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A regu1a.r meeting of the . City Cou':'cil of the City of Charlotte, ·North 
Carolina, was held :i.nthe Council 'Chamber, City' Hall, on Monday,. March 10, I 
1969, with Mayor Stan R. 'Brookshire presiding, and Councilmen. Fred D. . 
Alexander, Milton Short, 'Gibson L. Smith, Ja.mes B. Stegall and Jerry" 
Tuttle present •. 

ABSENT: Councilman Sandy R. Jordan and: Mayor pro temWhittington. 

The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning sat'viththe City Council. and as 
a separate body, held its public hearings on Petitions for changes in, 
zoning classifications C()ncurrently with the City Council , with the 
following members present: Chairman Toy, Commissioners Albea, Sibley, 
Stone, Tate a.nd Wilmer •. 

ABSENT: . Commissioners Ashcraft" 'Gamble; Godley and Turner. 

,-. * ** *. * * * 
, . 

INVOCATION. 

The invocation was given by Councilman Milton Short. 

MINUTES APPROVED. 

Upon mo'tion ·of Councilman .stegall, seconded by~'Councilman' Short" and 
unanimously 'carried, the lIii·rtutes' of the last Council Meeting, on 
March 3, '1969 were approved as submitted. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-12 BY CHARLES R. COLLINS FOR CHANG.E IN ZONING 
FROMR-l5TO R-12MFOFA 27.992 ACRE TRACT OF LAND ON THE NORTH SIDE OF 
SHARON VIEW ROAlFAT MCMULLEN CREEK. 

The' public hearing was held on the subject petition on which a general 
petition containing some 475 signatures has been filed protesting the 
requested change in zoning. 

Mr. F'red Bryant, Assistant. Planning Director, advised this is a request 
for· a change from single family to· multi-family zoning of a tract of. land 
located on the. north side of Sharon View Rpad; .. it (:o,nsists of almost 
28 acres of . land and has frontage of 710. feet on Sharon View Road,with a 
maximum depth in excess, of· 1,500. feat. 

He stated the property has a single family residence on it and with that 
exception it is entirely vacant; McMullen Creek runs through the middle 
of the property at one point; at the intersection-of the Creek and Sharon 
View Road' and on the west -Side-of the creek is the City of Charlotte 
pumping station for sewage purposes ; the Sharon Country Club .is located 
in the area; the Mountainbrook Subdivision Swimming Pool is in the area 
and with those exceptions the area is entirely used for a combination 
of Single family residential structures .and vacant properties. He stated 
everything in the area is zoned R-15. 

Mr. Myles Haynes , Attorney for the petitioner. st;ated the request is for I 
<il<:hange in zoning from R-15 to R-l2MF; the property as it exists ~s not I 
sui:'tc:>ble for R-15 residential development; the north side of the property I 
is prime acreage property now undeveloped that consists of approximately . 
295 acres and a continuation of McMullen. Creek; on the ea.st side is a I 
private "sewage treatment plant; there is an undeveloped strip of residential 
property large enough to acco=odate apprOXimately six mo"e homes, and the~ 

I 
I 

I 
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the Sharon Acres property; further ~ast is 325 acres of undeveloped land 
that goes all,etne W/l.y across approximately to, C"rmel Roag; on the south 
Side is approximately 50 /l.cres of undeveloped ,land having ,almost exactly 
the ,Same topographical, conditions as the property in qu,estion; it is 
rough, hilly land and McMullen Creek runs through the property; tO,the 
west is approximately 80 acres of undeveloped land and then you go into 
larger home estates of older homes that runs over to., Sharon Road. 

Mr. Haynes stated Duke PowerComp/l.ny has a 68 foot ,right-of-way that 
runs acrosS the property; McMullen Creek comes in from the northe"st 
Side of the property and runs diagonally across,to"the southwest corner 
"nd on out of the property; Mr. Ervin has ,a private sewage, treatm",nt 
plant; on the southwest corner is the City of Charlotte sewer li!lf ' 
station; also, the City has a sewer easement which runs throughJ~r~perty. 
He stated a flood,plam was studied 'in 1~68 by the, Corp of Engineers which 
follows the creek; that if you stand on Sharon View Road arid approach 
this propery from the front, the highest points of elevation are the 
right hand corner and the center of the rear portion, and from those 
points is a downgrade to the creek from both directions of approximately 
60 feet; there is also a hill side running from the back of the 
residential development down at an angle to the creek; all the ""levation 
in the westerly direction is down hill to the creek. The Corp of 
Engineers in their 1968' study c,arne up with the flood plain; McMullen 
Creek as it goes through this property is approximately 50 feet in width; , 
but the flood plain along the property extends for approximately 100 feet 
in width. 

Mr. Haynes stated since 'Mr. Collins purchased ,the property in 1941 tnese 
things have occurred;" in 1953' Duke Pewer Company obtain",d a u8 foot 
right-of-way for high tension power lines; , in ,,10956 the construction of 
the 'private sewage treatment platt by Mr. Ervin in the northeast corner ofl 
the property; in 1959 the City of Charlotte acquired a 20 foot sewage 
right-of-way diagonally through C the property; in 1959 the ,City of,Charlotb 
purchased property of '9.7 acres for' the sewage lift Plant.' ,He st,a'teg 
only apart of the property is available' for any type of developm",nt and 
if you take out the power line right-of-way, the flood plain, McMullen 
Creek, the sewer easeme-nt and' the available land that could, be~ developed 
on an economical feaSible basis, approximately 1/2 of,the total 27 acres 
remains to be developed; with that amount remaining ,the, best use,for I 
the property is to make it a high type, high quality apartment deVelOP"menr' 
based on the acreage' ,left after all the, o~her factors come out of it" 
and using every inch of available property, assuming a 1/2 loss of the I 

27 acres, with R-12MF you cartnot get more than ,400 units on theprDper,ty;: 
taking out also the right-ot-way across" the front and a 200 foot ,buffer 
which his client intends to put in for the ~rotection of the develop
ment, with the R-12MF open land requirements, approximately 200 units can 
beptlt on this property. 

He stated Gaylord Avenue runs off, Allison Avenue and c!eadends adjacent to! 
the side lines ot the houses, and Mr. Collins ,has put in his proposal a ! 
200 foot bufferrort~he ,buffer will go an extension 'of Gaylord Avenue, I 
to come'back out 'to Sharo.n View Road and there will be approximately six 
building 10tB. ,t, hll.t .. Will face' on' that property. backing up, to th, e p,ropertl 
which now, backs up to the 'property iu'question. "He stated "there is a 
proposed plan which will let Colony Road extend through some of the, 295 
acres of undevelop",d land and it goes through the middle of the property I 
in question, and comes back to Sharon' View Road. That, the' exact right ofl 
way fo·r Fairvi:ew Road has not been laid out - ·it is intended to come all I 

the way acr'ossand 'go 'to Rama Road, Once -Colony Road is extended and 
'Fairview Road, is', extended, there will be access to the proposed 
apartment's without using Sharon View Road, 
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Mr. Hayne,s stated as South Pilrk Shoppi1}g Center is developed and as the 
business al.ready on FaJrvi.ew and in that area expands, there will be a 
nee,d for m.ore multi~family dwellings and it w:ould seem logical to put it 
somewhere along this proposed area, and perhaps ru,n it on across Sharon 
View Road as far as Carmel with the exceptioll of the proposed residential 
propel:"ty.That Sharon School is already overcrowded and they understand 
it will be replaced by another school that i,s presently being built 
behind the Quail Hill Apartments • 

. . 

He stated that 'apart;;'ents renting in the $250.00 lUXUry class are not 
generally occupied by families with growing childre~;they do not 
believe the type of .,apartment they proposed would cause any material 
increase in the .number of children being served by the schools in the 
area. ---

He stated they think it is logical to go ahead now and 'allow the ioning 
'. request so that eveJ;yone who will. be ,affected by future planning would 

know that the apartments are here; if the property remains as it; is, it 
is .not economically feaSible to make it R-15 as it will never be 
developed for that purpose. 

Councilman Stegall stated in connection with the proposed extension of 
Colony Road, does the petitioner propose to leave.the right of way in 
his plans? Mr. Haynes replied the right of way is in there as 
evidenced by a letter of intent which is on file with the Planning 
Commission. 

Mr, .Sol Levine, Attorney for the oppOSition, stated if you were to go 
o1,1t. to a!)y development ~ such as Hidd~n Valley and' any of the Ervin 
Constructipn Develo!'.ffients, YO\l will see all' the land which is under. 
transmission lines or covered by easements put to use; that you' may not 

· build under . .them but the lots are situated so that all get the maximum 
us.e of the land. ' . , . 

· Mr •. Levine stated. there are approximately 500 families in the area who ha~ 
s-igned a. petition oPPo.sing, the' plan; he' filed a petitloncpntaining I 
additional n.ames which will bring the opposit'ion up to 500 names; these I 
people are.locat:ed in the area:,from Mountainbrook" down Sharon View Road, 
behind the 'section proposed •. The buff~;'zone was erected in order that 
they, would fall outside the 20% Rule. Mr. Levine stated with correct 
planning this. land" can be put "to use Similar to Mountainbrook wi thput 
any. probleJll .• , The houses in 'this area range f.rom $20,000 to $60 or $70 
thousand and bringing into this area ap!lrtments would detract and lower 
the ,v,alues of the .land in and around it; from Sharon Road <:Iown to Carmel 
should, be single family residences. The tra'Hic on Sharon Road is 

· abominable; that anew school is being bllilt whi.ch, is Beverly Woods and 
it is already 9vercro"!de<!, and building 400 m9re apartments in the area 
willpnly over~rowd .the schoQls there. 

