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~ A regular meetipg of tl)e City Council .of the. City of Charlotte, North 
Carolina, was held in the Council Chamber in~ the City Hall, on Monday, 
October 23, 1967, at 3:00 o'clock p.m., with Mayor Stan R. Brookshire 
presiding, and Councilmen Fred D. Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan, Milton 
Short, Gibson L. Smith, James B. Stegall, Jerry Tuttle and James B. 
Whittington present. - , 

ABSENT: None. 

* * * * * * 

INVOCATION. 

The invocation was given by Reverend Horace H. Hilton, Jr., Minister of 
Sugar Creek Presbyterian Church. 

MINUTES APPROVED. 

Upon motion of Councilman J«rdan, seconded by Councilman Whittington, an\i 
unanimous~y carried, the minutes of the iast meeting un October 16 were 
approved as slibmitted. 

DISCUSSION OF ONE CENT SALES TAX. 

Mr. Albert Pearson sta.ted an article appea:r:e:d in the' pa.per re'cently about 
education in reference to a committee in'which variohs people and their' 
titles were mentioned. He stated fie could not understand why the peopl~ 
'with the titles were mentioned unless it was to use their title to . 
influence the people' s thinking.' One is the Director cif the Charlotte Area 
Fund. He asked if it is wise for' this group through the city's spokesman 
to involve the area fund by name? ,To use the Charlotte Area Fund title 
after what it has just gone through, is it wise, or is it the intention ~f 
this group to use the Charlotte Area Fund to promote the passage of the one 
cent sales tax referendum? 

He stated the'same~cotild be said of the other members who are more or l$s 
in private enterprise. That the 'letter asked Dwight Phillips and Mr. Barn­
hardt to have a meeting of about 50 of the largest taxpayers to start , 
raising funds for educational purposes. He asked who are these 50 men? i How 
large a taxpayer are they in Mecklenburg County? If taxes are rolled back 
as the Council has promised to do, how much will they save, and how doe~ it 
compar!'witb the$~5,000 1:0 be raised to educate the less educated? He i 
stated: it'~isnoi~ acase'of e<i\).cating people; but you are on grounds where 
you are"cominitted to possibly a hopeless war like Viet Nam. - That we can 
be assured that the Committee will go all out in this particular area. That 
he thinks these questions should be ans',ered. 

Councilman Smith stated we are now paying $1;400,000 for Urban Renewal; ! 
this is called pay-as-you-go; this is committed for five years, and this 
is as far as you can go under the present tax structure. Unless additional 
taxes are available, these slums cannot be cleaned up. This is one area 
that it will serve. The Council has committed to put 11 cents off the 
real estate tax, which leaves a good backlog to develop urban renewal 
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and downtown and other things that should be .done. The only way Council 
can doahything is' to get more rev~nue; this is the only source at this 
point. 

Mr. Pearson stated Mr. Smith has said the only way these things ,,'an be done 
is by increased revenue; around his house, if they cannot increase the 
r.evenue - they cut expenses. He was one of the first who spoke for urban 
renewal when it was first brought up. That the real estate people who are 
in favor of switching the burden of taxes have a great interest in urban 
renewal through appraisals,through buying and selling; if they want to help 
Charlotte, they could donate some services as the Bar Association does to hel, 
out so we can get more for our money. What are we getting for the urban 
renewal money other than vacant lots? We are not getting more out of it tn 
taxes. With a three and half million dollar investment, you could put the 
money in a bank and get something back. 

Councilman Smith stated the name of the ganle is money, and Council has doIite 
all it can up to this point. We have Greenville, Dilworth and other plac~s 
to go with no money. He stated he is sure Hr. Pearson is in favor of the~e 
things, and he asked him to tell Council how to get the money other than this 
Mr. Pearson replied the Councils in tl}e past have not gone into developing 
places for. the people' who are to he moved out of the' areas. Where do you' 
get the mon:ey? That hi; would rather taxes be left as is --than to put this 
on people who cannot afford it at all; this particular law'will put 'an 
additional burden on people's food habits of approximately two billion 
dollars in Mecklenburg County; there is such a th,ing.as equali.ty in taxes. 

Councilman Smith stated the municipalities have been without taxes because 
the state and federal government have tak~n over. 'The nlain tax of the city 
is the general tax which is on real estate. ,You can go so far and cannot. 
go any further; it is not that Council is favoring the property owners; it 
is looking for additioJClal taxes; ;if we could get :i.t 'on liquor we would rather 
have it; if we could get it on other taxes - tobaccQ - we would rather have 
it. But we ,h?ve been told we can take this tax alld this tax only.' If we 
do not ta~e this tax, in two or three years, -the State willr.aise it to 
four cents. 

Mr. Pearson stated he would not put the tax on the poor people. That he thirc 
you have to educate the people to knc>wing if you save them a dollar, what: 
you are saving the Union National Bank or NCNB Bank or any of the others and 
give them Ii choice., 

Councilman Smith stated we cannot build -a convention hall or a boulevard or 
anything unless we get more revenue; you have to have more revenue. 

Hr. Pearson stated New York, Chicago aIla . Philadelphia }.eveloped on private 
enterprise and it can be done; thal: he is not against the cooperation of 
federal government in any way. He stated he is trying to promote something 
that would be a healthy appro~ch not a negative approach. Do not saddle 
the poor people; do not saddle the middle income with more taxes. That 
if he had his choice, he would say put it on him in the property tax 
rather than the people making $40 or $50 a week. 

Mayor Brookshire stated the Committee which was asked to raise funds was not 
to educate but 'to inform the generaLpublic €Il)d is not restricted entirely 
to the larger taxpayers; someo:£. ehe largest. are, involved 'a,l',si"sol!le ,pf those 
who pay in the middle area andsom<!! who pay v<!!ry littl<!!tax<!!s ar<!! includ<!!d 
in the committ<!!<!!. It is arepres<!!ntativ<!! committe<!!. 

2'61 
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Mr. Pearson stated it is not only a case of putting this tax across, itlis 
educating the people to both sides to give them a choice. Mayor Brooksl\lire 
replied what we want to do is to give them the facts on an "either or 'I' 
propq~ition, it is either pass the referendum, or reduce the level of 
services, or increase property taxes toa higher, level. 

ORDIlIjANCE NO. 713-Z AMENDING CHAPTER :23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF A LOT ON THE EAST SIDE OF HICKORY GROVE-NEWELL ROAD 
BEGINNING NORTH OF HICKORY GROVE ROAD. 

