; ABSENT: Mr. Olive.

The invocation was given‘by Councilman Sandy K. Jordan.
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A requlay meeting of the City Council of the City of Charlotte, North Caro-
linz, was held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, on Monday, February 21,
1966, at 2 o’clock p.m., with Mayor Stan R. Brookshlre presiding, and

Ccunc1lmen Claude L, Albea, Fred D. Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan Miltor Short
John H. Thrower and Jerry C. Tuttle present.

BBSENT: Councilman James B, Whittington.
The Charlotte»Mécklenburg Planning Comm1581on sat with the City Council, and
the two Bodies held their Public Hearings on Petitions for changes in Zoning
classifications at the same time, with the following members of the Commis-

sion present: Mr. Sibley, Chairman; Mr. Ashcraft, Mr. Gamble, Mr, Jones,
Mr, Iakey, Mr, Sfone, Mr. Tate, Mr. Toy and Mr. Turner. .

2 AL N 4

INVQCATION. B -

MINTUES APPROVED.

Upon motion of Counclilman Albea, seconded by Couhcilmah’lbrdan and unani~
mously carried, the Minutes of the last meeting on February léth were
approved as submitted te the City Council.

PETITIOKERS FOR CHANGES IN ZONTNG CLASSIFICATIONS DIRECTED TO PRESENT ANY
REQUESTS FOR THE WITHDRAVAL OF OR AMENDMENT IO PETTTIONS AT THIS TIME.

Mayor Brookshire stated that If there was anvone present who wishes fo
withdraw or amend his Petition for a change in Zoning Classification to
present his request at this time, prior to the public hearings,

PERMISSION DENIED SHARON HOME LOAN COMPANY AND JAMES J. HARRIS TO AMEND
PETITION NO. 66~-13 FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF PRCPERTY EXTENDING FORM SHARON
ROAD TO NEAR INVERNESS ROAD.

Mr. Irvin Boyle, Attorney, stated that the Council was written a letter on
February 8th advising that Sharcon Home Loan Company and James J. Harris, -
Petitioners for a change in Zoning of property extending from Sharon Road
to near Inverness Read and lving to the south of Wickershan Road, from R-12
to R-12MF and 0-15, wished to amend their petition to revise the westerly
and part of the northerly boundaries of the C-15 area, sco that the acreage
within the 150 foot portion is elimingted and thus remains R~-12., 3By the
amendment the Petitioners would reduce the area of the O-~15 classification
to 51 acres in lieu of the initial 60.987.acres; that a copy of the letter
was filed with the Planning Commission by the Petitioners.

Mr. Bovle then made a formal request that the amendment be allowed.
Councilman Tuttle asked that the property be pointed out on the map of the

area and he asked if any houses are left that would be affected who might,
had they known about the amendment, invoked the 20 percent rule.
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-EMT. J. J. Delaney presented an ariel photograph of the area and pointed out ?

;he property in question, the area invelved in -the amendment, together with

- 'the residences backing tp fo Inverness Road. He stated the area withdrawn
“funder their amendment is all R-12 and the rear of the lot of the nearest

ghouse is 150 feet away and the house itself is 250 feet away.

?Counc1lman Albea asked how the amendment would affect the 20 percent rule?

" That he does not think too much of people finding out the 20 percent rule
i has been inveked by the neighbors and then wanting to withdraw this, does

not give the adjoining property owners & fair shake, in his opinion. That
he has not talked tc a single person about this particular matier.

:Co11ncilman Tuttle replied to Councilman Alkea that what the amendment does

is simply to change the Counc11 vote from a six to one vote to a four to

‘three vote.

Mr. Boyle explained that this petition was set for a hearing on g previous
§date. Some of the residents of the area stated publicly that they had not
‘had the opportunity to discuss the matter with the petitioners, and by rea-

son of that statement, a reguest was made that the hearing be continued; and
subseguent to the continuvance of the initial hearing, three separate and
distinet meetings were had with the residents. The residents said they did
not want the bourdaries of this petition to come up adjacent to the Barclay

quwns-area. So, not because anv protest had been filed,” and not for the
- purpose of eliminating the portiocn of the property by virtue of which the

protest inveked the 20 percent rule, but in an effort to give the people
the buffer zone that they asked for - they are requésting permission ta

-withdraw the 150 feet. Now, the 150 feet goes up-to a creek and a draine
.age ditch, it does not go up to the residencés, and the property that backs
‘up on the other side of the creek to the drainage ditech is the rear of the

fifteen lots. That is why the request to amend the petition was made,

‘because it would have suited the Petitioners kelter to have the goning
‘all the way to the creek, but this is to mest their request for a buffer

ATEA

Councilman Alexander asked Mr. Boyle if he understands that they met with

' the residents about this buffer, and it was agreed upon? lMr. Boyle replied !
that three separate meetings were had with them, and they said the principal

thing they objected to was that the change in zoning, if granted, ‘would be

Econtlguous to their property. Because of their cbjections to this, the
‘Petitioners then agreed t6 put in & 150 foot buffer, which is abproximatély :

10 acres in all, and would withdraw it from the petition, and that is what
‘the request is before Counecil today. Now, the question that Mr. Alexander
. asked was if the residents had agreed to thls and it is obvious that the
‘group of re81deﬁts present at thls meeting is not in agreement

%Mr. Robert Burroughs Attorney for the residents protesting the change in

zoning, stated that he would like to answer Mr. Alexander’s question. This

appears to be a move by the Petitioners to withdraw the 150 feet and there-
by deprive the residents of the opportunity fo invoke the 20% rule. That’
their Protest was filed in ample time to meet the dead-line for filing
protests, and they were prepared to have the Hearing on its original date.
ks the result of come of the questions of the Barclay Downs residents, the

‘group decided if would be best to talk with the petitiomers to see if some-
' thing could ke worked cut on a friendly basis. But at the meeting with the

Petitioners, they were unable to work anything out, and they did not reach

.any agreement; therefore, the Barclay Downs people thought that the 20% rule
was still invoked and the Petitioner’s amendment to withdraw the 150 feet
'is merely 'to get around this rule,  He asked the Council not to grant the

request to amend the petition.
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Councilman Tuttle stated that he is in sympathy with Mr, Boyle and the
Petitioners, and he thinks they did honestly try to appease the residents.
That Council granted the delay in the petition in order that they could try
to reach an agreement with the residents, but apparently the removal of the
180 feet has done nothing except to remove the vote froma 6 to 1 vote to a
4 to 3 vote. Therefore, he moved that the request to amend the petition to
remove the 130 feet be denied. The. motion was seconded by Councilman Albea,
apd unanimously carried.

PETITION NC. 65 117 BY MELVIN T GRAHAM ET AL FOR CHANGE IN ZONING OF
PROPERTY ON EAST SIDE OF PARK ROAD WITHDRAWN.

_My. Char les Henderscn Attorney for Welvxn T, Graham and others for a change

in zoning of property on the east side of Park Road, advised that because
they are sincerely seeking. to work out & solution Wlth their neighbers to
th91r objections to. the change in zoning, they have withdrawn. the entire
Petltlon, and so notified the Council a. week ago. -

Mayor Brookshl*e asked the CltY Attorney for a statement regardlng his rulxng'

when the matter was before Council a Week ago.

Mr. Kiser, Aclting Clty Attorney, stated that last week he ruled that Counc1l
should take action on the request for the withdrawal of the petition on

the date of the public hearing. Since that time he has loocked at procedures
and cpinions and he is a little in the positbn that & Jurist once was in
when he was confronted with the problem of overruling & prior opinion when
he said "it appears that it does not appear fo appear to me now as it :
appeared to appear to me then”, and he believes that the withdrawal that was
filed by Mr. Henderson was sffective ag of the day of the withdrawal. And
the entire Petiticn having been w&thdrqwn there is nothing before Council

on which to act at this time.

Mr Myles Baynes, Attorney, stated he is representing the petitioners pr0*
testlng the change in zoning of the Graham property. That in view of the
City Attorney’s ruling he would like to make one comment as they could not
apparen;ly at this point. oppose the withdrawal. This matter is now being

sent in ninety days in advance. The petition was filed on November 10, 19635 |

and three times the Grahams have changed thelr position in regard to what
they want to do with the property, and frankly, in his opinion, this thing

has deteriorated to a chess game, and he thinks we now have a stalemate, and -

he thinks the next step will be to file a new petition. That he would say
the property values in this area are up in the air and will be until this
tplng iz settled. The residents are up in the air beecause of this thing,
and he sincerely hopes that when the Petitioners come here the next time
they will stand con their petitlon and let the. Ccuncll rule on it as it is
filed : , -

Ceuncllman Short asked Mr Kiger 1f - in view of the facf thé{_the,petltlon

was advertised to be heard today, 1t wonld do any harm if it were offlelally‘;

w1thdrawn by the Council, notwithstanding his remarks that this may be a
superfluous act1v1ty° Mr Kiser replied thers is nothing on-which Council-
needs to aet,

PERMISSION GRANTED HUMBLE OIL & REFINING COMPANY TO AMEND PETITION NO. 66 20
F@R CHANGE IN ZONING.OF PROPERTY ON THE. NORTHEAST CORNER OF SHARON-AMITY
R@AD AND PROVIDENCE ROAD, BY WITHDRAWING FROM THE PETITION A PARCEL OF LAND
FRONTING APPROXIMATELY 146 84 FEET ON PRGVIDENCE RCAD AND. APPRCKIMATELY

190 19 FEET ON SHARON-AMITY ROAD.

Mx. Beverly Webb, Attorney for Humble Oil and Refining Company, the Petitioner_
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" a portion of the property be granted. The motion was seconded by Counciiman
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for a change in zoning of property on the Nertheast corner of Sharon-Amity
Road and Providence Road, stated that in accordance with their letter to

the Mayor, City Council and Planning Commission on February 2, 1966, they
iequest permission to amend their petition by withdrawing from the petition
that parcel of land on the cormer of Providence Road and Sharon-Amity Road,
fronting 146.84 feet on Providence Road and 100.19 feet on Sharon-Amity Road.
That by withdrawing this portion of their Petition that particular corner
property will remain zoned Office-15. The Petition, as amended, will ke
approximately 200 feet on Sharon-imity Road requested changed from Office-15
to Business-l, and it adjoins the existing B-l zoned property. That it is ;
his understanding that no petition of protest has been filed, and so they
are not considering the 3/4th Rule, but this is in no way a means of denying .
the rlghts of the adjoining property owners. : -

Mayor Brookshire asked the Acting City Attorney if Council could either accept

‘or reject the amendment, and Mr. Kiser replied this petition has not been

tonsidered by the Plannlng Comwission for their recommendation. This is the

is hearing it today for the first time, along with the City Council. . The
request is to withdraw a portion of the petition and Council will get the
recommendation of the Planning Commission, if you permit the withdrawal, onr
the remainder of the petition. The question now is whether or not the City
Councml will permit Mr. Webb to w1thdraw that portion of the property which
he requests in his amendment.

Counc1lman Short moved that the request to amend the Petition to withdraw
Aleyander.

Counc1lman Tuttle asked Mr. Webb regarding ths length of the 1ot an Providence
Road from which they are withdrewing 121.84 feet or Providence Road, if this
is the entire length down to the first residence? Mr. Webb replied that it
is the entire length of the property in the Petition. Councilman. Tuttle
asked Mr. Webb what is the proposed use of the land? Mr. Webb advised that
it is for a Service Station, and their entire plans for the property would
be explained at the HEarlng Loday.