He. stated the trafHc aloIlg CarmeL Road is. now increased; if you put 
400 apartments in that area you will never be able to get out there, and • you would not be able to take your chil~ren to school without being able 
to. com!" up one of tho:;!e roads .• : That. there ,.is a. shopping ,center already 
On Sharon Rpad which. is approximately 1,400 'feet: from the. intersection 
of Sharon RC)a~and Sharon View Rpad; this area is only approximately 
4,000 feet from .that intersectlon; you have. a shopping center !=here, 
you also have. apartments there; across Sharon Roa,da tremendous shopping 
center is going to.be~uilt and. a<:ljoining that is' an apartment: ,project 
which is already planned - the, Tryon Apartments.' Further .. down the road 1* 
the Quail Hollow Apartments..' . 
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Mr. Levine'stated t:he people' located between Sha'ron Road and Carmel 
Road say there ar~, enough apartments out there;, there are apartments 
on Park Ro,ad;t!:",-r~are apartments on Sharon Road. If youmust have 
apartments, locate themdos,? to the shopping center where they are now. 
He stated he .walked over this land and he did not notice the creek was 

'50 feet wide- it looked more like'2S feet. He stated the 'planners have 
taken great pains in planning this area; they planned it' for single family 
residential; they planned the outside area'and adjoining'area in apart
ments and business. To,throw in an apartment project is wrong for all 
the people in the area. 

Councilman Tuttle asked if the buffer zone 1S dedicated; that it will 
have to be us'ed as' a buffer? Mr 0 Underhill, City il:ttorney, 'replied if 
it is intended to remain R-lS, it can only be used for single family 
residential ?urposes. 

Also speaking against the petition for rezOning were Mr.J. FrarikNewton, 
3901 Sharon View Road and Mr. Richard Milleghan, Beckford Drive; 

, . 
Council decision was deferred until the nextCouncir' Meeting • 

. i:./ 

llEil:RINGONPETITION NO. 69:':13 BY LINCOLN COMPkNY, INC. FOR A CHANGE IN 
ZONING FROM B-I,AND R-6MF TO B-2 AND 0-6 OF PROPERTIES ON THE SOUTH SIDE 
OF CENTRAL il:VENUE, BEGINNING AT CAROI.YNDRIVE il:ND EXTENDINGE,4.STWARD 
847.49 FEET. 

The scheduled hearing was held on the subject petition on which a protest 
petition has been filed suffiCient \:0 invoke'the 20t.,Rule requiring the 
affirmative vote' of six Councilmen in order to rezone the property.' 

The Assistant Planning Director 'stated thiS petition involves 'about three 
separate types of chat)ges. That the subject property begins at Carolyn 
Drive and extends toward Central il:venue and southward along the edge 
of the EastwayShopping Center. 'that there are three separate'portiims -I 
(I) one area is requested changed from B-1 to B-2; (2), the "L" shaped 'I' 

tract is requested {ro~ R~6MF to !l~2; and (3), the corner prope~y' coming 
out to Central AV,enue l.S requested changed from R-6MF to, 0:-6. ",'" I 

The Eastway Snopp'ing Center is located in' the area and has' a frontage on I 
Central Avenue and Eastway Drive; the Post"Office facility isa part of I 
the development;, bu,siness uses are located Oil the 'other three cOrners O,f I' 

the intersection; Saint, Andrews Episcopal Church is located in the area. 
There are two single family structures on the subJect propery;and other I 
than that the art)a is entirely vacant. There are'hmost' solidly built up 
single family structures in the area west of the property along {;arolyn I 
Drive and along'Cy-nis Drive; there fs one non-conforming business u.se 
located at the corner of Carolyn Drive and Central Avenue'which ~s 
Southern Pest Control; on the north side of Central Avenue,is a 
continuation of :basically' single family usage with a duplex' at the corner 
of Cyrus Drive. ' ", 

Mr. Bryant stated B-2 zoning is located in tne vicinity of the shopping 
center; it is adjoined by- the first tract adjacent on Central Avenue'witH 
S-l; there is B-1 zoning on, the north side of' Ceritral Avenue at the " 1 

intersection: there is'O-6 zoningdii'ectly across from the-B-!. From thdt 
pOintall the JOronta, gepr, op~rty a!Olig cent, ral Avenue' on both sides is I 
zonedR-6MF; the property to ,the rear of thef'rontage on 'Central -along 
Carolyn 'Drive' and Cyrus Drive is zoned R;;6. ' , ,,' ,'"., " , j 
Mr. Henry Harkey, il:ttorney, pointed out the Eastway Shopping Center il:rea 
and stated it takes bettt)r than half of the square block; across the str et 

I 
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at the corner of ,Eastway Drive,' ther,~ is busin~ss; also, th~re, is 
business on the other two cort'lers; when the Shopping Center ,was built. 
in order to create ,a buffer; it was.zoned B-l. He stated they have 
waited a long time in this area: for commercial use;, the property has 
remained vacant; that, toheir entire J50 out of 800 feet has ,remai,ned 
vacant except for small residences; ,across the street from the subject 
property, the first _lot is vaca,nt, .tile second lot is vacant and the 
third lot has a residet'lce,on~t; that_he talked to the owner of that 
property Illst night; ,that he rents the hous,e .and has. ,left charlotte and 
he does not object to the rezoning; there ,are two more, lots between 
there and the corner and it is alsoNacant; there is one 'rental unit 
across ,the !;treet from this property; -,there are t;wohouses 'in the next 
block - the first house is owned by' Mr. Boger and he has_no obJections 
to" the rezoning. 

Mr. Harkey stated he had his people buy the corner lot which is vacant; 
that his people_own the ,-whole 857 feet, ,with .the exception of one 
residence, which. belongs to Mrs., Mincey;Mr~.,Mincey is the only property 
owner living, in a house on eithet" side of the street in that block; that 
while they have waited for ,this prqpe)."ty to become available for single 
family use they have not built, any'single family houses, any duplexes, 
any apartments or any small offi,ce buildings; they have been waiting 
for it to go bUSiness; it has gone bUSiness; Eastway Drive has gone from 
a 26-footpavement,to lLIQO-foot;, right~of-way thoroughfare, and they 
are 300.,feet from EastwilY; that Central Avenue has -gone to -a lOO-toot 
right-of-way. ,He ,stated, this pe;titioll was. before, Council on October 5, 
1959 and intencyears time,much·hllS changed. 

Mr. Harkey presen!:ed, photographs of, the,area calling their attention to 
. the vacant- property; ,the',business, property an the way around, and the 
only two houses in the block. He stated the property is' boxed in; 
on the side"closer to Charlotte is the Southern Pest Control which is a 
commercial building; on the far side the property is in theba~k door of 
a shopping center. He stated they own 92% of the property facing the 
f)."o'nt, and the-oppositiot'l,as he know!'. it,owns,!!%. 

He. stated, they propose.. to develop the property, for high, class busines$; 
they plan to, leav" a buffer of 143 feet and they ask that MrS. Mincey's 
lot be .put-in the bu,ffer and ,they do not think it. harms her. 

,He. stated the latest :apartments on- Central Av.enue - Eastcrest - sit 
500 feet off Central Avenue; _ th~t it_ is much more .. feasible to build 
apartments off the highway rather than on it. - . I 

. - - _.._. ". - I 

i 
! , 

- -Mr., Harkey stated he ha'" letters from pllople. across the street - Mr. I 
Purser, Mr. Boger and Mr. McGraw - who have no objections to the rel<Onin~. 
Mr. Harkey stated that B-1 would suit their immediate purpose; however, I 
since_ thti!i .. r .. neighbor h8:S ... B-2, .. he would like .. to .. be able to com. pete with I' 

him; the shopping center is. B-2. He stated they plan no cheap use of 
their property; they would like to. see a Post. Office come along or a 
frlle-standing department ,store; the prope)."ty, is available for a long 
term lease •.• . I 
Mr. Marshall Haywood, Attorney-_for,.Mt. and Mrs. E. _L., Mincey, stated he i 
is also repre.senting the owners of eachof.the,lots fronting on the back I 
side of the subject property. lie stated they. ,have filed a protest 
petition which invokes the 3/4 Rule; in addition, he .filed a petition 
containing an additional .62naines which are affected!>y the requested 
rezoning. He stated these residents are primarily reSidents who live 
on Carolyn Dtive; that there are some very influential, high class 
people who live in this neighborhood who are greatly affected and their 
property values will be affected by this petition; the St. Andrews 
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Episcopal Church is affected and as a church they· have signed the' 
petition of protest; there are more people' affected than the vacant lots 
across the street; He stated the Lincoln Company is the petitioner and 
as he understands ·it"the Company actually owns none of the subject 
petition and filed with their petition is an authorization of the people 
who own the property·to aflowthe" Company- to· bring the petition in its 
name. He stated going towards downtown .. --Charlotte is a residential area 
for approximately 15 blOCKS; these are substantial 'residences; they 
are older 'residences; beyond on Central Avenue are 'substantial .homes; 
with the exception of this intersection, this is a good residential area; 
beyond to the north, it is residehtial; That because an intersection 
developes into a business area' does not mean that the whole area has to 
be business ,office or" indus·trial; there is no reason why' this cannot 
remain as it is in a very high class residential area, and be compatible 
with the area. 

