business. Mr. Woodrow then
stated his property is on the east side, and this states the subject petition
is on the east side. Mr. Bryant replied that the property in question is on
the southwest side. Mr., Woodrow stated he wants his property zoned the same
%hng. Mayor Brookshire advised him that he could make an application and
petitlon Council for the change but he cannot say whether they would or
would not- approve his petition at this tlme

MI. Parker Whedon, attorney, stated he represents'Gene Johnson’s Remodeling
Service and the other property owners of the property involved in this
betitiona- That the property as shown on the map is located on Eastway Drive,
the proposed Belt Road which has been celebrated in a controversy whose
echos still reverberate in this Chamber, and the Belt Road is nc longer in

a proposal stage; work has already begun at both ends -~ and more recently
Council ‘has seen the pictures of tree outters invading what was once actual
residential property. That the last wvestige of a residential character of
this property is being taken away with the establishment of this thorough-
fare, and it will have no more value, his clients contend, for any worth-
Whlle residential use, the only value this property will have will ke for _
§ome kind of commercial use and that is the reason they are asking that these%
eleven 1ots fronting on this thoroughfare be rezoned for business.- |

Counc1lman Whittington asked if there are any residences on this property, |
@nd Mr. Whedon replied there are two or three small frame residences on the
property, pictures of which were mailed to the Council and Planning- Commlss1on.
He stated that looking from the north in a southerly direction along the
westerly side of the road are the houses kelonging to the petitioner whose
considered view of the economic situation is that he will ke much better
éff to remove those houses and put the property to the use consistent with
What is going on and has been geing on at the intersection where there is
a congiderable cluster of business.

Mr Whedon stated along the rear of thls property is a very low area and a
heavxly wooded branch which will serve as a natural and effective buffer
to the residential property on the rear. -He advised that he has heard-of
no protest being made thus far. : o )

Mr Whedon called attention to .the traffic 51tuat10n along Eastway Drive
which is well known to anybody who drives along Eastway Drive, and they
anticipate that this will be increased tremendously with the completion

of the Belt Road. That he understands it calls for a 60 foot width of
pavement 4 lanes, with a total right of way 100 feet. They say the values
df their property for residential purposes has been taken away and will be
taken away entirely by these developments. Mr. Whedon pointed out on a
d;agram a proposed super market building, containing 30,000.square feet, to
be located at the north end of the property Which will have adequate -
parklng facilities surrounding it.

Counc1lman Short asked how def1n1te this plan is and Mr. Whedon replied
the idea of Mr, Johnson was to construct the building and lease it to some
gompany like the Kroeger Company from whom they have a letter expressing
@ery definite interest in the rental of the building at this location.

ﬁo opposition was expressed to the.proposed change in zoning.

Council decision was deferred for one week.
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HEARING ON PETITION NO., 66-57 BY CHARLES E.HICKS, FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM
R-¢ TO R-6MF OF A 5.75 ACRE TRACT OF LAND FRONTING 546.37 FEET ON THE EAST:
SIDE OF PARK ROAD, BEGINNING 740,86 FEET NORTH OF TOWNES ROAD.

The subject petltlon wWaSs presented to be heard and the Councll was advised
that a petition protesting the change in zoning has been filed by owners .
of more than 20% of the area w1th1n 100 feet adjacent to one of the side -
iines of the property requested rezoned and is sufficient to invoke the .
20% rule requiring the affirmative vote of six Councilmen in order to
rezone the property./ -

Mr J W, Kiser, City Attorney, advised that it -has come to his attention
that the protest petition referred tc was filed on last Wednesday which was
not two work days prior to the public hearing date, and was, therefore,

not filed in time and in accordance with the requirements of the General
Statutes with respect to the filing of pfotest petitions. Because of that,
the Protest is not sufficient to invoke the 3/4 Rule, However, it may be '
consldered as a general protest. o )

Coun01lman Short asked 1f this 1s on aceount ofAihe hnllday on last Frlday,
May 20th, and ctherwise the petition wonld have been sufficient? Mr. Kiser
replled that is correct. :

uouncllmun Alkea remarked that he does mot think they should be penallzed
because the City Hall was closed that day.

Mayoz Brookshire stated that Mr. Albea has raised the questlon as to whether :
er not Council should impcse this penalty since Friday was a holiday, and

a petition protesting a zoning pet;tlon be filed at. least two. normal work
days excluding Saturdays Sundays and legal holldays leOI to the date
establlshed for publ1c hearing.

Mr Fred Bryant, A851stan+ Pl;nnlng Dlrector, stated he thlnkn we will have
to admit to an error in the publication on this. When the legal notice
Was written and when the sign was placed on the property, nonhe of us
noticed the fact that there would be a holiday intervening, and therefore.
the legal notice and the signs on the property did state Hay 18th as the
deadllne for filing of a protest petition.

@ayor Brookshire asked Mr, Kiser if this would alter the situation, and Mr.
Kiser replied we cannot by error violate the provisions of the Statu*es;

bcuncxlmun Albea remarked that he has never wanted anything lost by default,
and that is what we are doing here.

Oouncllman Tuttle asked Mr Kiser what is meant by a legal holiday? Mr. Kiser

replled in this case it is a legal holiday ~ Mecklenburg Independence Day -
QEclared so by the General Statutes. Councilman Alkea stated the City
Qouncil, itself, in years gone by made it a legal holidy as far as City
Hall was concerned.

Oﬁuncllman Alexander askeq in view of what Mr Bryant has Sald about the
mistake that was made, is there anyway out - or are we legally bound, and

there is no alternative? In light of the facts.in the case perhaps we
could claim an error on the advertisement? Mr. Kiser replied no.

Councilman Short asked if the hearing cannot . be re- scheduled? Mr, Kiser
replied we could perhaps readvertise the hearlng for the petition, however,
we have a zoning petition before us, a public hearing scheduled for the
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petition and in some manner that has to be disposed of, At the moment

he dees not know anything that ‘can be done, except perhaps a withdrawal
by the petitioner, that a continuance would do no good because it would
be continuing the date of the public hearing from today until another day.

Councilman Alexander asked if Council could defer any dction today to give
Mr. Kiser time to give a definite legal opinien as to what action can be
taken under the circumstances? ' Mr, Kiser replied that Council may defer a
public hearing at any time. The rules with respect to the publlc hearing
and the 3}4 Rule would have to be effective as of last Tuesday.

Councilman Tuttle asked in deferernce to these people who ‘acted in good
faith according to the Sign, could the Council not resolve that they would
abide by the 3/4 Rule vote? Mr. Kiser replied we are talking about the
rights of some other people involved in this petltlon, in addition to the’

rights of the Council to ‘claim the 3/4 Rule, and he does not thlnk we can
get at the problem in that fashion.

Councilman Albea asked then what can be done to be fair to everyone? Mr.
Kiser replied it is his opinion that we have to proceed with the public
hearing as advertised and when the time comes to vote, the 3/4 Rule will
not be in effect. ; '

Mayor Brookshiré stated on the’ basis of that rullng, ‘the Counc11 will
proceed with the hearing of the Petition.

