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The City Council oL the City o.f Charlotte, North ·Carolina met in. 
regular session on Monday; January 27, 1969, in the Council Chamber, 
City Hall, at 3:0'0' o'clock p.m., with Mayor Stan R. ~rookshire 
presiding, and Councilmen Fred D. Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan, 
Milton Short, Gibson L. Smith, James B. Stegall, J.erry Tuttle,~ and 
James B. Whittingtonp~esent. 

ABSENT: None.' , 

* *.it * * *, 

INVO'CATIO'N. 

The invocation was given by Dr. Claude U. Broach, Minister of 
St.· John's Baptist. Church. 

MlNUTES APPROVED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded .by Councilman .Whittington 
and unanimously carried, the minutes of the last meeting on Monday, 
January 20', were' approved as submitted. 

MEMORANDUM O'F AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE SOUTHERN RAILWAY AND CITYQF 
CHARLO'TTE WITH RESPECT TO' THE CONSTRUCTIO'N OFCONVENTIO'N BOULEVARD, 
APPRO'VED. 

Mayor Brookshire sta'ted after long and of-ten· tedious negotiations with 
Southern Railway, and more recently with the Charlotte Development 
Associates, we now have a cooperative agreement, in writing, that 
should serve well' the mutual ·irtterestsof -all·;parties to the agreement. 

From the City's point of view it .will do these things: 

1. Clean up 25 acres oEobsolete. and deteriorated s.tructures and 
·railroad spur lines, .which have :been for years a downtown eye-sore 
and a barrier to orderly development. 

2. Produce new adva-lorem rev:enue, estimated to reach or exceed one 
million dollars in fiNe years (based on increased land value. and 
new structures in the cost range of $40'-50 million) •. This figtIre 
of local tax could double within ten years. 

3. O'pen up a new downtown street to help carry Charlotte's increasing 
vehicular traffic. 

4. With oneor more convention .hotels, will greatly stimulate the .. 
convention business that brings millions of dollars to Charlotte. 

5. Will give the heart of our'City a new face, new hope and new 
strength.' Call it what you ,like - a shot in the arm or a 
transftIsion. 

6. ShotIld be a strong incentive to other downtown developments. 

7. Will provide new job opporttInities. 
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8. More, firmly establish Charlotte as the leading regional city 
between Hashington and Atlanta, increasing its prestige asa 
distribution and financial center. 

9. The 50-foot median reserved by Southern between' the two one-way 
lanes of Convention Boulevard may one day serve Charlotte well 
for a North-South rapid transit system. 

Mayor Brookshire stated we have also been negotiating with the 
Charlotte Development Associates on a Civic Center,under terms which 
would provide for the construction of the Center by CDA in accordance 
with plans and specifications to be prepared by the City, tO,be 
leased to the Ci1:y on a net, net lease, CDA to be reimbursed for all 
construction and finance costs, insurance and taxes, prorated over 
a period of 35 years, with options to renew the lease or purchase 
at intervals during the term of the lease or at the end of the 
lease. 

Many complications have arisen, including the price of ground and/or 
air rent, the question of who would build, control, and operate the 
parking under the pedestrian mall and terms on options to renew the 
lease or purchase. ' Negotiations are continuing. 

He stated another factor was introduced recently when it' became apparent ,I 

that the'Department of Housing and Urban Development would allow a start ' 
on our Downtown Ur1>an R.enewal project under the Neighborhood Development i 
Plan. City Council has authorized our Redevelopment Commission to prepar~ 
a proposal, under NDPand to work 'cooperatively with other North Carolina i 

cities to get the State Statutes' on Urban Renewal changed to accommodate I 
this new HUD program. ,This, of course, could give the City of Charlotte I 
the alternative; subject to approval of the voters, of building the Civic I 
Center with'lower interest rates under general obligation bonds, or I 
perhaps with revenue bonds. 

I 
As negotiations continue with the Charlotte Development Associates, our I 
Civic Center Committ'ee, ably lleaded by Robert Lassiter, Jr., strongly 
advises the City 'to keep open all options. 

Mayor 'Brookshire stated the formal agreement, already signed by the I 
Southern Railway Company,which he is presenting ,to City Council today I 
for approval" is, however, the basic agreement which we have sought for I 
the past four years and he is pleased to announce it and at the same time I 
asks Council's approval of it. I , , 
He stated he considers this agreement'a catalyst by which 
greatly benefit in ways already menUoned, while enabling 
Railway to profitably increase both land value and use of 
Charlotte real estate holdings. 

the Ci:ty will ! 
Southern I 
their important I 

I Mayor Brookshire 'then read the followfrtg letters and agreement ,into 
the record: 

Le'tter dated January 22, 1969 from the'Vice PreSident of the Southern 
Railway Sys tem: 

"Dear Mayor Brookshire: ' 

This replies to your letter of January'2, 1969;with the attached 
'Memorandum of Agreement between Southern Railway Company, Mr,. ' 
Robert ,B. Russell;' Mr. William Gunter, and' the City of Charlotte 

"with respect to the construction' of Convention ,Boulevard. 
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The general outline oi the proposal .as set forth in the Memorandum 
of Agreement is satisfactory to us, subject to your confipnation 
of certain understandings as set out more fully below. However, 
we do not think that the characterization in your January 2, 1969 

I 
letter of the construction of Convention BOlllevard as a."contriblltion I 
which the City has agreed to make" pres.ents a completely accllrate I 
pictllre. It is SOllthern that is contribllting the land which makes I 
Convention BOlllevard possible, and this contriblltion by SOllthern 

; will make possible the development of the entire downtown business 
area of Charlotte, not simply the development of Southern's land. 
Realizing your hopes for overall downtown development,iucluding 
the Urban Renewal area, we are prepared to confirm our ·informal 
agreement concerningthe_cont-ribution- of right of way for the . '­
Boulevard without waiting for a decision on the Civic Center. 
Your January 2, 1969 Memorandum of Agreement, however, .did not 
set forth all of the terms of our· informal agr'eement as we have 
discussed and it must be understood between the City and South'ern' 
that the contribution by Southern is subject to the following 
understandings: 

Southern is entering into a 99 year lease with the North Carolina 
Railroad Company covering the acquisition of all of that company"s 
interests in property lying between East Stonewall Street and East 
Trade Street. Southern Railway Company will. donate or. cause to be 
donated to the City of Charlotte all or the interests it .owns or. 
controls in. the necessary easements, including ·those under the 
new 99 year lease from the North Carolina Railroad Company, for 
such part ofl the right of way of the Boulevard as li.es upon property 
now or hereafter owned or controlled by it or its assigns. The 
donation of these interests for such necessary .easements shall be 
made as needed for the construction of the Boulevard .and sltall be 

. made with the understanding that neither Southern -nor its assigns 
shall be charged with any cO'st whatsoeverrelati.ng to the . location, 
construction, maintenance or operation of the Boulevard, except for 
the contribution of the cost of constructing or reconstructing_over~ 
pass structures as. provided in paragraph 1 qf the J,muary 2, 1969 
Memorandum of Agreement, and any costs of making, lateral. or vertical I 

changes to the railroad tracks and right of way as Southern determinet 
to be practical, in accordance with numbered paragraph 6 of the . i 

Memorandum of Agreement. As you know, this understanding regarding I 
costs has'been part-of all of our conversations and. informal agree­
ment. 

A second point that has been part of all our dealings is that the 
Boulevard will be constructed so that it willno,t interfere with . 
the proposed mall concept which the City has approved in .p·rinciple. 
This means that the Boulevard will be -located substantially in -
accordance with the drawings of Ralph Whitehead & Associates dated 
September, 1968, revised November 11, 1968, which you mention in the, 
January 2, 1,969 MemQrandum of Agreement, and in such f<lshion that ,the I 
required clearance of rail (23' from the top of rail) and. highway I 
can be met and the pedestrian level maintained at the approximate I 
elevation of 7sS'ahovemean sea level,. so that itwill.bepossible I 
to tie in with Tryon Street pedestrian circulation. I 
In the light of the City's approval of Southern's adopt~on of its 
overall plan for private -development of its downtown property, and 
'so long.as. Southern continues with development of its property in 
general .accord·with such plan, it will be .. neither necessary nor 
desirable to include such property in a condemnation under any 
Urban Renewal·or. comparable -project undertaken by the City Qr .. any 
local Urban Renewal authority with City approval. 