Mr. HayWood stated the zoning here appears to" be in accord with accepted 
procedures - B-2, B-"1:, R-6MF and R-6. A step down'fr6mEastway Drive all 
the way back to a res,idential area." To "change this to B-2, ·B-2 and 0-6 
would completely do' away with that .p'artieular concept;' it' would move 0-6 
right behind a very nice residential area; that is 'a hardShip and. a 
burden these people should not have to bear.- ..... -C' 

He stated that the Kimberlee Apartment is located right back'and' . 
immediately adjacent to one of the largest shopping centers "i.n the City -
Park Road, that'he understands ·those apartments are .some of the most: 
high prices in the City; that they sellanywhere from' $20,000 per unit 
on up. If it can be done at that location, it can be done elsewhere. 
He stated' the Pest' Control business is a rion-conforming use andls iti 
a res'idence and not in a business type "building; he' stated.tkewooded lot 
in an adequate buffer zone from the Pest Control business. He ·pointed 
out the Merry Oaks' School and stated the school crossing'is located in 
front of the property •. 

Mr. Harkey stated the Pest Control' husiness is loc'ated"in--a prominent 
concrete block building and it has been there for 20 years; that the 
building was located there before 'the zoning ordinance. He'stated the 
shopping center-will not crea-te any fltrther congestion; itwi11' utilize 
the traffic that is already pas-sing. That the peOple behind thesub-ject 
property have no immediate interest; that the people on Carolyn Drive do 
not face Central; that-vacil.nt lots are protes·tingtheuse of oth",r' vacant 
lots. He stated they bought' the' corner lot to creat'e' a buffer across 
from the church. property; the area they are talking about"· for' busines has 
no connection; that the church could use their office parking lot on 
Sunday mornings; . it is compatible· to' have an' o£fice" build"ing' aCrOSS from 
a Church. 

Mr. Harkey stated he is president' of the Lincoln,Company; that he is 
attorney for the Lincoln Company, and .. the Lincoln Company is int~rested 
in helping with the development of the property; and it has "'adequate 
means to do so. If the 'corner i"s left asR-6MF ,'he can build eleven 
tightly fitted apartments and back all of them up to Mrs. Mincey'; that 
would not be fair to Mrs. Mincey; would it not be better to have one 
nice doctor' s building urah insurance -office, with plenty" mparki·ng? 
On the other property he can build 90 apartments;wi-th high rise:; he 
could build several hundre"d but they do not want- to' congest the area; 
they want to expand only the property next to 'the sliopping center for 
more business; and to give the neighborhdOdabuffer. 
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Mr. Haywood stated it is .not "acant lot against .,vacant lot,it is people 
who own substantial residences in the Ciey who :are oppqsedto this •. They! 
believe consideration should be given tol>he people who are affected, and/ 
64 people in the area think they !Ire <lffected· by, the ac!:ions of one, two 1 

or three persons. 

Also speaking in opposition to the rezoning wa·s Mr. Glenn Annas whose 
. property· <ldjoins the back of the s.\lbject propert:y. 

Council .decision was .deferred until the next Council Meeting. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-11 BY PEi\RL S. RAMSEY FOR A CHi\NGE rN ZONING 
FROM R-6MF TO 0-6 OF A PARCELnF LAND 195' x 187.5' AT.400 SOUTH SUMMrT 
AVENUE. 

The public hearing was held on the subject petition. 

Mr •. Fred Bryant,Assist<lnt PJann:tng Director, stated this is a tract 
of land at ·the .intersection of Sunnnit Avenu.eand West Second Street; it 
is ;'ne J>lockaway from the .new Fourth Street Extellsiori on Summit Avenue; 
it has on it one single family.structure.and is adjoined on all sides by 
other proPerties used ,for, re~idential purposes with the exception 
immediateiy,to the ·J:"ar there is a non-conforming structure on th.e rear 
part of lots facing on Grandin Road which is the Taylor Typ.ewriter 
Comp<lny used for repairs and servicing of tYpewrite·rs; with that 
eXc,eption,there is. either single _family or duplex structures in. the 
immedia.te. area; the railroad ·cross.ing SU,!llnit Avenue is about 1/2 block 
from the subJect property; a school is .1o.cated at the. intersect.ion of 
South Summit and West Trade ·Str.eet. . . -~ - -'. 

The subject property, as well as .all the property around it, is zoned 
R-6MF; there is industrial zoning that begins at the rear of lots on 
the opposite side ,of SlJmmit Ave;nue and extends over to Irwin Creek. 
The 1-77 Expressway will come up paralleling the creek and there is 
industrial zoning along the creek • 

. Mr. Anthony Tulley, speaking for the petitioner, stated they are not 
trying to make this an industrial area;' that .Mr.Hariston. of the Hatiston 
Funeral Home·is interested in purchasing tne property·for his funeral 
business; this is an eleven roo\Tl house with two .enclosed porches; a 
four room garage. apartment on the rear of the .iot, plus a two car. 
garage; there.,. is 45 feet from ,one .sideofthe house. to Second Street, 
and 90 feet from the house to the property line on. the opposite side; 
there will be plenty of parking space for this use. The house is toO 
large for any one,.family. 

I1r •. W. D •. Hariston,of the Hariston Funerai Iiomes, stated: they are being 
misplaced due to the Expressway;, they J,tnew,the eXPFessway was coming 
through but did not know that Beatties Ford Road would be widened which 
means they must move their.building; the present building would be too i 
expensive to. move and .it is too good to completely tear down and rebuild. I 
.That ~thelocation on Summit is a nice location and their f.uneral home I 

. . -. . - - - I 

wHl not devalue. the reside.ntialsection; they are· planning to improve I 
~he:propertYi. and they will have the loc.ation looking as ,nice as any hamel 
1.n the commurp.ty., - '. .... , - '. ! . I 

No opposition t,as expressed ·to the proposed,.change in zoning. 

-.Council decision was deferred until thEl next meeting •. 
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HEAAINGON PETITION NO. 69-14 BY STATION DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION FOR 
A CHANGE IN ZONING FROM B-1 TO B-2 OF A TRACT OF LAND FRONTING 300 
FEET ON THESOuTH SIDE OF HOSKINS ROAD, BEGINNING 230.77 FEET WEST OF 
THE, PIEDMONT AND NORTHERN RAILROAD 'IRACKS. 

The scheduled hearing was held on the subject petition. 

The Assistant Planning Director stated this property is located in the 
Hoskins-Thomasboro Area at the intersection of Hoskins Road and Hovis 
Road; the property has a service' station on it;'it is adjoined art 
the northeast side by a small restaurant; across the road is a mobile 
home park with abou!: 34 homes; there is a small service center area 
,that has a laundry, and "ffice facilities' as pari: of the mobile homes 
park. A church is located on Hovis Road; afotmermill site is in the 
area in Hoskins and is now used by Gaylor, Grier and Company; on the 
north side of the railroad is a small service center; other than that 
it is single family residential. 

Mr. Bryant stated the subject p'roper.ty" as we'll as "property across 
Hoskins Road, is zoned B-1;' it t's adjoined on the' tail road ,side by 
1-2 which extends all the' way' along"Hoskins 'Road up to RO'Zzells, Ferry 
Road; imrnediatelyto: the rear of the business zoning is an area zoned 
for single ,family pu'rposes and there is multi-family zoning on the' I 
opposite side of Hoskins Road, extending "ver 'into and includicng a,portion 
of the Mobile Home Parks. ',' '," "',:' " " I 

, , 
Mr. Sherrill Guion stated there<juest 'is so "thatthe dealer 'can'acquire 
a dealer's license to tie in with the service 'station business;he"does 
not pIan to have over two' or three 'cars at 'one tim", em the property,;, 

, this request is to help the dealer have more 'income. 

No opposition was expressed to'the requested change in zoning';' 

Council deciSion was deferred until the next Council Meet:[ng. 

ORDINANCE NO. l50-Z AttENDING 'CHAPTER' 23, SECTION 23-8 AMENDING THE 
ZONING MAP BY CHANGING THE ZONING 'FROM R-6MFH TO R-9 ON PROPERTY AiONG 
TllE EAST SIDE OF BIDINGER DRIVE, FROH .. 'EST BOtltEVARD TO SOt)'THERN RAILROA[ 

the public hearing was herd on 'Petition 'No.' 69-l5byChailotte-Me£~,e,nbuir< 
PlanningC01ll!l\ission for a change in zoning froni R-'6MFH to R-9;·0if;"', I 

- , _. I 

property along the e'ast side of Barringer 'Drive, from West Bo,,~~ I 
to South,ern Railroad.' I 

Mr. ,Fred Bry,ant, 'Assista, nt l'lan, ni" ng, Director ',' stated', this' is ,one of theJ' 
hearings .scheduled which is a part of the overall study recently under
tak'!U for the West Boulevard area',of the City; the caSes todaygenerall

r cover the area from 1-71 at'the creak. out to''l)onald Ross Road.'" 
" ',' '. . . .'.".. I 

He stated tl'iE,'subject petiti<>n-is for an irregular'shaped rectangular 
area that liesal()ng the expressway under construction and. extends over i 
to ,l\arringerDrive; it is located at the intersection of Barringer DrivEj 
and West Boulevard and extends along Barringer Drive to the Southern 
Railroad.: The change proposed is 'a change fromR-6MFH to. R-9.This is' 
an unusuable strip of land which is left between the .expresswayand 
Barringer Drive; at no point does it exceed more than 75 to 100 feet in 
depth; it is all under the ownership of the Park and Recn1at:j.on' '. I 
CommiSSion, and was a part of the Revolution Park Area. The J 
recommendation is to change the zoning from a multi-family classificatin 
to single family to. conform to all the uses that are presently in the 
area, and ou,t of recognition to the fact that it is a vastly elongated 
strip that ,~es not have enough depth to make it usable. 