Councllman Short advised that Mr‘ Wébb cauld have entered this pegltlon th;s
way to begin with, No one has objected to the change in zoning, and he does
hot see why he cannot ke allowed to have the Hearing on such size of piece
of land that he could have originally filed for. C039011man Albea commented
that he could have, but the polnt 1s that he 4id not, ' -

A iady in the audience stated that Mr. Faul Ervin, Attorney,-ls suppose fo
be here to represent their group, and they are protestlng the change in
zonlng, they met last nicht and decided to'do so. S -

Qouncllman Tuttle remarked that no doubt Mr. Ervin thought this matter would ‘
be delayed by the discussion on other requests scheduled prior to this, and |
he would suggest delaying the discussion for fifteen minutes for Mr. Ervin. §

Mayor Brookshire stated that the motion before Council is to allow the
petitioners to amend their petition by the withdrawal of the frontage on
Providence Road, and the hearing on either . the original petition or the
amended petition will be held,

@ouncilman Albea offered a substitute motion that the matter he posiponed
until the time for the hearing on their petition. The motion was seconded
by Councilman Tuttle, and unanimously carried, :

Later in the meetlng, at the tlme for.the hearing on thelr petltlon the
dlscussion on the reguested amendment was resumed.
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Councilman Thrower asked 1if 0-15 will allow them to park, and Mr., Bryant
replied that it will allow parking for B-l uses. Councilman Thrower then
asked 1f they would still want agcess from-Providence Road, and Mr, Webb
replied they would neot. <Councilman Thrower asked Mr. Webb what their
plans are for the property, and Mr. Webb statsd he would like ‘to intrcoduce
Mr, Mcleod, Regional Manager for Service Statien Operatlons who will be
glad tc present their plans for the property. . -

Mr. McLeod presented a map and stated it is & rendering of their intended
use of the property under discussion, and actually Council is looking at the
inside portion of the Service Stetion; and to the right facing -the drawing
is the corner of the building, and it is their intention to place

their district sales office on the cormer in keeping with the existing
zoning, He presented a picture of the type structure they are talking

in an old residence on a lease which is drawing close to termination and are
faced with relocating and ‘have so made the recommendations to their head-
iquarters in Houston, That it is thelr full intent to use this property for
a disfrict sales offlce.

Mayor Brookshire asked if this ig in accordance with the preseant zoning for
the corner? : And if the rendering which-he is presenting is to cover the
developnent of that poriien which they want considered under the present
petitin? Mr. Mcleod replied that is correct. -

Councilman Albea asked 1if he understood him to say he is going to put the
office on the cormer? Then why would he want to withdraw it at this time?
Mr. Mcleod replied it is.gzoned 0-15 which will allow the office building.
That they can build the office under the current zening. He pointed out
from a blueprint the 300 feet facing on Sharon Amity Road, and stated it -
actually has 15,000.174 square feet which they are retaining. That the
portion to the left-is what they are, -in fact, reguesting the rezoning con-
sideration an, and. the guestion was asked what specific use will you .maks

of the cornér, and this is where they would intend to put the offlce, and
they can do that now. : :

Councilman Thrower stated there is nothing wrong with their moving the
station to the end of the line and then-usihg the whole thing -in the statlon
work? Mr. McLecd replled the only use. posslble would be for. parkxpg

Mr. Eryant, Assistant Plannlng'Dlrectgr,—stated to clarlfy-lt, that it can
be used for customer and employee parking only. Now, this raises the :
question of whether or not you can have somsone’s car in there to work on,
and whether or nor after you finish that car, park it on that part. That

the ordinance does permit parking for employee and customers on the office
zoned part. Councilman Thrower asked who else would be inthere?

Mr, Mcleod stated there are other remarks he had intended to make perhaps.
on the other portion when they made that request for the rezoning, and per~
haps will clear up some of these questions, but if Mr, Thrower would like,
he will go intoe that now,

Mayor Brookshire-asked that fﬁr fhé moment the discussion be kept on the
raquest to amend the petition by leaving that corner off.

Mr. Meleod stated. that Humble 0il has never actually made a request in the
eight years that they have had the property. That he as District Manager
at that time got .very directly involved in making a formal request as they
are today, and He' talked with a number of .the people in the area, hoping to
gain support, but they got no one to come forward and say they would come

about, - That currently thev are at the corner of Eyclid and Morehead Streets

497
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Mp and testify in their behalf. The entire process they have followed

% date has been to keep everyone totally informed as to what their plans

are, and that includes up to this moment. That some eight months ago

a nunber of calls were made and at that time we had only 150 feet, and it was
at all times quite a controversy, on Providence Road primarily. That at that
time they committed themselves as best as they could that they would not -
request access onto Providence Road. Then based on conversations,not only
the 150 feet square came up but additional property came up, so they did
not proceed at that time., Now, within the last threes months they obtained
?n option on the 150 feet to connect them to the small shopping ceénter, and
again they talked to a number of people and the opinion was that just purely
from a planning.standpoint, it was certainly a better request than the
brevious one, and this is when they got inteo the amended request to fulfill
a need they had with the district office. At that time and with the party

they talked to, they submitted in writing the fact that:.they would never comeé

back and request access and/or other uses. Of course, they were willing to

But they would commit themselves that they would never come back actually
or use it for any other purpose than as they are stating, and have so gone
on record with some of the people.

bouncilman Tuttle stated that Mr. Mcleod has said there are definite plans
for a filling station, and that they had planned to bulld an office?

Mr McLeod stated with any cooperation they would have to have approval from
their headquarters office. They actually do not have capital money budgeted

for 1966, so it would probably be at the earliest 1967, They would immediately

iake steps to beautify until such time that they could come in and build the
office, but they would go on record that this is their intent.

Goun01lman Tuttle asked if they definitely would build the office building?
And Mr, Mcleod replied- subject'b having management approval, and the re-
commendation has kesn made, but this will be the only condition. They would
have to seek prior approval before they could so state in deed. They would
state no intent of other usage. Councilman Tuttle asked if they would
1nclude this inithe deed and Mr. Mcleod replied they would.

Counc1lman Short. stated that Mr McLeod has stated their lease is going to
run out on Morehead Street, he asked if there would beany possibility that
his firm would build this office building without the service station? That
he is not declarlng one way or the other about the filling statlon but they ;
Would certainly be free to do this, would they not? ?

Mr Mcleod replied yes, and to ke ccmpletely Honest the offlce is to support |
thelr request which they would like t¢ place hefore Council later. That
they will move somewhere as their facilities are totally inadequate, and
regardless of the lease situation, even possibly prior te that, they will
move from the old residence. But no, they probably'would not consider this
és stongly without the service station,

Mayor Brookshlre stated the questlon before Council is if they will allow
Humble 0il to amend their petltlon by w1thdraw1ng a portion of the property
stated in the petition. - .

Mr Paul Ervin, Attorney, stated they have no serious objection to the amend- |

ment to the petition. It would simply mean that the opponents and proponents
and the Council and Planning Commission would have to hear this all over

again, and although they could fill this room a good many times with intereste

people if they had a little more time to do so, he dees not think they should
face them with the hardship of coming back again and they are content to let
them proceed without objections as far as the amendment is concemed.

¢ouncilman Short moved that Mr. Beverly Webb’s reguest to amend the petition
be granted. The motion was seconded by Councilman Alexander, and carried
unanimously.

d
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HEARING ON PETITICN NC. 66-13 BY SHARON H(ME LOAN- COMPANY AND JAMES J.
HARRIS FOR CHANGE IN ZONING CF PROPERTY EXTENDING FROM SHARON RCAD TO NELR
INVERNESS ROAD AND LYING TO THE SCOUTH OF WICKERSHAM ROAD FROM R-12 TQ
R-12MF AND O-15.

The publlc hearlng was held on the- sub;ect petitlon.'

Mr. Frad Bryant ﬂssxstant Plannxng Dxrector, stated the pro;erty consists
Df three large tracts of approximately 185 acres requested for multifamily
gonlng and 61 acres requested for office zoning. He pointed out on the Map
f the area the tract in gquestion lying west of Sharon Road between Sharon
and and the rear of lots fronting on Inverness Drive, the tract on which
Belk -Ivey Shopping Center is proposed to be built, the Celanese Company
Office Building, and Barclay Downs Drive, - He adv1sed that the subject pro-

the Shopping Center, and other than the Celanese Building the area is develop

prOperty is zoned B-1 SCD, thHe Celanese property’ is zoned 0-15 and other
tnan that the area is zoned entllely R-12. -

Mr‘ Irvin Boyle, Attorney for the Petiloners first pointed out the area of
Fairview Road, and advised that along Fairview Road there is a Shopping =~ -
Center, J. P. Zevens Office Building, Eastern Airlines Office Building,-
Blythe Bros. Office Building and Laurel Wood and Fairmeadows. On the other
Bide is the Celanese property with their Office Building and the area for
the propogsed Belk-Ivey Shopping Center. He then pointed out the property

in question, zoned R-12MF and 0-15. He advised that the persons present
today objecting to the change in zoning are froii the Barclay Downs area
which adjoins the Celanese property. He then pointed out the undeveloped
area, which the Pefitioner requested withdrawn, on which there is a creek
and draihage area.. He pointed out on the map that the drainage into that
area is not caused by bridges, and that is why he'smys it constifutes a
natural barrier.That the residents are objecting on the theory: that they do |
nct want anything but residences adjacent to them. That when you mention
the words Office Park they throw up their hands, ‘and he thinks that an - .
Office Park is compatible with what is out there now. "He called attention =
to the area which shows fﬁeéentire Harris property, they:being one of the
petitioners and no request has been made to withdraw this from the petitiom
and it is to remain as is. ' That following the Tiling of the Petitioen, the
?etitioners-met with the Barclay Downs residents at their request, and treir
request was not for a buffer zome but they just wanted the entire petidon -
withdrawn. Therefore, it is a question of whether the owners of the 15 to -
20 residences which adjoin the property and those who are located elsewhere
in the area are to ¢ontrol the entire tract. Thatit is not a guestion

@ith them of good planning, that is. the question with the Petitioners, and -
?hey say that it is, and this decision they leave with the Planning Board. -

He stated that:scme statements have been made about access, that it is the
intention of the Petitioners to have the access to the proposed ‘apdriments
and office areas from Sharon Road or from Colony Read. That the question
also arose when the Sharon Road property was developed, whether it would
create any traffic problems, He stated it will be developed by what is ‘
kncwn as reverse frontage along Sharon Road, that is the area below Red Fox-
trail -~ the houses will not face Sharon Road but will face in the area, and
along Sharon Raad will-be beautified w1th scraen plantlng, shrubbery and
trees that will screen off that area,

ﬁr. Boyle stated he‘wants to emphasize to the Council that the disapproval

of their request to amend the Petition has put them in a-bad light. The
petition was orilginally filed in the shape in which it is now. The amendment
was the resulit of conferences which were not requested by the Petitioners, but

?
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requested by the residents, and they agreed to withdraw the 10 acres, and
you can see by the response of the residents in the audience that now this
does not suit them. So, they assume from that the only thing that would
suit them would be if-the entire petition were withdrawn, and he says to
withdraw it, to abandon such a proposal as this is not in the interest of
good planning, it is not in the best interest of the City of Charlotte, and
it is not in the best interest of the area out there, and it is obv1ous

that this 1s the dlrectlon in which the Clty is grow1ng at the present time.

Mr Boyle stated he does not want to belabor this, but if any member of the
Council ‘has any questlons they will:le glad to-answer them.

Mr. Turner asked if there would be any change in the residents’ thinking if
the petitioners reversed the 0-135 and the apartment area - in other -words
if they left the 150 ft.-buffer-- Mr. Boyle stated he-would be impolite and

Ainterrug to say, they do not want that either. In fact, as he has said,

they do not want any proposal that might be made; except to withdraw the
entire petition. '

Mr. James E. walker, Attorney, stated that he and Mr. Robert Burroughs
appear for many of those who are proté#sting this proposed rezoning. That
they have the signatures of 414 persons on a petition epposing it; they
originally had 265 signatures on the first petition, which was filed with
the City Clerk and he will now file the second petition with the Clerk., Mr.
Walker read the names of the street on which some of the signers reside -
Bharon Road, Foxcroft Road, Fairvalley Drive, Ferncliff Road-which shows

it is not only the people in Barclay Downs who oppose the petltlon, ut
people Who 11ve in the areda.

He stated when they got into this matter there was one person in the Barclay

Downs area who tried to work out some kind of compromise because he had some

sort of business commitment with Mr., Harris, and he did not want to offend
him,and he and one other person are the only people at the meeting who wanted
to discuss this regzoning, The whole Barclay Downs group did not think any-
thing could be worked out. 5o these two people, without a lawyer, set up

ihe meeting with Mr. Delaney and at the first meeting Mr. Delaney and

those with him thought allowing a 100 foot buffer zone was ridiculous but

fiow they have gone up to a 150 foot buffer. Now, the point was that nothing |

'bould be worked out with these people, and that was the end-of it, and there
Was never any agreement about a buffer zone; and he c¢ontends that this was.