Councilman Whittington moved adoption of the subject ordinance changing! the 
Zoning from R-9MF to B-1 as recommended by the Planning Commission. Thf 
motion WaS seconded by Councilman Jordan, and carried una~~ously. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 15, at fage 125. 

PETITION NO. 67-63 BY G. E. RYAN FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING OF A LOT ON THE! 
NORTH SIDE OF DREXEL PLACE BEGINNING WEST OF PARK ROAD, DENIED. 

Councilman Short stated it, strikes him as a little perverse to refuse 
office zoning to this man who runs back 200 feet from Park Road, when hI! 
needs it for a community purpose when the next lot runs back 250' feet 
and has the zoning he wants, and they 'are not even using it. 'We will npt 

'give it to Mr. Ryan who' does not 'run back as far and who does have a use 
for this kind 'of zoning; The most remote part of his lot is within 200 
feet of Park Road; there are five adjoining lots which run back 250 fe~t 
from Park Road which are already zoned for 0-6 zoning that Mr. Ryan is 
seeking. The next street up is Heather Lane and it has the office zoniJig 
running dawn 250 feet; that it does not seem to hurt Heather Lane and 
he does noC'see how, it would hurt Drexel Place. The 50-foot lot does front 
on Drexel Plac~; that he understands what the Planning Commission says ~s 
important but in,balance the other point of view should prevail. 

Councilman Short moved that the subject petition changing the zoning from 
R-9 to 0-6 be approved. The motion was seconded by Councilman Stegall,' 
and lost by the following vote: 

YEAS: Councilmen Short, Smith and Stegall. 
NAYS: Councilmen Alexander, Jordan, Tuttle and Whittington. 

Councilman Whittington moved that the subject petition be denied as 
recommended by the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by 
Councilman Jordan, and carried by the following vote: 

YEAS: 
NAYS: 

Councilmen Whittington, Jordan, Alexander,'Smith and Tuttle. 
Councilmen Short and Stegall. 

Councilman Smith stated in support of the motion to approve the petitiqn 
it would straighten ,out the line. Councilman Short stated it would not 
quite straighten them out as Mr. Ryan would still be closer to Park Road 
than some of the others. 

Councilman Short asked if this, isS:ill open for Council's consid'eration so 
that he can move that Mr. Ryan's property be zoned R-67 That it is noJ 
zoned R-9 but it would help'him in the operation of his kindergarten if 
Council could vote for an R-6 zone. This would set the zoning at a hi~her 
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classifi,cationthan that petitioned for unles,,_ the vote, that just occurred, 
washed this whole thing ~ut. 

Mr. Kiser, City Attorney, replied if prior to the time the motion was held 
someone had moved to rezone it to a higher classification than that which 
is asked for here, Council could have rezoned it to that classification. 
Now there has been a fina,l vote on the petition to rezone from R-9 to 
0-6, and that vote was, in the negat.ive, the matter is no longer before 
Council. If,a motion to reconsider at this meeting were approved by the 
majority members of Council, then Council can take further action. 

Councilman Smith· moved that Council reconsider the vote just taken. The 
motion was,seconded by Councilman. Short. 

Councilman Short stated this is to allow ;a litt1\! relief to Hl;. Ryan by 
changing his zoning from R-9 to R-6 which would help considerably but not 
as much as otherwise. 

Councilman Tuttle .stated this would !lo.t give the people out t.here an 
opportunity to voice themselves as far as R-6 is concerned. Councilman 
Smith stated Council originally had the alternative to vote for the R-6 raithel 
than 0-6 hecause the people did not have any :vested rights to vote on it; 
Council has this right. Councilman Tuttle stated he thinks the people have 
a vested right at any time and i.1O is a question of whether they are prope:rjly 
notified, and in this Case, they woul-d not be notified. While the move 
may be in order" he cannot vote for it ,·lithout the people's l<nowledge. 

I1r. Kiser advised that Council has the authority under the provisions of 
the ordinance, and, the advertisement for this. specific piece of, property 
includes a statement that Council may rezone all or a porction,.of the prop<\rty 
listed to ,the classification requested, or to a higher classification. 

The vote was taken on the. motion to reconsider the vote and lost by the 
following vote: 

, YEAS: Councl1mea ... Short, Smith and Stegall. 
NAYS: Councilmen Alexander, Jordan, Tuttle and Whittington. 

l1ayor Brookshire asked if it will be two years before I1r. Ryan can apply 
for another change, and Mr'. Kiser replied the. rule sta'tes the petitioner 
cannot within a two year period r~quest rezoning of the same property for 
the same rezoning, he can come back with a request for a higher classifica,ticc. 

ORDINANCE NO. 7l4-Z A}lENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND ON THE NORTH SIDE OF ONEIDA STREET 
BEGINNING EAST OF DERITA ROAD. 

Upon motion of iliuncilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Stegall, and 
unanimously carried, the subject ordinance was adopted changing zoning 
from R.-9 to 1-2 as recommended by the Planning Commission. 

The ordinance is recotded in full in Ordinance Book 'lS', at Page J.2-6. 
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DECISION ON PETITION NO. 67-65 BY R. P. AND Mi\RTHA G •. IHLSONFOR A CHANGE 
IN ZONING FROM R-9MF TO B-2 OF A LOT ON THE WEST SIDE OF MULBERRY CHURC~ 
ROAD BEGINNING NORTH OF SLOAN DRlVE DEFERRED FOR FURTHER STUDY. 

Councilman Tuttle moved that decision on the subject petition be deferred 
pending f.urther study by the Planning Commission. The motion was secollded 
by Councilman Whittington, and carried unallimously. 

ORDINANCE NO. 71S-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE 
CHANGING THE ZONING OF ALL PROPERTY ON THE WEST SIDE OF CHERRY STREET, ~ROM 
ARTHURS LANE TO RAXTER .STREET. 

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington adoptiIlg the subject ordinance 
changing the zoniIlg from R-6MF to B-2 as recommended by the PlaIlniIlg 
Commission. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and carried 
ullanimously • 

. The ordiIlance is recorded in full in Ordinance. Book lS, at Page 127. 

ORDINANCE NO. 716-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE. CITY CODE 
CHANGING ZONING OF PROPERTY ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF CLANTON ROAD AND! 
GENERAL YOUNTS EXPRESSWAY. 

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded.by Councilman Alexander, alld' 
unallimously carried, the subject ordiIlaIlce was adopted changing the zoning 
from R-6MF to B-1 as recommended by the Planning Commission. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in OrdiIlance Book lS, at Page 128. 