I 
~ 
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Based on the assumption that these conditions are still agreeable 
to you, I have executed the January 2, 1969 Memorandum of Agreement I 
attached to your letter of the same date on behalf of Southern'Railwayl 
Comp-any. In,order that the January 2, 1969 Memorandum of Agreement I 
and this letter may be' evidence 'of the entire understanding between I 

" Southern and the Gity With, respect ,t, 0 the const, ruction of c,onvention II 

Boulevard and the donation of right of way therefore by Southern, I 
will appreciate' your executing and returning to me a copy of this I 
letter, together with evidence of approval of the City Council, for i 
our permanent records., I am authorized to advise you that Messrs. . 
William, Gunter and Robert B. Russell concur in the execution of the I 
January 2, 1969 Memorandum of Agreement, subject to the conditions i 
set forth in this letter. In the interests of time, I am sending I 
this letter forward to you, but, upon receipt of a copy of it 
executed by you as indicated above, i will arrange to have it ex­
ecuted in the indicated spaces by Messrs. Gunter and Russell, and a 
fully ex,ecuted copy will be returned to you for the City's records. 

Very truly yours, 

(James S. Crow) 
Vice President" 

Mayor's letter of transmittal dated January 2, 1969 referred to by Mr. 
Crow: 

"While there may have been merit in our efforts to develop a total 
package of agreements on Convention Boulevard and the Civic Center 
before proceeding with 'the Boulevard, I tliinkwisdom now dictates 
taking a fir,st step. 

Rather than occasion further delay on the construction of Convention 
Boulevard, w\lich after all is the key to the potential development 
of your twenty-five acres of downtown property and is a contribution 

, which the City has agreed to maRe, I am suggesting that we confirm 
our verbal agreement, relatinz to the construction of the Boulevard, 
in writing' and proceedimmed,iately with the project. 

We are presently putting 'together a proposed bond package for an 
early Spring referendum and 'if we are to include Convention Boulevard 
We must make this decisiOIlpromptly.' If not included in this year's 
bond referendum it would have to wait at least another year. 

A memorandum of the Agreement between Southern Railway and the City, 
as developed ,last August, paragraphs four (4) through seven (7) 
having been dictated by your Mr. McLean, is'attached and if you will 
return one copy with your signature, I shal~ ask City Council,to 
approve,it and to include the project in the bond proposal we are now 
preparing. 

I might add that our C1vi" Center Committee _ concurs in this matter, 
feeling that it needs more time to fully conSider the alternatiVes 
,carefully. 

Also for your information, we 'are moving rapidly to secure legislativel 
action from our Gene.ral' Assembly. which' convenes on January 15th, to I 
enable the City to go the Urban Renewal NOP route, which should assurel 
an early start on acquisition and clearance of two downtown blocks I 
which could be those bounded by Tryon,' Trade, COnvention Boul'e'1ard 
and Fou,rth Streets - thus tying' your development to. Tryon and Tracie 
Streets. 

It is a pleasure to cooperate t~ith you and your associates in the 
development of mutual interests." 

~, 



January 27, 1969 
Minute Book 51 - Page 279 

Memorandum of Agreement 

"This memorimdum confirms the agreement reached between the Southern 
Railway and the City of Charlotte with'resp'ect to the !"onstruction 
of Convention Boulev,ard. 

1t is our UJlderstimdin:g that you are organizing a joint venture for 
the development of certain property in the City of Charlotte consist-i 
,ing in part of. some twenty-four (24) acres owned or controlled by , 
the So,:,the:n Railway Co. and other properties as may be acquired by I 
you ly~ng ~n the area bounded by South Tryon Street" East Trade Street 
South Caldwell Street and East Stonewall Street. You have disclosed I 
to me the general concepts of your present'intention 'for' the improve-! 
ment of this real estate, with particular r~ference to, the traffic an~ 
access requirements of a proposed boulevard, referred to'as "Con- : 
vention Boulevard", in the drawings of ~lph Whitehead.and Associatesl 
dated September, 1968, to which reference will 'be made throughout 
this memorandum. . ' 

. You are referred to previous actions of the: City Council under date 
of October 23, 1967, which express the approval in principle of the i 
City of Charlotte of the construction of Convention Boulevard between! 
the Northwest Expressway and the proposed Independence Boulevard ' 
Expressway. You have requested the present statement of the I 

intentions of the City with respect to the construction of this part I 
of the Boulevard between East Stonewall Street and East Sixth Street.1 
We have agreed that the actual design and construction of this I 
segment of the Boulevard must await your specifications 'as to the I 
specific uses to which the abutting property controlled by you will 
be put. We have mutually agreed with you that this segment of the 
Boulevard will be designed insofar as practicable: in 'a cooperative 
effort to meet the functional requirements of access to the abutting 
property to' be developed by you •. You have agreed to expedite your 
planning efforts and specifications to the end thai prompt cost 
est.imates can be presented to the Council for its approval. 

I wish to state that it is the present intention of the city of 
Charlott.e to construct the' entire Convention BO,ulevard in such 
segments as maybe justified by the development of the adjoining 
property and property served by the Boulevard. ' We have agreea with 
you that the first segment of the Boulevard to be conStructed shouldj 
be that referred to between East Stonewall Street and East Sixth I 
Street. It is our'present intention to constructthis'segment of 
the Boulevard as soon as its design can be mutually agreed upon with I 
you and the necessary ~unds ,can be acquired by the 'City subject to I 
the conditions hereinabove and hereinafter stated. . " 

1. We have' stated to you that the financing of the first segment 
of this project will require a bond issue by the City of Charlotte 
'requiring voter approval: We: presently estimate the requirements 
to be from six to ten million' dollars. Provided the conditions 
herein are met, it is the City's intention to submit these bonds to 
the voters at an election to be held as soon in 1969 as possible • 

. 2. Thisseiment of' the' Boulevard will in gEmeral be constructed 
to meet the requirements of a memorandum from the City Manager, 
W. J. Veeder, to the Mayor and City Council, dated July 29, 1968, 
copy of which you,have. It is understood that the exact specifi-

. cat.ions and design must await the: receipt of your requirements 
and those. of other persoIls to be l¥ei:ved by the proposed Boulevard. 

3. ,The Southern Railjrway Co •. will donate to the City of Charlotte 
the necessary easements or conveyances of title for such part of 
the right-of-way of the entire Boulevard as lies upon property now 
or hereafter owned or controlled by you or your assigns. 
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4. You·will retain the "air rights" over any property conveyed 
for the Boulevard right of way by you. Th" City.without charge 
to. y.ou will execute such conveyances and further assurances as 
required to you or to your assigns covering the "air rights" over 
such part of "An Street or other property shown on the Whitehead 
maps hereto attached as shall belong or be claimed by the City 
and which lie within the right of way of the proposed Boulevard 
andof.which the ownership between the City and.you is in dou~t. 
The air space to be conveyed to or-retained by you shall include all 
space lying above a horizontal plane twenty-three feet above the 
top of rail .in the present railroad track or such track as may be 
finally in place when Convention Boulevard is finally built. 

5. As promptly as practicable, you will put forth your best efforts 
to construct the structures on the subject property which you have 
discussed with me. A substantial portion of the primary phase of 
such development shall be under contract before construction of 
the Boulevard shall commence. 

6. It is understood that you will reserve in the center of the 
right of way of the proposed Boulevard.a 50' wide right of way for 
the operation of two railroad tracks. Nothing herein shall be taken 
to require the C!ty of Charlotte to acquire any property for the I 

said 50' railroad right of way. Any property required to be dedicated! 
to such. use shall be acquired by you. i 

I 
I 
I 
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It is understood that this memorandum is to be supplemented by 
formal, complete agreements consistent with the terms hereof. 
This agreement ,however, is binding upon the parties and their 
successors and assigns. 

If this , expresses the understanding we have reached in these 
matters we would appreciate your executing this in duplicate, 
retaining one copy for your files. ,Subject to the understandings 
in our attached January 22, 1969 letter 

We agree to the foregoing 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO. 

BY: (James Crow) 
'Vice 'President 

ATTEST: (N. W. Edwards) 
Asst. Secretary" 

(Stan R.Brookshire) 
Mayor 

Councilman Jordan moved approval of the memorandum of agreement, which 
motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington. ' 

Councilman Smith stated paragraph 5 of Mr. Crow's letter pertains to 
Southern Railway's request that the City give up any condemnation 
rights it may have in Urban Renewal Programs in the future as to their 
property. That he does not feel this should run for an indefinite period 
and we should have a better understanding as to what this'migh't involve 
because we dp not know what may happen in the future - we may need some 
eondemnation on railroad property and he does not want this interpreted 
too freely. That'he is stating this for the record as Council ought to 
be aware of what this could do if it was not clarified. 