'done to take the protest from within the 3/éth Rule

Mr. Walker statsd further that one reasecn for their apposing this rezoning

is there is a traffic problem out there already. The recently proposed
widening of the road that goes along Runneymede into the school complex will
bring more traffic than at present, and to have an Office Park just a. short
@istance away will increase traffic tremendonsly. Another problem which exis
is the problem of water; at least on three occasions in the. last two years.
there has been a complete fleoding of property. He presented an article
about & flooding out there that invelved the house of Mr. Abney, together
with a photograph of his house with the water swirling around it in a whirl-
pool. He stated that Mr. Abney lives right on the creek that the Petitioners
say is the natural boundary. That we all know an Office Building Camplex is
made of cement and brick so where is the water going, down.the hill into

the creek. Mr, Walker presented pictures of the creek as it is ordinarily,
and of some of the homes along the creek bank, and pointed out the area where
the Office Park will be constructed on an elevation that must drain into

the creek. He stated it means nothing to these people to have the 150 Ffoot
buffer, as it is on elevated land and the residents would have a clear vision
of the Office Complex. He presented a map of the area onwhich the home of

'every person opposing the regzoring was indicated in red, and stated this is

a clear 1ndecatlon that all of.the residents are oppused to this petition.

ts
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md lots, but for the life of us we have not keen able to find them. He

'similar maps were on the wall of the Real Estate Office where they sell the
‘lots in this area. That he has not seen the maps himself put some of the

‘not give them eénongh lahd to have a large enough Qffice Park
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Mr. Walker also presented photographs of the homes on Wickersham Drive,
across the creek, that are in the $40,000.00 plus classificvation, now

being developed He also showed a brochure .of Barclay Downs, that was given
these people when they bought in the area, with its glowing descrlptlon of
the area and its promise of lasting dignlty, and stated these people were
assured that it would ke a highly restricted .area, Now, he knows that

the answer to thls will be from the petitioners for he hsard something of
this at the hearing - “We, the Harris people, know nothing of this, we the
Sharon Land Corporation had nothing to do with this because we had no
dealings with the. people . They bought from some Corporation called Barclay
Downs or some such name. Now, as we all know the Harris’ and the Harris
interests owned all of thls property, including Barclay Downs and other
surrounding areas at one time, but in any event it is inconceivable to him
that the Harris interest w0u1d have sold this property to other Corporations
without requiring the. hlghly restrlctlve covenant that went along with the -
property. That the Foxcroft area is-one of the mest highly restricted
residential areas we have, as a matter of fact they cannot sell their lots
they have to sell them'back to the same people they were purchased from. -
that is in their deed. That he will say this for the Harris interestis, if
they have an.Office Park he expects it would be a good cne,. if they pat up
a Shopping Center, .he expects it would be high price, they do nct do anythng
half way, and ¥ there are apartment houses, they will be fine ones. Yet, it
does not take away from the fact that we all know, apartment houses in -
close proximity to residential developments decrease the value of the
residences tremendously. -

Now, in connection with “scund zoning principles”, we have heard talk abouf -
for some extent he goes along with Mr. Bovle, the zoning principle is not
particularly bad, but the trouble with it iz what he calls "Reverse zoning”,
the idea is to get your shopping center. .and then to come back from the
shopping center with your Office Park and then your multifamily dwellings
and then, perhaps, your R-9 and on to R-12 and R-15 and so on,- but the trouble
with thls zoning situatjon is they started out with high zoning in R-12,
with . $40,000 to $50,000 homes in the area, and now they want to put up.
apartment houses and an office park. He stated he loocked at their Petltlon
that they filed with the Planning Board, and it states the reason for the
proposed change in zoning is to prov1de a buffer zone between the business.
zoning that is now in effect at Fairview and Sharon, in other words, to
protect the residential -area with a little bufrer a little B0 acre of
buffer, and it seems to him that is a right big buffer zone. That it is .
his understanding that the Belk-Ivey interest did-not buy this whole area,
and their deed has a line running across the back rather straight, and the
reason he points this out is that if there is any problem in here with the
buffer zone Mr. Harris has plenty of property to provide-himself with any-
size buffer zone; he is trying to get a buffer from a situation he created
himself. He came in in December, when no one knew what was going on, of
course they could have found out by geing around and looking at the Sign,
but the bkare facts are that most .of these people did not know about this:
until they read about it in the papers. One part was znoned Business for

the Belk-Ivey Store, and these people did not protest that because 90% of
them did not know anything about it. Mr, Boyle says that we will not be -
satisfied with anything except to turn down the whole package - we have
never taken that attitude ~ at one meéting where a compromise was-discussed-
a compromise proposal was made to run the road across here like it-was set
out on the map which showed this area to be residential, and showed streets

stated it is their information that these maps have beeh withdrawn but
residents have scen them, In any event, the proposal was made fto run the

road through and that would still leave 40 or 45 acres - but Oh No, that would
Tuin the whole concept they could not do that, and why not, because it would
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-are not going to make any decision before we present our side of this - they
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,gr. Walker said that he knows most of the people in the Barclay Downs -area
2d§%not have any particular interest whether they get ‘an apartmEnt at thls

““““

Another objection some of them have about the Office Park is the fact that
like some of the buildings out there, it possibly will be heated by the
lighting which has to stay on all night, and instead of looking like a

nice residential area, it will look like Douglas Airport. And in the event
Lt is not heated this way, there will be large areas for parklng, and

there will be parking at night - deting and muggings, it is a small-thing
‘ut it is in the minds of some of them.

’ E

Mr Welker said his people have not been calling the members of the Clty
Council because he’ asked them not to. He told them to let?s go down to the
Counc1l Meeting and présent our case there, these are fair men, and they

may have wrltten some letters, but a person does not rmind gettlng mall

But things like this upset folks, for example, here is an article in The
Charlotte ‘News dated February lSth talking about the Belk Bros interests ete,
ln which it says “announcement was also made that a hugh apartment complex,
as a buffer between the business and residential developments, will be '
1mmed1ately erected”, and not that they are going to file a petition for a
zoning change to make it possible, they just announced in the newspaper it
will be erected - and the article goes on ~ “almost at once the area was
becomlng a small-scdle replica of the famed century city development near
Beverly Hllls California. Some planners and developers have begun to refer
to it ag Crescent City, extending all the way to the Park Road Shopplng
Genter and Humble Oll & Refining: Company’s building.”

Hé stated what they are talking about is lpequltles. 'ThéﬂCify;of:Charlotte can gen

along without Office Buildings way out there, What we need is more people
uptown, we all talk about building it up, but"if we start bulldlng these
¢ffice buildings all over the city yol are just spreading out <+ just look
at it objectively as to what is good for Charlotte and not what is good for
Barclay Downs and not what is good for the Harris’. That what they are saying
1s are we geing to put money in the pockets of the Harris interests or are
we going ‘to take ‘away propsrty values from those people who live near ‘this
propOSEd office park. These are fine homes out there that will back up to
the Office Park, or those up on the hill will look right into it, and at the
apariment bulldlng, and they will not be able to sell their Hcmes without

taking a licking. They do not even know the size of the Office Building,
two, three, five or six storiés, and the same qgoes for the apariment
bulldlng ~ the only thing that will restrict them is the Zoning Ordinance
itself, and you can start with a base of 40 feet and for every foot you .
move in from 8 feet of the side lot line you can go up another 2 feet -~ why

Mr. Harris enough space out there to put up the Empire State Building. The
pout is, he could build a high-rise apartment ‘that could be seen from all
over Bareclay Downs and that area. OGo into the nice Foxcroft area, where
there are homes $65,000 to $100,000- drive into the one street that is cut
_through there now and you look straight into what is to be the multlfamlly
dwellings and the aparfments - how would you like to puf $85,000 to

$100,000 into a home and be able to look across and see aparitment houses and
multlfamlly awelllngs9

Mr Walker stated that accordlng to the Petltlon the properiy is owned by
Mr and Mrs Harris, but Mrs Harris did not sign the Petition, and the only
person wanting to change the goning according to the Petition on file

iis Mr Harris,and the Harris’ are not here today, so he supposes they are
not too 1nterested but whether or not they are interested, they are not
here.

LY NG
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He stated they say it is the intention of the Petitioners to have access
roads, etc,; however, back at the time these people bought their property
it was the intention of those people who sold to them to only have a good
residential area there - somewhere along the way their intentions got
‘changed

Mr Walker asked the 1arge group of persons who were ;resent opposing this
change in zoning to stand.. He urged the Council to deny the Petition.

Mr. Irv1n_Boyle stated he wishes to add two serial photograbhs of the area
‘one made at an altitude of 10,000 feet and the other at 2,000.

That he does not want to belabor the matter, bul in response to Mr. Walker
he regrets that he feels it necessary to deal in persecnalities, that he does
not think the motives -or the character of the Petitioner ought to be impugned.
Mr. Walker is a real good attorney and he thinks he knows that a petition
for a change in zoning can be signed by a person who has no interest in the
title. There have been cased before this Council in which persons ownlng
no interest in the property filed a petition to change the zone.

With reference to the development of the property' Mr, Walker says it is in-~
conceivable ‘to him that it gould be thls way - 1if he will look on the publlc
record he thinks he will find the answer to every gquestion, and the answer

to whether or not the Harrls' are the developers is No. . :

Mr., J.'RJ:ﬁbney, resident of Barclay Downs, stated he'is,the_géntléman who
owns the house that Mr. Walker discussed and presented pictures of; that he
lives where these two so-called creeks merge. . On two different occasions
last summer, water came up to his patic and his entire yard was covered,
That it is his understanding that a survey has keen made by a U, S, Govern-
ment Agency of the potential flood area, but to him it is not a potential
cne, it is.a flood area. That they met with Mr. Delaney and he said he did
rt know what type Office Park they were going to build, they had no plans
whatsoever, but the residents could feel sure that 1t.wou1d be a beautiful,
well kept area. Mr, Abney stated he doubts that and his reasons is because.
of the vacant lct next to his house; after he moved in they said they were
going to reroute the creek scme 20 feet right down his boundary line, it is
now washing away part of his property, and all the trees are dying.. Since
they rerouted the creek he has done nothing te beautify it, so if Mr.
Delaney is deing this with property right next to him what is he going to

do with the property right behind him? Frankly, if it is a big Park they
are going to have to grade down the hill, and that is going to push the

flow of more water down on him and his neighbors, Mr. Campbell and Mr. Young
who have beén fioeded and their entire foundations covered, That he knows
that something is géing to have to be done about the dralnage in Barclay
Downs by the City or someone., That personalities do not interest him at all
and whether it is Mr. Jones, or Mr. Harris or Mr. Smith, he is bitterly _
opposed to the proposed development unless there is better planning done on
if - if they can show them a buffer zone and pull the development back - ir
other words he is looking ount for Dick Abney - everyone else is looklng '
after themselves - 'but he is lodking after himself from the standpolnt of
his children and incdredsed traffic from these apartment houses. So he is
just raising his protast to the proposed development and the change in
moning.,

Mr. Jones, Planning Commissioner, addressing Mr. Walker said that he has the
;1mpfesszon there are probably just two alternatives - one is to leave the
‘land idle cr the other to build single Family houses om R-12 all the way up
to the back of Belk-Ivey Store, he asked if this is correct? Mr, Walker ’
stated that is one alternative to build single family dwellings, but you

do not have to have R-12 zoning, you can have something like R-9 or R-6 and
build smaller dwellings, That the situation is, there is already some
houses in here, and they can have tress and shrubbery to take away from the




‘everyone,. purchased property in Barclay Downs they did so with the good
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Office Park. They could build some houses in here not quite as expensive
ybe as some of the others, They say they cannot build single family
;g51dences because of some problem - but what is the prcblem - with 60
dores you can keep building and when you get up close_to the B-l, then is
the time to seek relief, That what he says is this ~ the person "who buys
with the Shopping Center there knows it is there and he would find it hard
to complain - but his people are in a different situation. It is not &
case of the Petitioners not being able to do anything with the property; it
iis a good residential area, he can put in streets and the property will
sell like hot cakes and at a good price, '

Mr. Bruce Wright etatedfhe key issue in this is that when-they, practlally

faith that it was going toc ke continued to be developed as a quality
ﬁelghborhood and that geod faith has not been kept.

