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PUBLIC HEARING - ZONING IN ANNEXED AREAS

The City Council of the City of Charlotte, North Carolina, met on Wednesday,
January 4, 1978, at 7:30 o'clock p. m., in the Board Room of the Education
Center for the purpose of holding a Public Hearing on Zoning in Annexed
Areas. Presiding was Mayor Kenneth R. Harris, with Councilmembers Don
Carroll, Betty Chafin, Charlie Dannelly, Harvey B. Gantt, Ron Leeper, Pat
Locke, George K. Selden, H. Milton Short and Minette Trosch present.

ABSE~7: Councilmembers Thomas Cox and Laura Frech.

Members of the Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Commission sat with City
Council, as a separate body. Present were Commissioners Ervin, Curry,
Jolly, Kirk, Marrash and Royal.

ABSENT: Chairman Tate; Commissioners Broadway, Campbell, and Tye.

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.

* * * * * * * * *

M~yor Harris stated the purpose of the hearing is to consider ordinances to
regulate the zoning of land and the subdivision of land in the ten areas
annexed by the City of Charlotte on December 1, 1977.

EXPLANATION OF PROCEDURE.

Mr. Fred Bryant, Acting Planning Director, stated the procedure that
Council will follow will be (1) The adoption of a zoning pattern for all ;
ten areas; (2) Adoption of the text of the zoning ordinance and the zonin~

m~ps, or district delineations; (3) Adoption of subdivision text regulatipns,
to apply to these same ten areas. This inVolves only the adoption of the
text of the subdivision ordinance as it already exists in the older part pf
the City - no specific property is involved. (4) Resolutions which Council
will need to consider passing in conjunction with the Board of County Co~

missioners concerning some narrow ten-foot strips.

l1r. Bryant stated basically the State law on zoning, as it relates to annexa
tion, provides that where land is annexed which i"s already UIi.der the zon~Iig
ffilthority of County jurisdiction, that the County zoning pattern will remain
in effect for a maximum period of 60 days. During this 60-day time peripd
it is expected that the municipality will move through the process of co~

sidering the adoption of its own regulations for the areas. If, at the ~nd

of 60 days, the municipality has not acted to adopt a zoning ordinance f9r
those areas, all zoning control lapses; In effect, there would be no zorjing
remaining in those areas. This means they are faced with a time factor as
the 60 days will expire about the end of this month; that the schedule \;O,ich
has been established hopefUlly calls for the Planning Commission to consider
what they hear tonight fOllowing the hearing and the matter would come back
on Council's agenda on January 16.

He stated the fact that they are faced with a considerable time limiting
factor, has almost dictated the necessity of presenting to Council for its
consideration, generally the same pattern of zoning which is already in ef
fect under County jurisdiction - no change is proposed. There will be
SOlrre minor differentiations due to the different descriptions of the dis,
tricts between those of the City and the County. Predominate in this
respect is the fact that the County has an 0-9 office classification and
much of the land is zoned that classification. The City Ordinance does
not have an 0-9 designation - either an 0-6 or an 0-15. Therefore it will
be necessary to redefine those areas as either 0-6 or 0-15. That the
decision as to which it will be will for the most part be based on the
size of the tracts involved as the only difference generally betIVeen the'
two is the somewhat greater lot requirement of the 0-15 versus the 0-6.
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At Council's direction, the areas were considered one at a time. Mr.
Bryant used an overall map of the City, showing in composite form the loca
tions of all ten areas.

North Tryon-Tom Hunter Road

The area involved generally extends from Graham Street along the exist
ing city limits to The Plaza; it is a somewhat elongated, rather length)'"
area. Mr. Bryant explained the colored areas on the map, each identify:j.ng
a different zoning classification. There are R-9 and~R-12~zoned areas;'
rather significant areas of multi-family zoning because there are a great
number of apartments already built - along Tom Hunter Road and west of
Tryon Street - and smaller amounts on the eastern side of the area.

Business districts are designated generally along the major arteries 
North Tryon in this area, at Sugar Creek Road at 1-85, along The Plaza
and one or two other smaller locations. There is a considerable a~olUlt of
industrial zoning, both I-I and 1-2. 1-2 zoning was noted along the
Graham Street-Derita Road area, principany in the vicinity of the truck
ing terminals. There is a considerable amount of I-I zoning along the
railroad and along Orr Road.