377 
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No opposition was expressed to the proposed change~in' zoning., ~ 

Councilman 'Short ~stai:ed-since ~this is a petition from ,the Planning 
Commission, lie 'moved the adoption of the ordinance changing the zoning 
frdm R-6MFH to R-9 asrecdmmended. Theniotion was seconded by 
Councilman Tuttle; and~carried unanimously. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordi,Mnc" Book'16, at page 107. 

HEARING ON PETITION NO; 69-i6 BY CHARLOTTE-MECKLENBURG PLANNING 
COMMISSION FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING FROM B-l AND I-ITO R-6MF OF PROPERTY 
ON BOTH SIDES 'OF . REMOUNT ROAD, FROM PARKER DRIVE TOA POINT SOUTH OF 
KIMBERLY DRIvE.- -

The~ scheduled hearing was heid on the subject petition. 

The Assistant Planning Director stated this area is bas4.cally along 
Remount Road On both sides; it consists of an area that begins at 
Parker Drive on both sides of~ Remount Road do"n to the rear of lots 
that front on Kimberly ~ Drive on the east side. and on the west~: side 
continues on down past Kimberly Drive. That in the original study the 

~ area "'~nt all the way down to the existing business uses on Remount 
Road; since then the staff has decided that the three lots should have 
be,en leffout of the original recommendation.~ 

Mr.~ Bryant requested'that the three lots at Remount Road be~ left out, 
as~ it has been brought to their attention that plans are'underway now 

I 

i 
! 

I 
I 

for the utilization o( the three lots for business purposes and in i 
addition they 8:re directly across Remount Road from atl. existing shopping I . . I 
center. 

He stated another situation has been brought to their attention Since 
the or'igiti"l l'resentation to Council. There is a housing project ~ 
underway in the Parker Drive~ReIilount' ~Road area -~ the Parker Heights 
Housing Projecf; There is a narrow sUp of land that fronts on Remount 
Road and extends the full length of Remount Roildftontage ~in front of 
,the project - it is 40 feet in depth and is owned by Marsh Realty 
Company. Mr. Bryant stated with only 40 feet of depth it does ,not make 

, 
I 

! , 
I 

it usable for_ ~usiness~ purposes~. He~stated~hehas- letters submitted , 
both by the attorneys for Marsh Company and also from Mr. Juliu.s Ch!lmber~" 
representingParkerHeightsI.ifuited in which they~ indicate there has I 
been negotiations underWay to 'transfer and re-create tracts of land that 
would be more tisable~ to each' conceriled~ - a land stfap. A swap would 
leave Marsh Realty Gpmpany tiith a tract of land at the intersection of 
Parker Drive and ~emount Road that would be approximately 200 feet by 
115 feet; inadd~tion, ~~there would be created on the southerly corner 
of the property a ,smaller tract~of land approximately" 50 x 60 feet tbat 
would ber"etained by Marsh Rei:llty~"-Company, and tbeintervening strip 
between the two points wo'uld become the property of ~the Parker Heights 
Development; tbeycwould thenhavEf adequate frontage and access onto 
Remount Road. 

Mr. Bryant statedf1;omap'lanning relationship standpoint, they would 
like to recommend that the largertract-~200' x l1S' -~on the corner 
of the property, be deleted from the area considered for-change and 
reinain in ~ a businef1s claSSification. They do nof recommend that the 
small portion 50'x 60' - "be deleted at~ this time. 

~ --~ -------,~ 
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Councilman Smith .stated he is very cautious about re~oning property down 
froll business to residential; people invested money in the property for 
business usage:. : .. ThaLif this .right is pursued too far it could make an 
economic hard~hipon:the peopte.Councilman Tuttle asked if the . 
people are aware of this change? Mr~ Bryant replied written notice~ 
were sent to all the property owners. ' Councilman Stegall stated the 
intent in this re~oning was to delete the problems that would spring 
up along West Boulevard out to the airport property. 

Mr. Bryant stated the basis intent of the. overall study was thl! West 
Boulevard area, and as ·such they studied, the entire area between the 
railroad and ,a like distance from,West Boulevard to .thesouth; "that it 
is difficult to make a comprehensive study alongt:he front,age of a 
roadwaywi~ttout getting involved in some basic overall rela.tionships. 
He ,,~ate~ 'i~e basic reasoning involved in recommending' a change was in 
recqgnit1!cm:' of the actual diJ:ection in which development has ta1.<en place 
within th~$ two block area since zoning was adopted; the multi-family 
developmentwal! built with the property being zoned.B-l;the Parker 
Heights Devel~~~nt is all being built on B-1 ~on:ed prC?peity. \>lith 
those two factOfs. in mind, p.lus the· fact. from their observation at 
that time, there was no non-conforming use that would be create~, they 
recommended the .change. . . 

Mr. Lynn Bond, Jr.,AttorneY'f~rMr. Frank Morecox and Mr. :rom Whisnant, i 

owners of M & W Company,stat,ed about two. years ago they bought some 
property just south of Watson on the west hand side of Remount Road; 
they built an offiee.and have sub-teased to two companies; ther are, 
adjo·ined on the north by Mrs. King and nexe .to Watson Di-ive by Mrs~ . 
Diamond" both a·re uE;ing ·their property as reside?ces; but, neither 
has any obje<;tions eo' this property remaining B-1", That on the tl()rth 
side there is I-I and 1-2 on both sides " and B:"(; that it is spot .• 
zoning if you ,take out duplexes an'" leave it as business, and leave thei~ 
bUSiness as residential; the Duke Power, Company has ,an easement ",hiclt I 
extends along the west Side of their property 120 fee.t;_ju~t bey',:)UcL I 
Watson Drive there is the Duke Power Company' sstation which has .about 
three lots; when you look on the west side of this section. you cpnie 
up with one residential' chouse and one apartment, which' wall. put in when 
it was zoned B-l.. ,Mr. Bond stated no one else 'wants residential in 
there. He stated it does, not stand ;"p to take one man's p.roperty and 
make it reSidential to protect anothe.r man' sprop~rty untess ,there is 
some reason of public health or morals at stake. He stated the,be,tter 
planning practice wO\lld call for this property lying s'outh oJ Wats,on 
Drive:, on the west side of Remount Road, to remain as. business p(.op.erty , 
as it has been; ,that his clients bought the property ,depending on the 
Zoning to remain. .,," 

Councilman Smith stated to. put apartments in there with children and , 
people in the midst of all that. industrial building is not good.planning; 
there isa very congested area at;" Remount and the Boulevard, ,and above . 
is induatrial "anli .to say in between it should be .apartments·, to qim is 
not very good living; that he thiilks.the whole tl:ling should remain ii-I. 

Mr. Tom Lockhart stated he is representing Mr. Lex Marsh and Marsh 
Realty Company in-connection with. the property thatMr". Marsh has owned 
for manY'·years s.04thofParker. Drive on Remount Road. ,This property 
:extends ,a wi.dth ()f approximately 40 feet,t;heentire di.stance from 
Parker Dr:j.ve dow!\S~5 feet on the.wes.t edge of Remount Road. The.J)roper¢y 
that is being devet()ped for the Parker Heights Apartment Project lies 
immediately east of Mr. Marsh's property and has no access to Remount R04d 
the apartment project was underway before there was any discussion with 
the Property owners on Remount Road as to any means of access into the 
apartment project into Remount Road; their only access would have been 
through Parker Drive which is a secondary road east of Remount Road. 
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Mr. Lockhart stated Mr. Marsh and the Parker Heights people have agreed 
upon an-exchange of property whereby Mr. Marsh would acquire a small 
additional amount of proper'ty at the cotnerof·Parker·Drive and Remount 
Road, in exchange for which he would convey -to Parker Heights-Limited 
frontage of 270 feet on Remount Road which- would give. the apartment 
project access- to Relnount:- Road·; all their discussions and negotiations 
have been predicated entirely upon Mr. Marsh being able to use the 
entire' project. He stated the Planning Commission would like to. except 
the corner from the proposed rezoning. They have filed· a letter on 
behalf of Marsh and a letter has beenfUed on behalf of Parker Heights 
Limited asking that -this corner be excepted from the proposed rezoning. 

Councilman Stegall moved that the-petition be referred_ back to the 
1'1anning Commission to come back to Council-next week with a proposal 
to zone all the Parker Heights Limited,-property to the ·proper classifi
cation, and leave- the remainder of this property as -it is- B-1. The 
motion was seconded by CouncilllianSmith. 

CounciltnanAlexander made a substitute motion to approve the petition 
as submitted by the planning COilllllission, -excluding these two lats 
described by Mr. Bryant-; that it is absolutely necessary that this 
matter be closed' so these negotial:ions can take place •. The motion 
did- not receive a second. 