Mrs Dora Gunnerson stated she lives in Barclay Downs where they use to hear
Mr., Harris’ cows mooing and they wish they still could. They are asking
that Council deny this rezoning not only for Barclay Downs and Foxcroft
residents but because they love the City of Charlotte and they want to keep
it the way it is. A City’s assets are often the intangible ones, and they’
feel the image of Charlotte is one of besutiful homes and nice residential
distriets, and t@ey want to feel safe in buying in those residential areas
that they. areig01ng to he turned into a jungle of steel, and that they

can feéel safe in buying a home where our Planners and Clty Counc11men are
g01ng to protect them._‘

Council decision was deferréd for cne week.

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66 16 BY BREVARD S. MYERS AND JOHN S. MYERS FOR .
CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-6MF TO B—2 OF THREE LOTS LCCATED AT 715, 717 AND
721 SCUTH TORRENCE STREET.

The public hearing was held on the'subject petition,

Mr ‘Bryant, A551stant Planning Dlrector, stated this is a request for rezomning
three lots on South Torrernice Street near Xing’s Drive intersection. There
are houses on two ef the lots and one lot is vacant; there are homes adjacent
to the property or. the side near King’s Drive intersection, and also on the

other side of the lots leading towards Elm Street. Along King’s Drive, itself

there is a mixture of business uses, with Charlottetown Mall located between
Baxter Street and Independence Boulevard. The general area behind these
three lots is a mixture of singlefamily and multifamily and vacant lots.  All
of the area along King’s Drive on both sides is zoned B-2, including the Char-
1ottetown Mall area; the three lots themselves .are zoned R-6MF, as is the
property at the rear and to the side.

Mr. Brevard Myers, one of the Pet;tloners, stated their purpose is to provide
a logical development of these houses into the type of commercial develop~
ment they have been endeavoring to make on King’s Drive, represented by
Monroe Calculating Machlne”Company, Saco-Lowell and D Ctaphone . He stated
that these houses were built in the 1920‘s and they are in good condltlon
but this is the logical expansion of a business area. That they intend to
use a vacant lot between this property and Monroe Calculating Machine Com-
pany for additional parking space for that Company. He stated that one
reason he was asking for B-1 or B-2 is they have a number of office equip~
tent people, who sell from the premises and who make deliveries and service
ﬁrom the premises, whlch they could not operate in an U-6 zone. And since

FYINE
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CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-9MF TC I-2 OF PROPERTY FRONTING APPROXIMATELY 515

south side of I.85, beginning approximately 3,450 feel east of Tom thter ,
Road is the smaller of the two areas, and is 1ocated on I-85 and the property

‘he cannot think of a better way to get rid of them than to put them out on
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the property adjoins-a B-2 zone, they would like conéideration given the
regoning pf their three lots to B-2.

No objections wé%e expressed to the proposed rezonimy.

Council decision was deferred for one week,

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-17 BY NEAL C. HUNTER AND JAMES H. ROGERS FOR

FEET ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF I-85, BEGINNING APPROXIMATELY 3,450 FEET EAST OF
TCM HUNTER ROAD, AND ON PETITION NO. 66-18 BY XATHERINE D. DULIN AND MRS
EMELYN A. LAYNE FERSON FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-SMF AWD B2 1O I-2 OF
95,68 ACRES OF LAND FRONTING 2,547.49 FEET ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF I-85 AND
EXTENDING SOUTH TO NEAR TOM HUNTER ROAD, BEGINNING APPROXIMATELY 1,100 FT.
WEST OF US 29. .

The public hearings were held on the Subject'pe%i{ions.

Mr. Bryant, Assitant Planning Director, adv1sed tnat the Map he is sub-
mitting shows the areas of both petitlons.

Petltion 66-17 ‘consisting of propérty fronting-Slﬁ feet more"or-less on the |

is very near what will be the interchange point of the present I«85 and the
new I-83. On the property at the present time there is one house and a _
series of lakes. To the west of the property there are several small homes
with a couple of trailers parked on the property, Other than that the area
is vacant until you come down Tom Hunter Road and there 1s a mixture of
vacant lots and single family homes under construction. The zoning in the
area consists of R-OMF of zll the ares between Tom Hunter Road and I-85
until you get over along US 29 and that area is zoned B-2 on both sides of
US 29, Other than that the zoning in the area is R-9.

Mr. Robert Potter, Attorney representing the Petitioners; stated the purpose
for which they want the pronerty rezoned is to put a trucking terminal on
it, and in his opinocon there is no better place to put a trucking terminal
than on an interstak highway. That it seems to him the purpose of the
Zoning Ordinance is to remove these tractor trailers from our clty streets.
The ‘City is having a hard time acquiring right of way and paying a lot of
money for it, to build Expressways, and this is an opportunity to take a
terminal w1th ‘tractor trailer units and keep them out of the ity and put
them out where they belong on a hlghway-

Mr. Potter stated that he has letters from three property'cwners, stating
they have no objections to us building a trucking terminal on the subject
property, which are just across the road which runs into the access read,
and from this access road at present trucks counld come down and come into .
I-85 and down a little further into Sugar Creek Road. None of these trucks
would have to go on any city street in order to get to any part of the
country. He filed the letters refe;red to with the City Clerk. _

That he believes the purpose of zoning is No. 1 to relleVe congestion on the
clty streets. Wlth 5,000 company based tractor trazler ‘units in this clty,

the highway. Also, Charlotte is a distribution center with a $2,000, 000,000
industry in this city, and we are not going to have the transportation whlch
we need, which is another_purpose of the zoning ordinance, we are going to
lose some of our distribution, and we are going to lose some of our trucking
companies and going to lose them to Gaston, Cabarrus and Union Canties -
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‘unless we have the areas in this ciiy best suited to the purpose allotted
%to these companies. The property he is requesting rezoned is ideally
isuited for that both from the standpeint. of the trucklng companies and the
City of Charlotte. .

5MT. Bryant stated that the property 1nvolved in the- second petitlon Petltlon
166~18, consisting of 95.68 acres of land fronting 2,547.49 ft. on the south

idiagonally through the side of an equalateral triangle, as it were, that

“iraw land, gradual slope from US 29 towards.I-85, wooded in part.

side of I-85 and extending south to near Tom Hunter Read, 1,100 feet more
‘or less west of U, S. 29, is represented by the larger area on the map ex-
tendlng all the way from I-B85 almost over to US 29, and comes down to the
‘Tom Hunter Road at ome location which he pointed out on the ¥ap. The
zonlng of this tract is R-QMF although a small portion of it is in a B-2
zoning.

Mr., Dick Cohan, Attorney representing the Petitioners, Mrs Dulin and Mrs
Person, stated this property has been in-their family, who are long time
residents of this county, for cuite a numker of years., They are concernad
with the larger tract shown on the map and keep in mind that this runs

was formed by North Tryon Street, US 28 and I-85, the front portion of it
that will Ffront on the new interchange that will go on noxth. As Mr,
Potter has emphasized, he will not belabor this point that this property
lies between two very high traffic areas. .The property being described as

in oxder for the pétitioners to enjoy the highest and bhest use of this
property, it is their contention that it should be zoned industrial., The
Petitioners have taken into account the residential property located along
Tom Hunter Road and have provided for a sixty-foot buffer gzone all the way
up to I+85. As it has been pointed out, the property along I-85.curves and
has been zoned for Business. That he will not belabor any of the arguments
‘that Council has heard over and over again in this type of thing - that the
Council has a most difficult job - he has heard many times that everybody
wants zoning and nobedy likes it, and there is probably a lot of truth in
ithat when it applies. to the other person; we would like evérvbody’s property
zoned but our own. That he recently read a case containing this statement
that expresses the Council’s dilemma and his clients perdicament: “Zoning
is a means by which z Governmental Body can plan for the future; it may not
be used as a means to deny the future,” and it 1s, in his opinion, for the
proper growith and development of this community that this property should
be rezoned Industrlai ‘

MT. Sol Lev1ne, Attorney Iepresentlng the Owners of both tracts of land
submltted as Petition No. 66-17 and Petition No, B6-18, stated that he, too,
wants Charlotte to grow and to have all the industry and terminals that it
ias, but there is no necessity for putting them where they are asking this

to be put. -That he has been before Council several times concerning the
proeperty in this Valley; they have taken the property there and built hundred
of residences near to the City. .The property before Council for rezoning is
running close to Hidden Valley, and he pointed out bhoth tracts on a map of
%he area. He stated the property represented by Mr. Cohan is the old Aber-
nethy property which has all been purchassed by the Hobart Smith Construction
@ompany, and the plans for its development have just been approved by the
Planning Board, and there are hundreds of residences planned for the property;
in one of the areas there will be houses constructed in the $20,000 class.
This property will be developed with a lorg range view of hundreds of resi-
dences and they do not want 3 truck terminal adjoining the property. That
he has a petition, signed by practically evervene in the area, objecting te
the change 1in zoning. He stated there is plenty of land located in and areund
Charlotte for a Truck Terminal, but there is not too much. land of sufficient |

o
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Mr. Levine pointed out that Charilsctie Collegé is located.just a few miles down
the road, and they do not need a truck terminal here; what they would like to

see is for Charlotte College to grow and expand. He stated this land has
taid dormant  for many years, and why they think it cannot be used for any-
thlng but industrial development, he cannot see for they can sell 1t for resi
dentlal purposes.,

He urged the Council to let the property stay zoned as it is and stated that
io change it to- Industrial zoning would sctually be destructive to hundreds
and hundreds of homeowners located in the area and would do much harm to the
@lans for the development just approved by the Planning Board.

Mr Turner, Planning Commissioner; asked Mr. Fred Bryant how .cloge the pro-

size to be developed by a continuous plan over five to ten years for residences.

.
oy

perty is to Hidden Valley, and Mr. Bryant replied not Hidden Valley but Virginia

Manor is just getting started that Mr., Levine is talking about; the plans,
however, have not been approved as yet, they have seen the plan in preview

stage only,- and they have not submitted it for approval yet but he is sure they

w1ll
is

Mrs. Nbrrls, who -lives on Hunter Road stated tﬁis}where they live, it is their
pome not just a house, and they have worked so hard for the homes in this aréa
and to have a Trucking Terminal put right in their back docr iz hard to bslieve

énd hard to take. A trucking terminal is a nmoisy thing and most disturbing
ht night. It seems they could go on down I~835 bevond the fesidential area, -
maybe between Beatties Ford Road and Statesville Read or Derita Ro&d and
there are For Sale signs all in that areas : . , .

Mr. William Trotker, representlng Nance-Trotter Realty Company, stated they
are Mr. Hobart Smith’s competitors in this section of town, -and we consider
his to.be a fine Company. We are interested in the neighborhood, as he is,
from a residential viewpoint. While he has no specific parcels that he thinks
should be regsidential and the other industrial, he wants to assure the Council
1t is a residential area, and there are hundreds of families who ‘have bought
homes out thers and intend to settle on this land developed by Hobart Smith
?Ompany. That he. does not doubt at all what Mr. Levine_ has said abeut there -
being hundreds of houses to sall, for there are plenty of pedple who want to
live out there, and we are depending on that. UNew Hidden Valley School is
well under construction, and this will be a very fine residential area. The
City Council and Planning Commission, in their wisdom, have seen fit to zone
iarge arsas out there residentisl, and this is supposed to be sound, and
people purchase homes believing this to be true. And so his plea is that
very careful consideration be given before any property in this area is zoned
Industrial. S

Mr. Robert Benjamine stated he is a Salesman and travels quite a bit. That
he would like to try to contradict a statement made by Mr. Poiter that the
best place for a Truck Terminal is on an Interstate-Highway. That he thinks
that is the place for residents to live, or close to them.  In Syracus, New
Xork, where he came from, he could get out-of his home and onto the highway
and travel all across the State without any trouble. This is the reason he
selected Hidden Valley to live in in Charlotte, because it was close teo I-85;
he can get oit of his home and con the road and be in Raleigh in two and a
half hours, or any other place he wants to go - so he would like to refute the
statement that the only thiny we should have on an Interstate~Highway is a

truck terminal. And in his opinion we should keep Hidden Valley and the other

@evelopments out there for residents because of its convenience to the large
rumber of salesmen who live out there. That he says if the Council allows a.
Fruck termingl in there, it will be the end to 5 very fine residential area.
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\Mr, Robert Potter stated he would like to point out to the Council that
Hidden Valley at the present is about .8 of a mile away from the subject pros

perty; that he does not know what their plans are for the future, but his
clients plans are to build a trucking terminal now; and whether they build

‘these houses or not, he does not believe that very many people-are going to
‘want to'live on an Interstate-Highway right -in front of the Interchangé, wher
US 29 comes in with all theé traffic from Raleigh and Durham, as-well as traff

from the west and the south. They talk of putting all of their houses over

‘here but nobody has said anything about putting a house on this particular

plece of property and that is what we are talking about and that is the plece

of property we are asking you to remone - not anything adjacent, just this
‘piece of property on which to:put a trucking ferminal next to the highway
"where it belongs.

g Mi Jim Cochran stated he works in the County Tax Department and he is
ibuilding a home’ in this area, and he also owns another piece of property,
180 he ‘owns approximately 1,300 feet adjoining the property requested razoned,

and his house is under construction at this time.