ORDINANCE NO. 7l7-ZAMENDINGCHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 ,OF THE CITY CODE 
CHANGING ZONING OF PROPERTY OF A TRACT OF LAND ON THE. SOUTH SIDE OF REMqUNT 
ROAD EXTENDING FROM GENERAL YOUNTS EXPRESSWAY EASTWARD TO SOUTHSIDE PARR 
AND A TRACT ALONG FAIRWOOD AVENUE AND GRIFFITH STREET IN THE SOUTHSIDE 
HOMES PUBLIC HOUSING AREA . 

. Councilman Short moved adoption of the subject ordinance changing the 
zoning from 1-1 to R-6MF as recommended by the Planning Commissioll. Mot~on 
was seconded by CouncilmanSmith, and carried by the following vot~: 

YEAS: Councilmen Short, Smith, Alexander, Jordan, Stegall and Tuttle. ! 

NAYS: Councilman Whittington. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance BOok lS, at Page 129. 

ENCROACHMENT CONTRACT WITH NORTH CAROLINA STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION FOR 
INSTALLATION OF SANITARY SEWER OUTFALL WEST OF CENTER LINE OF EASTWAY Dlj.IVE. 

Motion was ma~e by Councilman Whittington approving an encroachment 
contract with North Carolina State Highway Commission for the installation 
of a sanitary sewer outfall 285 feet west of the center line of Eastway: .: 
Drive. The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan, alld carried unanin).ously.····J 
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APPRAISAL CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Alexander, seconded by Councilman Whittington, 
and unanimously carried, appraisal contracts were authorized as follows: 

(a) Contract with Henry E. Bryant for appraisal of fo"ur 
parcels of property in connection with Airport Clear "Zone;' 

(b) Contract with Wallace D. Gibbs, Jr. for appraisal of four 
parcels of property in connection" with Airport Clear Zone; 

(c) Contract with B. Brevard Brookshire for appraisal of one 
parcel of land for Sixth Street Improvement. 

\~ATER MAIN CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED. 

Upon motion of 
and unanimously 
were authorized 

Councilman Whitting~on, 
carried, contracts for the 
as follows: 

seconded by Councilman Stegall, 
installati.on of water mains 

-Ca) Contract with N. M. Craig and Son for the installation of 
2,170 feet of water mains and one fire hydrant to serve 
Fernbrook Subdivision, inside the city," at an estimated 
cost of $6,900.00. The City will finance all construction 

"costs and the applicant will guarantee an "annual gross water 
revenue equal t.o 10% of the total constructi.on" cost; 

(b) Contract with Pargo Realty Company for the installation of 
400 feet "of water main in Raleigh Street, inside the city, 
at an estimated cost of $2,000.00. The City will finance 
all construction costs and the applicant will guarantee an 
annual gross w!liter revenue equal to 10% of" the "total 
construction cost. 

ORDINANCE NO. 718 ORDERING THE REMOVAL OF AN ABANDONED" MOTOR VEHICLE LOCATED 
AT THRIFT AND FREEDOM DRIVE PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 13-1.2 OF THE CODE OF 
CHARLOTTE AND CHAPTER 160-200(43) OF THE GENERAL STATUTES OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Councilman Whittington moved adoption of the subject "'l:'dinance, which was 
seconded by Councilman Jordan, and ,carried unanimously. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 15, at Page 130. 

ORDINANCE NO." 719-X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 65S":X, THE'1967-68 BUDGET ORDINANC:' 
AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY 
APPROPRIATION. 

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington to adopt the subject ordinance 
transferring $1,415 to.the General Fund-Building Inspection to be used fot; 
miscellaneous contractual" services. " "The motion 'ilas seconded by Councilman 
Stegall. 

Mr. Veeder advised this will" pay the cost of the demolition of' four structun,: 
which were approved for demolition in September - 1815 Campus Street, 337 
Goff Street, 616 Condon Street and 624 N. Caldwell Street. The cost of 
the demolition ends up as a lien against the property and eventually the 
City expects to get it back. 
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The vote was taken on the motion, and carried unanimously. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 15, at,Pqge 130. 

TRANSFER OF CEMETERY LOTS. 

Upon ~otion of Council~an Short,' seconded by Counci~anStegall, and 
unant¢ously carried, the Mayor and city 'Clerk were authorized to execute: 
deeds for the transfer"of the foliowing c~etery lots: 

(a) 

(1:l) 

(c). 

(d) 

Deed with Herbert Dennis McCoy for Lot No. 384, Section 6, 
Evergreen C~etery, at $240.00; 

Deed with CharlesM. Hassell, Sr.; for Lot No .410 > 

Section 6, EVergreen Cemetery, at $240.00; 

Deed with Mrs. Wise T. Gum, for Graves 2 and 3, in 
Lot 176, Section 2, EVergreen Cemetery, at $120.00; 

Deed with Mrs. Violette-D. Perry. for Perpetual Care 
for west half of Lot No. 24. ~wood Cemetery, at $100.80. 

,ORDINANCE NO. 720-X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 655-X, THE 1967-68 BUDGET 
ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE GENERAL FUND 
UNAPPROPRIATED ACCOUNT. 

,Mr. Wesley York, Clerk of City Recorder's'Court;-statec! last April the 
North Carolina Supreme Court passed a ruling that it was unconstitutional 
for desk sergeants and policemen to handle warrants and made it necessary 
to set up a t~porary and eventually a permanent Justice of the Peace 
office to handle warrants. City Council approved five (5) Justices of the 
Peace and four clerk typists, This office was set up to serve the City :of 
Charlotte, Mecklenburg"County and" the State Highway Patrol Office. It was 
on the basis of 1/3 of the cost to be paid by the County and 2/3 of the iCOst 
by the City. This office was putinta effect on Sept~ber 5. With the :five 
JPs and the four'clerks, they anticipated operating with one man and on~ 
clerk on duty at all times.' Within a few days they found the schedule i 
WQuld not work because of the heavy,work load on weekends. They change~ 
the schedule'with two JPs and two clerks on duty. That relieved some of 
the burden but then they found they were in trouble for help during the' 
week; they did not have any relief for vacations, sick leave or even foxi 
lunch and dinner hour. ' 

He stated the manner in which the warrants are issued and handle will 
'determine if they are held up in court. The JPs are doing a fairly good 
job; they were men who had never had experience; they were put into this 
office and trained by the former desk sergeants and by Mr. Marshall Ha~ood 
and 'other solicitors with the judges of both the City and County Recorder's 
Court. 