Mayor Brookshire stated he agrees andaH paragraphs in any letter are 
subject to interpretation and he will call Mr. Crowe's attention 'to' this 
when he replies to Mr. Crowe's letter., 

Councilman Tuttle stated, Council will be agreeing on 'the lIle1Ilorandum of 
agreement and he does riot recall this'being in the agreement. Councilman 
Smith stated when Southern startsdraw:l:ng the formal instrument:, they 
will use all these negotiated instruments to bring it into shape; that 
he is just stating this for the, record. 

Mr. Veeder, City Manager, stated the point raised by Councilman Smith is 
a valid one and makeS' reference to "so' long as Southern continues' with 
developments' of its property". That it does need clarif,icat10n but he 
does not see any problem in getting the clarification by an exchange of 
letters between the Mayor and Mr. Crowe. 

Mayor Brookshire s'tated the problem that bothers him is there is no 
time"element involved here - whether we are talking about 5 yeflrs, 
10 years ir 40 years - it might be clarified. 

Mayor Brookshire stated heha; given to members ,of Council a copy of the 
report from the Mayor's Civic Center Adv'isoryCommittee signed by Mr. 
Robert Lassiter, Jr. ,'Chairman, for their information. That be,re and 
now he acknowledges the v,ery f,ine efforts that this comm1ttee has put 
forth in the last ten or twelve months under the leadership of Mr. 
Lassit,er. 

A vote was taken on the motion andcarriedunan:lmously. 

2~1 
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Mr. WillillDl F. -Geeslin, of Southern Railway, stated his ·company is 
pleased to share with the City of Charlotte in the. remaking of the 
city's downtown area and the current plan to go ahead with the con­
struction of Convention Boulevard in a way that will facilitate 
further development.· That Southern is contributing land for the 
construction of Convention Boulevard and will bear a portion of the 
cost of certain grade separations proposed in connection with the 
highway· proj ect. As a . long t:i:,me participant in Charlotte's economic 
growth, Southern is eager to see.the city become a showplace of.urban 
progress and will continue acting to bring this about. That he shares 
in the Mayor's description of this action, as a "key" first step and 
as a "catalyst" which the Mayor and Southern hopes will result in the 
development of acomplete.complex in·the downtown area. 

Mayor Brookshire stated he feels the neWS of Counci~'s action here today 
will be received with a good deal of enthusiasm throughout the. city 
as we have been talking for twenty years about revitalizing downtown 
Charlotte and have discussed with Southern Railroad over a period of 
four years so~e mutual agreement which would serve both the interests 
of the City and Southern Railway. 

DISCUSSION OF DAY NURSERY REQUIREMENTS. 

Mrs. Agnes Love, operator of Love and Care Day Nursery, asked if 
someone will point out to her where the City .Code. Book requires that 
nursery operators need 35 square.feet per .child, minus bathrooms, 
kitchens and halls to keep children in their day nursery. 

Mr. Veeder, City Manager, stated the City of Charlotte has no re­
quirement that cal+s for the 35 square feet. That he has checked 
within the last hour, to·determine if any agencies of the City 
government were.in fact applyin~ :·such standards. That he has been 
told that this is. not the case; he has checked with the Building 
Inspection Department, the Fire Department and also the County 
Heath Department and they assured him they were not applying such 
standards. 

He stated it is a voluntary standard applied by the State .. Welfare . 
Department; it is not a requirement of the City of Charlotte to 
meet the 35 square feet called for in this Standards and Regulations 
for Day Care Centers and Day Care Homes. 

Mr.W. H. Jamison, Superintendent of the Building Inspection Department, 
stated the 35 square feet requirement comes from the State Law but his 
department is not enforcing the regulation, eVidently this has been a 
slip-up on one of the_field inspector's part. That he understands these 
regulations will be enforced at a later date. . 

Mrs. Love stated the Health Department approved both of her nuseries -
one on Bennett ·Lane and one on Snow White Lane on November 19th; she 
then called Captain Profitt of the Fire Department and Mr •. Meadows of 
the Building Inspection Department and asked to be the first nursery 
licensed if possible. They came out and went over her nursery on Snow 
White Lane and found one correction which should be made and which she 
complied with; they. came back for a re-inspection and told her· she 
could keep 24. children; she totd them she had. 25 and they told her, it 
would be alright to keep the extra one. That·she has asked them since 
then to go over to Bennett Lane and inspeCt. her place so she could go 
by the regulations. She stated she has yet to haye one of them go 
out there. That she has talked with Senator Edwards in Raleigh and 
he info·rmed her that they were pushing for 30 square feet of space; 
she mentioned this to Mr. Meadows who stated they are already enforCing 
35 sq. ft. 
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Mrs. Love stated she has checked with another nursery and they told 
her they had talked with Mr. Meadows who alsotold'them he was enforcing 
this 35 square feet requirement. 

I 
i 
I 

A gentleman in the audience stated has had'two small girls in Mrs. Love's! 
nursery for about a year now; that it waS noted in the paper that ber ' 
nursery has been inspected and they found,it to be way above the standard~ 
of any state-run nursery. That she runs a 'tremendous nursery; his 
children have learned quite a bit and it would certainly hurt him and 
his children if he had to take them out. ,,' ' 

Mrs. Kenneth M: Greene stated she has a daughter 'five years old and 
a son three years old and they 'have stayed with Mrs. Love irt her 
nursery since they were four months old. That for Council'to mess with 
requirements for nurseries is an insult to her intelligence as a Mother. 
She stated Council should consid'er that she and other mothers do not 
want to work but haveitoj they'would like to stay at home with their' 
children and raise them but when you have'to work, 'you have to depend 
on someone and Mrs. Love has been a wonderful second mother' to her ' 
children and she has a fine nursery and asked Countil to bear with the 
mothers a little bit. '" , 

Mrs. Love presented the City Clerk with a number of letters from parents 
who have children cared for in her nurseries. 

had 
Councilman Smith stated on other occasion~, Council' has!interpretatiorts 
from the Inspection Department on Ordinances and Zoriing procedures and 
he feels before they take it upon themselVes to interpret thela",; that 
Mr. Underhill or Mr. Veeder should'be aware of it so this condition will 
not arise again. 

Later in the meeting, Councilman Short stated the city's 
licensing ordinance did not change any space requirement 
reference to the arrangement or facilities for day care 
in the City; any requirement that exists now is the same 
for many years. 

, i 
recent day care I 
of arty' sort wi thl 
6f any building , 
as has exiSted 

PRESERVATION OF THE COURTHOUSE REPLICA REQUESTED BY PRESIDENT OF THE 
MECKLENBURG HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. Ruddie Thompson stated he is President of the Mecklenburg Historical 
Association and is present today in connection with the preservation' 
and disposition of the Replica of the Mecklenburg County Courthouse used 
during the Bicentennial YeAr. i 1'hat'Mr. Allen WellS', project chairman: 
has suggested that some historical group might be host and have the 
building placed in a park for preservation. Mr. Thompson' stated his 
organization would like to go on record favoring this proposal. 

He stated in 1936 when the old Mint was ,to be torn down, that through i 

the efforts of Mrs.Harold T.Dwelle, $2500 was raised; Mr.' E. C;'Grifffthj 
gave the land, and the WPA funds built the new museum. That this'is an I 
example or what can be done bysaving this courthouse building. ' 

Mr. Thompson'stated his organization will cooperate with Council'i'f it 
is placed in a p!!rk: there is space in the adjacent lot on'the parking 
lot by the Park and" Recreation 'Building' at Hawthorne and Seventh Street; 
there are many parks in Charlotte where this building could be'placed. 

He stated there is a February l ideadline and something must be'done now; 
tbat he would urge Council to have it placed somewhere at present and 
bave it available when 'stich a park as Mr. Pentesihas suggested is' built 
or placed in the government plaza., 
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Mr. ThompsOIl stated the Hecklenburg Historical Association will offer 
its services to conduct tours of the'building~ 

Mayor Brookshire stated all members of Council are sympathetic with the 
view!! expressed; that it was his understanding this building was built 
in a manner which would permit'ittobe moved and it would be placed in 
a location to be decided upon at another date. ' ' 

Councilman Tuttle asked who set the deadline of February 11 Mr. W. H. 
Jamison, Building Inspection Superintendent, replied,this is an agreement 
with the State Insurance requirement. Councilman Tuttle as~ed if we 
cannot get a 30 day extension. Mayor Brookshire suggested that a 60 day 
~tension be requested. 