'Council decision was deferred on both Petitions for one week.

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-19 BY FRANK A KENNEDY, M. E. ALEXANDER, P. P. TURNER,

AND B. K. HAMILTON FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-6MF TG B-l1 OF PROPERTY ON THE

 SOUTHWEST SIDE OF BELHAVEN BOULEVARD, EXTENDING FROM HONEYWOOD AVENUE TO NEL
/SON AVENUE WITH A DEPTH OF APPROYIMATELY 150 FEET.

The public hearing was held on the subject petition.‘
Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated the property is on NC 1g,

coming intoc I-85 Interchange. The property, itself, is on the southeast side
of Belhaven Boulevard extending from Honeywood AVenue to Nelson Avenue. The

property, itself, is vacant, but there are two houses on the property, cne
facing Nelson Avenue and the other facing NC 16. On the intown side of the
property, there is a shopping center, and the out-cf-town side, there is a
SelVlce ‘Station facing Honevwood Avenue and NC 16, There are houses to the
reay and houses interspersed with vacant property towards NC 18, ALl the -
area around the Interchange is zoned B-l, the subject property is zoned R-06ME

;a8 1s a great deal of the ad;olnlng property, and on the 1ntown side it is
i moned Industrlal

Mr, Charlss Henderson, Attorney for the Petitioners, presented a map of the

“ipreperty and stated it is located next to the present Shopping Center and is

in the immediste vicinity of the Interchange between I~85 and NC 16. The

:property is now zoned for multifamily use, and the present plans for the

‘property are not known. That they do not know of any oppesition to the

rezonlng.

No opp051tlon was expressed to the proaosed rezonlng.

‘Uouneil decision was deferred for one week.

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66-20, AMENDED, BY HUMBLE OIL & REFININé COMPANY FOR

'CHANGE IN ZONING OF 196.5C FEET OF PROPERTY ON THE SCUTHEAST SIDE OF SHARCHN-

AMITY ROAD, BEGINNING 100 FEET NORTHEAST OF PROVIDENCE Roadr FROM C-15 T0 B-1,

Mayor Brodkshire stated the public hearing will nowbeheld on thé Petition
of ‘Humble 0il & Refining Company, as amended, for a change in zoning from

50-15 to B-l of 196,50 feet of propexrty on Sharon-Amity Road, beginning 100 fe
from Providence Road. :

iec
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‘intersection of Sharon-Amity Road, which changes fto Sharon Lane across Pro-

Mr, Beverly lWebb, Attorney for the Petiftioner, stated Humble Oilewns the loﬁ

. ing Center. The corner property will retain the present zoning of Office-15.
iThat thelr request is that 196.30 feet on Sharon-Amity Road be rezoned Busi-

‘the business zoning; across Sharon-Amity Road the zoning is multi-family |
‘residential, and it is undeveloped except for a single-family residence; on
%the south and on the east would be the existing Office-15 zoning and then the
‘buffer afforded by Providence Road and the unopened street, sc that this
property would be completely pretected form adjoining_single-family homes,
'That Council may recall the property has been subject to much controversy in
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Mr. Fred Bryvant, Assistant Planning Director, stated this property is at the

vidence Road, and Providence Road. The property is a part of a larger vacant
area that extends along Sharon-Amity Road for .about 300 feet and along Pro-
vidence Road for about the same distance and along the unopened street called

Orient Road and is bounded con the other side by the Providence Shopping Center.
Other tham the Shopping Center, two office buildings and an Apariment building

the iand uses along Sharon~Am1ty Road in this viecinity, and along Providence

Road and -Sharon Lane is single~family. That the entire corner area, including

the subject property is zoned 0-15; the Shopplng Center site is zoned B-1;
the property directly across Sharon-Amity Road is zoned R-12MF and other than
that, the area is all zoned R-15 single-family. . ,

located at Sharon-Amity Road and -Providence Road. Their reason for filing
this petition. is that Humble has acquired an optlon to purchase the adjoining

property on Sharon-Amity Road, connecting it with the existing Shopping Center
facility on Sharon-Amity Road., As g result of the amended petition, the exist-

ing preperty and all the property under option would be zoned for business
usage, connecting it with the existing Business zoning of the existing Shopp-

ness-1 for the contemplated use for a Service Station development. Of the
property requested rezoned appxoxlmately ten feet, under the terms of the
option, have been reserved for an easement,and so they would have the use of
186 feet fronting on Sharcn Bmity Road for the Service Station development.
The remainder of the property owned by Humble on the corner retaining the
Office~15 classification contgins 15,000 sqguare feet and the owner proposed
to construct on it a district office. That this property will be adjoined
on the northerly side by existing B-1 zoning and this will be an extension of

the past; in 1957 there was a petition to rezone the property surroundlng

the present property owned by Humble., AL that time the entire corner was zoned

Residential and the request was to make it all Business, and the request was
denied, because they did not want to extend business inte an existing resi-
dential zoning. In 1962 this entire corner property was rezoned as Office-lb

because, under that Code, the buffer concept was adopted of office use between

existing residential and existing commercial use. That this property has
remgined Office-15 since 1962 until the present time. The concept of putting
it in Office~15 was to keep commercial zoning off of Providence Foad bescause
it was feared once commercial zoning went into the corner, the remaining
corners would be open, and the entire length of Providence Road might well
be open to commercial zoning. So the concept was sound, but the property
remained vacant, sc the planning principle has resulted in 3 vacant lot, and
vacant lots can, net only create an unsightly lot, but they also tend to
create uncertainty in comtinuing areas of p0551ole zoning conflic¢t in the
future. OQffice~15 zoning is designed primarily for office use, but it allows
some uses that might be objectionable to the surrounding residential owners.
For instance, Office-l§ zoning permits hespitals, saniteriums, nursing homes,

439

banks, beauty parlors, barber shops and wmotels without any regard to aesthetics.

Humble has been approached by a motel investment company wanting to put a
motel on this property. But what they want to do is to develop the property
so that it does not go the round of possible uses that might generate traffie

‘hazards or deflate property valuss., They want Council to rezone that portion




| February 21, 1966
%Minute Bock 4B~ Page 440

of the property adjeining the existing business zoning. Humble is proposing
(to modify the existing zoning and by doing so, it would first remove this
iproperty from the zoning arena it has besn in ever since zoning was first
(introduced in the City of Charlotte. Secondly, it would afford a use that |
11s compatible with the surrcunding neighborhood, and it certainly is compatible

‘advantages, you would have not only a modification of the zoning code, but
‘it is a modification recognizing the realities of the situation and recognizing
that Providence Road is to ke retained residential and recognizing that this

with the adjoining business property because the shoppirng area doss not now
contain a service station. And they believe it will be compatible with neigh
boring residential preperty under the concept of the design; alsc, because
you would have developed property with a retained buffer gone of Office-l1S
on that all important corner of Providence Road. How, with these progressive

i

wonld be a development slong only Sharen-Amity Road and an extension of an
exisiting business zone. For these reasons, they believe they have answered
the usual arguments that are posed by the property owners in the southeastern
area of the county regarding Providence Road. Here, they would be retaining
an existing office zoning along Providence Road and only extending existing

‘commercial zoning rather than creating a new commercial zone in the heart of
a residential area.

Mr. UWebb stafed that Sharon~Arnity Road in front of this property is now four-

lane, and the proposal is to extend Sharon-Amity as four-lanes from North 29 -
North Tryon Street straight through Sharon Lane and on down Sharon Road, and |
it will be an anti-belt road. At present it is four lanes from Providence
Road to Tangle Drive and the coniiracts have already been approved to extend
the four lane to Independence with no tarQet date set.

He stated the other service stations in the area are located at the inter-
section of Sharon-Amity and Randelph Road a half-mile away; at the inter-
section of Sardis Road and Providencs Road about one and g half miles awav;
at Fairview Road which is two and & half miles away; and the Queens Esso
staticon at Providence and Queens which is over two miles away. DNow, the
argument may well be made that it is not needed even though the stations are
some distange away. Based on the 1982 traffic cournts the estimated traffic
at This intersection ig 10,000 on this rcad in a 24~hour period, so they will
e located on g heavily travelled road adjeining an existing business zone.
Tt is their opinion that the average residential lot along Providence Road and
along Sharon Lane and Sharon-Amity are now or wiil he adioining a four-lane

Belt Road, andas this property will be sepsrated by a buffer strip of Office-l5,

the erection of a service station on this site would not have any adverse
effect on the residentigl property.

ﬁr. lJebb advised that they will have adequate distence to have safe means of
ingress and egress frem the Shavon-Amity Road. That it is his understanding

that service stations per se de not increase traffic hazards, they merely :
serve what lg already there. For these reasons, and reccgnizing the advan~
tages to be gained for the puklic goed by the extension of the buffer concept

development is in keeping with the surrounding neighborhood and that there are
advantages in developing vacant lots adjoining an existing nelghborhood shop—
ping center.

Councllman Jordan asked if they have any agreement with the Shopping Center
people regarding entrances gnd exits and so forth. He asked if the traffic
g01ng into their property would not add greatly to the congesition?

Hr. Mcleod, Regicnal Manager of Service Station Operations, replied they
taiked with the people in the Shopping Center, and they support Humble’s
position. They would welcome the opportunity to cpen it up because it would
help their situation.

and allowing the development of the property, the developer belisves that their
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Mr, Mcleod replied that he would have to agree that it would be attractive :
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Councilman Tuttle asked M - MeLeod if it is not true that the minud
there, these cther oil companies - Emerican, Shell, Texaco, Gul
will want toopen up across the street? Mr. Mcleod replied he w cert
gcognize that it would be a dezirable corner. Councilman Tuitle remark
that My. Webb has stated that serwlcm sta+1oﬂs do net incres se taffi
he asked 1if Mrn Ncweod a5 ever been on- Sharon-Amity Road he eaded south aroctund
five o'clock in the afterncon trying to get into Providencas Road? That car
arez backed up keyond the shopping center a gquarter of a mils on oﬁarod—mml
Boad, and he wonders what opening a service station there will do when they
want to gst into there and go ease on Providence Road? Mr. “cLeod repll@c
you are limited at best to the number of cars that any service station can
take care of and they would have the good fortuns of 200 front.feet at thi
location. But with the amount of frontage vou have from the standpoint
turning right off Providence Road, they in fact would probably help the
sitvation that now exisis with the small shopping center. If von were coming
down Sharon-A mlty and turning left on Providence Recad, this would not be a
problem. That he would envision when the street is brought up to four lanes,
obabl" thcre w11? be some ned1aﬂ rasurActien in there anyway.