Mr. Bryant advised that the property is located on the east side of Park
Road going out from town and Marsh Road leads to the left towards South

.Boulevard, and Yale Place comes off Park Road to the east. The subject
property consists of a little more than 5 and 1/2 acres and is entirely

veloped in single family residences. Across Park Road, at the corner of
Marsh Road is St. Luke’s Lutheran Church, on the other corner is the
‘Clmarron Apartments, then Catholic High School then there are four 51ngle -
famlly houses going out Park Road and then the new Y.W.C. A

He stated the zoning in the area is entirely single family, with the

wvacant, It is bounded on the north, south and east by property that is de-

exception of the corner of Marsh Road and Park Road on which Cimarron
Apartments is located, and it is zoned R-6MFH.

Mr. Ben Horack, Attorney for the Petltloner, stated he is dlstressed about
the 3/4 Rule as had he been on the other side, it could so easily have
‘happened to him as it was a date so very notoriously outstanding, May 20th,
but nevertheless it is pretty easy to overlook when yol start anticipating
things weeks in advance in a routine fashion. He regres that, but he asked
that the Council in their voting,which he presumes will be next week, and
the Commission to6, to take into account as it were, whatever weight they
think normally would be genetrated by a protest of real consequence such as
the one that has been filed, but for the single finger of falth would havek
brought into play the 3/4 Rule.

Mr. Horack stated the protestants who have filed this petition are one or
two on Park Road, but he does not think theré is any on the opposite side
of Park Road from the subject property over near St. Lukes and the YWCA

Terrace, which is the street that comes intoc the rear of this property; those
are the people who are protesting, in addition to a Mrs Jones on the side
of the property. That he does not suppose there is anybody who has a private

mﬁtlufamlly use 6f property in the vieinity of their own.

building. That predeminately the people affected are those back on Marlwood

single family residence that is partlcularly in love with the prospects of a




 property is on Park Road and the reasons for the requested change were set .
forth in his brochure and he will elaborate on them again. That basically
it is on Park Reoad. and Park Read is sort of a dead-duck for something that

'combed as it is, it is not going to be used for single-family usage.

In the petition which was filed, the property was described as having keen

§for years; Mr Hick’s mother and her sister acquired it from J. K. Wolfe
.30 years ago, and it has been in the family coming down to Mr. Hicksby

is what we are going to do, and then. if they do not get the zoning, that is
part of their overhead; but Mr. Hicks is not in that favorable position. .
‘Nevertheless, it is hoped that the property is rezoned so that it can ke
used for something, and Mr. Hicks hopes tc ke able to swing it himself and

ithis property is waiting long enuugh and the time has come where they
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Mr, Horack stated he has sent to each of the Council a brochure. That the

fronts on it, as far as new construction. There is St. Luke’s Lutheran
Church, Cimarron Apartments, Catholic High and the YWCA, and like it or not,
it might have been otherwise. But this segment of the Park Road artery
running through the middle of Charlotte has already keen earmarked for

other than single family uses, and the Cimarron Apartments that are across

:

%dlagonally from the subject property is already zoned R~BMFH and his requesté
'is. for R-s8MF, In addition to what is there and in splte of its effect on ’

the people to the rear on Marlwood Terrace, and other property in the P
immediate vicinity, it cannct be used and will not be used as a prdetical :
matter for single family usage. The rear of the property is honey-combed |
with gulleys, ditches and sure enough running creeks. The property in the
area is estimated 15 to 20 feet below the surface .of Park Road and heney-

acguired in 1965 by deed which is true, but was actually deeded to Mr and
Mrs Hicks in order to get the proper+y in the joint name of husband and
wife, rather than just his alone; the Hicks family has owned this property

Wiil.

Mr, Hbrack stated.that Mr. chks does not have any spec1flc plans for
multi-family usage of this property; some petltloners can afford to get ths
architectural, engineering and designing work done in advance and say here

hopes to ke able to get the necessary finances to do it., That-it cannot ;
be used for single~family and although his sympathies are with the people
at the rear, he does suggest that waiting for 30 years to do something for

should have reliief. -

Mr. Jce Millsap, Attorney for the protestants, ralsed objection to the ruling
by the City Attorney and asked Mr, Kiser if it is based on the City Code or .
State Statutes, and does the State Statutes show a time limit? Mr. Kiser .
replied that the Statutes and City Code read the same. That the Statutes
provide “Ho protest against any change or amendment in-a zoning ordinance

ior zoning map shall bevalid or effective for purposes of G, S. 160+176 un-
less it be in the form of a written petition, actually bearing the sigratures
of the requisite ‘number. of property owners, and statlng that the sigrners do
iprotest the proposed change or amsndment and unless it shall have been |

received by the Municipal Clerk in Sufflclent time to allow the Municipality
at least two normal work days, excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and legal ;

holidays, prior to the date established for a public hearing on the proposed
change or amendment.” That the City Code provides A protest against any
proposed change which is intended to invoke the regquirement of G, 3. 160«
176 for a 3/4 majority vote shall be filed with the City .Clerk in sufficient
time to allow at least two normal work days, excluding Saturdays, Sundays
and legal holidays, prior to the date established for public hearxng on the
proposed change o ; . .

yr. Milléap stated he is"speaking'in kehalf of scme 50 citizens who filed the.
protest and some other 185 to 20 citizens who have later signed a protest.
petition. That in July 1960, the Planning Commission changed the plan from
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a general development of the area of which the Hicks préperty is a part,

and everything in the immediate vicinity is zoned R-9 except the Cimarron
Apartments. That it is true there are schools and churches and. the new
YWCA in the area, and he thinks these are the types of establishments which
any thinking citizen would want in his residential area. Within the past
ten years the residences of the adjoining property immediately adjacent to
this tract have been built, and some of them have cost Gonsidetable amounts
of money in the $25,000 to $30,000 category; and it is true that most of
these homes are behind the subject property we are talking about and not on
Park Road; however a couple of signers of the petition reside on Park Road,
and there are even names on the petition of persons behind 5t. luke’s Church
on Marsh Road.

In May of 1963 Mr. Hicks joined in and 51gned a protest in opposition to
Petltlon No. 63-30 for the rezoning of land immediately in front of the land
Whlch he seeks to rezone today - that is the land from Marsh Koad going south |
on Park Road. He called attention to the map which he presented and stated
the only apartments in the area are the Cimarron Apartments located directly
across from the proposed apartments. That it is 3/4 of a mile down to the
Park Road Shopping Center and 1/2 mile back up Park Road to anything other
than a residential area; it is §/4 miles across country to get to anything
other than residential area and it isamile and 1,4 down to Woodlaim Road,
all of this general area following the general plan that it be used for
fesidential purposes, the one exception being the Cimarron Apartments.

Mr Mlllsap stated that in the Marlwood Street area done there are some 60

hlldren of high school age and under. The Cimarron Apartments in the area
have shown the residents they are going to have a parking problem; not only
that there will be Sunday afternocon parties that disturb the neighborhood
considerably such as the one they had there Sunday a week ago, and the con-
gtruction of another apartment building in the area would create more
problems in a Residential R-9 district. The traffic on Park Road is already
érowded and it will be more congested with thiz additional traffic. He
presented a picture of the traffic at 7:30 Monday morning and stated it is
bBacked wtoYale Place; the Traffic Engineering Department tells him that
there are 15,000 cars traveling that street during a 12 hour day.