After further discussion, Councilman Stegall re-stated his motion to 
rezone Parker lleights property to' the proper' classification --R6MF, and 
leave thereinairider of the property as it is. - The motion was seconded 
by {;ouncilman' Smith.' 

Councilman Tuttle stated he does not intend to vote on this petiMon 
today; that it is moSt' complicated; that his practice has been to attend 
the hearings and then go out and look at the property before voting. 

'. ..... I 
W-ith the 'approval of counc.Bman -Smith" who seconded the motion. {;ouncilmar 
Stegall withdrew his motion. . . i 

Councilman St;egall;moved· that the petition be .postponed· for one week and 
let the Planning COmmission come back with a rec·ommendation. The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Smith, and carried unanimously. 

I 
I 

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-17 BY CHARLOTTE-MECKLENBURG- PLANNING COMMISSIOk 
FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-6MFH AND 0-6 TO R--6MF OF PROPERTY ON ' 
BOTH SIDES OF WEST BOULEVARD, FROM WATSON DRIVE TO DONALD ROSS ROAD. 

The -publiC' hearing' was held on the subject petitio-no 

Mr. Fred Bryant. ·Assistant Planning Director,stated this is an area 
on West: lloulevaul. 'from-Watson Drive oue to Donald Ross Road; the vast 
majority of the -property' is' zoned.R-6MFH;- the portion that is zoned 
R-6MFH is all the property involved in this particula,rsegment with tthhae

C 
!i' 

exception of the corner property at Donald Ross Road and the street 
'COmes from the Barringer Drive area: which is zoned 0-6. 

He stated they are recommending thetthe R-6MFH be changedtoR-6MF 
because there have been seve;al aprtment projects built in the area on 
property which is -zoned partially R-6MFH; otherlpartment projects in the 
area -have been built ·to an R-6MF density rather than to R'6MFH density. 
He stated he seriously questions if this is an area where you can expect 
'to get the ·high rise type of development; therefore, the R-6MF regula
tions seem to be more in keepirtgwtth-the type of development in the 
area, He stated when you have property-zoned R-6MFH and get develop. 
ments that are· not high rise in-cha1:'acter, you get the ,garden type . 
townhouse apartments that generally cover up the entire tract; that they 
are fearful j;f we continue to get garden-type developments in an area 
zoned for high rise type of development, that we will end up with a 
very crowded condition with an inadequate amount of open space around 
the apartments. 



March 10, 1969 
Minute Book 51 - Page 381 

Mr. 'Bryant stated they would not object to high, rise development with 
open space at this 'location, but the trend has indicated :we, will not 
get that typeofdeve'lopment.' ,By changing the zoning frO]Il high rise 
tonrillti-family, 'you eliminate the possibility of someone coming in 
and building to the high rise'density with, a, garden typeQf development; 
the R-6MFH 'l"equirement~or open, space is a very minimum amount and it is 
possible to build to an ,overcrowded condition; that-if you change the 
R-6MFHrequirements,to more land, then you further discourage the 
possibility of high rise construction because you ,cut dowrt on the number 
of units permitted, making high rise construction more impracticaL 

Councilman Smith stated in developing high rise, you have to . .(levelop 
open area for people and parking for vehicles; itenbance.s your sky.1ine, 
and it is' easy to maintain, and cheaper to build, and he thinks we shoul~ 
be en,couraging it ,rather than taking it off the books; .that this may not i 
be the place to encourage it, but he does not·l,ant to do anythi!>gthat ! 
would be a vote against high rise. With high rise you can have better 
living conditions; you' can po·lice, it better; and 'you do, not have,. 
cluttered up porches with furniture in the yards, and it i~ not as 
obje'ctionable, to the surrounding neighbo:rhood., ,If ,there is any 
pOSSibility for high rise with open space, it wouid look a lot petter 
coming into town to have the high rise than .a ,cluster of things all over 
the place. 

Mr. Bryant replied he agrees with this,but ,a change to R-6MF: will not 
make it impQssiblefor high rise cOl\structiou; it will stili be 
permiSSible in the .R-6MF zoning. The R-6MFH dist.rictwajl designed 
because it is. a high density district to encourage high rise constructiop: 
that he agrees with the open space ideas; )Jut based on past ,trends,theYI' 
do not see that this ·land is going into high rise developments. " : 

~r. ~ryant stated there is another portion of this recommendation that 
gets more involved, :and Council would prob.;abl,)"no-t want,'~o, act on.'the 
SUbject petition today because this is related to .other segments of 
the West Boulevard proposal that will be taken up at another hearing. 
This goes only, to Donald Ross Road;late.r~ recommendations' will begin 
at Donl11d,RoasRoadand lead westward. Action:>taken:on the subject 
segments may need to be ..related in Council's deciSion on :,the· other 
segment. The other portion involves the changing of property now zoned 
0-6 at the inters!lction of Donald Ross Road to R-6MF. This is, the , 
beg~nning process to eliminate ,thestrip-'type P,tocess :of non-reSi4entiall 
zon:Lng:that, is present along a portion o,fWestB'OUlava.l'd. ' 

Councilman Smith moved that action be deferred for recommendation from 
the Planning Commissi.an. The motion was seconded by Councilman .. Stegall 

Mr. Charles Hawkins,President of Carolina Golf Club, :sta,ted theit " 
property ,is a, part 'of .;the zoning 'petition, that will come at ,the next 
hearing; ,heseate<\.they "have 130 acres and 70 of it, is--zoned I-I and the 
remainder is'.R-6. 

Mr. Pick Johnson stated he owns, property that, will ,be; involved inche 
next hearing; he filed a petition Signed by 64 people requesting that 
the proposed maSS. rezoning of propertie" alogg and near We,st, Boulevard 
be denied as they feel the proposed changes are unfair and unwarranted 
and would be discriminatory to those owning property amUor resic),ing 
in, the area; that it would result in reduction ,in the' opportunity for the 
development of needed services; it ,would result in unfair reduction 
to property value .to many property owners; 'it would fail to accomplhh 
the stated objectives of prov,iding saj;eranq. more ,attractive route, 
from Charl()tte to the airport; and to the best of .their knowledge ,thiS 
is the first time such a 'Wholesale downward rezoning has been 'proposed. 
Mr. Johnso·n stated aeven of the signers are involved in the petition 
today and the balance are in the area to be conSidered at the next 
hearing. 

3Hl 
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Mr. Hawkins' stated the' 130 ac res' of" Carolina Golf Club is in the process 
of bei;.g swapped; they plan to move the Country Club to a new locatiol1; 
they have a: $150,000 club house, and a $100,000 swimming pool ; the usen 
of their property anticipate using the property as multi-family , utilizing 
the club house as a community center • 

. , . - . . 

Mr. E. C. Smith alsospok~ to the petition. 

Mayor-Brookshire stated with the motion before Council, any-'action on 
this particular petition' I>ill be delayed to 'relate it tQ, other 
recommendatiQns of the Plaiming Cmmnission. ' 

The Vote was taken on the motion, and carried unanimQusly. 

ORDINANCE NO. 151-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE'CITYCODE 
BY AMENDING THE ZONING MAP CHANGING THE ZONING OF PROPERTY ALONG ' 
CHELVESTON DRIVE, NORWICK PLACE AND WICKHAM LANE IN BARRINGER WOODS. 

The -schedule,dhearing was held on petition No. 69-18 by Cha.lotte
Mecktenburg Planning CQmlnission for a, change in zoning from R-6l'4Yto R-6 
of'. property along Chelveston DrivEr, Norwick Place and Wickham Lane in 
Barringer Woods. 

The' Assistant P12nning Director advised the subject petition is a -
re,commendation to change the zoning of Barringer Woods Subdiv'isionfrom a 
multi-familycla's_sification toR-6 sing'!e' family; this will' reflect the 
acillal usage 'that is ~present -on the lots now; the area was developed 
some 15 years- ago by Mr. Lex Marsh for single£ami1:Y purposes and it 
has held up very well; and they feel prQper single family zoning can be 
reflected for the area. 

No-opposition was e"i)!::esse~d to the proposed change in zoning. 

~Counci1'mariSinith moved-the adoption of 'the ordinance changing ~the zoning 
frQ1ll R-6MF to R-6 as' recommended by thePlannlng Commission. The motion 
was seconded by Counc.ilman Short, and carried unanimously. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in 'Ordinance Book'16; at Page lOS. 

IlEARlNG ON AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO TIlE REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FORDILWORTHlJRl;AN. 
RENEWAL AREA, PROJECT NO. N.C. R-n. i 

The 
for 

scheduled hear1ngwas held on Amendment: No.1 to the Redevelopment 
Oilworth Urban Renewal Area, Project No; ,N. C. R-17. 

! 
pial, 

I 

Mr. Vernon Sawyer, Executive' Director of the Redevelopment -Commission, 
stated there are eight changes proposed as amendment to the plan as a 
result of two things;· first, HUD reviewed the -plari and picked upa~ few' 
minor ~suggestions, they'are rec01'll1llending; second, is the l:'esule of 
solving a problem resulting from an abutting property oWnerhavinghts 
access cut off by- closing tw6- alleys - the Cornelius Manufacturing Plant. 
In working out the solution, they permitted zoning to remain industrial 
on a portion that had been approved for B-2. 