The zoning designations are basically the same as those in effect under
the jurisdiction of Mecklenburg County. He pointed out two or three mi*or
changes that were necessary to consider., On Poplar Street, off Derita Road
and Graham Street, there is one small lot which at the present time is
zoned 0-9 - the recommendation is that it be changed to 0-6. There is also
a small parcel of 0-9 zoning on Wilson Lane, west of Sugar Creek Road,
which is recommended·for a change to 0-6. A small, very unusual shaped
situation located to the south of Mineral Springs Road which at the pre~ent

time is zoned Rural CD; there is no rural classification in the City Ordi
nance. The purpose of the change made by the County about t'wo years ago
was to zone it rural in order to allow a mobile home placed there by
the Northside Baptist Church to remain. It was placed there during the:
time of construction and used by a security guard; after it was con~letyd

they found it advantageous to keep it there for the same purpose. It was
recommended that this area be eliminated and replaced with the same R-9
zoning now present in the general area. It would not have any real material
effect; it would only have the ,effect of making that mobile home a non
conforming use. It can remain; there is no question about that; it seems
to be the easiest way to handle that situation.

Mr. Bryant referred to an area generally in the Hampshire Hills Area, at
the ~nd of Viewmont - a vacant parcel of land which has been the subject of
a couple of zoning processes over the last several years. Initially, this
property was zoned I-I, arld"a request was filed to rezone it to R-9MF some
years ago. This was granted by the County but no use was ever made of that
multi-family zoning. There was left at that time a SO-foot strip ot land
zoned I-I, adjacent to the end of Viewmont, for the purpose of creating
what would be a permanent open area of at least SO feet wide to separaty
the single family homes from any possible multi-family development.' At: the
time, that was the only feasible way to accomplish the open space even though
it created a very unusual pattern. This is the same property which Council
acted a few weeks ago to acquire from the John Crosland Company for park
purposes, and that property is now officially under the ownership of the
City of Charlotte for the purpose of creating a park. Therefore, the recom_
mendation is that Council either consider eliminating the SO-foot strip iof
industrial zoning and replacing it with R-9MF, or R-9 - the adjacent zoning;
or consider taking the entire parcel which would consist of the 50-foot I-I
and the remaining R-9~ff and zone it R-9. Since it is going to be used for
park purposes it would really have no effect as far as the zoning categ9ry
is concerned.

Councilmember Carroll asked if this land necessarily haz to be used for
a park and Mr. Burkhalter replied it is not designated. Councilmember Carroll
stated the zoning of the property then could have an effect on it if it: were
not used for a park. Mr. Bryant stated if the City made a decision to use
it in some other fashion, that would be true.
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Councilmember Short asked if the Board of the Northside Church is aware of
the suggestion that the mobile home become non-conforming? Mr. Bryant re
plied that he does not believe that they are,

Councilmember Gantt asked about the area at Sugar Creek Road and 1-85 and'
Mr. Bryant identified the.red area as representing the filling stations,
the Motel and a construction company on the service road. He also con
firmed that there is scattered residential usage in the Graham Street
Derita Road where there is 1-2 zoning. It is an old subdivision. Council
member Gantt stated there are a number of places where there is industria~

zoning - in the Hampshire Hills area for one - and asked if it is developed
now? Is there a rail facility in there?

Mr. Bryant replied there is no rail facility without crossing Orr Road. The
main line of the Southern is in the area but you have to cross Orr Road to
get to it. The only portion of the industriallY zoned property that has

. heen developed is on a little industrial street called Commercial Place.
On Orr Road at the railroad is the chemical plant.

Councilmember Gantt stated that one thing about this particular pattern
that is very glaring is that they do have·a situation from the standpoint
of planning that does not work very well and that is single family residen
tial abutting industrial property.

Mr. Bryant replied he agrees with him.and he is not sure that if they wer~

facing a situation where they were completely free to evaluate the zoning
in this area that would be the pattern they would necessarily propose.

CouncilmemberGantt stated in the time limit they have nolV they obviously
are talking about adoption of pretty much what the pattern of zoning has
been for the County, but that at some future time that whole area may. need
to be reevaluated. Mr. Bryant replied that is very true; that as Council
is very much aware, there has been considerable agitation in this area over
the industrial zoning as well as some of the street configurations, etc.
That at some time in the future, that undoubtedly will need to be looked at.