8]
£
[
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Councilman Tuttle remarhvd that this is a ve*y valuable spot for a service i
station and it is also a very waluvable ares from the standpeoint of the valtes ]
of the property of the h:a'nectan.’mrs.e The fact that it iz so wvaluable was & |
polnL that Mr., Webb made and is the thing that concerns him. It is not jus
this one service station, but the ones that ars going to be fighting from
Now On Cnce one go2s in tmereo _ |

to other people. But their reason for being here today is to present what
they think is good planning to the Board and te Council. Any subseguent
action would have to take the same ride. One thing they contend is with the
existing zoming, they can do more than possibley will be done if they do not
go in there. They would have in excess of $200,000 invested in the layout
if they are allowed to go in théere, That Mr. Ervin made the statement that
there has not been much time, That he De:sonally talked to him thirty day
ago, two days after he made Humble’s applicaticn; and win, locse or draw,
they have tried to take this route as far as the existing neighborhood is
concerned, That he met with them last night purely but their willingness to

let him present basically what he has presented here today. The notice was made
public, the sign was so placed on the property for everyone to see, and there
has been no intent, at any time, by the Company to keep this from public know-
ledge which, of course, they could not do even if they had wanted to. That
the layout which they talked about earlier is actually what they would put,
there. It is a residential station; it would be beautified on the perimet@r
of the service station, and it would be aesthetically agreeable as far as the
type structurse they would use.

L1z

Councilman Shert asked Mr. Weblb abeout the documents that would be recorded

burdening this property for the benefit of the -adjcining property. He asked if
this would gc the extent of arranging that the ceorner lot would havem

access into Providence Reoad at all for the benefit of the office building,
or merely that the filling station would not have access all the way across.
In other words, would there be any driveway at all entering inte Providence
Rocad for unse of eitheyr building?

Mr. Webb replied in the first place there is no document. Their agreement
has been negotiating with the adjoining property owners, os that they woul
reach an understanding with them and Humble has commitfted themselwves if
agreeable with the property owners, As to the access into Providence Read,
under the current zoning code, vou could not have access across the Ofaice;lS
2011ng to serve the service sLatxoﬁ. ;
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Councilman Short asked -if they would have access to serve the office building
idirectly onto Previdence Read? Mr. McLeod replied they would so stipulate.
' The only thing they would ‘like any consideration on, they would naturally

- like to see no competition come in -~ but they would hate to ses competition

ing? -Mr. Bryant replied they can use it for parking for the existing purpose.
iMr. McLeod stated they would so restrlct it, as previously stated, even in-an

ghr. Tlebb stated it is their understanding that the property directly across .
‘on Providence Road has residential restrictions on it that prohibits commer-
clal development on that corner. Of course, the third corner is owned and

ithose present wlll recall that about the tlme the hearing was to be ‘held on
" the orlglnal zoring law, the then- ouners of the property, whlch is now occupied
iby the llttle shopplng area, hurried out and got some work under way so. they
‘aould beat the deadliine, and there was no+hing that could be dohe inscfsr as
‘the area on which the building had been started was concerned. Since then
this matter has been before the Planning Commission and . the City Council to
change the zonirg regulatlons. Some eight years ago, they had the matter here
‘bafore thé Commission and the Council, and the hatter was thoroughly argued
‘at that time; and finally the community agreed, by way of a compromise, to
§permit the property to be zoned O-15 and that was done, and they thought the
§matter was over and done with. For eight years the property has laid there
vacant, grow1ng 1ncrea51ngly more of an eye-sore, nothlng in the world done
to improve it. Now, he is intrigued by the proposal of Humble that they will
5beaut1fy this remaining portion if tnelr present request is granted and he
‘can only say that they have had eight years in which to do that, and ‘they

‘that the community itself proposed .that we, at our expense, landscape this
particular property and get it out of the mudhole situation into which 1t
‘has been permitted to degenerate, and we have heard nothing from them at all.

man bit of work in trying to convince the people in-the community that this
will not hurt the community - that he thinks that Mr. Mcleod has done- such a
good job, the Humble 0il & Refining Company ought to award him, at least, the

come in ten or fifteen years from now and have access to Providence Road
and Humble to be restricted against having it. That would be the only cop-
dition, and they would so state. From an operational standpoint, they are

twilling to sink or swim with their layout, and would ke willing to so stipulate

with the one condition-that they are not 50 restrlcted if at some . future date
it becomes a reality.

Councilman Tuttle stated the cempetltlon will be Dut there slxteen days 1atei

Mr. Méleod stated it took thein eight years to even make the presertation, and

he has his doubts if they get their zoning it would ke so stated on others, |
because he believes they are willing to make conditions that perhaps would
not be met by competition. -

Counciiman Tuttle asked Mr, Fred Bryant if the zoning is granted to build the
office building, under the Office-15 zoning, carn they use that lot for park-

1nter1m perlod of time, -

developed by the Providence Methodist .Church., That Humble conitrols one corner,

and if they were to ever-sell it, you can be well assured that it would be
%restrlcted against other service stations coming in.

Mr. Paul Ervin, Attorney, stated he is representing the Providence Road

comnunlty, and his concern with'this location goes back many years,when the |
zoning law was first proposéd they fought this battle, And the point was made
at’ that time that to open this. partlcular area for buslness-type operatlon '
would very gréatly deprec1ate ‘the whole area of Providencs Rogd, and for-
tunately, this property was not zoned. for bus;ness. That probably some of

could have- done something to make it more compatikle in appearance with the
community - as a matter of fact, he would like to remind them and the Council

Now they want to have a Filling Statien there. That it is true, and he would
like to say to the Council and to Mr., McLeod that Mr. ‘Mclecd has done a yeo-

Purple Heart; and he thinks he should say that Mr. McLeod has been, se far
as he can deiermine, ebsolutely fair in his presentation of their propesal.
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He stated that Mr. McLeod came to him six or eight months ago, or perhaps it
was Mr. Ray representing Humble, and at that time, they wanted %o build a
SBervice Statien cn this corner. That he listened to what he had to say and
told him that he would sound cut the community. More rscently, they came back
with the rendering which is before Council and said they propesed to build
the Filling Station on the inside lot only and leave the 150 feet as it was,
and recently they have said they have put in their reguest to their Home Office
to put séme sort of an office building on the 150 feet of space. That Mr. Mcleod
said this was a reguest that had gone to Yanagement and, as we all know, 1t
takes a long time to get a commltment on thlngs of that nature.

The renderlng whlch the Council has bafore them is the archltect’ cohception,
or dream, of what this property would lock like after the construction; that
his observation is that architects who are interested in buildings and gettlng
the job to plan it, etec., do a pretty goed job in dressing up these pictures
and making them just as attractive as possible. This rendering does not show,
however, the traffic situation that would previal if the Filling Station werd
located there; it does not show the tremendous increase in traffic hazards
that would take place; it does not show the large number of cars that would ke
parked from time to time on the Filling Station location; it does not show
the oil cans and other accouterments that go along with a Filling Station, oz
the Signs that are hung at every possible vantage point, and the Advertising
and the Merchandise located on the outside of the building, and things of that
nature, all of which will tend to degererate the entire community.

In the first place, they feel the Filling Station should not be located thers.
And their proposal that they have access only from Sharon-Amity Road does not
solve the traffic problem; he passes through that intersection in the after-:
noons and it is becoming an astoudingly busy intersection, That he thinks |
the Council should be very much concerned aboul maintaining as much safety
precaution as possible in that particular area because of the heavy traffic
ipassing through it daily and hourly. The fact that the Filling Station is
there is beund to increase the traffic hazard. Their present proposal, even
if approved by the Humble Cil & Refining Company to build an Office Building
on the corner, would tend to. increase that traffic hazard. : :

The cquestion was asked as to whether there would be any access off of Providence
Road, Well, he asked this question - if you have only 150 x 150 feet and if
yvou have proper setback lines and proper clearance at the corner of Providencge
Road and Sharon-Amity Road; you are not going to have much space left for a
building; and the fact they are putting their building there is going to in-
crease the trgffic hazards at that particular corner. Now, even though there
is no grass in the mudhole, there are no buildings there to obstruct the view
and from a traffic standpoint it is much better off now than it would be for
any structure to be erected on that corner lot. There is an additional piece
of property lying right back of where the Service Station would be and front%nq
about 150 feet.on Providence, the owners of that property now own the larger|
‘porticn of the property which Humble rtw seeks to obtain; and which he under-
stands, they have an option on. And the Council knows and he knows that Just
as soon as any change is made in this property, the owners of that property :
will be down here within fifteen or twenty days wanting to get a similar change
on their property; and thug, this cancer will spread. Some question has been
asked about the property across Sharon-Amity Road. -As we all know, and thers
is no use kidding ourselves, if this Planning Commission and this Couneil . |
grant this reguest, you. w1ll have a petition immediately for that property over
there. It w1ll become 1mmensely valuable for business purposes. . ]

Mr. Ervln stated they have ample.fllllng sLatlons in their community; there
are four located only a short distance away from this location. That he
does not blsme Humble for wanting this location; it is wenderful location for
their type of business. But there is a much wider question involved here. @ne
of the best accesses with the outlying portions of the City-of Charlottie is
Providence Road, and Providence Road has been a definite asset to the City. |
Here is one residential area of our town that can be approached without gOLng
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through an unsightly industrial or business area and it is about'the.only One
left. Everytime anybody suggests anything on Providence Road, the community
‘becomes aroused and the reason for it iz that once vou break down the harrier,

Eand you will find yourselves in an-embarrassing position of Justlfylng the
Sgranting of one patltlon and not grantlng anotner.

iother gentleman came to see him, he arranged a meeting last evening in order

LIARR STt LI e

which so far has been maintained, you will have a flocd of these petitions

He stated further he is pleading forthe whole area. After Mr. Mcleod and som

to give Mr. Mcleod an opportunity to explain this matter before some of the
residents who were immediately located nearby. That he told them he would

not argue for their position nor against it in that meeting as he wanted them
to speak their own mind on the subject. That Mr. MclLeod left after he made
hls presentatlon and after the meeting was over, he asked every person there
‘to vote his convictions about it, and the vote was unanimous to oppose this
proposal. Since then, a great many people in the area have been called, and
to his knowledge, there is not a single person that they have been able to

contact and they have‘contacted them far and near in an effort to get a fair
readlng of publlc sentlment who is not deflnltely and postlvely opposed to it.

Mr. Ervin gtated they feel if this petition is granted, 1t will open Pandora’s
5box. They feel that on its merits this petition doés not deserve to be acted
§favorably on, And in connection with the welfare of the ccmmunlty as a whole,
the Council would be undertaking a very dangsrous thing t0 make this change
and to grant this petition.  He stated there are many people here in the

" Council Chamber who have very strong feelings on the matter, and he is sure that

some of: them WOle like to speak to the Coum01l concernlng their views.

Mr Lloyd Hmmmw stated he lives very close to this corner and has been down here
about five times, as they have had agbout five hearings on this subject. That
he will confirm the fact that they have not found one person in the area that
favored this petition. Everyone has stayed on his side of the fence, and they
areé still trying to protsct Providence Road and‘ﬁe trubts Counc1l will pro-
tect it with them, °

Mr. A. V. Lawing, 3841 Providence Road, stated this has been about his fifth
%1me up here on the Providence Road gquestion. That he has lived out ther singe
1937 and that was the road he choss many years age to live on be ause he lzked
it and because thers were no filling vtqtlons and business of that type to mar
1t, and he would llke to second Mr, Erv;n s words ~ he 1s agalnst it.