Mr. Sal>yer- stated copies of the amendment were fumishe~toeach member of II· 
Council explaining all the changes. One change- is a ,financial' change •. 
RUDincreased the total project bqdget but at the same time in re-computi~~ 
the $107 credit which comes from devoting the site to low-rent public : 
hOUSing, that increase offset most of-the increase in the budget; it is I 
still costing the city the same money $385 plus $500 tax credit. I 
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Mr. Sawyer stateg .the plan has been on display both at the,. City and in 
their office, and there havebe~n no questions asked oT:her' than th'e 
question of the Cornelius ManufactJ,lring CClmpany. Th~y' have worked the 
problem Clut to· mutual satis~acti';>n he believes., 

Mr. John Newitt, Attorney for the Cornelius' Manufacturing ComPany, Inc:. , 
stated it could be that they are in accord about tpis matter: he stated 
Mr. Sawyer mentioned 1-1 and he should have mentioned B-3; if he 
mentioned ,B-3,then they are in accord. Mr.·Newitt stated in the early 
1920's the Cornelius's started a notions bus.iness on C()Uege Stree.t, . and 
in 1954, they went out on Sou,th .Boulevard across. from Lance P.ackJng 
Company and opened their wholesale andtetail business for notions'. He 
stated their bUilding ha.s a concrete roof and it costaroup.d $35,OQO 
at that time; today it would cost three times that; it is' a well-built .' 
building. He stated about four or five years after that they added to 
their ownership by buying 'a- piece of, propert)' straight through to 
Cleveland Avenue; and he bought two lots that went ,to Renssae.1er 'Avenue. 

Mr. Newitt stated they have worked out a tentative 'agreement with the 
Redev~lopment Conmission whereby they are ,in accord in working together 
giving up what .is their main entrance in and out the .back of the store, 
and the other alleyway they have. -giving up, these two alleyways for a 
little piece of land. He stated they still have to get in and .out the 
back, and they do not want to block out using the little piece of land' 
for the. pUrpose of getting in and out or extending their . .whCllesale or , 
retail store. At the back they purchas.ed 71 feet that goesal! the way 
back to Cleveland and they do, not want to be blocked out of the use of. 
that property. If Mr. Sawyer means that the Zoning will be .soarranged 
that thJs CClmpany can continue with its b"siness on this little portion, 
then they :are in agreement. 

Mr. Sawyer stated the zoning on South Boulevard back to a line almost 
to Cleveland Avenue is now z0!led I~l; it is 0-6 on Cleveland Ave,nue which 
is a portion of this property, but is not proposed to be change by the' 
Redevelopment Conmission as it is outside the px:oject boundary; ... that the 
entire propert~ is outside the project. boundary. MZ:. sawyer stated. 
what they are ,prClposingis that; the 21.6 foot wide. portion x:emain'I-C 
to match the zoning on the Cornelius property so' theie Will be one' . 
zoning classific8:tion including· their access. . . 

Mr. Newitt stated he understands all thiS, but his client has to have the 
same use fol;' the strip of land that they .now have for· their building; 
it may l:equire SOI!Ie change in the zQning 8,0 they can get in and out on, 
their own land, and at the same time this will'not hurt the renewal . 
project; and they ,will go along with it on,the cClnditionthey can use 
their property for the purposes they intended. :they ;;eed. to get across 
the 71 foot strip for the extension of their building or for parking or 
anything ,in conjunction with th~ b~~inessnow operating. 

Mr. Newttt stated they ,are willing to give up their access on the alleys, 
all they ask in re.turn is the settlement that. has been pr.actically agreed 
on, plus a little ,change-in the ,zoning to B-3. They want .tQextend their 
building st;raightdown.,MI;' •. Newitt was advised that the I-J. zoning would: 
Suit his purpose betterca.nd he agreed to this. 

Mr. Newitt stated because this is changing their present way in and out 
of their property, then . Council c~n recommend. a change, in zoning 1'0 they, 
will have 'another way in and out. 

Counci,lman Short stated,thewsy to accomplish what Mr. Ne",itt is asking 
is for him to petition the Planp,ing, Office fora change in zoning. 
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Mr. Sawyer stated the approval of Amendment' No .1' is urgent because the 
Housing Authority is going to he held up' on the' construction of the low 
rent housing project unfess they can 'convey the land. He stated the 
Cornelius property is located on the boundary; it was"lithin the' 
boundary originally, and they agreed to take it out as it was a going 
business' andtne'HousingAuthority deCided it could do without'the 
additional land'. 'Presently this 'c'ompany has access throughatenf(1)t' 
alley off South Boulevard, and'through a ten foot aUeyoff Bland Street. 
Mr. Sawyer stated since the RedevEdopment C'ommissionis'planning to close 
all the streets and alleys within the project, they plan to offer Mr. 
Newitt's client a 21.6 foot strip of land within the project boundary 
arid abutting, his property outside, that win give him access 'down toa11 
property he owns. That the Redevelopment COll1IIlission 'is going to sell 
him this property; in return he has agreed that his access rigni:s 'in the 
alleyways will be appraised, and it will have to go to court to get a 
final value; they are taking away access and giving him access and-also 
agreeing they will 'change' their request· to the Council to' change the 
zoning within the; boundary'from B-2 and leave it industrial, So tehat all 
his property will' be zoned properly. Mr. Sawyer stated this is within 
their project boundary and is as far as they can make a recommendation, 
That he did not 'know until now that it was tied to a change in the 
other property. - Mr. Newitt stated he has written letters and given 
Mr. Creasy. the Redevelopment Commission's attorney. three copies so that 
he could give it to Mr. Sawyer and also the zoning board, and he has 
been waiting-forsn :answer.' 

Mr. Sawyer' stated'lastfall it was Council' sdesire and the HousIng 
Authority's deSire to go ahead as fast as possible on this project, 
which the Redevelopment Commission did; the Commission went ahead of 
its' normal -procedure :J)y bringing the pr"ject -to Council 'for approval 
ahead of HjJDrsapproval, knOWing that. if HUD made 'any changes it would 
have to come back to'Cauncil; that this is the comeback time. 

Cout.cilmanShortstated as he pic;tures this, there is this tail-end 
legalism which mUst be cleared' up first: '- the zonIng. Mayor Brookshire 
replied- i1: app\lars to him t:hatthe recommendations from the Redevelopment 
Coll1IIlission are compatible :with the agreement already" reached ... ith Mr; 
Newitt and his client and gives him the ingress and egress and any 
changes outside this urban renewal area would be between Mr. Newitt's 
clients and the" City Council in'the matter or rezoning. 

Mr. Newitt stated Council can fix it so that their 71 foot strip to 
Cleveland Avenue will have the same zoning as the remainder of their 
property '~1':'1. If this- can be done. theneyerything is accomplisJled 
and a trade can be worked out. ' , 

Mr. Newitt stated their agreement is based on their ability to use 
their property all the way through to Cleveland Avenue. , . . -. . . . . 

Mr. Veeder, 'City Manager, stated it se~ms tliat what Mr. l1ewitt wants 
accomplished cannot be accomplished other than through a rezoning of 
property; a rezoning <:If property takes an application, an advertisement 
and -a hearing; the earliest -date the hearingc'an be 'had. ' assuming' an 
application gets in qUickly, would be in April. Mr. Newitt could pursue 
the, application with the understandi.ng that the Rede'!elopment COll1IIlission 
would'comebeforethe'Co\lncll arid thePlanniUg COllll1lis$ion;supporting 
the applicatiOri f6ra rezoning. Mr. SalOyer stated 'he will support him 
personally and he is sure th~ Commission will be receptive. 
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Councilman Short stated he cannot agree to this personally; there is a 
lady. living there, in a h~use,; if there was a petition to change the 
property from 0-6 po. ;industrial, he would not .want to give any suggestions 
that he is mor~lly,abligated to change s.ome zoning before the hearing. 

. , : . . . . . 

After further discussion, Councilman Smith moved .. that. the, resoluticn 
approving Amendment No. 1 be postponedfo'r, one week to see if they can 
bring bacl< an. amicable settlement. The motion was seconded by 
Councilman .stegall, . and ~arried unanimous ly. . 

PETITION NO.' 68-91 BY RAYMOND MASON FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING OF A LOT ON 
THE EAST S.IDE OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD, B.EGINNING SOUTH OF RUSSELL AVENUE, 
DlPBRRED. . . 

Councilman Alexandersj::ated the reason for the, petition was that. Mr. 
Mason was being moved off one section of Beatties Ford Road because of 
the highway; Mr •. Mason is now deceased and the. family wants Mr .•. Mason's 
Son to operate the. business that was to be. transferred .• 

Councilman Alexander .moved that. the petitio.nfor. a change .. in zoning fi'om 
0-6 to B.-1 be approved as requested. The motion was . seconded by 
Councilman .stegall. 

After discussion, Councilman Smith made a substitute motion to defer 
decision on the petition for one week so that' he might look a:t' the property 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Short, and carried unanimously. I 

ORDINANCE NO. 152., AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTIONS 23-40.03 AND 23-30.02 
OF THE CITY COPE. AMENDING TIlE. TEXT. OF THE ZONING QRDINANC.E REGut'A'rtNG 
THE OPERATION OF RACE TRACKS AND OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL AMUSEMEN'rS •. · , 

Councilman Short. moved adoption of the subject ordinancce amendiI\g the 
text of the zoningol'dinance regulating the operation of race tracks 
and outdoor commerC;i.a1 an;usements as .ecommend",d by the Planning . 
Commission. The motion .was secondE;d by. Councilman Tlltt1e" and ,carried 
unanimously. 