Mr, Millsap stated further that immediately behind the subject property

there is a creek which is fed by two branches, and he is told by the people
1n the area that even today these branches flood and the river is quite broadJ
at that point, and to put-an apartment there would increase the flood ;
hazards considerably. To put an apartment house in this area would devalue
the property of these ‘homeowners, That if the zoning law has any reason for
being, he thinks it is there to protect the people who have invested their
savings 'in their homes, and in this case the investment has been w1th1n the
past ten years, and he asked that this fact be considered carefully. That
Eess than three vears ago, Council and the Planning Commission determined

that this area should not be regoned; and it was residential property at

that time, and he sukmits that-the character of the neighborhood has not
changed That we talk in terms of building up Downtown Charlotte, and he

aays we ‘should alse endeavor to maintain and keep in their present form the
fine residential area which we have vhere it is possible to do so, and this

LS cne that he thinks would certainly e devalued by the placing of apartments
on this property and he requests that they not be put there. The rezoning ‘
of this land will create an additional traffic hazard; it will devalue the
praperty, it will, in effect, constitute spot zonlng, and the proposed use _
of this land is not in keeping with the uses in the surrounding ared; he asked
that they not let the mistake that was made with the Clmarron Apartments ke
repeated.
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ﬁr A, P, McMillan, resident.of Marlwood Terrace, stated he would like te %
suggest that the hearlng is failing for lack of notlce that if the notice
was improper, then. it was not a notice, and therefore the hearing is analld.

Counc1lman Bhort asked Mr, Kiser to read the North Carollna Statutes con—
cernlng signs, if it is handy? Mr. Kiser replied the North Carolina Statutes
with respect to public hearlng advertisement simply states that notice of

the advertisement should be given in the newspaper for two successive calendar
Weeks and for a certain length of time. It does not specify the contents of
the advertisement and no where is there a requirement that the advertisement |
show the date by which a protest on the petition be filed. That the same
thing applies to the City Code. 2

Councllman Albea stated the signs on the property were placed there at the
request of Council some years ago to the Planning Board.

Mr John Dunlap stated he lives 8CTOSS Park Road from the property, and he -
has an interest in what is going on across from him. That they already have
the facts about the traffic conditions, the Cimarron Apartments face Park
Road and run up Park Road and from his front porch he looks right into their
parklﬁg lot, and he can testify to the amount of trafflc How did this”
apartment come about? It was placed in the zoning plan at the time of the
ogverall plan in 1962 and there were no signs and no notices placed on the
property, and the people in the neighborhood overlooked that any change had
been made in the property until they were .in the process of moving the house
ﬁo build the apartments Since that time, the property directly across from -
the subject property came up for rezoning, and the people in- the neighborhood
1mmed1ate1y appealed to the -Planning Board and the Council and that_petltlon
was refused. They are ready to. start again if he can judge by the faet' that

a month ago he had a call from a perscn 1ntereeted in the other property whe |

wanted to know if he would. protest it if it came up again for rezoning, and E
he told him he would. .

Mr Dunlap referred to the map of the area and p01nted out the property in
questlon the Church property consisting of two lots, and a private residence
that was up for rezoning in the same fashion as the subject property but-was
denied; he pointed out the location of his home and stated he has lived

here for 26 years and has watched the develepment with interest; that he looks
onto the apartment parking lot from his front porch and the parking go so bad |
that within the last month or two an additional request was made to give them
additional parking space so they could get their cars off the rocad. That

he went to the Planning Board and was assured that changing the property to
allow additional parking would not in any way change the zoning of the
bulldlng allowed and for that reason no protest was made; getting the cars
off the road and parking them back on the lot he approved. . -

MT Dunlap stated thls is one of the nlcest areas in Charlotte w1th it beinq
u;marred with_high rise apariments, high density apartments or commercial
institutions., If the subject property goes to apartments, then it would

almost naturally-follow that the area.was broken down and the parking would E

be almost at his property line. That the Petitioners use the argument that
they have had the property for 30 years and cannot sell it for anything, but
he believes there were plenty of times it could have been used for private

residences. - - . . o

Mr. Dick Hurley, resident of Marlwood Terrace, stated he is the father of
sax of those sixty children. That he sympathises with Mr. Horack howaver,
he thinks he is asking them toc buy a "pig in a poke” in that Mr. chks haz
no plans, he would just like to get it rezoned.
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Mr Jerry. Kennelly stated he is not a native Charlottean "he is an ex-yankee
whe came here as it is a beautiful and fine place, and one thing that
gmpresses the city slicker from up north is the caliber of City and County
bovernment that we have here. The Council as the elected representatives
are doing a tremendous job, and they together with the Planning Commission,
are rmaking Charlotte one of the pretitiest cities not only in the South but
an the entire country.That they hawve elected the members of Council and have
falth in them, and here are Fifty people who have signed a petition, and
some of them live on Yale Place and they are the ones who are suffering
today from the effects of Cimarron Apartments. That with no disrespect to
Mr Kiser, he thinks the law is making a mlstake when fifty people such as
they, can be disenfranchised.

ﬂr. J. D. Taylor, resident of Marlwood Terracé,” stated he 'is one of thé
broperty owners adjacent to the property requested rezoned. That Mrs Jones
whose property adjoins the subject property, cculd not ke here due to an
accident, and she has requested him to express her ext%eme opposition to 7
the rezoning of the property. Mr. Taylor stated that/some years he worked
wlth Mr. Dunlap and wheén he sought a place to live he selected this area -
Marlwood Terrace - because it was R-1 zoning; ‘and at that time those who
bullt thee realized that it would be a protected area or else they would not |
have assigned R-1 zoning tc that area. They earnestly request that Council
give seriocus consrderatlon to the area keeplng its present zoning.

Mr Jim Carlton, resrdent of Marlweod Terrace, stated he is father of more
than 10% of the sixty children.  That he wants to speak in behalf of the
2* to 5 yvear old toddlers, and he ‘cannot even say how many there are. That
all of the residents cooperate by parking their cars in their driveways at
all time, and consequently Marlwood Terrace is usually free of parked cars
unless someone is entertaining, and these 2%, 3, 4 and § year old children
feel free to ‘oross the street without being admonlshed to look right and
left, and they play in Marlwood Terrace, and all they have to do is take a
look at Yale Place at any hour and see what has happened to that street,
and there is nethlng more dangerous fer a playrng chlld than a parked car.

Councrl d901sxon was deferred for one week

i
i

éppom'rm:m OF. JOHN E. INGERSOLL AS CHIEF OF POLICE. -« S g

ﬂayor Brookshire remarked that he would recognlze‘Coun011man Whittington, :
gur Mayor pro tem, at thls tlme on a matter of considerable community '
lmportance and 1nterest

Councrlman Whlttlngton prefaced ‘his remarks by saying this is‘a long state~
ment and he made it that way because of its importance, and he would hope
that the news media would attempt to see to it that the entire statement is
made avarlable 1n-the1r news medla elther Telev151on, Radio or Newspaper.

Councllman Whlttlngton stabd that cn behalf of the Clty Couneil he would

like to make the follow1ng statement whlch has to do wrth the office of
Chlef of Pollce.