Councilman Stegall stated he has a'friend who is a house mover and he 
has agreed to remove this building and place it wherever Council wishes 
on a permanent basis or'-a temporary basis at 'no cost to the city. ' 

Councilman Jordan stated he hopes it can placed in a park so people can 
go and take advantage 'of it. Councilman Smith 'stated ,Freedom Park seems 
to be the obvious place for it. 

STREET NAME,CHANGE, AUTHORIZED. 

Councilman Smith moved that the name'of Wesley Avenue, from Yadkin Avenue 
to 28th Street, be changed to JORDAN PLACE, in recognition of Sandy 
Jordan's complete dedication on the 30th Street project; The motion was 
seconded by Councilman Stegall, and carried unanimously. 

PETITION NO. 69-1 BY JAMES PLUMBING COMPANY FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF 
TRACT OF LAND FRONTING ON THE EAST SIDE OF NEWELL-HICKORY GROVE ROAD, 
NORTH OF THE PLAZA, POSTPONED FOR ONE'WEEK. 

Motion was made by Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Whittington, 
and unanimollsly carrie~. to postpone deciSion on the subject petition 
for oIle week. 

DECISION~ON PETITION NO. 69-4 BY R. 1. MCGINN FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING 
OF A TRACT OF LAND ON THE WEST SIDE OF PARK ROAD SOUTH OF MARSH ROAD, 
DEFERRED. ' 

CouIlcilman Whittington moved that decision be deferred on the subject 
petition pending further study by the 'Planning 'Commission. The motion 
was seconded'by CouncilmanSmith"andcarriedunanimously. 

ORDINANCE NO. l33-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE 
AMENDING THE ZONING MAP BY CHANGING THE ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND AT 
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF CLANTON ROAn AND GENERAL YOUNTS EXPRESSWAY, 
FRONTING ON CLANTON ROAD: " , . 

Motion was made by Co'uncilman Alexander: seconded by Councilman Short, 
and unanimously carried, adopting the subject ordinance changing the 
zoning from R-6MF to B-1 of a 3.4 acre tract of land at the southwest 
corner of Clanton Road and General Younts Expressway, fronting 680 feet 
on Clanton Road, as recommended by the Planning Commission. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in OrdinanCE' Book 16.- at Page 89. 
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PETITION NO. 69-6 BY MURLAN C. KING FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING FROM B-1 
TO B-2 OF A TRACT OF LAND 254' x 200' AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 
TUCKASEEGEE ROAD AND ALICE AVENUE, DENIED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Jordan and 
unanimously carried, the subject petition was denied as recommended 
by the Planning Commission. 

PETITION NO. 69-7 BY EDWARD J. AND PHILLlr B. FISHER FOR A CHANGE IN 
ZONING FROM R-6MF TO 1-2 OF A TRACT OF LAND ON THE NORTHEAST SIDE OF 
SEYMOUR STREET, BEGINNING ON -THE WESTERLY SIDE OF SOUTHERN RAILROAD 
CROSS LINE , DENIED; . . 

Motion was mad.e by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman 
Tuttle, and unanimously carried, denying the subject petition for 
a change in zoning as recommended by the Planning Commission. 

PETITION NO. 69-8 BY CHARLES L. CLARK FORA CHANGE iN ZONING FROMR-i2 
TO B-1 OF A LOT AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF OLD CONCORD ROAD AND TORRENCE 
GROVE CHURCH ROAD, REFERRED BACK TO PLANNING COMMISSION FOR FURTHER 
RECOMMENDATION. 

Councilman Smith moved approval of the subject petition- changing the 
zoning from R-6MF to 1-2 on a lot 150' x 328' at the northwest corner 
of Old Concord Road and-Torrence Grove Church Road. The moti?n was 
seconded by Councilman Steg~ll. 

Councilman Short stated he f eels Council should help Mr. Clark because 
there have been no houses started for a mile along here in the last 
25 years with maybe one exception but he would like to. know if Council 
could accomplish what Mr. Clark is seeking by re~zoningthe rear of his 
lot around the grease pit. That this would accomplish the objectives 
of the Planning Commission and give Mr. Clark everything he is asking for. 

Councilman Smith stated this iot has been used for- y<J!ars as bUSiness:; ·it 
was established as business long before any zoning laws, and neighbors_ 
have not objected - they recognize it as part of the landscape out there 
and if you zone the rear portion of it, you will run into another problem I 
when he wants to do something on the front part of the building. That 
Councilman Short would only be deferring the probl~ here and the bes.t I 
thing would be to go ahead and give Mr. Clark the zoning change.- I 

Councilman Short stated what he is suggesting here is a way which wouLd : 
make it possible for _ Council _ to say no to others who might want- to come I 
here and put in a considerable business center at this intersection I 
whereas what Councilman Smith is saying would make it virtually impossibl, 
to stop the growth at this corner. I 

Councilman Smith stated. this .is one of the functions. of CounCil;. ,the 
Planning Commission has recommended t.o.deny this petition because', 
theoretically, it should not be business ; but Council has to look at· 
this problem from a practical viewpoint for the taxpayer and· citizen, 
weigh all these elements and make a decision - sometimes it is away 
from the theory but is. e'luity in the case .• 

Councilman Short mad.e a substitute_ motion to· ask the Planning Commission 
staff to present to Council- next week a plan which would rezone just 
substantially the area where the repair is to be ·made and a small margin 
around it. Councilman Tuttle seconded the motion. 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated the Planning 
Commission has expressed an opposition to the zoning change here and 

i 

I 
i 

I 

I 
I 

if a change of some sort is to be made then. Councilman Short's motion I 
would be more acceptable 'to the Planning Commission as it would certainly I 
give more control to the area. The Planning Commission is concerned with I 
what the future of some of the adjoining properties will be if the change I 
in zon.ing is granted here. That Coun.cilman Short's motion would obviousl)1 
come closer to obtaining the objectives of the Planning Commission than , 

. . I 

complete approval. I 

The vote was taken on the substitute motion and carried by the folLowing I 
vote: 

YEAS: 
NAYS: 

Councilmen Jordan, Short, Tuttle and ~1hittington 
Councilmen Alexander"Smjth and Stegall. . 

ORDINANCE'. NO. 134-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE 
AMENDING THE ZONING MAP BY CHANGING THE ZONING OF PROPERTY.BEGINNING 
SOUTHWEST OF INDEPENDENCE BOULEVARD, EXTENDING FROM IDLEWILD ROAD TO 
STATE ROAD NO. 1009 mnCH CONNECTStNDEPENDENCE AND MONROE ROAD. 

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

The ordinance is recorded in 'full in Ordinance Book 16, at Page 90. 

PETITION NO. 69-10 BY CHARLOTTE CITY COUNCIL FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING 
ON PROPERTY ON EAST SIDE OF DELTA ROAD, BEGINNING 2,000 FEET NORTH 
OF ALBEMARLE ROAD AND EXTENDING NORTHWARD APPROXIMATELY 2,985 FEET, 
DEFERRED UNTIL FEBRUARY 24TH. 

Motion was made by Councilman Stegall to defer:decis·ion on the subject , 
petition until February 24th. The motion was seconded by Councilman I 
Tuttl.e,.-and ca=ied unanimously. Councilman Tuttle stated the petitioner I 
cStated they have no· immediate plans for this property. I 

PETITION NO. 68-87 BY IRENE T. BARTLETT FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING FROM 
R-6MF TO 1-:2 OF A PARCEL OF LAND AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF HAWTHORNE 
LANE AND KENNON STREET, DENIED. 

Councilman Tuttle made a motion to·deny 'the subject petition as 
recommended by the Planning Commission. The motion did not receive 
a second. 

Councilman Whittington stated this man has been in a non-conforming use 
all these years and has operated a ve.y sucessful business. About three 
years ago he. asked for a change, and. he voted against the change because 
there was anew. apartment complex going up acros.s the street; since that i 
time there has been no change in this neighborhoo\i at all ,to. his know1edg~ 
that would lead him to believe he is still right; i,n'denying this man the I 
use of his property and the privilege of enlarg:lw his busineSS .• 

CO\.lncilmanWhit;t1ngton·moved that Council over"';rule the Planning. 
Commission's recOinmendation and approve the petition for a change in 
zoning. The Il\otion w'as seconded by Coum:ilman Stegall., ' 



January 27, 1969 
Minute Book 51 - Page 287 

Mr. Veeder, City Manager, advised a summary of the Redevelopment 
Commission's views on this is included in 'the Planning Commission's 
report; they are making a case for not permitting non-residential 
usage' because this is apart of the Belmont Code Enforcemellt area. 