Mayor Harris asked if there is any thought tOlVard the Planning Commission
taking the initiative? Mr; Bryant replied not in this area specifically.
That they are involved in a very much in depth look at all zoning patterns,
zoning texts and requirements. A preliminary report was presented to the
Planning Commission at its meeting last night which begins to give some
feel for the depth in which this question is being examined. He cannot sFY
at this point that they have any specific plan to isolate this area and
examine it. If Council so desires they can certainly consider it.

Mr. Robert Mundt, 5811 Whitingham Drive, stated he represents the Northeast
Community Orgimization; that the. parcel of land that was acquired from th~

Crosland Company is one that has concerned them for a long time. He stat'ed
that Mr. Bryant has pretty well covered some of the concerns the orgimiza-
~ion has, and they are aware that Council is looking at short term actions
now, but they request that they also look at some of the longer range pro'
tlems in the area. That the serious problem they wanted to point to has
already been identified - that their residential area of Hampshire Hills
and Eastbrook Woods abut light industrial zoning. They are very concerned
about this problem. There are several possibilities fOT this eventually,
such as creating a green strip or barrier between the two. A lot of the
property that is not developed is owned by the Southern Railway and is _
currently for sale; and has been for a long time, and it is in the industrially
zoned area. If someone does not buy this and develop. it industrially lVh~le

it is still possible, they lVould like to see that area zoned residential
lVith the hope that some of it could be used for park development in the
future. He cannot offer anything very specific but just to express the
concerns of the community and to suggest that whatever short term steps
Council takes, that they do that with the explicit understanding that th~y

will take a look at it and try to eliminate some of the zoning problems
that now exist.
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Albemarle-Delta Roads Area.

This is generally the area north of Albemarle Road and Lawyers Road, extend
ing from the existing city limits near Sharon-Amity Road to include most! of
the built up subdivision area going out very close to the Harrisburg ROap
intersection. The zoning pattern recommended is generally the one in e~fect

now. It is basically the same pattern the City had in the area when it ~as

under perimeter control, so that they are really talking about a patte~

that the City itself generally adopted many, many years ago.

The majority of the property is proposed for single family residential qlassi
fication with some very significant departures from that. Most of the area
is zoned R-12 and R-15 - the higher single family residential classific~tion.

He pointed out the Eastland Shopping Center with a zoning classification of
B-lSCD which would continue the control of that shopping center as it now
exists. There is a pattern of almost continuous business zoning, ',ith Siome
interspersed office zoning, along Albemarle Road, from Central Avenue all
the way out to the Lakeforest area. Most of that is B~2 zoning with sonje
small areas of B-1.

North of that area, along Delta Road, on out Albemarle Road and coming hack
around to Lawyers Road there is a considerable amount of multi-family zqning,
a combination of R-12MF and R-20MF, the old Delta Airport being in. the area.

He pointed out an area on Wilora Lake Road, just north of Albemarle Road,
is now zoned 0-9 and it is proposed that be considered for change to 0-15.
The lots are large enough to accommodate 0-15 and most of the office zoning
in the general vicinity is already 0-15. It is not developed.

Councilmember Gantt asked if the City is required to notify the property
owner that the zoning has changed in these instances? Mr. Bryant repli~d

no, not legally, not individually.

Mayor Harris stated this serves as a public hearing for that purpose? Mr.
Bryant replied yes.

Councilmember Gantt stated there appears to be only a small amount of this
kind of inconsistency occurring. Would it be too much to notify thQ prqperty
owners that the zoning has changE)d in the process of annexation? Tl-,e
opinion was' expressed by the Mayor and several Councilmembers that this
should be done as a courtesy, especially if the restrictions are being in
creased. Mr. Bryant stated his office could certainly do that; th~y wi~l

notify owners involved in all of the 10 areas if Council so desires.

Thermal Road Area.

This is one of the smallE)r areas annE)xed. A majority of the area is singlE)
family rE)sidential; there is a small amount of land along Thermal Road '~hat

is zoned multi-familY. That if they were dealing with changes in the area,
this is a pretty good example of how development has not followed tlle z9ning
pattern. The land is zoned multi-family but has been developed single family.
When they start evaluating zoning that is the sort of change that can o¢cur.