5"Ch1ef John S. Herd informed Councll on January 4, 1966, that he -
planned to retire on June 30, 1966. Since Chlef Herd made that
announcement, the City Council has been actively seeking the best
gualified man avallable to serve as Charlotte g hext Chxef of
Police. . . :

Our first official action was on January 10 when the Council made
the following statement: '

187
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'The serviees of the International Association of Chiefs
of Police will be used to agsist in the selection of the
next Chief of Police. The IACP, through its publications
and contacts, will 1nform the’ ldW enforcement profession
throughout the nation of the position that will be avail-
able in Charlotte. The TACP will receive applicatiens
for the posifion and will conduct an examination of all
candidates. PFollowing this examination process, the
Council will be provided with the names and an evaluation
of each of the top candidates. The selection process
will be completed by the COUHCll

The Council’s objecfive'is.to cbtain for Charlotte. the
kest qualified Chief of Police who is available.

Members of the Charlotte Police Department who want to
ke considered for the position are urged to submit
applications to the TACP, Others in the community who
want to be conszdered are also urged to submit
applications to the IACP,

A1l appiican{s Willﬁfeceive eQuel_coneideration.'

The Internatlonal Assoclatlon of Chlefs of . Pollce following cur
request, proceeded to advertlse the position. The -examination was
preceded by natlonw1de publicity,: announ01ng the upcoming vacancy.
Anncuncements were published in two issues of The Police Chief
(circulation 10,000). In addition, the announcement was sent to
Police Associations in fifty states;'to every four-year college
or university in the country known to offer a police science or
criminology degree program; and to selected two-year colleges.

Thirty eight (38) appllcatlons were submltted to the Internatxnal
Association of Chiefs of Police from all sectiong of the country.
Twenty eight (28) applicants were admitted to the written examin-
ation, and thirteen (13) were deemed to have performed sufficiently
well on the written test to ke invited to the oral examination which
was held in Washington, D, C. The oral board was composed of:
Quinn Tamm, Executive Director, International Association of Chiefs
of Police, Charles W, Woodson, Jr., Superintendent of the Virginia
State Police, and William H. T, Smith, Chief of Police, Syracuse,.
New York. ‘ :

The International Association of Chiefs of Police informed us that
the oral examination and the written test produced only two candid-
ates for consideration by the City Council. Neither of these men
are from Charlotte. Both of them were invited to Charlotte and have
been interviewed by all members of the City Council. While both of
these men are ranking police executives with fine pollce experience,
it was the opinion of Council that they dld,not meet the needs of

ed on January 10 was completed and our conclusion was that we must
look elsewhere for the next Chief of Police. :

The majorlty of Coun011 1nstructed City Manager W1lllam Veeder to
invite John E. Ingersoll, Director,.Field Operations Division,
International Association of Chlefs of Police, to come to Charlotte
to discuss the vacancy.

This was done.

the Charlotte Police Department This meant that the process initiat-
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The Council also sent two of its members to Chicago to segk advice
from Mr., O, W, Wilson, Chicago Superintendent of Police, The two
Councilmen, Mr. Thrower and Mr. Tuttle, reported that Mr, Wilson
spoke hlghly of Mr. Ingersoll glving him an unquallfled endorse-
ment.

L . Now is an approprlate time fo share Mr, Ingersoll's background
with the cltlzens of Charlotte, '

Mr. Ingersoll has a Bachelor’s degree of Criminology from the
University of California, He has completed the graduate residence
and course requirements for the degree of Master of Criminolcgy.
His past experiente includes service as Special Agent, Counter
Intelligence Corps, United States Army, anhd service with the Cak-
land, California, Police Department from early 1957 to 1961.
During a portion of his service with the Qakland Police Department,
he ‘served as Administrative Assistant to the Chief of Police and -
Qfficer in Charge of the Planning and Research Division, He has
served as an instructor in Police Science at Oakland City College
and as a lecturer in criminology at the University of California.
In 1961, Mr. Ingersoll was employed by the International Associat-
ion of Chlefs of Police to ‘serve as a Consultant in Police -
Administration. In 1962 he was appointed Assistant Director for
Field Operations of the Field Service Division for IACP, He °
currently serves as Director of the Field Operations Division -
with the responsibility of direction of all field assignments and
survey projects undertaken by the Asscciation.” He has participat-
i ed in or directed surveys in over eighty (80) police departments-
s ; in the United States. Mr. Ingersoll is 38 years old and resides
g ~ in Falls Church 'Vlrglnla 'Wlth his wife and four chlldren.

The citizens of Charlotte will also be interested in know1ng why
Mr, Ingersoll thinks highly of Charlotte, He has expressed the
viewpoint that the Charlotte Police Department  presents a real
opportunity.- Among other things he has mertioned are: the new
building that is to be constructed, the stable record of good
govermnmrent, the pending consolidation of City and County Police
records, and the avallablllty of computers for pollce purposes.

This process has been a long and tediocus one for Counecil, and the
Citizens of Charlotte can be assured that Council has not treated it
lightly. We have spent a great deal of time on the subject and have
given it much very serious thought. Our conclusion is that Mr.

John E. Ingersoll can provide the Chérlotte Police Depariment with
the type of leadershlp thatwill make a good pollce department even
better.

We believe the public wanted the'Council~t0'select the best man
available as Charlotte’s next Chief of Police. We ‘believe we have -
done s0. ¥Now we-ask the public fto give Mr, Ingersell and all
members of the Police Department their wholehearted support.”

Councilman Whittington stated that at the request of Council, he moves the
appointment of Mr. John E. Ingersoll as Chief of Police, effective as near
s July lst as possible, at an annual salary of $17,880.00, and he is pleased
o to make this motlon. The motlon was seconded by Councﬂman Tuttle.

%Councllman Thrower stated he is probably expected to make a public statement,
but he is not going to do it because he does not think it would de anything
but hurt the situation., He is going to do the only thing he can do, as he
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feels he has a moral responsibility here, he cannot vote for this man, and
again there is no point in eLaboratlng on why, he has a hard enough job to
do to start with. - o , ‘ : e T

The questieﬁ was ealled‘for,rand the #bte was taken with the following -
results:

YEAS Counc1lmen Whittington, Tuttle, Albsa, Alexander, Jordan and Short.
NAYS. Councilman Thrower,

Nayor Brcokshzre remarked “that he thlnks they can assure the public that the
new Chief has not been chosenon the basis of political .expediency, but rather=
on his qualifications, after a long and exhaustive study. Mr, Ingersoll i
impressed all of them, that is six members of the Council and the Mayor, as
being a christian gentleman interested in community and civic affgirg and
highly qualified on the. basis of training and experience.- fnd he and the
Council ask the public to glve this new Chief of Police its full support
and cooperation, -

RESOLUTION ORDERING THE MAKING OF CFPTAIN PERMANENT EMPROVEMENTS ON CHESTER- |
rIELD AVENUL FRCM BASCCM STREET TO HANOVER STREET.

¢he publlc hear;ng was - held on the Petltlon of 55% of ‘the abuttlng prcperty
owners on Chesterfield Avenue, from Bascom Street to Hanover Street, for
improvements by censtructing roll tyge curb and gutter for a total distance
of 1,100 front feet. The.total project-cost being estimated at $6,785.00
of which ameunt the City’s share is estimated at $2,756.00, and the amount
io be assessed against the owners of property abutting upon the improvement
éstimated at $4,029.00, at an,estimated $3.66 per front foot.

No objecticns were expressed to the 1mprcvements being made.