He stated they cannot continue to handle the volume of work with the 
personnel they have; week before last they had 1,388 warrants, last week 
they had 1,590 warrants; that does not include the additional work they ihave -
they have the evidence for the courtroom, evidence for personal propertj, 
people who are booked and arrested, ect. ' , 
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Then when you talk to people for hours - especially the domestic cases 
where the people are in no condition to discuss anything, ~it is time 
consuming; these men are spending hours on these domestic problems. It 
is their responsibility to listen to the complaint before they can decide 
whether or not to issue the warrant. 

Mr. York stated they are asking for one Justice of the Peace and one clerk 
typist; at a C()st of approximateiy $7,400.00; they also need more space. i 
They are now~w6rking in a little~area near~the entrance to the jail and the~e 
is no provision for the evidence or the men to do the work. 

I 

Councilman Smith asked if the $7400 includes more space, and Mr. York repli/=cl 
no, this is only for the additional personnel. Mr. Veeder stated space I 

is a problem; they hope~to improve the condition that exists but cannot I 

stretch the walls in the area; if they can find a way to provide additionall 
space, they can do so within the frame work of existing building. ' 

Councilman Whittington asked what happens to~ the fines and monies coming frp~ 
the courts when the reforras come in, will the City realize any of ,the funds?1 
Mr. York replied that has not been determined. Councilman Whittington asked 
how mu£h the City.now realizes annually? Mr. York replied apPlCoximately ! 
$300,000; in the beginning of the new office, the City Attorney and others I 
went to the general assembly and the courts cpsts were increased from $13.0f 
to $17 .00; out of that thl\' City gets $14.0.0. Councilman Whittington stated , 
it is important that the City know where the funds will go before it is I 

eliminated. Mr. Veeder stated when next year's budget is pr<;>pared adjustmehL 
will be made in the anticipated transfer of all the eourt related~ activitie~. 
Mr. York stated they are working with the Institute of Government and 
information ~will be available soon; but it .has not been publi!>hed yet. , 
Councilman Whittington stated the court reforms will eliminate the justice i 
of the peace., but we do not know where the money that we bave been getting + 

.which is about $3QO,QOO a year- is going; does the legislation say that 
the State gets this all'backer does the County .. get it or does the City 
get it 50-50? Mr. Kiser replied the new legislation by virtue of the 
constitutional amendment will do away with the city courts; they will be 
State courts and the City will have n<r further responsibility with respect 
to providing Recorder's Court. That at the moment, he doe.s not know what 
the provisions: are with respect to disposition of funds; that he can inquir~. 

Councilman Whittington stated he would like to know if we are going to gzt 
a portion of the funds back from the state when court reforms go in or whatt 
That he thinks Council should know this before talking about budget next yefr. 
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, 
Mr. Veeder stated by appropriating 
but we will get an off-setting one 
terms of the revenue. 

$7400, it puts it in the City's budget, 
third of this back, from the County it 

, 
i 

Councilman Stegall asked if what has been asked for'will alleviate the 
work load toa point that thei will now be able to'spend the, time now i ' 
required with the people: That sometime back he asked the County Commissionet---

, " ' I 
about having a person from Domestic Relations Court on duty onweekendsf 
and this was discussed at some length; it was tabled at the timE!. He a~ked 
if the funds for additional personnel will alleviate, his prob:tems so the 
JPs can counsel with these people?' Mr: York replied they ~will have mor~ 
time; that it is up to the JP to determine_ when to end these conversatifns, 
and this is important; if they issued a warrant for every case that cam~ in, 
they WOUld, be running a 24-hour ',court, seve,n" days"a, week. Councilm,an Segall 
asked if he has any suggestions to make in relation to the domestic cas ? 
Mr. York replied at soma time it will be'necessary to have a counseling I 
service available because we are now carrying the load into court at the expen , ,I 
of taxpayers; that could be eliminated by a person on duty to counsel With 

,these people. I 
, '_ ' I 

Councilman Stegall- stated he was told by a member of the County CommiSSioners 
if Council would ask them to provide someone'from Domestic Relations Cpurt 
that they probably would do it if the need is there. That we still hav~ 
fourteen months'in which to operate the JP and Clerk of Court operation~. 

I 

The vote was taken on the motion to adopt the subject ordinanc~, and 
unanfmousl y • ' 

carried 

i 

The ordin&nce is recorded in full in Ordinance Bocik l5,at Page 132. 

CITY MANAFER REQUESTED TO INVITE JUDGE GATLIN TO CONFERENCE SESSION TO 
DISCUSS THE NEED FOR COUNSELING SERVICE IN RECORDER'S COURT OPERATION. 

, 

I 

Councilman Stegall moved that Council request 'the County Commissioners ~o 
provide -through the Domestic Relations Co~rt a per'son to be on duty at 
the City Police Department-where the Clerk of Court operates to handle the 
d,omestic cases. The mo'tion was ,se'conded by Councilman Jordan. 

, i 
Councilman Short stated out of- courte,sy he feels Judge Gatl':l.,n should cot' ent 
on this matter before Council adopts a policy of asking the County to d it. 
Councilman Stegall stated this is going as a suggestion to them to try i 0 

alleviate the problem; that he is not saying we actually request them tp 
set it up as such. Councilman Alexander stated he thinks this should bh 

" , 
discussed and see h'Ow it can best work and see what the real problem is!. 

Councilman Short made a substitute motion that the City Manager be asketl 
. - - I 

to request Judge Gatlin to come as qu-ickly ashe find, it convenient andl 
possible and discuss with Council at a conference session or at the forlnal 

, , , 
session whether he feels this should be done. The'motion was seconded Py 
Councilman Tuttle, and carried by the folloWing vote: I 

YEAS: Councilmen Short" Tuttle,Alexander, Smith and Whittington. 
NAYS: C0U11cilmen Jordan and Stegall.-
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PRELIMINARY ANNEXATION FEASIB~L~TY REPORT OF AN AREA ADJACENT TO CITY LIMiTS 
ALONG EAST INDEPENDENCE BOULEVARD. 

Mr. McIntyre, Planning Director, stated Council members were sent copies 
of the study; that it studies two area'. One of the areas is essentially 
the commercial area' which extends along Independenc'e Boulevard East from 
the City limits several hundred feet in an easterly'direction. That is 
Study Area No.1 in the, report. 

They then studied a larger area which includ'es the Independence Boulevard 
property in Area No. 1 and includes three residential streets that run 
from Independence Boulev<lrd down to Non'roe Road. 