In response to a question from Councilmember Carroll as to whether there are
any multi-familY units in the area, Mr. Bryant stated there arE) some condo
minium units located in one segment; he pointed out the location or the
creek.

Sardis Road North Area.

This is another .small area. Basically, it is all subdivided into single
family housing, with an R-12 classification.

Providence-Rea Roads Area.

This is
this is
family.

land located generally west of Providence Road. For the most p~rt

single family/multi-family pattern of zoning, predominately sinzle
All of the area generally between Providence and Old Providenc$
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Road is R-15; there is an area down along Rea Road which is solidly zone~

for R-15 purposes, the only exception being an area of R-15MF in the Sw~

Run area where there are a number of apartments and duplexes already in
place. They were there even before zoning was applied to this area by trye
County. Another exception is at the intersection of Providence and Old
Providence where there is an Exxon Service Station and zoned B-1, and ad1
jacent to that is a small area which is zoned R-20MF. It is vacant property.

Sterling Area.

This is the smallest ·area - one which was actually added toward the latter
stages of the annexation consideration. It is immediately south of the
City and west of South Boulevard and Pineville Road. It is west of the
Southern Railroad which parallels South Boulevard in this vicinity. Part
of the area is zoned R-9, the middle portion which includes the school and
church, and the lower portion is zoned an industrial classification. Mr.
Bryant pointed out that this is the first instance in which the City of
Charlotte has touched its neighboring municipality ~ the To.~ of Pineville
has annexed right up to that point.

Councilmember Gantt stated that is a situation where he does not know if
-there is much possibility of doing even a weak study of a longer term situa
tion. It is a small area with an industrial area and he does not know that
they will ever be able to change that situation.

Mr. Bryant stated there is a mixture of uses. There is some scattered in
dustrial activity and a number of resldences. He stated the R-9 zoning
was put there by request a few years ago because it involves the church,
a relatively new one, and the school and some other smaller activities.
There:is:some more R-9 inside the City and that was the result of a developer
who wanted to do something out there residentially but never could pull it
off.

Arrowood-York Road Area.

The zoning pattern in this area for the most part is single family, R-12.
Much of the area is developed with single family units. There is an area.
of R-12MF on York Road and apartments are there already. There is. a B-lSCD
area at the intersection of the two roads. It has not been developed as
yet but there is an approved plan and presumably some day that will be
developed.

Mr. LaFontaine Odom, attorney for Mr. Calvin Kindley who owns 25 acres o~

land at the apex of the top triangle of the yellow portion of the map, stated
at the very tip of that corner there is a pet cemetery that has been there
for a number of years and Mr. Kindley's land adjoins that property. He
has been farming this property for a number of years and now he is con
fronted with the prospect of trying to farm inside the city limits. With
the increased taxation he expects to follow suit sometime the latter part
of this year, he feels that he will not be able to make ends meet. But,
he does have a more serious problem than that and he wants to ask Council
to study this entire area and as it affects Mr. Kindley they would like ~o

propose some rezoning. The property that he now has, that fronts on York
Road, is all zoned R-12, but as it now stands, based on the last 10 to 15
year history throughout this area, this property will never be able to be
developed as single family residential area.

He stated that starting where the old city limits started at the landfill
area and going south on Highway 49, all the way out past Carowinds Bouleyard
- in the last 15 years, there has been only one subdivision that has been
attempted in that particular area on York Road. That subdivision was built
by Ed Griffin at the intersection of Arrowood Road and York Road. It was
started five to seven years ago. At the present time it looks as though
it is only about 20 percent complete; there are new houses that have stood
unoccupied now for two or three years. In fact, they have had to repaint
them. The only thing that has been successful on that particular tract qf
land has been some apartments - they have remained full. They feel that
~IT. Kindley's property is best suited at the present time for apartments;
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At the same' time, although at the corner there is the B-ISCD classifica~ion,

it has been there for a good while and yet nothing has happened. Mr. K~ndley

would also like to see the front part of his property zoned in the B-1 br
B-2 area so that perhaps some business could be put in there.

On down past York Road you begin to run into heavy industrial zoning. That
is the problem that the people are confronted with in this particular a~ea.