Counc1lmen Albea moved the uaoptlon of a resolution entltled- Resolution
@rderlng the Making of Certain Permanent Improvements cn Chesterfield
Avenue, from Bascom Street -to Hanover Street Wthh was seconded by Council-
man Short and unanlmously carried,

The resolutlon is recorded in full in Resolutlons,Book 5, beginning at -
Page 267. -

&EQUEST OF CHAMBER OF COMMERCE ‘FOE THE CONTINUATICON OF AP?ROPRIATION Of'
$3D 000 FOR THE NEXT THREE YEARS FOR THEIR NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL ADVERTISING
PROGRAM TO BE CONSIDERED WHEN 1966-67 BUDGET PREPARED.

Mr W. T. Harris, President of the Chamber-of Commerece, stated that he is
here with the officers of the Chamber of Commerce, to discuss-Charlotte- -
Eecklenburg s national industrial advertising program. As the Mayor and |
¢ouncil are aware, three years age the city, county and the Chamber of -
Cormerce. joined hands to tell the "Great-Charlotte-Mecklenburg Story™,

This story has been told as completely as the allotted monies would permit,
and the figures he will give will show that the accomplishments durzng that-
perlod are no less than astounding: :

Our Indusirial Development for the 30 months period prior to our Advertising
Program was that 176 firms came to Charlotte, they employed in the beginning
8,949 people, the areas they occupled were 1,811,120 square feet, and their
total investment, was - $24 120,000 in plants, bulldlngs etc.
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Now, our Industrial’ Development for the last 24 years up to May lst, after
our Advertising Program began has conly one negative figure, only 144 firms
came to Charlotte, but these firms were larger and they provided jobs for

5 251 reople, and their sguare footage was 2,655,450 and their total invest-
ment was $30,380,000,

3

or a 26% increase over the same period prior teo our Advertising Program

And as he has said, employment during the Advertlslng Program was 5,250,
an increase of over-1,300 or 33% over the same perlod pricor to this program.

NOW we have an even greater story for the next three yvears because the

accompllshments he ‘has just covered can-only strengthen us in every way. As '§
in every advertising program, the dollars spent today insure greater returns |

on the invested advertising dollars of yesterday. It has long been proven
that contimuity in advertising is far more d€fective than "on and off”
splurges, therefore, he is requesting that the Council again join hands
with the Chamber, making possible the writing of another chapter in “The
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Story”, that more and more people in industry and dis-
tribution can be aware of: our strategic-location,-our plentiful water
$upply, our attractive blsiness sites, our healthy climatic conditions and
gur soclal and civic atmosphere. We do, indeed, have a wonderful story to
tell and a fine harvest to reap from this job being well done, nct just
@onetary gains for a community, or City, but & wholesome and inviting future
for the youth of our :ares, providing employment opportunities that they may
?emain-here successfully instead of having to transplant to areas offering
more, It is not difficult to see the results of the failure in many areas
of our own state, as well as other parts of our nation, that leads to our
YOUng people going sommewhere else to procure a llVEthOOd

It is only through the combined efforts of government and the business
community that we can grow and perform in all phases necessary to insure
another successful chapter in our story that can be told thrée years hence.
Uur neighbor to the south (Atlanta) will be shouting their story in every
90531ble way with a budget of one and one-half million dollars for the next
three years, and they will be attempting to persuade those same people and
firms that we need and want and must have to guarantee our future growth.
ﬁé conptend that we cannot afford to remain silent when we have such a
wonder ful story to tell,

We therefore, strongly urge the Council to continue the appropriation of
$30 000 -for the next three years, soc that the Charlotte Cﬁamber of Commerce
may contirnue to advertise our wonderful communlty and area in national trade
magazlnes. ,

M&. Harris stated that they also have 161 firms at this time- that they have
been negotiating with on one level or another -:people who are interested
in coming to Charlotte not necessarlly today but over the next five years.

ﬂs the Mayor and Council know, the Charlotte Chamber of Commerce spends
$60 000 a year of its own money that the business leadership of this
communlty believes is worth it.  We think it is the finest dollar that you-
can ever spend.

He stated he is reminded of one of our -better known soft-drink-bottlers
about thirty years ago, he asked him why he continued to have billboards,
neWSpaper radio and television advertising when he has 80% of the busi-
ness already, and his answer was very simple - he said when you are on top,
Yéu stay on top and you keep moving and you keep advertising. We people of

?he.capital investment during this period had an increase of over $6,000,000
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the retail business world would starve to death if we did not have a con- !
tinuous, fluid advertising program selllng our wares to any person who will -
read our Ads and come to us. :

So, they aresaying that the southeast has the greatest possibilities of any
area within the-next twenty-five years, and Charlotte, North Carolina, is
the Queen City of all of this area and we ask the Mayor and Council of this
city to cooperate with the Chamber and furnish this $30,000 for the next -
three years sco that we may continue this very fine pregram,

Mayor Brookshire asked if it will satisfy Mr. Harris-if the City promises
to give his request serious consideration as they prepare the new Budget
for 1966-67? Mr. Harris replied that it will,. indeed.

good stewards of the money the City has placed in their hands for this
purpose, returning it to this community many times over in the facilltles
30b opportunties and taxes and he thanked them for & jcb well done, '

MEETING RECESSED AT 4:25 P. M AND RECONVENED AT 4: 35 P. M. T

Mayor Brookshire recessed the meetlng for a ten minute period at 4:25 Palll.,

and it was reconvened at 4:35 p.m., and called to order by the Mayvor,
t

ALBERT PEARSON EXPRESSES COBJECTIONS TO.THE CITY ﬁ?PRdPRIATIﬁG FUNDS TO THE
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL ADVERTISING PROGRAM.

Mr. Albert Pearson stated that three years ago he had somethng to say about
the Advertising that has just keen discussed. Three years ago the Chamber
of Commerce wanted to handle. it entirely, it was.notified to have two
members of the .City Council and two members of the Board of County
Commissioners on the Committee, and he does net khow whether they had !
meetlngs or not. He would like fo say that this is just another time the E
Clty Council and Board of County Commissioners abdicated their responsibility.
to an outside group. He stated it is pretiy easy to have a City like
Charlotte in times like today when national economy is high anyway, and it

is easy to show growth, and for any group to take credit for the growth of
the City of Charlotte based on $60,000 of Advertising, is pure bunk - it
is just like one person having a franchise to sell all the insurance iR
Charlotte and then say, “lock at me, [’/ve done a perfect job.” He stated
what the President of the Chamber of Commerce has said here today could have
been said just as easily three years ago. And he says if we need an
Industrlal Development Board, the Chamber of Commerce is neither qualified
nor does it represent the whole population of Charlotie. That the trouble
ﬁith the Chanber of Commerce is -they believe in total power, and they ars
g01ng to wake up one of these days and find-that th91r total power has been
spread They will lose it.

Hé suggested that the Coun01l not go -on record appropriating any more money
for this Advertlslng until the State Legislature passes ‘another Bill
approv1ng such approprlatlons for this purpose.,

Mr Pearson stated that it does not matter who Council selects as Chief of
Polwce unless they let the City Manager and the Mayor of Charlotte accept
thelr repsonsibility for. the Police- Department, and they tell the City
Nanager publically that le has the authority to. tell the Chief of Police
what to do and what not to do. That the Mayor of Charlotte has the re-

éponsiblllty and authority to find out what is going on in the Police . §

Department and make recommendations to the Council.
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DECISION ON PETITION NO. 66-43 BY JAMES L. HIGHSMITH & COMPANY FOR CHANGE
IN ZONING OF A LOT LOCATED AT 3733 MCNRCE ROAD, FROM B-2 TO I- 1 DEFEKRED
FOR FURTHER STUDY BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION.