• - - ;-. > -- -

He stated that Study Area No. 1 is not eligible for annexation at the 
present time becaus'e it does not meet the statutory requirements for 
concentration and density of development. Stud'y Area' No'. 2 does meet 
the statutory require~elits for annexation. In' Area No.' 1, it is anticipated 
that within the very near future that area itself will qualify because they 
know that certain new developments are coming into the area, andi:his will 
tip the balance of the scales so t~ere,will be sufficient concentration in 
the area to make it eligible for annexation under the statutory requirements. 
The study indicat,es the responsibilitie$ the City would have 'in providing 
facilities in Study Area No • .2 and also indicates the assesSment valuation 
in that area so a determination can be made of costs. 

Councilman Short asked why this area was specifically sin;;ledout for thi" 
study? It proved to have a population of seven people, and runs about a 
block out Independence Boulevard. He stated he has been able to list 20 
areas going out the major highways from Charlotte at the city limits which 
could be studied just as readily and quickly to find out if they are not in 
the same situation. That he realizes you have to have 1/8,of the boundary 
in common with the city t:imits. He stated there are places such as the 
shoppirig center at Yorkmont Road and South Tryon Street, the area beyond 
Nulberry R\,a~ on Wilkinson Boulevard, a big area on Mt. Holly Road, between 
Bellhaven Boulevard 'and Nt. Holly Road, across the street from Northbrook 
on Beatties Ford Road, and Highway 29 North at the city limit,S which has 
tremendous developments right on the city limits. Then, there is Amity 
Place and you Canl:lOt tell why the city limits is just where 1t is 
because those houses go right on. There is the Stonehaven Area and part 
of Huntington Park and many others. 

Mr. McIntyre replied the Pl"nning Commission staff did not single the area 
out; it was at the request from Council. Counc'ilman Tuttle stated during on., 
of the longest zoning hearings Council has had, impassioned pleas were 

.)~~ (), 
~u __ 

made for the zoning based on the benefit to the City and the millions of 
dollars in tax, value that wClUld go out there; that he has to assume in vi$w 
of the fact we wrecked a lovely neighborhood, Council weighed the value t6 
the City heavily as to ,the ,value of the citizens themselves. It has been: " 
there for nearly two years and we still have no tax money, so he assumes '-. , 
the people and the one particular large business area oU,t there with perhaps 
the largest value would be willing to pay these taxes because the plea was 
made when they went out there. That as to the ,seven people, he thinks 
there are 195 people in the feasible <lrea which is Area No.2. 

Councilman Tuttle moved that the Planning Commission staff be requested 
to prepare as early as convenient the report and plans for annexation 
of an area designated in the October 16, 1967 annexation as Study Area 
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No. ~ as requir.ed under Section l60-453.l5.!he motion was seconded by 
Councilman Whit-tington. 

Councilman Short stated this was a zoning mat.ter that' he believes' Mr. Tuttle 
voted against; that he takes exception that this wrecked. any neighborhood; 
and would not agree that it wrecked any neighborhood. Councilman Tuttle 
stated, he tak€s exception to the comment that he voted against it as he 
voted for it. Councilman Short replied he expressed himself cons:j.derably 
against it at the time. Councilman Short stated he believes that zoning 
is one authority given to Council and annexation is another entirely separate 
and different authority.· ,That he does not believe it was the intent of the 
legislature that these be used together in this kind of fashion; and he does 
not believe 'that it was the intent of the legislature in giving Council this: 
very great annexation aJ,lthority which City Councils in almost ~ll the other 
49 states do not have. That he does nc;>t pelieve it was their intention that 
Council would exercise this authority in any capricious waY,by running one 
isolated spoke out from the wheel ,in this fashion. That he thinks it was 
their intent that we would generally consider all areas that might be 

, eligible and not just bird-dog one area that we might have. some reason why , 
, we want to.get at and bring in that one ~rea and bring in 19 others that mig~ 

be considered. . " . ' , 

Councilman Tuttle stated before he made the motion asking for_this study he 
I had several calls frompeopl~ in the area ,who wanted anclasked about 

annexat,ion. That the area from which these calls came were not included in , 
this study because they were not feasible. As/Hle ,State and what it allowed: 
us to do, Mr. McIntyre has made it very plain that what we are doing is in 
total and thorough compliap,ce with State Law. It is not a retaliatory 
situation; if you have been out ,there at night and seen the traffic and the 
myriad of peoples ,that the large 'automobile dealers have taken out there, 
they will concede it will be a part of the City; it should be policed by 
the city.; .the county is not in a position 1;0 police this area; it is now 
a large commercial area and should be a part of the City. 

Council~an short stated h~ agrees that it should be a part of the city and 
Mr. McIntyre has so certified; but he does not think we should vote on this 
until cons.ideration has -been given to '.approximately any other areas that 
would appear to be likely f")1: this same kind of annexation; this is a 
different thing from annexing at the request of those in the' area. Rere 
we are putting it on the people on Council's motion rather, than theirs and 
Council must conSider all areas that are eligible for this or none at all. 

Councilman Short made a substitute motion that Council withhold action on 
the matter until it hears further from the Planning Commission and Staff as 
to the various areas of the city that might be eIigibleor feasible and 
practical for the same kind of study. The motion was seconded by_ 
Councilman Stegall. 

Councilman Smith stated he has heard a lot of talk about how.much taxes 
Westinghouse is going to bring into the City, but_he has not heard any 
motion to· bring them into the city.limits; that he does not think we shoulq 
call for any study about what should be brought into the city limits 
uIlless there is ,something specific and logical behind it. 

Councilman S?ort stated his motiOn does not say when the Planning CommissiOn 
would make this ~emendous study, and he is not going to say. Councilman 
Smith stated the Planning Staff must have.spent a month on this report. 
Row much money did that cost? 
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Mr. Mcintyre stated these studies should' not be undertaken -lightly because 
they do consume a great deal of time. Rere they were given a fairly 
specific area and it did take quite a bit of time to make the study. If 
they were to just cast their eyes allover the whole, city and its boundary 
and try to come tosofue preliminary conclusions about the feasibility of 
annexation of other areas, it would be very time consuming to get the genera] 
feel of the subject; to reduce a good many areas to these kind of specifics 
would be very time consuming.' 