They would be sandwiched in betlqeen some very heavy industrial area tha~

begins along Arrowood Road and extends on south .past the Seaboard-Arrowood
Industrial Complex. He believes if Councilmembers would ride out i~ the
area they will see the point he is making.

In addition to only the one subdiVision having started in the last several
years, his recollection is and Mr. Kindley's recollection is that there 'has
not been one single family home builtin this particular area, from .the
landfill on South Tryon Street all the way out past Carowinds, in tl16 last
15 to 20 years. The few houses that are along there are quite old.. They
submit for Council's serious consideration, the rezoning of Mr. KindleY1 s
property - the front part to either B-1 or B-2; and the back portion at
the very minimum being zoned mUlti-family - either a R-9MF or R-12MF.
He stated that Mr. Kindley was formerly in the contracting and building
business and this is not a matter of seeking to have it rezoned so that he
can sell it - he would be involved, according to his present intentions;
in doing that himself.

Councilmember Short asked if Council can zone land less restrictively as a
result of this hearing. Mr. Underhill, City Attorney, replied yes - they
are adopting new zoning - they are not limited.

Mr. Odom presented a sketch to illustrate his request.

Councilmember Leeper asked where this property is located in reference to
the other apartment units that are already developed? Mr. Bryant pointed
out the areas on the map, stating there is one street of single farrlily
lots that exist north of the present apartments - York Road Apartments 
and Mr. Kindley's property begins north of that. Mr. Odom pointed out
that the street is there but there has not been one single development on
it - it is just a street with a lot of weeds. That it is just a p~Qble$

that people are not buying single family housing in that area.

Mr. Odom referred to a comment by Mayor Harris about people not kno~ing:

about this hearing; that is very true - Mr. Kindley happened to sec it in
the paper two or three weeks ago and he asked a lot of people abou~ it ¥TId
no one knew about it. That he made a lot of telephone calls to Cowlty
government and City Hall trying to find out what was going on. Hefina~ly
got some answers last week.

Mayor Harris stated an effort was made to notify as many people as possible
during the last couple of weeks about this but evidently the word ci~d not
get out.

Councilmember Selden asked what would be the procedure if Council ,;i. sheil
to alter the zoning; could they pass the present zoning to avoid going
beyond the 60-day limit, for a given time frame and then come back and
change it, have another hearing, etc.?

·Mr. Underhill, City Attorney, replied any zoning Council adopts is subject
to change at the discretion of Council. Zoning, unlike a lot of property
owners think, provides no contract - it is not a static thing, it is subject
to change. It would require another public hearing. If Council adopts! the
present County zoning as recommended, then Mr. Kindley could petiti0n the
Council to change that zoning, or as an alternative, the Council in con
sidering the new zoning could adopt what is being proposed by Mr. Cdom and
his client. That is Council's option. He stated the time situation does
not allow for the deliberative consideration that normally takes
place - it is unfortunate but the statute just provides 60 days and you
are dealing with large areas.
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Mayor Harris stated once this gets into the news media as to what they ar~

doing, that by the January 16th meeting when Council takes action, they
ar~ probably going to hear some comments; that Councilmembers may have to
adjust some of their thinking.

Mr. Underhill stated that raises another point. Under Council's rules of
procedure, this is the hearing and Council cannot hear comments on a
zoning ,matter after it has received a public hearing.

Councilmember Short asked about the possibility of recessing this hearing
rather than adjourning. For example, there is the man out there at Wilor~

Lake Road. If this meeting is adjourned, they will call that man after
wards and tell him they have already had a hearing on his land and they
propose to dOlvn-zone from R-12 to R-15 and it is already beyond the possi;
bility of his making any comment about it. That if they recess rather
than adjourn, that would leave the possibility that affected parties coul!i
at least come in and say something.

lotI'. Underhill stated the Planning Commission is expected to make some re
commendations and if those recommendations cannot be made until after th~

',hearings are complete, they would be putting off their consideration of
·the matter.

Mayor Harris stated he is concerned about the input or the reactions of ~he

public in this area.

"Mr. Underhill stated a simpler way to handle this would be to suspend
Council's rules on that day, if they want to allow someone else to speak
- they have that authority, with a two-thirds vote of Council.

This was generally agreed to be the best procedure to follow .