Motlon was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Tuttle,

and unanimously carried, deferring action on the subject petition, pending
2 recolmendation by the Planning Comm1551on after their further study of
the petition,

PETITION NO. 66-44 BY SPANGLER LAND COMPANY FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF A
TRACT OF LAND LOCCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD, 140 FEET
SOUTH OF KELLER AVENUE, FROM B-1 TO B-2, DENIED.

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilmsn Tuttle, and un-
anlmously carried, the subject petition for change in zoning classrflcatlon
WEs denied, as recommended by the Plannlng Comm1351on.

@RDINANCE NO. 479-7 AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE,
GHANGING THE ZONING OF ‘A LOT FRONTING" ON THE EAST SIDE OF SHAROW AMITY
ROAD BEGINNING 185 FEET NORTH OF ALBEMHRLE RCAD, FROM R~ 9 TO B~1, ADOPTED.

Councllman Jordan moved the adeption of the subject ordinance, changing the

zoning from R-9 to B-1.as recommended by the Planning Commission. The
motron was seconded by Coun01hman Tuttle and unanlmously carried,

The ordingnce is recorded in full in Ord;nance Book 14, keginning at Page
330

EECISION ON PETITION NO. 66 486 BY ERVIN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY- FOR CHANGE N
3ONING OF THE BLOCKX BOUNDED BY CEDARHURST .DRIVE, WOCDSTONE DRIVE AND DALE--
CREST DRIVE, AND OF A LOT ON THE SCUTHEAST CORNER OF DALECREST DRIVE AND
WOODSTONE DRIVE FROM R-9MF AND .I-1 TO R-6MF, DEFERRED PENDING THE FURTHER
STUDY OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION .

otlon was made by Councrlman Alexander seconded by Councilman Whittingtorn,
and unanimously carried, deferring actlon on the subject petition, pending
a recommendation of the Planning Commission afbr their- further study of the
petltlon .

E

QRDINANCE NO. 480-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE -
CHANGING THE ZONING FROM R-6ME AND B-1 TO B-2 ©F FIVE TRACTS OF LAND -AS
FOLLOWS: (1) 3 LOTS 60’ X 160’ ON THE NORTH SIDE OF SUGAR CREEX ROAD
BEGINNING 79 ‘FEET WEST OF THE PLAZA. (2) A LOT 100’ X 150’ ON THE SOUTH-
EAST CORNER OF SUGAR CREEK ROAD AND HANSEL TERRACE. * (3} PROPERTY ON THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SUGAR CREEK ROAD AND REDWOOD AVENUE FRONTING APPROXI-
MATELY 300 FEET ON SUGAR CREEK ROAD AND 230 FEET CN REDWOOD AVENUE. (4)
£ LOTS ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF BEARWOOD -AVENUE AND SUGAR CREEK ROAD
FRONT'ING 193 FEET ON BEARWOOD AVENUE AND 93.3 FEET ON SUGAR CREEK ROAD.
(5) 4 LOTS AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF BEARWCCD AVENUE AND SUGAR CREEK
ﬁOAD FRONTING 198,5 FEET ON BEARWCOD RVENUE AND 161,7 FEET ON SUGAR CREEK
RDAD ADOPTED . :

i ) - :
Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and

unanimously carried,  the subject ordinance was adopted and 1s recorded in
full in Ordinance Book 14, beglnnlng at Page 331 : : -
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ﬂECISION ON PETITION NO, 66-49 BY V. R, SNIDER AND A. P. PERKINSON, JR. -
FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF A LOT LOCATED AT 2934 COMMDNWEALTH AVENUE, FROM-
R $ TC R~6MF DEFERRED FCR THO WEEKS.

The subject Petition was con51dered«ﬂﬂ the City Councll was advised that a
protest petition to the change in zoning had been filed by owners of more
than 20% of the area within 100 feet adjacent to one of.the side lines of
the property, and is sufficient to invoke the 20% rule, requiring the
affirmative vote of six Councilmen to rezone the property.

éouncilman Albea moved that the subject petition for the change in zoning
ke denied as recommended by the Planning Commission, The mehon was
seconded by Councilman Tuttle.

Councllman Whlttlngton offered & substltu e motlon that actlon on the
Petition be deferred for two weeks. The motion was seconded by Councilman
Short )

Counc1lman Alkea asked the reason for requestlng the deferment and stated
that every time we have a 6 to 1 vote it seems someone wants to defer it
either before or after the hearing and he cannot say that he is dead set
égainst deferring things but at aimost every meeting when Zoning Petitions
are heard this comes up.

Councilman Whittington remarked that his asking for deferment of action on
the petition in no way indicates how he would vote on it. He was asked to
defer it today because the adjoining property owners are considering Joining
1n the petition, and that is all that he knows and he has nothing personal

involved at all, and he is just acting on the regquest of the petitioner, ‘

Coun01lmanrﬂlbea replied that his opposition there 1is that they should have
joined in the Petition when it was filed. That he cannot say that he is
dogmatic about this, but he is getting fed up on ‘deferments after the
Plannlng Board has made its rscommendation.

Zhe vote was taken on the substitute metion, and carried uwnanimously.

DECISION ON PETITION NO. 66-5¢ BY A & G INVESTMENT COMPANY FOR CHANGE IN
ZONING OF A LOT LOCATED AT 4101 CENTRAL AVENUE FROM R-8MF TC O-8 DEFERRED
FOP RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION AFTER THEIR FURTHER STUDY
GF THE PETITION.

Ibon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Whittingtom, and
unanimously carried, decision on the subjeet petition was deferred pending
the recommendation of the Planning Commission after.their further study

af the petltlon. - : -

ETITION NO. 66-51 BY MRS JOHN H. LITTLE AND MISS SARA LITTLE FOR CHANGE
N ZONING FROM B-1 TO B-2 OF -& TRACT OF LAND ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF g
LBEMARLE ROAD AND DRIFTWCOD DRIVE DEFERRED FOR ONE WEEK. ’

el T

Gouncilman Jordan moved the adoption-of an Ordimance changing the zoning

of a tract of land on the northwest corner of ‘Albemarle Road and Driftwood
Br1ve from B-1 to B~-Z as recommended by the Pl&nnlnq Ccmmlsslon.. The motion
was seconded by Councilman Alkea, ;

A substitute motion was offered by Councilman Whittington that the Petition -

Be denied, He remarked that he cannot imagine allowing a contractor to have
g bullding and a warehouse fencedin next to the property on Driftwood Drive
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in less than 30 feet from a home on Driftwood Drive according to Mr,
Bryant’s statement last week. That he can see the logic for what the =
Planning Commission has stated in regard to their recommendation, but he
thinks the Council would ke allowing a facility out there that is certainly
not conduczve to good reeldentlal zoning.

Councllman Albea commented that he would like to go out and look at the
property as he has not seen it, but he would not vote to deny the petition;
that he has not seen it but the Planning Board has and he took their

word for it.

ihe motion did not receive a second and lost.

Coun61lman Whittington remarked that Mr. Albea says he has not seen the
property, and he will offer a substifite motion that action on the petition
be deferred for one week, so that any Councilmern who have not seen the
property may do so. Councilman Short remarked that he will second the
motion, provided that Mr, Albea would like to have a deferment Councilman
ﬁlbea replxed that he did not say that. !