Nr. Vernon Sawyer, Director of ,the Redevelopment" Commission, ,stated, 
they have set" forth their 'feelings ab!>ut, this <;:ase in a letter written 
to the Planning Commission with copies to Council; they expressed s,ome 
concern that the HUD inspectors who have this area under suivie11ance 
may consider this with Some adverse influence; that the attitude of ' 
Council i,.n rezoning ,it might be inconsi<;;tent with the whole objective 
of this project. ' , ' 

Councilman Smith stated that Mr. Bartlett can continue to operate.in 
this location under the grandfather clause; that Council is not changing 
anything as far as the operation goes as he can continue to operate. 
Mr. Sawyer stated he understands Mr. Bartlett can continue to operate 
without any enlargement; ,that his petition was to permit him to expand. 

, , 

Councilman Smith asked' if it is not a part of this program to see that 
people can make a living? Mr. Sawyer replied they do not want to deny 
anyone the right to make a living; but the petitioner in expanding may 
be denying someone in the vicinity the full utilization of their property 
for residential purposes as it may turn out to be'an.adverse,influence. 

Councilnian Stegall stated he is goingt'o vote to give Mr. Bartiettthe 
right to enlarge his business; this man, if Coqncilsays no, ,will be 
put out of bus'iness; he can still <:>perat'e but he needs 'to ~fand :. y'ou 
either go forward or you go out. This is a situation where the man is 
elderly; he does not want, to plunge into a new rea,l estate V,enture and 
put himself' into the hands of 'some mortgage 'c'ompany for fifte~n or 
twenty-five years. 

Councilman Alexander asked how many other 'like situations exist" in 'this 
same area? Mr. Sawyer replied he does ,not know; there are a number ,of 
businesses scatteredthrough'but he does not know' how many would need to 
expand. 

Councilman Short 'stated lie does not believe 'this is a case to put your 
heart in; it is spotting one little lot of 1-2 in the midst of an area 
that looks like it goes ,on for miles without any industrial use being 
involved. 

Councilman Tuttle made a substitute motion to "denY' the subject petition. 
The motion was seconde4 by Councilman Short, and carried by the following 
vote: 

YEAS: 
NAYS: 

Councilmen Tuttle, Short, Alexander and Jordan 
Councilm,e.n Whittington, Smith and Stegall. 

PETITION NO. 68-90 BY M. R. GODLEY FORA CHANGE IN 'ZONING OF A TRACT OF 
LAND ON THE NORTHEAST SIDE OF FREEDOM DRIVE, FROM BROWNS "AVENUE TO 
THR1FTWOOD DRIVE, DENtED. 

Councilritan'Whittington stated he has talked with some residents, as'well 
as representatives of Mr. Godley called him about this particular zoning 
decision. That he would suggest to Council_and the petitioner has re­
quested that' the property be considered now for multi-family zoning'; that 
the people he has talked to today object to the multi-family; that he 
would suggest that Council ask the Planning Commission to set a hearing 
on this property as it relates to a request for multi-family. 
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Councilinan Whittington moved that the subject petition for B-2 zoning be 
denied as recommended by the Planning Commiss'ion.' The motion was" 
seconded by Councilman Tuttle and carried unanimously; 

PLANNING COMMISSION REQUESTED TO SET DATE OF'PUBLICH!!ARING ON PETITION 
NO. 68-90 BY M. R. GODLEY FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF A TRACT OF LAND ON THE 
NORTHEAST SIDE OF FREEDOM DRIVE, FROM BROWNS AVENUE TO THRIFTWOOD DRIVE. 

Councilman Whittington moved that the Planning Commission set up a 
hearing on the subject petition to consider the property for R-6MF 
zoning. The motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle and carried 
unanimously. 

DECISION ON PETITION NO. 68-94 BY RESIDENTS OF COLLEGE DOWNS FOR A 
CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-12MF TO R-12 OF AN AREA BOUNDED BY UNIVERSITY 
CITY BOULEVARD, A CREEK NEAR NOTTOWAY DRIVE, SUTHER ROAD AND A LINE 
ABOUT 1,200 FEET WEST OF MALLARD, CREEK CHURCH ROAD, DEFERRED ONE WEEK. 

Motion was made by Councilman Smith! and seconded by 
to deny the subject petition. 

i 
Councilman Whittingtor 

Councilman \~ittington stated someone said when the University was 
proposed that it would be"a drive-in University and we all know this 
is not true today. ,Those who go for a visit to either one of the 
three branches of the University of North Carolina would know that 
the state governmen~either by lack of funds or unwillingness to do, 
has not been able to keep up with the needs of housing at those three 
branches. For that reason he does 'not believe the Planning Commission 
is thinking down the road for a large university and a place to put 
these people. ,For' that reason he is going to vote to deny the petition. 
He stated it would seem that Council would want to do what it canto 
protect the people who have built and are building single family homes 
in the College Downs Subdivision along Suther Road and these other 
roads, and perhaps Council could have ,a hearing, or just rezone this 
without a hearing, to R-12; then the property belonging to the Ki-rk 
family and the Jones Construction Company which'was rezoned in 1962 
to multi-family be left as His. ' 

Councilman Whittington stated the property now under development for 
R-12 would be the property in the original petition as signed by Dr. 
LoyWitherspoon and the residents from along Nottoway to the rear 
property line a~ong the creek up to the rear property line of Sandburg 
where Dr. Witherspoon, Dr. -Corie and "the others" live up to the cul-de-sac 
on Sandburg Avenue back to North"Carolina Highway 49, except that portion 
which Mr. Crosland has under construction. ' 

Mr. Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated there is a" portion of 
un-subdivided area which Mr. Crosland already has plans to continue in 
single family de)1elOpment that needs to be considered~ana more precisely 
outline the area that lie is actually proposing for single family 
development. That after· a brief conference with Mr. Crosland he 'can 
ascertain the ,area he is proposing for single -family development,. 

Councilman Tuttle made. a substitute motion to def·er decision on the 
subj ect petition for one week and have Mr. Bryant bring b"ack a 
recommendation. The motion 'was seconded by Councilman Alexander. 

After further discussion the vote was 'taken on the substitute motion and 
carried' unanimOusly. ' 

I 
\ 
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RESOLUTION CAI,LING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING ON MONDAY, FEBRUARY 17 ON 
AMENDMENT NO.1, REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR DILWORTH URBAN RENEWAL AREA, 
PROJECT NO. N.C. R-77. . 

Councilman Whittington moved adoption of the subject resolution setting 
date of public hearing on Monday, February 17. The motion was seconded 
by Councilman Jordan, and carried unanimoUsly. 

I 
The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 6, at Pages 245-2471. 

CONCEPT ILLUST~TED BY ARCHITECT FOR.USE OF SECTION 40FBROOKLYN 
URBAN RENEWAL AREA APPROVED: PLANNING COMMISSION DIRECTED TO PLAN 
THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO THE CONCEPT WITH THE COST OF ALL IMPROVEMENTS 
NOT TO EXCEED THE PRESENT APPROVED BUDGET AND THAT IT BE REFERRED BACK 
TO COUNCIL FOR APPROVAL AT EARLY DATE. 

Councilman Tuttle stated every remark he has made with reference to. 
a street through the Blue Heaven Area (Project .4 of Brooklyn Renewal 
Area) has been to the effect that it would kill the possibility of' the 
area being used in whole, or in part, as a park. His concern has .been. 
with the street going so close to the creek that it would make. it 
impossible to commercialize on the biggest asset in the area which is 
water. He stated the delay of two weeks has proven fruitful; that it. 
seems we might be able to.have our cake.and eat it·too. 

Councilman Tuttle stated under the· proposal to be made today it will 
give those interested in a street, a street;,for those interested in. ' 
a park,itwill give a park, and for those interested in revenue producin~ 
land, it is there'. He stat.ed it is his sincere belief tliatwe have' , 
within our grasp. an opportunity to create in Charlotte. a park of . 
beauty-oriented to people and a revenue producing land. to hoot; if the 
engineering study of the Sugar Creek Basin project,pr,oves. it is feasible, j 

then we will have an area that will. automatically tie, in w1. th the total . 
concept. 