Councilman Whittington asked Mr. McIntyre if the subject area would come 
nearer to complying to the annexation laws, being contiguous to the present 
city limits and with the commercial development, better and quicker than the 
areas Mr. Short has mentioned? Mr. McIntyre replied there is a posSibili~y 
of the' case because one of the principle deterrents of annexation is to 
have available city water and sewer facilities. As an example on sewage, 
you go out Monroe Road and you' cannot go beyond' a certain point because 
it is in a different drainage basin, and you have a major sewer problem. 

Councilman Smith asked if it is not true that the Planning Department tri~s 
to stay on top of this and any area such as Starmount that they initiate 
this from this Department? Mr. McIntyre replied they did initiate' Starmount 
and they also did a study trying to anticipate areas that would become 
eligible for annexation in certain future periods of time. He stated'he 
would get CoUncil copies of the study his department made several years' ago, 
which would given them a cross the board look at feasibility of annexation 
and prospects of annexation. 

Councilman Stegall asked if he would have recomm~nded the subJect area 
for annexation if the request had not been made by Council'? Mr. Mclntrye 
replied 'they would not have studied it if the request had not been made,. 

Councilman Tuttle stated in view of the fact that we have water out th'e 
Boulevard already and in view of the fact it is a small area,"and no 
additional personnel will be needed or no equipment on the part of the city 
and in view of the large use of this area, he asked Mr. McIntyre if he 
thinks it is logical that it be anneXed? Mr. McIntyre 'replied the city 
can 'annex it very favorably but this' is a general departure from the city's 
past custom. The City's past custom has been in response to specific 
petitions for annexation from propert'y owners for the annexation of small 
areas; on annexations initiated 'by the 'city itself to keep up with the d.ty's 
growth and development, gene,ally'the annexation policy has been to annex 
large areas. 

Councilman Short asked if he would consider it logical to 'annex this area· 
without giving consideration to some other area which'might possibly be 
also eligible and approximately the same size? ' Mr. McIntyre replied he 
thinks this is a question of policy for Council. ' 

Councilman Short stated there isa real estate subdivision along Glendora 
Drive in which almost every lot is occupied by a home and they were put into 
this Area No. 2 thereby making the business area across the stteet also 
eligible, which it would not have been otherwise. The houses that abut on 
Area No. 2's boundary line; the lots which back up to this but front on 
Amity Place, he is of the belief that there is no vacant lot whatsoever· 

, , , 
this is also true of the area across the street on the north" side of ;\nity 
Place. If the people ·on'Glendora Drive ask him why they were included inl 
order to make No.1' annexable,but the other people on Amity Pl?ce were no~ 
included and had their taxes cut by not beeing included, how ~il1 he answer? 
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Mr. McIntyre replied one answer~would be to point out that the areas are 
within a drainage basin served by a city sewage system, where the other 
area is in Mcalpine Creek basin and is served by Idlewild facilities; and 
the other area is not served with any public utilities as they have septic 
tanks and wells. 

Councilman Short asked if the ridge line between the two basins runs along 
the rear line of the lots that front on Amity Place? That the vast 
majority of Area No. 1 is not included in the basin that we have a sewer 
outfall for. Mr. McIntyre replied Area No. 1 included the property on the 
south side of the Boulevard; that the vast majority of Area~ No. 1 is not 
included in the basin. 

Councilman Alexander stated at this point he does not think "it is Mr. 
McIntyre's r!,sponsibility~to tell Council what to do. That the past 
procedure has been that annexation takes place on petition. Mr. McIntyre 
replied traditionally we have annexed large areas as they develop on the 
initiative of the city. Councilman Alexander asked .if some of this area 
can be adequately supplied with. services.and some cannot? Mr. McIntyre . 
replied we can adequately supply all this area with service; that a portion! 
of it is in the Campbell Creek drainage basin but the~City can reach over 
for a certain distance and pull the sewage ~into the drainage.basin. 

Councilman Alexander asked Mi. Veeder, City Manager, if he thinks it is wise 
to annex this area at this time? Councilman Tuttle stated his motion is tol 
request the Planning Staff to prepare a report for annexation - this is not· 
voting on annexation today, it is for the Planning Staff to complete the 
report at which time the~opportunity will be given to vote on whether or 
not to annex the area. . - ',-

Mr. Veeder stated the study that the Planning Commission has done todate 
has been to determine the preliminary study and was not done in the context 
of the study that would be required as apart of the process if it were 
actually to go further. The additional study has some rather definite 
criteria that it would have to address itself to in order to take into 
account all the requirements that are called for. 

Councilman Short asked if~the more logical approach would not be to annex 
this area that is filled in and which is in the right drainage basin where 
we do have sewerage facilities? Mr. McIntyre replied the area would 
qualify by itself, and the.other would not by itself. 

Councilman Jordan made a privilege motion to postpone action and give 
Council more time to discuss this and think about it. The motion was 
seconded by Councilman Smith, and carried by the following vote: 

YEAS: Councilmen Jordan, Smith, Alexander,~Short, Stegall~and Whittington. 
NAYS: . Councilman Tuttle. 

PROPER~Y TRANSACTIONS AUTHORIZED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Coup-cilman Tuttle, and 
unanimously carried, the following property transac~tions were authorized: 

(a) Acquisition of 182 sq. ft. of Itoperty on East. Fifth Street 
next to the NE corner of College Street, from W. W. Hagood, Jr. 
and wife, Adele D. Hagood, at $900.00 for the East.Fifth Street 

" Widening; " 

(b) Acquisition of 3,140 sq. ft. of property on the corner of Eastway 
Drive and Central Avenue, from estate of Martin Taft Horgan, et aI, 
at $16,100, for Eastway Drive Widening Project. 
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Cc) Acquisition of 914 sq. ft. plus construction easement at 
3408 Eastway Drive, from Lawrence H. Maye and wife, Alice L. 
Naye, at $1,400 for EastWay Drive Project; 

(d) Acquisition of construction easement 4.0' x 55.0' at 
402 North NcDowe11 Street, from B. J. Faulkner, at $25.00 
for McDow~ll Street Widening;-

(e) Acquisition of construction easement 360 sq. ft. at 419 North 
NcDowel1 Street; from Mrs. W. M. -McCain, widow, at $100.00, 
from McDowell Street Widening; 

(f) Acquisition of 380.51 sq. ft. of property on South Boulevard 
"next to the NE corner of Ideal Way," from Ashe Brick Company, 
at $1.00 for South Boulevard Intersections; 

(g) Acquisition of 58.33 sq. ft. of property at 2500 South 
Boulevard from Greene Brothers Lumber ~ompany, Inc., at 
$1.00, for the South Boulevard Intersections;" 

(h) Acquisition of right-of-way 10' x87' off Jeremiah Avenue, 
from BessieG. Blankenship, at $1,000 for easement to'relocate 
sanitary s,ewer ,line for North-Sol,lth Expressway. 