The vote was taken on the subst1tute motion to defer actlon on the petltlon
for one week and carried by the following vote:

ﬁEAS Councilmen Whlttlngton, Short Alexander Jordan, Thrower and Tuttle‘
NAYS: None..

@ouncilman Alkea abstained from voting.

i
i
1

QRDINAHCE NO. 481-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE,
CHANGING THE ZONING FROM R-6MF TO B-1 OF A LOT AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
MARVIN ROAD AND BEAL STREET, FRONTING 326 FEET ON MARVIN ROAD AND 174
FEET ON BEAL STREET ADCPTED.

onn motion of Councilman-Albkea, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and un~
a@imouely carried, the subject ordinance was adopted, changing the zoning
df the lot'from R—BMF to B-1 as recommended by the Planning Commission,

T&e pvrdinance is recorded in full in Ordlnance Book 14 .neglnnlng at
Page 332.

RESOLUTION DESIGNHTING THE LOCATION OF THE LAW ENFORCEMENT FACILITY

Al Resolution Deelgnating the Locatlon of the Law Enforcement Facility to
be built by the City of Charlotte on the land comprising the eastern half
of the block bounded by East Trade Street, South McDowell Street, East
Fourth Street and South Myers Street was 1ntroduced and read,

Councllman Jordan moved the adoptlon of the Resolutlon uhlch was seconded
by Councilman Tuttle. - .

Counollman-Thrower asked the City Manager what the building will cost? Mr, .

Veeder, City Manager, replied that he .can only say the property has not
been appraised, the next step would be to have it appraised jointly with
the County because they would ke hav1ng some of the adjoining property -
appralsed

Councilman Thrower asked if the City Menager dees not think this should be
done before the Council votes on the location ds they might be voting:
$? 000,000 or $200,000, Mayor Brookshire remarked that he thinks it will

195
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Be at prevailing real estam prices in Charlott te, and he thinks .this is the.
1og1cal location and everyone has agreed on that because of its proximity
to the Court House and Jail. Councilman Thrower remarked that he is not .
assum;ng anything after the vote down here today. R

The City Manager commﬂnted that .he +h1nks the dlstlnctlcn should be made that
we are not voting to acguire the property, that will come at a later date;.
after the appraisals have been had, then Council could act accordingly. And |
he would hope there is scme way that we would ke able to realize some outside
sources to help with thls, but he does not know if this is possible.

ouncilman Whittington asked the City Manager what the target date is Yor
=ginning construction? Mr, Veeder replied that he dees not think there is
ne, as such, except that he knows the viewpoint of Council-is that the work
e started as soon as possibkls, and he would hope this could be done.

o I 0 O o MR O

Counc1lman Whittington stated that he would ask, and hope that Counc1l would
goneur, that the City Manager go back to the Architects and get whoesver now .
is responsible for getting this properiy appreised and tell him that we want
this property appraised with all haste and tell him to give us the target
date when construction will begin, The City Manager stated that Mr, Toy,
the Architect, has done a great deal of work on this; he has met with him
dn nwuercus occasions and he is making real progress. He thinks that & lot |
of the time.that is being spent now is not time that shows in terms of .
constructlcn drawings, .in fact -this is the. ”plck and shoval” work that is (
gomna to result in the building being a real credit to Charlotte. A great
deal of work has gone on and a great deal must go on befors we get to the
poxnt of actual consiruction drawing, and he is satisfied that this work
is proceeding in good fashion and he will ﬂeltclnl; do nverythlng to ges
uhat it keeps moving at a very fast rats.. o

Qounc1lman Thrower asked if the Cily Manager will expedite the appraisals,lf
and Mr, Veeder replied that he most certainly will. : :

The vote was taken on the motion, and carried unanimously,

ﬁhe rasoluticn is recorded in full in Resciu{ions Back 5, at Page 268.

CONSTRUCTION OF SANITARY SEWER MAINS IN FORT STREET AND IN CHARLESTON
DRIVE AULHORIZED.

Upon motien of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Albea, and
unanimously carried, the ccnstructlon of sanitary sewer mains were
author1zed as follows:

(a) Constructjon of 430 feet of sewey main to serve a portion of Fort
Street, at fthe request of John S. and Xatherine B, Edwards, 23801
Fort Streeft. The estimated cost of the construction is $2,535.00
to ke paid by the applicant, whose deposit in this amount has bheen
received and will ke rsfunded as per terms of the contract.

(b} Construction of 200 feet of sewer main in Charleston Drive, inside
the zity limits, at the request of Jordan Volkswagon, Isc. The
estimated cost of the construction is $2,010,00, to ke paid by the -
Applicant whose deposit in this amount has been received, and will
ke refunded as per terms of the contract, - . :
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:RIGHT OF WAY AGREEMENT WITH STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
SANITARY SEWER TRUNK ALONG EDWERDS BRANCH UNDER INDEPENDENCE BOULEVARD.

Councllman Alexander moved approval of & nght of Way Agreement with the
State Highway Commission for the City to construect an 18 inch sanitary
‘sewer trunk along Edwards Branch undei Independence Boulevard. The motion
Zwas seconded -by Councilman Albea, and unanimously carried.

EAGREEMENT AUTHORIZED TO LEASE WITH FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY DELETING ROQMS
%15 AND 17 AT DOUGLAS MUNICIPAL AIRPORT FROM LEASE.

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Whittington, ard
unanimously carried, the Lease with the Federal Aviation Agency, dated
January 17, 1964 for space at the Alirport Terminal, was authorized amended
to delete Rooms 15 and 17 from the lease and their rental ke reduced to

£

‘the total amount of $11,284.00 per year.

EXECUTICN OF DEED FOR PERPETUAL CARE ON LOT 43 AND LOT 43, 7-FRACTION
SECTION I, ELMWOCD CEMETERY,- AUTHDRIZED

pouncllman Alexander moved that the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to
execute.a deed for Perpetual Care on the plots of Mrs A, L. Shepard and

M, H. Cone, being the North half of Lot No. 43 and the East half of Lot No.

43, 7-Fraction, Section I, Elmwood Cemetery, at $100.80. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Albea, and unanimously carried.

i

bONFIRMﬂTiON OF SALE OF STEEL BUILDING AT DOUGLAS MUNICIPAL AIRPCRT TO
EDWﬁRD L. MILLS.

Councllman Jordan moved that the sale oF a steel bulldlng, appr0x1mately
$3’ x 50% in sigze, at Douglas Municipal Airport be confirmed to the high
bidder, Edward L, Mills, at his bid price of $1,710.00, The motion was
éeconded by Councilman Tuttle, and unanimously carried.

The followang blds were recelved
“Edward L Mills : - $1,710.00
Paul M. Bost 1,500.25
Joe Keistler 1,334.56
David C. Braswell - . 1,225.00
Kenneth B. Knox s . 1,G00.00
C. B. Wuertenberger 751,00

! Auto-Mechanical Industries, Ine. - 860.0C

i .- Beorge C. Thrower . . . 535.00
Gene Widenhouse. . T 454,00
Wm. C. Brown o _ . 300,00
Morris J. Dimsdale : -~ 210.00

%HREE 3-MONTHS LONG SUMMER INTERSHIPS APPROVED,

Upon motion of Councllman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and
unanxmously carried, three 3-months long surmer Internshlps were approved,
as recommended by the City Manager.