Councilman Tuttle stated Mr. Al Groves, Engineer, from 'San Antoni", has 
'been here and worked closely with Mr. W. Crutcher Ross, the Architect 
for the project and the Architect employed by·Mr. Groves to do the work 
on the Sugar Creek Basin project; that Mr. Ross has a plan for submission I 
at this time. ' . ' I 

Mr. Ross stated the presentation he will give today is the design, concept I 
he and Mr. Groves feel should be accomplished for the Blue'Heaven renewal I 
area. He stated they, feeL so strongly that. this project should .berelated 
to the, Sugar Creek Basin Development that they. spent all of last ?eek 
studying the feaSibility of such a connection; after studying the contour i 
levels, the water flow and the traffic'requirement, they arrived at 'the 
design concept to be presented today. 

Mr. Ross stated they fe.el a 'blend ~f coinmercial and park land would serve I 
the function best. in this area; they have created' a lake w'ith a' park-like i 
atmosphere through the center, leaving two commerciaL sites of approx- , 
imately 5 '1/2 acres each.. Th~y have located smaft'shops, in the park areai 
to create the controlled-pedestrlan-circulation; peQple will be able to I 
sit on terraces overlooking the lake and walk through interesting shops; 
they would like to 'see specialty ~hops such as mountain crafts, and 
import shops, ethniC restaurants, intere~ting places to walk through and 
to browse; the area could have play sculpture for children, outdoor art 
shows .and open air stage. ' Mr. Ross asked them to imagine a night scene 
of hundreds of lights that wink out of the depths of .trees, shimmering 
and glistening on the lake with gay flowers casting shadows. This will 
be a place the whore family will enjoy; visitors of every age can drift 
along the paths and pass fountains of every shape; the atmosphere of 
the area will negate boisterous behavior. 
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Hr. Ross p~inted out Baxter 'Street as proposed stating it begins at 
McDowell Street, takes along swing up through the~top of the property, 
and~down back around and into Kenilworth Avenue; he pointed out the 
exit from the expressway and stated it will tie into Baxter Street as 
proposed. He stated the whole concept is something they want to carry 
through in the rest~of the Sugar Creek Basin Plan tying off areas off 
the creek into areas that can be utilized in growtb, parks, and a 
pleasant area to be in. He stated the w~ater will carry down and back 
into the Sugar Creek Basin Development; barges will come doWn to a point 
and dock at a lower level in the Blue Heaven area; get off the barge, 
walk up a flight of steps and walk through a nice tree atmosphere with 
a waterfall atone location, a ~paved plaza running through the length 
of the area; this would allow you to walk across the dam and follow the 
basic pattern through. He stated they propose a lake backed up by this 
dam. Mr. Ross stated the lake would average a couple of hundred feet wide 
and be the full length of the Brooklyn Area; and will be approximately 
four feet in depth with a concrete bottom~. ~ The lake will meander in and 
out at the lower level of the property so they placed the lake in the 
lower level with the buildings surrounding it and the park running 
through the middle with shops and buildings sitting in the park. 

Mr. Ross stated to further enhance the site they have proposed two 
large commercial sites. One overlooking the Charlottetown Mall area 
and one located close to HcDowell Street; this could be a motel site 
~or an office building. 

He stated they are proposing a park which is approximately two acres 
large With i~own parking facilities at HcDowell Street and to be entered 
from McDowell Street parking approximately 80 cars; this space would 
serve as parking and entry into the park-like atmosphere by crossing over 
footbridges into the area of the small shops. 

After discussion, Councilman Whittington moved that City Council approve 
the concept as illustrated by Hr. Ross for the Brooklyn Redevelopment· 
Section No. 4 which proposes to use the 22 acre site for a combination 
of commercial and park use, coordinated with the Sugar Creek Basin Pro­
posal; if and· when the project becomes a reality; and that the Redevelop­
ment Commission be directed to plan this~project in accordance with this 
concept; that the cost of all improvement shall not exceed the present 
approved budget,·and that it be referred back to the Council for approval 
at the earliest~·possible time. The motion was seconded by Councilman 
Tuttle. 

Councilman Smith asked if the motion includes~architectural expenses to 
employ this deSign, and Councilman Whittington replied that is why he 
included that the cost of ali improvements shall not exceed what is 
proposed in the present budget; that he is talking about the concept 
presented today~by Mr. Ross. 

Councilman Smith stated he believes urban renewal has budgeted for this 
area about $900,000; this includes about $225,000 for Baxter Street and 
about $750,000 to put in the lake concept or canal. connector. He stated 

~ he was with the ones ·who went to San Antonio and rode the barges and 
admired the project which was about 30 years in the making.~ That he did 
not realize when they came home Council would~ be faced with actual money 
spent on such a project· so quickly. He stated a delegation.went out to 
San Antonia and looked over t~isproject and ~ame back and stated they 
did not know whether it would work, but wanted someone to look at it; 
inorder~ to get some-·$20,OOO to have someone to look at it, it was tied 
in with the Nature Museum and Freedom Park Improvements. He stated the 
Engineers are still inspecting and still working but have not come up 
with any concrete proposal on Sugar Creek and the canal; however with 
Councilman Whittington's motion, Council is tentatively approving the 
first stages of the canal. 
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Councilman Smith stated - "When you are waging war against poverty, 
and crime and slum and housing, and death on our streets and highways, 
you need all the resources available to you. This is. a war economy we 
are in. In times like these, you emphasize the 'vegetables', not 
'flowers'. Just before the French Revolution, one of the king's 
advisors informed the court that the poor were. hungry and· needed bread., 
The King's Queerr, Marie Antioneete, made· the following infamous remark. 
'Let them eat cake', and. the bloody revolution followed. She was, 
beheaded in spite of the beautiful Versailles Gardens, which was 
decorating the front of the palace. Adequate recreational parks 
stragically located throughout our city are essential, but this 
con'cept of spending millions (he ,stated he thinks it will be millions) 
on a Sugar Creek Canal and lake is so indefensible in my mind at this 
time, that I am astounded that it 'has reached· the level of acceptance 
by this Council that!t has. There is a definite place for dreamers 
in our community., But when we are doing battle against the mos,!: 
obvious ills of our society, dreams must be placed in, the pending' 
:file, not in the active file." 

Councilman Smith stated there are so many projects allover town,­
highways, poverty programs, model Cities, matching funds for government -
that to submit the $750,000 on -a brief hearing on .alake and. tie-in to, 
a canal, seems not·to be Ii very good business procedure., Let it lie 
on the table for a few weeks and let the public discuss it; that he does 
not think the public has the insight in Council's financial dilemma that, 
Council has; you have to give a very hard look at how you spend money 1 
on something like this and put no bread on the shelf for the. sepeople 
who need it; that leaves imperfections, ,narrow' bridges that need repairin 
and so many other things. 

Councilman Smith made a substitute motion to defer action on this,project 
for two weeks, and let the public consider it. The motion was seconded 
by Councilman Alexander. 

Councilman Alexander stated he is not. against parks; the only ,thing he , 
is asking that we not move in a hurried'manner,in"finali.zing and approvin~ 
tbis planas submitted; that he would like to have time to look at the, I 
total concept because we are at a desperate stage for housing placement 
which to him is a number one priority. That before taking .a defined 
action that locks up the whole idea Council should have. all the fac,tors 
before it so it can adjudicate its decisions, as they, can best be made, 
with all the factors as to land use and financing are concerned. 

Councilman Smith stated the advocates of this program s.ay they have 
$900,000 in urban renewal budget to do something in Prolect 4; that 
under NDP can we take that money and use it somewhere else and leave 
it as it is and come back to it; can we take this money and use it ," 
Downtown? Mayor Brookshire replied he thinks that' is right; that under 
NDP the community itself would determine each year's program, one year 
at a time.' 

Councilman Smith stated when Mr. ·Sawyeradvocated that the City go to 
NDP he stated there were other places this $900,00Q budgeted for Project 
4 could be used to speed,up,other projects; that we do not have to spend 
this money in Area 4; Baxter Street can be put in and just sit on it, for 
a while? Mr. Sawyer stated that is correct to a certain extent; that I 

this is one of theproj eC.ts ,we are committed to und7r our. '.' presentprogrl 
to close out in another year :and half,;. if we put thl.s proJect under NDP 
we have to turn· back eight 'hundred and some odd thousand dollars - the 
$950 some thousand is the city-'s portion; we can turn that b,,!ck and put 
it under something else and go ~head under this plan. I 
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Councilman Smith stated Council h~s had so many things thrown at it in 
the last twelve months with matching funds from the government that he 
is confused on the fiscal responsibility Council has and what it is 
going to. take. 