Af the suggestion of Mi Ervin, a number of pe*sons in the audlenca opposed .
to the Petltlon, stood. :

Mr. E. L. Ray, a retired Official of: Humble stated this has been a very in- |
terestlng case; during his career with the company, he had a lot of these problems
W1th permits, and he thinks the meérits of this case have been expounded very ably
on both sides. That he would like fo point out that a great deal of emphasis’

has been put on the importance of malntalnlng Providenceé Road as a Boulevard of
residentlal hemes, which he thinks is a very fine thing, but he would like to.
remind Council that the proposal which Humble has does not comtemplate marrlng
that in the slightest. The application for a filling station is on Sharon |
Amity; the zoning beside this permits offices and other business establishments
and he knows that the plans of the Humble management are to put a very !
attractlve office there. It is +their policy to maintain 3 separate.local _
dlstrlct office from thelr headguarter’s office and they usually locate it in
& Yesidential area and closé to where they have other property. That Humble
has a considerable investment in this property, but the district office 1tself
represents a minor part of the investment, because the land for the servige
station will represent 75% of the total 1nvestment. That he has seen the
image of service statlons change, and Humble has tried to keep in the forefront
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in designing stations to fit the architectu= of the neighborhood and for the
acceptance of the motorists and inhabitants of the neighborhood. Humble
has no intention of making a lot of enemies here or anywhere else. They
do net want to offend a lot of people who will never trade with them, after
all they like to do business with people in the neighborhood as well as the
passersby. Another point that was made was this would increase traffic

feet away from the c¢ormer, that is a possibility; but by moving the staticn
farther south onh Sharon Amity, the usual problem of criss-cross traffic turni
will be avoided. That the Humble boys here today have made some statements
about their plans and he happens to know something about the policies of the
Company because he was Vice-President in charge of lMarketing for the Company
for many years. He knows when the Regional Mahager here in Charlotte submits
an application to Houston for an appmprlatlon to build a service- station they
have to tell Management in detail what they are going to put on the other
property; and the whole package may not be approved in dollars and cents but
will be approved in principle, so he has no qualms about the Company coming
through on their suggested plan. -

- Mr. Ray stated Further that another factor which enters 1nto thls is that the

have keen several applications made for shopping centers and business-
establishments along Providence Road; they have been publlclzed and have bull
up a considerable amount of emotional cppostion on the part of people, .and -
that is natural. Now this situation is not comparable to the others that
hEVe been submitted heretefore; this is purely a completlon of a project that
was started several yvears age. The building of a service station and an offi

hazards, and he agrees if & service station is on the corner, instead of 100

it

re

t
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on the corner of this property will round up the bob-tail Shopping Center . tha:

is an eve sore today, and if he lived in the community, he would rather see

it dressed up than in #s present condition. That he knows we are all opposed'

to busiress near us and he would oppose business close to him, but he would
recognize the practibility of a business where it is once established being
1mproved to the point where it would be more acceptable from an appearance

standpoint, than it is today. That he believes with the approval of this plan

the neighbors in this community within a year’s time will say "well, maybe

we were wrong, things don’t look as badly as we thought they did.” Certainly,

he knows that to be the history of many other cases.

i
H

Mr. Ervin stated he cannot follow these gentlemen when they say there will be

no increase in the traffic hazards. If you have a stream of cars going -in and

out of this station across heavily traveled Sharon-Amity Road, very close

to the outlet from the little shopping area that is here, you are bound to
have a bad traffic situation; there is no way in the uorld that it can be
¢v01ded. The question was asked akout the access to the mrvice station lot
from the business area. That he would remind Council and the Planning
Commission especially, there is a row of parking along here and in order for
that to happen the row of parking would have to be eliminated. Already the.
parking area is-quite cramped 1n there, and you can increase your trafflc as
well as your parklng problems.

Mr. Ervin stated they will renew their proposal tc Humble Oil & Refining
company that they will beautify this 1ot at their own expense if they will
permit them to do-so.

f\
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filling station ¢going up -~ Pure 0Oil - and there will be six filling stations
on that corner which she thinks will amply provide us with all the gas and
0il, lubrications, wash jobs and everything else we need.

Council decision was deferrsed for one week.

frs Ballard, who lives on Sharcn Lane, stated they moved here in 1937 and intd
that they thought was the country, and as we all know, it is no longer country
'hat her huskand was over at the interssction of Sharon-Amity and Randolph Roa
his morning and at one eof the filling stations, they told him there is another
ervice station - Phillips 66 - going up behind the Aermican 0il Company right
ow at the south corner of Sharon-Amity and Eandolph and then there is another

[« )
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%HEARING ON PETITION NO. 86~21 BY COOK AND BOARDMAN, INC., FOR CHANGE IN ZONING
. FROM B-1 AND I-1 TO B-2 OF PROPERTY ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF MONROE ROAD, BEGINNING

' Inca, is a hardware supplier and is currently located on Seigle Avenue in two
fbuildings. Their operation is wholesale supplier of hardware material and
cequipments They do g very small amount of retail business.

1 'That they own five small lots on Monrce.Road, two lots directly on the hiqhw@y
. and three lots, all irregularly shaped, in the kack. The twe lots on the front

. view of the business development in this area, Coock and Boardman feel that a

| reason they are requestlng the rezonlng of the antire property from B-1 and I—l

. Mr, Lockhart stated they have thoroughly dis cussed this matter with representa~
. tives of the school administratior; he has conferred with Mr. Tangle, Super-
+ intendent of the Cakhurst School, who was not able to be here today, and he
| has authorized him to say that the School Board has ne objections to the

. proposed rezoning of these five lots. They have conferred with Mr. Royston
" Angel who is the Vice-Chairman of Cakhurst School Committee, and he has assured
- them that he has no objections so far as the School is concerned. In additipn,
. they have the signed certification of all the property ocwners who have houses
. on Richland Drive certifing thev have no obiections to the rezoning petition
| of Cook and Bogrdman, and they believe the rezoning will be beneficial to their
area.

Mr. Lockhart stated actually this resoning will create a buffer zome for the
j people living on Richkland Avenue as %b the property on the west side of the

APPROXIMATELY 220 FEET WEST OF RICHLAND DRIVE.

; The publlc hearing was held on the subject petition. |

. Mr. Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, adv1sed that the preperty is located
 on the south side of Monroe Road and is vacant with the exception of a house| on
| one of the frontage lots on Monroe Road. Adjoining the property on the east

! side is a combinaticn of small retail establishments and extends on.out Monroe

Road. On the west side of the property the area is developed with single-
family residences all the way along Monros Road and on the Richland Drive side.
The zoning of the area is B-1l all along Monrce Road including the frontage |
portion of the property in question and the rear part of the property is. zoned

' I-1, as is a large area running back to the Seaboard Railrcad. Other then that
| the remainder of the property, including the school property, is zoned R&QMF

On:the west side of the property, the zeoning is 0-6

Mr. Kiger, Acting Clty Attorney, adv1sea that a protest petltlon was Tiled that
invoked the 20 percent rule, but today we received a letter frem the property

owner who was the only ons close enough by to invoke the 20 percent rule and
he has withdrawn his protest to the petition, so that the 20 percent Rule doas
not now affect “this property.

o

Mr. Tom.hockhart, Attcrney for the petitionef,'stated that Ceok andlBoardmanr

are already zoned B-k. This would permit the retail outlet for the buslness&
The three lots in the rear are already zoned-industrial, and this would permat

the wholesale opsration of the business. To put their business at this 1oc§t10n
: would require separating it into two separate and distinct buildings; they would

have to have a separate building on the front for their office and retail saﬁes,
and on the rear portion would have to have their storage and warshouse. In

T

general regoning of all five lots from B-1 to B-2, which would permift the en
tire building being put under one roof and being located at a more suitable
spot on the five lots, would be bkeneficial not only fo themselves put would
permit a more orderly development of the entire property. He stated for this

[y PNE.
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the right-of-way of the Seaborad Railroad; and by the rezoning of this strip
a buffer zone will be created for these people which will be beneficial to
‘them.

He pointed out a lot to the west of them and stated it is owned by the School
Board and Mr. Tangle,

proposed rezoning, and he assured them after consideration of the entire prop
that he has no obiections. They did not contact the owrner of the properiv ne
to the house owned by the School Board which goes all the way down following
thelir property on the rear because that property owner is contiguous to the
Cock & Boardman property only at the point where the property is zoned Indus-
trigl-l, and they did not believe this gentlemen would oppose a change of zon
from Industrial-l to B-2 when his own propérty at that identical point alread
was zoned Industrial-l, and when they found out about Mr. MobMshon having file
an cbjection, they approached him and gave him the facts of the matter and he
immediatley said he did not understand and he would withdraw his objections. -
Mr. Lockhart filed. W1tH the City Council and Planning Comm1551on the certific
of Mr., McMahon.

He stated FPurther that by the Bond Issue recently approved, Cld Monroe Road w
be widened and will be a major thoroughfare, and they believe that the propes

development of the area.

posed change. That Monroe Road is a very peculiar Road and they already have

will put another industrial entrance into Monroe Road across from the school;
those children already have enough trouble getting up Monrce Road and getting

crease the value of his property but he hates to see the Planning Commission
and Council nibble at residential owners out there as they seem to do. He

asked that they give the residential owners a little comsideration.

Mr. Carroll York stated he is with the Charlotte-Mecklenburyg Scheols and thel
interest in any rezoning request-is for the safely of the school children.
That when they iirst looked at this from a B-l to B-2 change;, they thought go
from retail to wholesale would eliminste some traffic, bui they alwavs want-
to consider whether this particular zone will continue on down Monroe Road.
That Mr. Targle at Oakhurst has some concern becguse cf the congestion at Comm
wealth and Monroe Road at this time, and if they can decrease the traffic haz

Eat this point, this would help.

Mr, Lockhart stated they have made a survey of how much traffic goes in and
out of Cook & Boardman’s place of-business, and it is a maximum of five or si
trucks a day plus the varlous employees they have, and that is a very small
traffic load. : _

Council decision was deferred for one week.

Cook & Boardman property, all of which is zoned Industrial all the way down to

Principal of Oakhurst School, lived in the house for a
considerable period of time, and they went fo Mr. Tangle and through him the§
School Board because they wanted to be certain as to how he stood as to this

for the building of Cook & Boardman will be in keeplng with an crderly bu51ness

Mr, Jim Royster stated kis house is located about three blocks- from this pro-

That this proposed change
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HEARING ON PETITION NO. 66~22 BY GUS PAPPAMIHIEL FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM

- 355 FEET SCUTHEAST OF TARLETON -DRIVE.

gThe public hearing was held cn the subject petition.

{Drive immediately adjacent to the property and other than that down Tarleton!

i Margaret Wallace Road and other than that the area is entirely vacant. There
lis B-2 zoning on both sides of Indepsndence Boulevard as far as lMeoAlpine Creék,
‘then from MecAlpine Creek to the perimetsr line, it is zoned single family
“residential- the subject property is R-9.

EMr Nlck Miller, &ttorney representlng the petltloner stated,they are asking
 for a.piece of land to be rezoned from R-9 to B-2; it is adjacent fo the

' present B~2 zoning, and the building the Petitioner is using now was there
‘when the Commisgion zoned the property up to it B-~2, and if -they ‘had gone
.about 3086 or 400 more feet, they would have included his little building, and
. they would not ke here today. He stated the topo map which he will file wlth
| the Clerk was made by the Commission and it shows the elevatlon and the :
§tremendous gulley on the property next to McAlpine Creek. That it would cost
' g tremendous amount of money to £ill the gulley and regrade it, one estimate

_was $28,000.00, and he does not believe the residential use can afford it. |

this property and before gzoning came into effect he was offered on three

- before Lady Bird Johnson proposed any legislation to keep junkyards off of
. federal highways. That his client and his wife discussed this long and hard
- years age to a junkyard, they would have received in rental all the money
‘they had invested in this lot; but they turned the junkyard down and this
i tried te rent the buildihg on different occasions and so far have been un-

- successful. In the last couple of years, one of their sons opened a restaurant
on the property called "Captain’s Galley”, which is a family restaurant; and

seen fit to take their names off of it as they did not understand the intent;

R-9 TO B-2 & PROPERTY ON THE NORTHEAST SIDE OF US 74, BEGINNING AT MCALPINE
CREEK AND EXTENDING IN A SOUTHEASTERLY DIRECTION TO R POINT APPROXIMATELY

Mr. Fred Brvant, Assistant Planning Director,'pointed'out the subject promrty

on the northeasterly side of Independence Boulkvard, .geing toward Monroe,
crossing Mchlpne Creek and Tarleton Drive, the first street beyond MecAlpine

Creek leading off to. the left of Independence Boukvard. He stated the property

is vacant with the exception of a restaurant. There is a shop on Tarleton

Drive are single family residences. There are single family uses along

Mr., Miller stated that before zoning came .into existence the petitioner owned

different cccasions the opportunity to lease his land to a junkyard - long

and decided against it because they did not want their property used for a
junkyard coming inte cur oity. If they had leased their property over ten

has keen a liability the wheole time. They have spent money grading it and

they need more parking space and need to pave the lot and increse the kitchen
facility and enlarge the buiilding and make a better looking building.

Mr, Miller stated he has a petition which he filed with the City Clerk, signed
. by people who live on Tarleton Drive and a majority of the people who live
. on that street have no objection to this change, and several of the ladies

are here in the audience to substantiate this. That a protest was filed but
does not invoke the 20% Rule because two or three were residents who have

of the protest.