§
é

i
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ﬁCQUIDITION OF PROPERTY FOR RIGHTS OF WAY FOR SHARON AMITY ROAD AND EASTWAY -
DRIVE WIDENING PROJECTS, AND EASEMENTS-IN CONNECTICN WITH SHARON AMITY
ROAD AND EASTWAY DRIVE WIDENING PROJECTS, NORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY AND MAIDEN
STREET.

Meotion was made by Councilmsn Thrower, seconded by Ceuncilman Whittington,
and unanimously carried, authorizing the following property f{ransactions:

{a) Bocquisition of79.96 sq. ft. of property-at 2517 Sharon Imity Road,

from Henry D. Price and wife, Odessa, at $150,00, for Sharon Amity
Road Widening.

{b) Acqguisition of 52.3 sq. ft. of property at 2123 M. Sharon Amlty Road,.
from William E. Browning and wife, Cgrolyn, at $102 00 for Sharon
Arity Road Widening. .

{c} Acguisition ofil,BBZ sq;'ft. of property at 3422 Eastway Drive, from
E, E. Woodwin and wife, Zada, at $1,600.00, for Eastway Drive Widening.

(?) Purchase of Construction and Drdnage Eassments over 61,317 x 25 of
? property at 912-14 North Poplar Street, from Industrial & Commercial
Inc., for the Northwest Expressway.

{&) Payment of $750 00 damages in construction and drainage eésements over
property of Verlin V. Long, at 1300 N Sharon Amiy Road, frc Sharon

Amity Road Widerning.

{f) Payment of $25.00 damages in. construction easement over property of
' Johnny M. FPhillips, at 1312 Horth Sharon Amity Road, for Sharon Amity
Road Widening. ' '

(b) Payment of $10.00 damages in construction éésement bver property of
Bobby Horne and wife XKatherine, at 2513 North Sharcn letn Road fcr
Sharon Amity Raad Widening.

{h) Payment of $25.%9 damages in construction casement - over property of
Bryvte G Alexander at 2020 Eastway Dyive, in Eastway Drlve Widening.

(1) Purchase of easement 107 x 463.447 on south sxde of Malden Street,
from W. 9, Clanton and wife Ivonia, for the construciion of a sanitary
sewer to serve Maiden Street. ' -

CONTRACT AWARDED SUGGS WRECKING COMPANY, INC. FOK DEFOLI 108 OF STRUCTURES

IN THE NORTHWEST EXPRESSWAY RIGHT OF WHY

carried, contract was. awarded the low biddsr, Suggs Wrecking Company, for
the demolition of structures in the Northwest Expressway nghtof way, as
apec1f1ed in the anount of $8,005, OO :

The follow1ng blds were recelved:
Suggs Wrecking Company- . - $ 8,005.00-
Richland Wrecking Company - 8,9i0.00

5. E., Cooper Company _ 9,525.00

Unon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Short, and unanimouslyf
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CITY MANAGER ADVISES THAT CITIZENS ARE AT LIBERTY TO PERSONALLY DISPCSE OF
GARBAGE AND TRASH AT CITY’S LANDFILLS DURING HCURS LANDFILLS ARE OPEN FCR
§OPERATION. -

‘Councilman Short advised that he has been asked last week by a citizen
‘where he could personally dispose of his trash and garbage; that he was
completely happy with the City’s operations but there were times he would
like to dispose of it himself and get rid of it ahead of time. He stated
he thinks there would be more of this sort of thing if people knew where
to go.

‘and trash at the City’s Landfills during hours that the Landfills are open
for operation, but it would not be feasible to do so over the weekend and
at other hours that the Landfill was not open. He remarked that many
citizens dispose of trash andfor garbage themselves in this manner. He
 stated that he will be glad to advise the: ¢itizen to whom Mr. Short refers
Eregardmg the Landfills hours if he will give him his name.-

UPON RECEIVING THE GEORGE C. FRANKLIN AWARD FOR HAVING LEAD THE CLASS IN
MUNICIPAL ADNINISTRATION ﬁT THE INSTITUTE OF GOVERNMENT CHAPEL HILL.

On behalf of the City Coun011 Mayor Brookshlre commended and congratulated
Mr J. B, Fennell, the City’s Finance Director, upon receiving the George
'C. Franklin Award by the North Carolina lLeague of Municipalities, having

i Institute of Government at Chapel Hill.

Mayor Brockshire stated the Award is sponsored by the H. C. League of
Municipalities, having been established in honor of the late George C.
Franklin who served as General Counselor to the League from 1942 until his

' death in 1954, The award carried a stipend of $50, which he presumes Mr.
Fennell has been given, and he will ke given the award Plague itself at the
Annual Convention of the League of Municipalites in Durham in October. He
offered the Council’s felicitations and remarked that we are all very proud
that this award has been brought back to Charlotte, which is the 3rd award
earned by members of the Charlotte City Government in the past six years.

‘Mr. Fennell expressed his appreciation to the Mayor for this recogmition.

ECITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO MAKE EVERY EFFORT TOWARDS GETTING THE STATE
HIGHWAY CCOMMISSION TO DELINEATE THE LCCATION OF THE CROSSTOWN BCULEVARD
' IN THE SOUTH TRYON STREET AREA.

Counciliman Tuttle stated some months ago, Counml suggested to the City
Manager that he make some effort towards the delineation work’ ngu the
‘ggp’éztandcbhneate the route of the crosstown boulevard:in the rycm

area, He asked Mr. Veeder if anything has been done, and if not
can something be started? Mr. Veeder replied there has keen .some things
done, and numercus discussions have been had on this with the appropriate
gtate officials. That the problem the State has is one of more projects
than it has time or money to cope with at one time, and because of this,
ithis type of project delineating a location is not one they are able fo
'give the highest priority. There was, however, a meeting related directly
to this last week with State and Federal Roads personnel who met with our
Planning and Engineering persomnel to establish some criteria which would
' relate directly to this; progress is being made but it is not as fast as a
' lot of people would 11ke to see it, including himself, At the same time,
he has to be cognizangs of the other things that the Highway Department is
kxnvclved in,

The City Manager replied that residents are at liberty to dispose of garbagej

J. B. FENNELL;-FINENCE DIRECTOR;:CONGRATULATED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL;

lead the class in Municipal Administraticon that is conducted annually by the
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CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO ADVISE CCOUNCIL REGARDING THE RECENTLY ESTABLISHED
POLICY OF REQUIRING BUILDING CONTRACTORS TO SECURE MULTZIPLE EUILDING
PERMITS FOR‘THE CQNSTRU”TIOE OF IWO OR MFRL STRUCTURES.

;Couﬁcllman Thrower raquasted the City Manager to take a closer examination
iof our building permits. It appears that building contractors are required
to secure more than cone permit when they are building two or more structures.
He knows the purpose of the Depariment is to try to bresk even, but a lot

of times these things are not anticipated by the contractors when they bid.
That he understands the multiple permits has only recently started, and he
would like for Counecil to ke cognizante of the whole situnatioen.

ADJOURNMENT .

Upon motion of Councilman Alkea, seconded by Councilmasn Thrower, and .
unanimously c¢arried, the meeting was adicurned.

Hoffman fl

Liilian Ey

ity Clerk ‘