Mayor Brookshire asked if this development of Baxter Street'corresponds 
with the p.resent plans or will it alter the present plans for Phase 41 
Mr. Sawyer replied it alters it; it moves it a little uphiil. 

Councilman Whittington stated his concern for the Sugar Creek Basin 
should not be interpreted with this pl~n today; it could be a part of 
it, but no one at this point can' say that really can become a part of the 
Sugar Creek Basin. That he. does not think.we should get that project, 
which is five years or longer dqwn the road, involved with this .• 

. . . 
He stated in April of last year, Council proposed that this property be 
set aside for commerCial property; since that time we know where the 
expressway is to go and how high the expr.e.s.sway is going to be. That 
it was pointed out to him. that the water l.ev'el at MCDowell Street is 
the same level as at Sugar Creek; the only thing changed was to run 
Baxter Street closer to the expressway in order to get the ljike in. 
He stated with what is 'proposed we are getting a park, a1,;0 cominercia1 
property which will satisfy the people who want a park and satisfy those 
who feel we should be getting rev.enue producing property; . What we .have 
today is. a· c4J1!lpromise. . 

Councilman Whittington stated the cost of doing this concept is 
$748,152, and is broken.Q.()wn as follows: 

Baxter. Street (f.rom McDoweU .. to Kenilworth) 
Grading •••• " ••••••••••••••••• $20,000 
Pavement in the base ••••••••• $50,000 
Curb & Gutter .••••••••••••••• $13,000 
Sidewalk (one side of 

Baxter St.) ......... $ 8,000 
TOTAL. $91,000 

,Right-of Way ................. $50;006 

Widening of McDowell 
Street (which would be 
lowering it between 
Indep. Blvd. & the 
bottom of the hill 
on McDowell); •••••••••••••• $63.460 

Excavating I). Site . 
grading of the Lake ar.ea •••• 50,000 

Concrete 11nin$' ••••••••••••• 140,000 
Dam & Waterfall ••••••••••••.•• 30,000 
Bridge •••••••••••••••••••••••• 10.000 
Walks & .Plazas ................ 70,000 
TOTAL $300.000 

Water Distribution ••••••••••••• 7.000 
Sanitary S~er·_ •• -......... -.............. ... 50,000 
Underground .Utili ties ......... 50,000 
Trees ........ • -...... •. " ................. " .• ...... .... 10, QOO 
Street signs and traffic' . 

. s-ignals ............ " .. ... ~ . ............ "." ...... 2! 0.00 

TOTAL PROJECT IMPR. COST ........ $623.460 

Engineering & 
Contingencies •••••••••••••••• 124,692 . 

$748,152 
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Councilman Whittington stated Urban Renewafchas $956;000 budgeted for 
all th~se improvements; that he feels very strongly since April of 
last year that this Council, the Master Plan Group, Downtown-Association, 
Redevelopment Commission, and all those people who are int'erested in 
parks for this community have had an opportunity to see the efforts of 
this Council and its agencies to resolve this particular project and 
come out with either commercial property or park prop'erty'; or both. 
This seems to be a' compromise and he hopes Council will' approve it 
today. 

Councilman Tuttle, stated he had three -highly reputable real' estate men 
in his office, and he went carefully over this plan and there is some­
thing which has been overlooked here altogether. We have kicked the 
value of this property around from'$9 million'to some $648,000 for'one 
figure",and $468,000 for another figure as the value of this land as 
it stanas if put 'on the inarkettociay. -

He stated these three real estate men were convinced that the land 
which was left, some approximately 4 1/2 acres on the boulevard, site, 
which seems ideal for a motel site and some approximately 5 acres con' 
the othet: side of the lake, would bring 50% more money on the' npen' 
market with this project down there than they would if the land" wa's 
sold as it is, 'so' he fe~ls you can not discount this. 
That the big thing is hO':. we can enhance the value of 
what will be left and we are overlooking altogether' the enhancement 'of 
the value across .McDowell Street; we are overlooking altogether the 
enhancement of the value of Charlottetown Mall; Greenwood Cliff, from 
the standpoint of highrise apartments; you cannot come up and say this 
is going to cost "X" dollars, this is impossible. When you beautify 
something, you increase the value ot the land around it; 'you make it 
desirable for other development and you cannot overlook this and he 
would urge Council to vote for it. 

Councilman Alexander stated we are overlooking one 'of the biggest things 
of all and that is the acute need for houses and h~ cannot see why 
anyone on this Council would object to delaying final conSideration on 
this park until we have had an opportunity to have a look-see at all of 
the total value with regard to this whole situation; that "he does not 
see what the big hurry is, to move into Baxter Street, finalize plans 
for this park concept and not be willing ,to give time to all we need to 
look at before we make a final decision. 

He stated from what he has read in the paper Mr. ' Vernon Sawyer says 
that Urban Redevelopment is in an acute bind now for houses. That he 
is as close to housing problems'as anybody; others on this Council 
know the same thing and they are knowledgeable of what he is talking 
about and he has yet to be, convinced that there' is such a big hurry in 
accepting either the Baxter Street road plan, or the total' park concept 
plan without giving a total look-see at the whole pr;,graminvolving 
housing. 

Councilman Stegall stated,Councll has been accused,- and' justifiably 
so, by some of the news media that we have all these committees and 
take no action. That he has thought about this and has discussed it 
with a number of people and 'he was in a dilemma' about whether to put 
a commercial development in here' or whether to put lEi park in there. 
If you look at the governmental plaza you find you have a lot of 
park concept in the governmental plaza, .cnnvention boulevard. He 
believes the concept he has seen today ~s the most feas~ble thing he 
hilS seen; that the people of Charlotte will buy this concept over and 
above a total commercial~evelopment, or over and above a total park 
development. That he would like to see CounCil go ahead and do this, 
right or wrong. 
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Councilman Smith stat.ed. he did not see the urgency of voting on this 
today;. that posSibly the public may eat this up, the newspapers may 
write glowing editorials on it and if this is the case, then we will 
vote for it. but it seems to him that the pressure to vote today is a 
fear that things might go wrong and we cannot do it; that he cannot 
see why it has to be done today ._ weare not gOing to start. turning. 
any dirt for the next two weeks. 

Mayor Brookshire stated there has been a great deal of community 
support aroused in support of this type of development which Mr. Jack 
Pentes presented last week, and he would like to express appreciation 
to Mr. Pentes and Mr. Ross who -worked on this. That irreapective of 
who made the motion today and .irrespective of who votes.for this 
project, the record should show that the primary mover in this is 
Jerry Tuttle. That this is something Charlotte can well use and 
can afford; it may be a question of weighing it in priority agains.t 
other things, and it does not have to be done this year or next. 

The vote was taken on the substitute motion and failed to carry by 
the following vote: 

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

Councilman Short asked. Councilman Whittington if he would delete 
the reference in his motion to the Sugar Creek BaSin, which Councilman 
Whittington and Councilman Tuttle agreed· to do. 

The main motion was changed to read as follows: 

That City Council approve the concept illustrated today by Mr. Ross 
for the Brooklyn Redevelopment Section 4, which proposed to use 
the 22 acre site for a combination of commercial and park use; and that 
the Redevelopment Commission be ~irected to re-plan this project in 
accordance with this concept;_that the cost of all improvements shall 
not exceed present approved budget and that it be referred back to 
the City Council for approval at the earliest possible time. 

The vote was taken on the main motion and carried by the following 
vote: 

YEAS: 
NAYS: 

Councilmen Whittington, Tuttle, Jordan, Short and Stegall. 
Counc.:i.lmen Smith and Alexander. 

COUNCILMAN JORDAN LEFT THE MEETING. 

Councilman Jordan left the meeting at this time and was absent for 
the remainder of the session. 
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RESOLUTION SETTING DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MONDAY, FEBRUARY 10TH, 
ON PETITION FILED BY WILLIAM TROTTER DEVELOPMENT COMPANY AND WILLIAM 
H. TROTTER FOR THE ANNEXATION OF 33.57 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED IN 
PAW CREEK TOWNSHIP. 

Upon motion of Councilman Short, seconded "by~ Councilman Whittington-, 
and unanimously carried, the subject resolution setting date of public 
hearing on MOnday, February 10, was adopted, and is recorded in full 
in Resolutions Book 6, at Page 248. 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE REFUND OF CERTAIN TAXES IN THE TOTAL AMOUNT 
OF $404.54 WHICH WERE LEVIED AND COLLECTED IN ERROR FROM NINE ~TAXPAYERS. 