ABANDONED VEHICLE REQUESTED REMOVED FROM PARK ON REMOUNT ROAD. 

Councilman Stegall stated a car 'is sitting in the Park on Remount -Road 
next to the old Incinerator Building that should be removed. He requested 
the City Manager to have someone investigate it. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION GO ON RECORD SUPPORTING 
ONE CENT SALES TAX. ' 

Councilman Stegall stated the lloard of Directors of the Home Builders 
Association at their last annual meeting has. gone on record unanimously 
endorsing the proposed one: cent sales tax in Mecklenburg County. ' , 

CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO GIVE REPORT ON NUMBER OF CITY CARS BEING USED 
FOR PERSONAL USE. 

Councilman Smith asked how many automobiles are being used in the Police 
Department by different officers for personal use - by that he means to 
go" home in and keep overnight? Mr. Veeder replied it is reduced over what 
it was at one time but hOe cannot give a precise number now; that he will 
get the number and give it to him. Councilman Smith stated fie has been 
told a number take them home and keep them at home when they are only a 
phone call away from transportation. That about 35 new vehicles were 
purchased and in the interest of economy he thinks "this should be looked 
into. If an official or one of the planners, or someone else is taking 
a car home that he thinks it should be taken care of other ways. " 

REPORT REQUESTED ON REQUEST FOR REDUCING SPEED LIMIT ON BURTON STREET. 

Councilman Alexander 'stated several weeks ago he asked that the Traffic 
Engineering Department set a 25 MPH speed limit for the entire length of 
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Burton Street, between Seaboard and Oaklawn Aven.ue, instead of just in the: 
block in front of Fairview School. He asked the City Manager to' find out 
how soon this can be done. Mr. Veeder replied he has· received a report 
from Mr. Hoose but there is some element of it that he does not understand 
and wants to discuss it further with Mr. Hoose. 

SUGGESTION THAT CHAPEL ON THOMPSON ORPHANAGE PROPERTY BE PRESERVED AS A PARK. 

Councilman Alexander stated he wonders if it could be determined whether 
or not we could preserve the Chapel on the 11hompson Orphanage property arOUll< 
the expressway as somewhat of a "shrine" and a park. That it would add 
much value to the city if this ,could be done and it would preserve some 
of Charlotte's original history to'enshrine the Chapel in a park and 
perhaps offer much relief to a lot of people at some time. That he hands 
this out for exploration to see if such a thing is feasible. 

SUGGESTION THAT PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION BE REQUESTED TO CONSIDER 
BUILDING ON REMOUNT ROAD AS TEENAGE CENTER. 

~ounci1man Alexander stated he would like for Council to cOnsider asking 
the Park and Recreation Commission to turn over the building which has 
been talked about on Remount Road, and developing it as a city-wide 
teenage center. That we read much in the pap.ers about teenage centers 
and probLems growing put of lack of teenage centers and things of that 
nature. That this building could be used in that capacity. This is just 
an idea, and if some discussion was held, perhaps something could come fro~ 
it. 

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE CONCEPT OF CONVENTION BOULEVARD" ADOPTED. 

The following resolution was presented for Council's consideration: 

That Council accept the cOncept of Convention Boulevard as 
presented by the Southern Railway System on October 9, 1967, 
this acceptance to be construed as an amendment to the 
Greater Charlotte Central Area Plan, and 

Further, that Council agrees that the G.ty of Charlotte will 
move towards the end of constructing Convention Boulevard 
as an integral eLement of the Central Area Redevelopment 
Program, and 

Further, that Council direct that the general right-of-way 
requirements for Convention Boulevard be determined as soon 
as possible and that the City staff prepare an appropriate 
display of such requirements, and 

Further, that the Mayor and other representatives of city 
government, as well as representatives of the business 
community schedule a meeting with officials o'f South'ern 
Railway System to review requirements for Convention 
Boulevard towards the end of obtaining further 'cooperation 
from Southern Railway. 

Councilman Tuttle moved the adoption ,of the resolution, which was seconded 
by'Councilman Whittington. 
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Councilman Smith asked if the Committee will go to the Southern RailJlay? 
Mayor Brookshire replied at an appropriate time, or perhaps SOuthern 
Railway officials might be invited to come to Charlo,tte. Councilman Smith 
asked if this is' being 'left in the Mayor's hands to prClt:eed? Mayor 
Brookshire replied as far as this' resolution is conceraed it would. 

The vot,e was taken on the motion and carried unanimously • 

. ApPOINTMENT OF'COMMITTEE'AUTHORIZED TO DISCUSS WITH SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
OFFICIALS PUTTING CONVENTION BOULEVARD DmmA STREET. 

Councilman Tuttle moved that'the following men be appOinted to a committee 
authorized to go to"Southern Railway's offices in Washington to dis,cuss 
with Southern official$ the feasibility of putting a convention boulevard 
down a street:" 

Mr. Patrick M. Calhoun, President of Chamber of Commerce 
Mr. John'Scott Cramer, President of Central Charlotte AsSOCiation 
Mr. John A. Tate, Jr., Chairman of the Master "Plan 
Mayor Stanford Brookshire 
Councilfuan Jerry Tuttle 
Councilman James, B. Whittington 
Councilman Sandy R. Jordan 

Further, that the Mayor have the authority to expand the Committee to not 
more than 12 as he may se:e fit. The motion was seconded by ,Councilman 
Whittington. 

Councilman Alexander requested that the City Manager be int;:luded on this 
Committee. Count;:ilmanTuttle stated that is taken care of as the Mayor 
has the authority to expand the Committee and he is Sure that 'he and . 
Mr. Veeder will get together on that. 

Councilman Smith stated he is opposed to this on the basis that it is takin" 
the prerogative away from the Mayor; that the Mayor has'handledthese 
negotiations for four years and he thinks the Council is stepping in and 
telling him how to do it; and he thinks there are some politics involved 
and he does not think he can vote 'for' it. 

The vote was' taken. on the motion, and carried by tbe following 'vote: 

YEAS: 
NAYS: 

Councilmen Tuttle, Whittington, Alexander, Jordan, Short and Stegap.l 
Councilman Smith. 

CITY ATTORNEY AUTHORIZED TO FILE APPEAL TO SUPREME COURT REGARDING THE HOUSE 
BEING MOVEIi TClHOWIE CIRCLE. 