. Hr. Bryant stated there is one other alternative they might consider by ~ay

of allowing proper consideration of the sort of request that has been pr~

sented and that is, they might consider going ahead and adopting the
pattern which is being presented and offer 'at some future time the right
for these particular requests to be heard at a future public hearing without
tr.e usual filing fee, etc. as attached to a rezoning request. That would
have not only the advantage of allowing full exposure of the proposal on
the part of the petitioner, but it also would set it in motion, the norma.l
procedure for notifying adjoining propertyo,vners that such a change is
being considered. If they do it on the basis 'of what they hear tonight,
there has been no opportunity, if there is another opinion to be voiced,
t!1ey have not had an opportunity to receive that. So, that a full-blown"
public hearing procedure at some future date would grant that right for
ailyone else who wished to be heard on the merits of the case .

. Councilmember Short stated that is offering a free ride for thousands and
thousands. Mr. Bryant replied he is only suggesting that for those who
are here tonight to vent their plea.

"Mayor Harris stated he is speaking of makingsure'that'the citizens have
an opportunity to make their wishes known before Council makes a decision
regarding the zoning in these areas. Mr. Bryant stated he was not making
that as a counter-suggestion to what Mr. Underhill said; this would cover
a different sort of situation.

Councilmember Gantt stated that with all due respect to Mr. Kindley's and
Mr. Odom's presentation, his reaction to this is that if in fact Council
decided to accept the request for a change in the zoning, Mr. Bryant is
right that other parties have not had a chance to respond to this properly.
That under the circumstances, if they adopted the proposal as recommended
by the Planning Commission, Mr. Kindley would still have the right to
~etition this body for a change in the zoning at some future time. This
would allow for the kind of deliberative hearing that they want. That
Mr. Odom stated he found out about this case at a very late date and it,
would be fair then to everyone. He stated his concern earlier was that
where they have changed the zoning, where people's property actually wil~
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PRESENTATION OF PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS PROVIDING FOR THE CONTINUATION OF
COUNTY ZONING CONTROL IN BOUNDARY AREAS ANNEXED DECEMBER 1, 1977; AND
RESCINDING COUNTY ZONING CO~~ROL IN BOUNDARY AREAS ANNEXED JANUARY 25,

,Using a map to illustrate his explanation, Mr. Bryant stated as a rF""'"
of a requirement of the State Law dealing with annexation, you are
stricted in terms of utilizing a roadway right-of-way for line
purposes. You cannot just go to any point along a road and say that
are going to go out 100 feet in this location, or 150 feet in this
tion - you cannot utilize it in that way. As a result, both in 1974:
annexations occurred and again this time, it is necessary as a part
working out of a system which would be both legal from the statutory
quirements and at the same time, give the City control of the full rl~h~-of-wav

for maintenance and other regulatory purposes, to define a strip of
being included in the annexation areas which is only 10 feet wide whe:.r\"
the line follows road rights-of-way.

Using Albemarle Road as an example, he stated that in 1974 all of th,~

to the south of Albemarle Road was annexed. The official descriptiwn
at that time was a lirie parallel to and 10 feet north of the northe',~lY

right-of-way line of Albemarle Road. So that, in effect, a la-foot ~~rin

was annexed along the northerly side of Albemarle Road. When you come
zoning, obviously the City has no reason to be regulating a la-foot
along a roadway. So, what was done at that time was an agreement h",t-,.,·",A,,.,

the City and the County that the County would accept continued
of that la-foot strip. They would continue their zoning authority
la-foot strip.

Mr. Bryant stated action on the resolutions should be included as P~?t

Council's adoption of the proposed zoning pattern for the ten areas-

The two resolutions which are being proposed would first of all go b~ck

and pick up those instances such as Albemarle Road where now you ar$
annexing property adjacent to that la-foot strip and requesting the rh"ri+,~

to abandon their claim to zone that strip. The second resolution w0uld
do the same thing that was done in 1974 and move out into the new a~6as

where new la-foot strips are being created and request that the COU1!ty
~ccept jurisdiction of those strips. It does require joint
to be passed by the City Council and the Board of County Commission~~·$.'

This same information has already been transmitted to the Board of
Commissioners and it is expected that it will be on their agenda fo), '"",nr
consideration on January 16.

ADJOURNMENT,

Motion for adjournment was made by Councilmember Locke, seconded by
Councilmember Carroll, and carried unanimously.

\ Ruth Armstrong, City Clerk