The ordiIlan~'e is recorded in fui1 in Ordina.nc.e· Book 1.6, .at Page 
Page 109. 

RESOLtYrION SETTING DATE. OF PuBLIC HEARING ON MONDAY, MARCH 24; 1969 ON. 
PETITION BY WILLIAM TROTTER DEVELOPMENT COMPANY FOR ANNEXATION OF 9.315 
ACRES OF PROPERTY IN CRAB ORCHARD TOWNSHIP. 

Motion was made by CouncilmanSmith, seconded by Coun,cPInai:t !'ute!e, 
and unanimously carried, adopting the subject resolution sett'ing date of 
hearing. on Monday, March .24, 1969, at 8:00 0'c10ckp.m., .:i,n the .Studios 
of WTV!. . 

The resolution is recorded in full in ResolutioI)os .Book 6, at Page 266. 

RESOLUTIPN AUTHORIZIN.G THE.REfUND OF. CERT~INTAXES COLLECTED THROUGH 
CLERICAL ERROR OR BY A TAX ILLEGALLY LEVIliD AND ASSESSED. 

Motion'was made by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Tutt1e~ 
and unanimously carried, adopting the subject resolution authorizing the 
refund of certain t,axes in the total amount of $1,682.34, involving 24 
acc~u~ts which were collected through clerical error or hy a tax 
illegally levied and assessed. 

The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 6, at Page 267. 

I 
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APPROVAL OF LICENSE APPLICATION FOR EDWARD J.pFUNDSTEINFOR PRIVATE 
DETECTIVE. 

Councilman TUttle move'dthe approval'<lf a .licenEle ,ap.plication for 
Edward J. Pfundstein for private detecUve.. The motion WaS .seconded 
by Councilman Smith and carried unanimously. 

CONTRACT WITH DOMAR CORPORATION, INCORPORATED FOR CONSTRUCTION OF 
SANITARY SEWER MAIN IN MCDONALD STREET, APPROVED. 

Upon motion of Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Short, and 
. unanimously carried,contract was app'rovedauthorJzing construc.tion of 
:-460 feet of 8';'inch sanitary sewer main' in McDonald Street, i.nside the 
City, at an estimated -cost 'of ·$2,615.00. All cost of construction 
will be borne by the applicant whose dl!poSit in the full amount has 
been received 'arid wi'Ube refunded.as .per terms of the agreement. 

APPROVAL -OF CONTRACTS· FOR THE INSTALLATION OF WATER MAINS • 

. . Councilman 'Tuttle moved -approval·of· the following contracta for the 
installation of watl!r mains: 

(a) Supplementary Contract, to contract dated October 21, 1968, with 
American In'ITestlllent Company, f<lr the. installatio.n of 7,620 fl!et of 
water main, and four. fire hydrants" to serve the Heritage Woods 
Subdivisi-bn, outside .. theCity, at an estimated cost of $25,5.11.00. 

'The applicant will pay the entire.cost of said,mains and will own 
same until such time as the area.ia incorporated into,the.City, at 
whi~h time the mains will become the property of the City without 

·'further·cagreement. ~. 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
(b)'.Supplementary Contract, to contract dated November 4, 1963, ·.with I 

ldlewild. UtiliUes, Inc., for the installation of 8~090 feet of 

water main and four fire hydrants, to serve the. Cedars East Sub- unde,:'.,1 
division, outside the City, at an estimated cost of $31,525.00 • 

.. the terms of ·the 'previous agreement, the Corporatiolvoperates a 
water and -sewer system under the authority·~f. the State Utilities 
Commission; and procures :water from the Ci.ty at. the. Cit:y Limits 

'through a master. meter •. 

The applicant will financec'all pipe lines and system and own and 
operate and maintain same, and ,retain all revenues derived from· 
their indiVidual customers until such time as any part or all of 
the mains and sY$tems.are"incorporated into the City,at which time 
the lines and system will become the property of the City without 
cost or further agreements. . ·'0 

I 

i 
I 

The motion was seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried 
I 

unanimously I. 

APPRAlSAL CONTRACTS APPROVED. 

Motion was made by Councilman Smith, seconde.de by Co.uncilman Short. 
and carried. unanimously, approving· the· .followillg .. appraisal contracts: 

(a) Contract with Henry E. Bryant for appraisal e>f three parcelS of 
land for the Airport ExpanSion Project. 

(b) Contract with William E. Etchison for appraisal of one parcel of 
land for sanitary sewer to serve J. A. Jones CC>nstruction Company. I 

~, 
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(c) . Contract with Will-1am W. Finley Eor appra.isal oi,one parcel 
of land for Gene Street and Montrose Street Project. 

(d) Contract with W,· B.. Gammage for appraisal of one parcel of 
land for Gene Street and Montrose Street -Proje-ct., 

(e) Contract with Wallace D. Gibbs, Jr. for appraisal of three parcels 
of land for Airport Expansion Project. 

PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS AUTHORIZED. 

Councilman Smith moved approval of the acquisition of 1,195 square feet Ii 

of property at 301 South Graham Street, from Mrs. E. W. Bender' (widow), 
and William P. Ross and Robert M. Ross, Jr., co-executors of t.he R. Marj'· 
Ross Estate, at $3,100.00, for the West Third and Fourth Street , 
Connectors. The motion was _seconded·by Coundlman Short, ,and ,carried i 
unanimously. 

Motion was made' by Councilman Smith, seconded by'C.ouncHman··Short" and 
unanimously carried, approving the acquisition of 22,500 square feet of 
undeveloped property off Eastway Drive, from Luther Lee Herrin and wife,] 
Janice T., at $750.00, for sanitary sewer easement'to serve General I 

. I Motors. I 
I 

Upon motion of Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Short, and 
unanimously carried, the acquisition of 11,372-square,feet.of undeveloped 
property at Eastway Drive and North Tryon Street, at $471.00,- was I 
authorized from 'Margaret A. D. ,Abe'rnathy (widow), for sanital'Y sewer 
easement to serve General Motors.' 

Councilman Alexander moved approval of the acquisition ofc.l3,l09 square 
feet of undeveloped property off Eastway Drive, from Lila Orr Hunter 
and hUSband, Reese Hunter, at $450.00, for sanitary sewer"~asement. to 
serve General Motors.· The motion was seconded by Councilman .. Short, and 
carried unanimously. 

In connection with'· the negotiated settlement in, the amount 0-£. $23,300 
£or10.59-acres of property on Wilmont-Road, Berryhill,Township, with 
Hassey Richardson Gibson and wife, Eulalie; for Airport Clear Zone, 
Mr. Veeder, City Manager, advised this is a settlement at: ,the !lame 
per acre price of adjoining property, at $6,000 an acre; this is a 
total settlement of $63;540.00; the $23,300 as reflected is money over 
and above that deposited in the registeryof the Court. 

Councilman Smith moved approval of the negotiated settlement as 
recommended. The motion was,seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and carried 
unanimously. 

CONTRACT WITH PEAT, MARWICK, LIVINGSTON AND COMPANY TO CONDUCT AN 
AIRPORT LEASE REVIEW AND ASSIST IN FUTURE AIRLINE NEGOTIATIONS. 

- -,. . 

After discussion and eXplanation, Councilman Tuttle moved approval of 
the subject contract with-Peat, Marwick,Livingston and Compa.ny, at a 
maXimum cO'st of' $20,000 to conduct:. an_ airport lease ,revi.ew and ass.ist 
in future airline negotiations. The motion was seconded by Councilman 
Short, and carried unanimously. '. 

387 
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APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMll.N PRO rEM TO SERVE iN THE ABSlWcE: OF MAYOR 
BROOKSHIRE • 

Mayor Brookshire state~ he would have to'leav:e/:be meeting at this 
time and suggested that Council name someone to serve in his absence 
for the remainder of the session. 

Councilman Tuttle moved that Councilman Short be appointed as Chairman 
pro tem. The motion was seconded by ~uncilman Stegall, and carried 
unanimously. 

I' 

I 
I 

The City Attorney advised that Councilman Short will have 
I 
I 

a regulat' vott1 

Mayor Brookshi:re left, themee,ting a,t th,is time and was, absent, for the 
remainder of the session. 

, APPROVAL OF THE, SALE OF l'ROPERTY, FROM WEST FouRTH STREET IDcrENS:rON 
PROJECT. 

I , 

Upon motion of Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Stegall, and 
unanimously carried, approval was made for the sale of residue of : 
Parcels 82 and 83, West Fourth Street Extension Project, to the highest I 
bidder, Mr. Walter J. Black, Sr., in the amount of $6,600.00. I 

, , I 
, 

ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT WITH STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION, APPROVED. I 
" ,,' I 

Councilman,Smith moved app,roval of an encroachment agreement with the I 
State Highway ,Commission to construct an 8-inch sanitary sewer line wit~ 
two manholes within the right-of-way of Woodlawn Road near Park Road. I 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Stegall, and carried unanimo~sly. I 

" I 
I 

TRANSFER OF CEMEURY L-QTS. I 

Motion was made by Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Stegall. 
and unanimously carried, authorizing the follOWing deeds for transfer 
of ~lots: 

(a) Deed with Dr. John Robinson Pharr and wife, Louise R. Pharr, 
for 'Lot No •. 322. Sollction 6" Evergreen Came,tery, at $320.00. 