Mr. Kiser, City Attorney, stated he has a report on one of the houses moved 
into a neighborhood on Howie Circle; Today the Superior Court Judge ruled 
that the property owner should be allowed to complete the construction of 
the eXisting house according to specifications established in the court 
order. These specifications are above and beyond the minimum code 
requirements. This case reached the Superior Court ·after the Building 
Inspection Department had ordered the building removed and demoli~hed; 
according to the procedures outlined in the ordinance, the property 
owner took an appeal to the Superior Court. He stated unless Council de ire 
to have an appeal, the matter made to the Supreme Court, the, ruling will st" 

.~,.. r-',' ') 
__ L, 
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Mr. Kiser stated they will file notice of intent.to appeal and protect 
it if Council s.~4-es-ic_. 

councii1uG\I:L~Q_~t;,.iQ:ii~at the City Attorney file a notice .of appeal. 
The motion was seconde4by Councilman Whittington, and carried unanimously. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PERl1ANENT IMPROVEMENTS ON· BARCLAY DOWNS DRIVE. 

The followiI)g resolution was presented for .Council.' s consideration: 

"WHEREAS,Barclay Downs Drive connects two maJor traffic arteries, 
namely Fairview Road and Runnymede Lane, and 

WHEREAS, the volumes of traffic using Fairview Road and Runnymede 
continues to increase, and 

-·~J!'t;ie." •• {'·Runnymede Lane are to be improved by the 
State Highway C.ommission as part of allothe~pr()ject, and 

WHEREAS, institutional, commercial. ap.d residential development 
continues toaccelera.te. in the vicinity of this section of Barclay 
Downs Drive. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Charlotte that: 

Section 1. It is necessary 
Barclay Downs':Drlve between 
major arterial street. 

and in the public interest to designate 
Runnymede Lane and Fairview Road as a 

Section 2 •. The City Engineer is. authorized tc!. prepare preliminary 
plans and cost estimates, as well as construction plans and 
specifications required to widen and improve Barclay Downs Drive 
between Fairview Road.aI)d Runnymede Lane. 

Section 3. Depending upon the COStS involved, the required 
improvements will be constructed at one time or by phases with 
initial financing.to be provided as a part of. the 1968-69 Capital 
Improvement Budget," 

Councilman.Smith asked if there are any preliminary costs? Mr. Veeder 
replied this would hav.e to be determined. Councilman Smith asked if this 
will be brought back to Council for final approval after the costs are 
'deternirneif("r'\VnT~e put in the budget? Mr. Veeder replied everything 
has to end up with Council aPproval one way or the other; without 
knowing the cost involved at this time, it may be .. , that Council will wish 
to make the improvements during more than one fiscal year. 

Mr. Veeder stated the terminal pOint. of a project. such as this one at the 
Runnymede end would depend in some measure on rh.e· design of the project 
that includes Runnymede which the State Highway is involved with - the 
configuration of Runnymede as it would be in thevicillity would determine 
the terminal point of this road. 

Councilman Smith asked if the City Manager will bring a price to Council, 
or if Council is voting cart blanc? Mr. Veeder replied no money is spent 
for any project withotit Council's approval. Councilman Smith asked 

I 
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if this is approving the project or approving the study? Mr. Veeder 
replied this is up to Council. Councilman Smith stated if it was'going 
to cost $500,000, he would vote one way and if it was going to cost: 
$150,QOO, he would vote another way; and he is rot going to vote for 
cart blanc approval all the way to Runnymede unless, it is some kind of 
financial situation. ' 

Mr. Ve,eder stated Uti money" is spent for any project without Coune1.l 
aj:lproval of the dollars involved; and no money is spent even with the doll",rs 
involved in terms 'of the project being bid until Council has approved the 
bid; that this is entirely up to Council. 

Councilman Smith moved that' a preliminary study be lJIade and brought. back 
to Council with the cost estimates. The motion was' seconded by Councilman: 
Whittington. 

Councilman Tuttle made a substitute motion to adopt the resolu.tion as 
presented. The motion was seconded by Councilman Short. 

Councilman ~1hittington stated the resolution which was read,in part says 
what Mr. Smith has indicated; Council cannot act on this in any light until 
the informa,tioh is ga',thered as to cost and engineering studies; tha-t must 
be the firt'stepin any case, Mr. Veeder replied that is right._ 

Councilman Short stated the resolution reads "depending on the cost invoh'ed", 

Councilman Smith stated if you vote for the substitute'motion rather trlan 
his, he understands they are voting to go ahead with the project. 

Councilman Alexander stated the last paragraph of the, resolution covers the 
whole thing being discussed. 

Councilman Smith, stated the effect of the resolution is this - Council wiH 
vote for the resolution today and then it will appear in the budget Along' 
with about 500 other items and that will be it; what he was trying to do is 
to bring it back to Council for approval; and then put it in the budget. 
If you want to throw it in the budget, then a.pprove the resolution, but 
this is not the procedure he would like to see. ' 

Mr. Veeder stated without any further action of CounCil; he is going to make 
a point to see that cost estimates Come to Council the minu'te they are 
ready, independent of the budget. Councilman Smith stated this is all he 
is asking. 

The vote was taken on the substitute motion to'adopt the resolution, and 
carried by the following vote: 

YEAS: Councilmen J~ttle, Short, Alexander, Jordan, Smith ... Rd Stegall,. and Hhitt ton 
NAYS-:.,-eouneiiman-Whit~i.,g~o.,,,:.. As corrected in Minutes of Meeting on 30,1967 

'on Page 279" 

CITY MANAGER AUTHORIZED TO ATTEND MEETING At WHARTON SCHOOL'AT UNIVERSITY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA IN NOVEMBER. 

The City Manager stated he has been invited to participate as a representativ" 
of Charlotte along with representatives of 15 cities to the Wharton School 
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at the University of Pennsylvania in a project relating to developing a 
recording· and management system· making usee of systems analysis. This is 
something that the" Department· of" Industrial Enterprise is using more and 
more; this invitation is some ways reflects the fact that Charlotte has beEln 
moving a)1ead in the use of computers.· 

The meeting will be held in November and he thinks it is in the city's 
interest that he attend the meeting; it will be at no cost to the city. 

Councilman Smith moved approval of the City Manager attending the meeting, 
which was econded by Councilman Alexander, and carried unanimously. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Stegall, seconded by Councilman Alexander, and 
unanimously carried"," the meeting· was adjourned." 

Clerk 