Councilman Tuttle moved approval of the ~subject 
the refund of certain taxes collected 'in error. 
by Councilman Stegall, and carried unanimously. 

resolution -authoriz_ing 
The motion waS seconded 

The res~olution is recorded in full ~in Resolutions Book 6, at Page 249. 

ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT WITH SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD COMPANY 
PERMITTING THE CITY TO CONSTRUCT 'l'HREE PORTIONS OF A SANITARY SEWER 
LINE ON THE RAILROAD COMPANY I S RIGHT OF WAY FOR THE NORTHWEST FREEWAY, 
AT 11TH STREET AND SMITH STREET'CONNECTOR, AUTHORiZED. 

MOtion was made by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Stegall 
and unanimously carried, authorizing the execution of the subject 
encroachment agreement. 

PROPERTY TRANSACnONAUTHORIZED. 

Upon motion of <1ouncilman Stegall; seconded by Councilman Bhort,. and 
unanimously car-ried, acquisition was authorized for 409 square feet of, 
property at th~southwest~corner of Nations Ford Road and Woodlawn 
Road, from Humllle Oil & Refining Company, at $625.00, for the Woodlawn ~ 
Road Widening ptoject. 

TRANSFER OF CEMETERY LOTS. 

MOtion was made by Councilman Short, seconded by Councilman Alexander, 
and unanimously carried, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to execute 
deeds for the transfer of the follOWing cemetery lots: 

(a) Deed with Robert C. Howie for Graves 2 and 3, in Lot No. 193, 
Section-2, Evergreen Cemetery, at $160.00. 

(b) Deed with Frank H. McNeely and Wife, Elizabeth W. McNeely, for 
Lot No. 406, Section 6, Evergreen Cemetery, at $320.00. 

(c) Deed with George E. Fields and Lily K. Fields, for Lot No. 359, 
Section 3, Evergreen Cemetery, at $630.00. 
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CONTRACT AWARDED ROCKWELL MANUFACTURING COMPANY FOR COLD WATER METERS. 

Councilman Whittington moved award of contract to. the low bidder, 
Rockwell Manufacturing Company, in the amount of $90,360.00, on ~ unit 
price basis, for 3,000··- 5/8" cold Water meters, displacement type. 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried unanimously. 

The following bids were received,: 

Rockwell Mfg •. Co. 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 
Badger Meter Mfg. Co. 
Neptune Meter Company 

$90,360.00 
90,840.00 
91,110.00 
94,140.00 

CONTRACT AWARDED BAI)GER METER. MANUFACTURING COMPANY FOR COLD WATER METERS. 

Upon motion of Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Whittington, and 
unanimously c~rried,contract.was awarded the low bidder, Badger Meter 
Manufacturing Company, in the amount of $4,129.20, on a unit price baSiS, 

. . 
for 60 -,one-inch coldwater meters, displacement type. 

The follOWing bids were received: 

Badger Meter Mfg. Co. 
Naptune Meter Company 
Rockwell Mfg, Co. 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 

$ 4,129.20 
4,144.80 
4,170;00 

'4,215.60 

CONTRACT AWARDED NEPTUNE METER COMPANY FOR ONE AND HALF INCH COLD WATER 
METERS. 

Motion was made by Councilman Alexander, seconded by CouncilmanStegell, 
and unan.imously carried, awarding contract to the low tie bidder, 
Neptune Meter Company, in the amount of $8,195.40, on a unit price 
baSiS, for 60 - 9ne·and half inch cold water meters, displacement type. 

'The follOWing bids were received: 

Neptune Meter Company 
Rockwell Mfg. CompanY 
Badger Meter Mfg. Company 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 

$ 8,195.40 
8,195.40 
8;211).40 

. 8,250·~00 

CONTRACT AWARDEDROCKWELLMANUE'ACTURING COMPANY FOR COLD WATER METERS. 

Councilman Whittington moved award of contract to the low bidder, 
Rockwell Manufacturing Company, in the amount of $19,659.00, on a unit 
price baSis, .forlOO two-inch .cold water meters, displaceinent' type. 
The motion was.seconded by Councilman Tuttle and carried unanimously. 

The following bids were received: 

Rockwell Mfg. Co. 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 
Neptune Meter Coop·any 
Badger Meter Mfg. Co. 

$19,659.00 
20,250.00 
20,410.00 
20,583.00 
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CONTRACT AWARDED ROCKWELL MANJJFACTURING COMPANY .FOR THREE INCH COLD 
WATER METERS. . 

Upon motion of Councilman Short, seconded by Councilmall Stegall, . 
and unanimously carried, .contract was awarded the low bidder, 
Rockwell Manufacturing Company , in the amount ~f $10,123.20, 'on a 
unit price basis, for 18 -' three inch cold water meters •. 

The following bids Were received: 

Rockwell Mfg. Co._ 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 
Neptune Meter Company 
Badger Meter Mfg. Co. 

$10,123.20 
10,162.80 
10;389.60 
10,547.10 

CONTRACT AWARDED ROCKWELL MANUFACTURING COMPANY FOR 'FOUR INCH COLD WATER 
METERS. 

Motion was made by CouncilmanSh?rt" seconded byCounciiman Stegai1;' 
and unanimously carried, awarding contract to the low bidder, Rockwel1 
Manufacturing Company, in the amount of $8,433.00, on a'unit price 
baSiS, for nine - four inch cold water meters. 

Tpe following bids were received: 

Rockwell Mfg. Company 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 
Neptune Meter Company 
Badger Meter Mfg. Co. 

$ 8,433.00 
8,568.00 

. 8,658.00 
8,731.53 

CONTRACT AWARDED HERSEY-SPARLING METER COMPANY FOR SIX INCH F .M.C;T. 
TYPE WATER METERS. 

Councilman Whittit\gton moved award of contract 'to the second low 
bid~er, Hersey-Sparling Meter Company , in the amount of $15~ 98,6.00, 
on a unit price baSis, for ten - six inch ·F.M.C.T. type'wai::et meters,' 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Stegall, and carried unanimously. 

The following bids .. were received: 

Neptune Meter Company 
Hersey-Sparling Me'ter Company 

$14,484~80 
15,986.00 

CONTRACT AWARDED HERSEY-SPARLING. METER COMPANY FOREIGHT INCH F.M.C.'j:. 
'TYPE WATER METERS. . . . 

Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Short, 
and unanimously carried, contract was awarded th_esecond low bidder; 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Company, in the. amou.nt of $4,713.40; on a unit 
price baSiS, for two eight-inch F.M.c.T." type water meters. 

The follOWing bids were received: 

Neptune Meter C01"pany 
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. 

$ 4.335.00 
4,7Z3.40 
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CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE AND REPORT WHY SOME. RESIDENTS 
ON CERTAIN STREETS HAVE WATER AND SEWER, AND OTHERS DO NOT. 

Councilman Alexander asked the City Manage,r to check Browns· Avenue, 
Cheshire Avenue and Santee Street.and find out'why some, of the people 
have water and sewer and others do not; these streets are off Freedom 
Drive to the east, across 1-8S. 

POLICE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED TO CHECK INTO ADVERTISEMENT OF STRIPPERS 
AT LOCAL CLUBS AND REPORT TO COUNCIL ON THE LAW. 

",. 

Councilman Stegall stated Council has received a letter from a.man 
who pOints out that a local night club is involved.with topless go-go 
shows. Councilma~ Stegall stated on Friday or Saturday there was a 
big advert:i,sement for the world's greatest stripper or the world '.s 
bj?st stripper which leads people to believe that we have solid strip 
tease artists operating right here in Charlotte. He requested the 
City Manager to have the:Police Department investigate this and report 
bac!\: to Council on the law. ' 

INSPECTION DEPARTMENT REQUESTED TO CHECK CHEMICAL COMPANmS wao 
HAVE EXPOSED VAL, VES AND REQUEST THEM to PUT, LOCKs ON THE, VALVES. . - . . 

Councilman Ste!;all stated he. read an art:l,cle,in'the pl:'per about someone 
spilling 4,000 gallons of poisionous liquid into Irwin Creek. He 
stated perhaps the Inspection Department should take steps to see that 
this does not happen again. These chemical ~ompanies have the valves 
exposed where they c,an be opened readily •. That"the' Inspectors could 
check these companies and have them to put locks on the valves. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by. Councilman Short, 
and unanimously carried, the meeting w~s adjourned. 
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