(b) Deed with Estate of Moroslaw Dratwtnski for Grave No.7, 
Lot No. 115,. ,S",ct;!.(),n ,2, Evergreen Cemetery,. at $60.00. , 

I 

CONTRACT AWARDED. PROPST CONSTRUciIONCOMPANY, INC. FOR SIT);: " , 
PREPARATtON OF PARALLEL TAXIWAYS TO NORTH ENDS OF N-S AND Nil-sw RUNWAYS! 
AT DOUGLAS MUNICIPAL AIRPORT. [ 

I 
Motion was made by Councilman AleKand",r awarding contract to the low I 
bidder., Propst Construction Company, Inc •• in the amount ,of $3l8,622.3t 
on a unit price baSiS, for site preparation ofpal;'allel taKiways to 
north ends of N-S and NE-SW Runways at Douglas Municipal,Airport. The 
motion was, seconded by Councilman Tuttle and carried." unanilllously. 

The following bids were received: 

Propst Construction Company, Inc. 
Dickerson, Inc. 
Blythe Brothers Company 
Crowder Construction Company 

$Sl8,622.35 
353,606.90 
360,119.30 
367.988.00 
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CONTRACT AWARDED .REA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR PAVING OF TAXIWAYS. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Stegall. and 
unanimously carried, contract was awarded the low bidder, Rea Constructio~ 
Company, in the amount of $2l7,908~79. on a unit price baSiS, for 
paving of taxiways. . 

The following bids were received: 

Rea\ConstrUction-Company 
Blythe Brothers Company 
Dickerson, Inc. 

$217,908.79 
239,621.70 
240,374.15 

CONTRACT AWARDED COLTER & CHAPPELL ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR LIGHTING FOR THE 
TAXIWAYS. 

Councilman Stegall moved award of contract to the low bidder, Colter & 
Chappell Electric Company; in the amount of $20,464.41, on a unit price 
basiS, for lighting contract for the taxiways. The motion was seconded 
by Councilman Tuttle, and carried unanimously. 

The following bids were received: 

Colter & Chappell Electric Co. 
Walker & Whiteside, Inc. 
Rockwell Radio & Elec. Co. 

$ 20,464.41 
22,410.92 
23,635.68 

ORDINANCE NO. l53~X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO". 939-X, THE 1%8'"'69 BUDGET 
ORDlNANqE, AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE UNOBLIGATED 
BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT FUND. 

Motion was made by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Alexander, 
and unanimously carried, adopting the subject ordinance authorizing the 
transfer of $266,314.06 to Capital Improvement Program for ProJect 
562.93 ~ Construction of Parallel Taxiways to North Ends- of N-S and NE
SW Runways. 

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

CONTRACT AWARDED THOMAS STRUCTURE COMPANY FOR SANITARY SEWER FACILITIES 
IN KINGS BRANCH OUIF ALL. 

Motion was made by Councilman Stegall awarding"contract to the low bidder, 
Thomas Structure Company, in the amount of $34,115.50, on a unit price i 
baSiS, for sanitary sewer facilities in Kings Branch Outfall. The motiop 
was seconded by Councilman ·Alex·ander ,and carried unanimously. 

The following bids were received: 

Thomas Structure Company 
Dickerson, Inc. 
Boyd & Goforth, Inc. 
Crowder ·Construction Co. 
C. M. Allen & Co., Inc. 
A. P. White & Associates 

$ 34,115.50 
37,225.00 
38,349.05 
41,133.75 

·47,167.00 
57,311.50 

389 
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CONTRACT . AWARDED GRINNELL COMPANY, INC. fOR 7,260 l'IECES OF VARIOUS 
BRASS, GOODs FOR THE WATER ·DEPARTMEN'r. _ ' 

Councilman Smith moved award of contract to the low'bidder meeting 
specifications, Grinnel Company, Inc., in the amount; of $13,165.08, on 
a unit price basis,for 7,260 pieces of variousbras$ goo~s for the 
Water Department. The motion was seconded by'Councilman Tuttle, and 
carried unanimously. ' 

"'.- -
The following bids were received: 

-Grinnell Compa.nY, Inc. 
Parnell-Martin Supply Co. 

-, $ 13 .165~08 
23,248.88 

CONTRACT AWARDED PURE OIt.DIVISION,' UNIONihL COMPANY FOR AutOMOTIVE .. "" .--
BATTERIES. 

Upon motion of ,C~l,1nci1man Ale~andertsecOndedby' Councilman Stegall, 
and unaniuiousJy carri~d,contract'was" awardedehe low bidder meeung 
specifications', Pure Oil Division, Union Oil'Company, 'in the amount of 
$7,057.09, on a unit price basis, for au tOi!lot ive batteries. 

The f'ollowing bids ;ere received: 

,Pure Oil Division .. union, Oil Co. 
"S & Hllattery COlnpany. " 

Joint & Clutch Ser., Inc.' 

$ 7,057.09 
7,877.70 
8,068.94 

., CONTRACT AWARDED MAX BERRIER WRECKING COMPANY FOR DEMOLITIOW OF 
STRUCTURES IN URBANREDEVELOPME~ AREAS R-43,' R-37 AND. R-6O. 

Motion was made by cOuncilman Smith, . seconded by Councilman Stegall, 
and unanimously carried, awarding contract to the low' bidder, Max 
Berrier Wrecking Company, in the amount of $10,670.00, on a unit price 
baSiS, for demolttion. of st~ct\lres,in Urba,n Redevelopment Al:'eas 
R-43 ,R-37 and R=60. 

The following bids were received: 

M~ Berrier.Wrecking Co; 
F. t . 'Williams Co., Inc. 
Big ·Chief Wrecki-ng ~Corp'. 
D. H. Griffin Wrecking Co. 

$ 10,670.00" 
12,950.00 
13,990,00 
17,130.00 

ORDINANCE No.is4':X AlolENDINGORnINANCE NO. 939-X, THE 1968-69 SUOOET 
, ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE UNAPPROPRIATED 
. GENERAL FUNP BALANCE FOR SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS • 

Councilman Tuttle IJl()ve'dthe adopti<:m' ofstibje~t ordinance authorizing 
the transfer of $4,450.00 to GeneralcFUnd of Engineering Department 
to be used to construct a temporary walk on the west side of Alleghany 
Street, from Denver Avenue, north 200 feet on the east side of 
Alleghany Street, from Denver Avenue, north to Carlyle Drive, and on 
the north Side of Denver .Avenue, from Morris Field Road to Alleghany 
Street, including a handrail over· the creek on Alleghany Street. The 
motion wss seconded by Councilman Stegall, and carried unanfmo\lsly. 

The ordinance is. recorded in full in Ordinance Book 16, at Page 112. 
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ORDINANCE NO. l55-X AMENLlDIG ORDINANCE NO. 939-X, THE 1968:69 BUDGET 
ORDINANCE, AUTHORIZING m-nANSFER OF A PORTION 'OF THE UNOBLIGATED 
BALANCE OF .AIRPORT.FUNO. 

Upon motion of Councilman Tuttle, seconded by Councilman Stegall, and 
unanimously carried, the subject orchnance l~as adopted authorizing the 
transfer of $20,000' to be applied against the cost of a contract 'for 
an airport lease review and airline lease negotiations, and any 
remaining funds to be applied to Genera1Adv1sory Services. 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 16, at Page 113. 

ORDINANCE NO. l56-X AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 939-X, THE 1968-69 BUDGET 
ORDINANCE, .AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OFA PORTION OF THE UNOBLIGATED 
BALANCE OF THE AIRPORT FUND. . 

Councilman Tuttle moved adoption of, the subject ordinance authorizing 
the transfer of $30,000 to the,Capital Improve~ent Program for Project 
562.1.2: to, be. used for new North Concourse' construc,,:ion. The motion 
was seconded by Councilman Stegall and carried un<;<nimously. ' 

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 16, at Page 114. 

HOUSING AUTHORITY REQUESTED TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF OFFER()F CHARLOTTE 
CHAPTER OF AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS. 

Councilman Tuttle stated he understands the Charlotte Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects. ha~. offered to lend, its' services to 
the Housing Authority. He suggested that Council give ,the Chapt"r its 
grateful thanks and that Mayor Brookshire convey an expression from 
Council to the Housing Authority requesting the Authority to"take 
advantage of this offer. ' , , 

: 
- - '. . . - - - I 

CITY MANAGER TO REPORT ON WHETHER OR NOT RADIOS ARE AVAILABLE FOR POLICE , ' I 
CARS. I 

Councilman St"gall stated he understands there are six police vehicles 
without radios; he requested the City Manager to report back to him on : 
whether or not there is anyone in city government with a radiO assigned I 
to them that could be placed in these police vehicles so that they can I 
be utilized. 

MORE POLICE EMPHASIS TO BE PLACED ON. COTSWOLD., SHOPPING CENTER. ' 

Councilman Stegall stated in connection with. to.;" inci'-dent that occurred 
at the CotswoldShopping Center over the weekend, he talked with Chief 
J. C., Goodman and he is placing more emphasis on the police activity 
in that area for the time being. ' , 

ADJOURNMENT • 

Upon mo'tion of Councilman Tuttle, '.seconded by Councilman Alexander, 
and unanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned. ' 

-"~~ 
Cit;- , Clerk 