He advised that the Mecklenburg County Health Department has seen fit to
advise his clients and the owners and operators of this restaurant that un~ |

. less they can enlarge their kitchen they will have o give up some of their |
'dining room facilities for storage room to maintan a Grade A restaurant, ]

and this they have to do unless the requested rezoning ia permitted. That

Y PNE,
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directly ‘behind this property is approximately 20 acres which they also own

and this is a buffer area to any residential use. There is another property
cn the corner also used for a non-conforming use, which is the C & B Cabinet
Shop, and they have no objections to the rezcning. ’ )

Mrs Cary Tarleton and Mrs Mary Walker were introdiced by Mr. Miller as-
residents of the area who had no protest tc the rezoning.

Councilman Jordan asked if most of this property is not in the flood plain
area? Mr, Bryant replied he would rot say most of it but there is a certain
amount of this property in the area of the creek that is subject to flooding.

Mr. Miller stated the property is next to what is called the “Greenway”, and
his clients have talked to the “Greenway” people and are seriously con51der1n
donating several acres to the "Greenway”

Mr. Ed Clark stated he lives on Tarleton Drive, and they have a very unique

Boulevard, and there is no side rocads ccming in at all; there is a proposed
road going into the area to take care of the lots should they be developed
as residential; but the people coming dowm Margaret Wallace Road have no -

There are about 20 families in there and there are two of them; his wife
and himself and one yvoung couple, who did met have children, and he does
not believe that any of them would care to have anythiﬁg'built down there
that would increase the traffic of outsiders coming down Tarleton Drive.

Council decision was deferrsd for one week,

MAYOR BROOKSHIRE CALLED A TEN MINUTE RECESS AT 5:30 P.M. AND RECONVENED
THE MEETING AT 5'40 P.M. ' :

Mayor Brookshire called & ten mlnute recess at 5 30 P H and reconvened the
gmeetznc at 5: 40 P.M. : .

sitation in that Tarleton Drive joins Margaret Wallace Road and Independence |

occasion whatever to come down to Independence Boulevard over Tarleton Drlve.
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§ ORDINANCE NO. 430-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE,
. CHANGING THE ZONING FROM R-6 AND B-2 TO R-6MF OF 11 LOTS ON THE WEST SIDE

; CHANGING THE ZONING FROM R-9, R-6MF AND 0-15 TO O-6 OF PROPERTY ON THE EAST
- SIDE OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD, BEGINNING AT A" AND EXTENDING NORTH TC FAIRDALK

. Courcilman Thrower moved the adoption of the subject ordinance as recommende
by the Planning Commission., The motion was seconded by Councilman Albea
- and unanimously carried, '

E The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Beok 14, at Page 274.

. COF A LOT ON THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF WATERMAN AND SHENANPOAH‘AVENUE DENIED.

; Couﬁcilman A;bea‘moved that the subject petition be denied as recommended
§ by the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Counczlman Thrower.

. Councilman Short steted that the Planning Commission has p01nted out that
. you cannot have a buffer zone between a Residential zcne and Office zone,
i and what. it seems to be doing here is extending the Office zome a little

[ bit. That he is going to vote against the Planning Commission again, becaus

- actual physical building. That he realizes that the motel is an Office use,
~but this is a rather special kind of an office, different from others in

| Councilman Albea stated he is very much in sympathy with the man and would
§llke to help him, but the Planning Board has reviewed this for the second
%tlme and disapproves the change in zoning and that is the reason he is

i going to vote against the change. :

P comes in? Councilman Short replied the next man is in a different position,

February 21, 1966 _ e .

OF FAIRBROOK DRIVE, BEGINNING AT FAIRDALE DRIVE AND EXTENDING SOUTH TO THE

% DEADEND OF FAIRBROCK DRIVE AND ONE LOT ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LYNCHESTER
. PLACE AND FAIRBROOK DRIVE; AND CHANGING THE ZONING FROM R-6 AND B-2 TG B-1
§ OF PROPERTY ON THE WEST SIDE OF BEATTIE 3 FORD ROAD, BEGINNING APPROXTMATELY

300 FEET NORTH OF HOSKINS ROAD HND EXIENDING NORTH TO FAIRDALE DRIVE; AND

DRIVE; AND CHANGING THE ZONING FROM B-l SCD AND 0-1§ TO B-1 OF PROPERTY AT
THE NORMWEST CORNER OF BEATTIES FORD ROAD AND INTERSTATE 85.

PETITICN NQ. 66~1) BY J. H. CHEATWOOD FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM R-8 7O O-6

he thinks the gituation is that we have a man who has been living here in
& home for many vears and zll of s sudden a large motel is to be next to

him. He is the last man in the block and his house is only 100 feet from
the main entrance to the motel - not the 'sideline of his property but the

that 1t is operated around the clock, 24 hours a day, with cars and people

coming and going: That he thinks we also participated in this ourselves whe

we recently changed the zoning in order o make the motel possible here,
pushed right uwp against this man whe had lived there for many years. That

this man is in a special position within his block, being the last man until
. you get to this proposed metel. BSo we can say that he is different from
- the others in the block, and this is not an opening wedge at all, because

anyone else in the kblock could be told that they are just not the last man

whe i§ right up against the entrance to the motel. He called attention that
| there are no protestors to the change in zoring this man is regeesting, in
. fact, one persor in the block called him and said that Mr. Cheatwood is a.fi
' man, has his savings invested in his home, and he hoped the Counc1? wenld

help him.
Councilman Short stated he intends to vote that Mr. Cheatwood’s petition

be granted. That he can imagine how he would feel if he had a motel with
its main entrance just 100 feet from his home.

Councilman Thrower asked about the next man, what are we going to do when he

d
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and he can be to;d-this.- That he does not deny that he has a certain feel-
ing for this last man in the line as the man out on Peterson Drive. He is
in a different position from the others.  For a man who is just one block

gaway from the entrance to the motel, equlty just does not dictate that we
'give him the same relief that we give the man who has it right square up

agalnst hlm.
The vote was faken on the_motioﬂ*and carried by the foliowing recorded vote:

YEAS: Coun011men Albea, Thrower, Alexander Jordan and Tuttle.
NAYS: Councilman Short. . _ .

RESCLUTION AMENDING THE PAY PLAN TO INCLUDE CLASSIFICATION OF SYSTEMS ANALYS

Councilman Short moved the adoption of the subject Résolution which was
seconded by Councilman Tuttle.

The City Manager, stated what they paln is to include this in Rahge 31 with-

in a starting salary of $8,640.00.. That they purposely did not present

this to Council as part of the Pay~P1an Revision a number months ago because
they felt at that time they were not sure what type of Range would properly‘

attract scmeone to this position as provided in the budget. They are in a
position now to know what it is going to cost and what the situation is
on recrultment.

The wvote Was.takén on the motion and carried ungnimously.

The resolution isirecorded in_full in Resolutions Book 3, at.Page_FZLé.,

RESOLUTION FIXING THE DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 7TH ON PETITION CF

NANCE-TROTTER COMPANY AND MCDANIEL JACKSON FOR THE ANNEXATION OF 108.46 ACRE
OF PROPERTY IN PAY CREEK TCWNSHIP TO TEE CITY OF CHARLCIIE.

Upon motlon'of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Coun01lman Albea and unani- .
mously carried, the subject Resolution was adopted and is recorded in full

in Resolutlons Book 5, at Page 218,

LEASE WITH SHULMAN, INC. FOR SPACE IN THE AIR CARGO BUILDING AT DOUGLAS
MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.

Councilman Tuttle moved that a Lease be entered into with Shulman, Inc.,
for approximately 3,012 square feet of space in the Air Cargo Building

at Douglas Municipal Airport, for a term of ten years, at a rental of
$7,981.80 per year. The motion was seonded by Councilman Albea and unani-
mously carried. S

RESOLUTION FIXING THE DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 21ST ON PETITIONS
NUMBERED 66-23 THROUGH 66-31 FOR ZONING CHANGES.

Councilman Shert moved the adoption of the subject resolution, which was
Councilman Thrower stated it wﬁs onihis m@tion that it was decided to hear

only ten zoning petifions at one meeting. He asked if more than ten peti-
tions have been ready to be heard at one time? The City Clerk stated there

431
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were only the ten petltlons to be heard today, but there are twelve to be

- heard in March, ten of which have been scheduled .for March 2lst and the

remaining two for hearing the next week, March 28th, She called attention

. that hie motion was that petitions in excess of ten be heard "at the next
 meeting” and this was interpreted as the next Council meeting, while he

| may have intended it to be the next meeting on which Zoning petitions were

' heard, the next month, Councilman Thrower stated he did say the next

' meeting, and he does not know whether it would be fair to hold the petltlons
. off that long.

§Counéllman Tuttle expressed the opinion that we would have an accumilation
. that would keep balldang up if they were carried ovér the to neXg monthfs
i hearing date.

- The City Manager commented that Council might want to keep in mind that this
" will pese an extra burden on the Planning Commission if they come back on

successive Monday, and the Commission will, in the near future, be involved
in hearings on that portion of the County outside the ‘City. He.advised
that the Planning Commission is now in the process of looking at their
whole operation as t¢ what they might want to suggest as a possikility.

- Nevertheless, they have indicated a willingness to try holding the necessary
' hearings on the second Monday, but have not 1nd1cated approval on thelr

part to continue on this,

Councilman Tuttle suggested that we proceed on this basis t6 carry over

. the excess petitions over the ten to the next week; then if and when it

becomes a. burden on the Planning Boardﬂthey ask for relief.

' The vote was taken on the motion for the adoption of the resolutién and
carried;unanimously!

' The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions"BbkaS; at Page £18.
;RESOLUTION FIXING THE DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING O MARCH 2B8TH ON PETITIONS
 NUMBERED 66-32 THRCOUGH 66-34 FCR ZONING CHANGES.

;Upon motion of Coundiliman Short, seconded by Couneilman Jordan and ﬁnani—
lmously carried, the subject resolution was adopted. The resloution is
gyecor@ed in full in Resclutions Book 5, at Page "217. ' '
%CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED FOR APPRAISAL OF RIGHTS OF WAY.

iMotion was made by Councilman Jordan, seceﬁded'by Councilman Alexander and
‘unanimously carried, authorizing the following contracts for the appraisal

of rights of way :

t{a) Contract with L, H. Griffith for appralsal of one parcel of land on

Sixth Street for the Northwest Expressway.

%(b) Contract with Leo H. Phelén, Jf;;fdr appraisal of two parcels of land

on Eastway Drive in connection with the Eastway Drive Widening Pro-
jeot, and one parecel of land on Plaza Road for the Plaza Road Widening
Project.

(¢) Contract with B Brevard Brookshire for appralsal of two parcels of

land on Plaza Road for the Plaza Road Widening Project.

1(&)' Contract with L. D. Bass, Sr. for appraisal of two parcels. of land

on Eastway Drive for the Eastway Drive Widening Project.

fVPNﬂi



| Other Bid Received Not Meeting Specifications:

! ACQUISITION OF RIGHT OF WAY FOR NORTHWEST EXPRESSVAY AND OF EASEMENTIS FOR
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ISSUANCE CF SPECIAL CFFICER PERMITS AUTHORIZED TO JERRY WAYNE COGGINS FCR
USE ON THE PREMISES OF CHARLCTTE PARK & RECREATION COMMISSION, AND CHARLES
K. JACKSON FOR USE ON THE PREMISES OF JOHNSON C. SMITH UNIVERSITY.

Upon motieon of Councilman Alexander, secondediby Counecilman Jordan and
unanimously carried, the issuance of Special Offlcer Permits was authorized
te the following persons:

(a}‘ Issuance of permit to Jerry VWayne Coggins, 809 Jackson Avenus, for use
on the premises of Charlotte Park andRecreation Commission.

{b) Renewal of Permit to Charles K. Jacksen, 2842 LaSalle Street, for use
on the premises of Johnson C. Smith University,

TEANSFER OF CEMETERY LOTS.

. Upcn motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Thrower and unani-

mously carried, the Mayer and City Clerk were authorized to execute deeds
for the transfer of the following cemefery lots:

(a) Deed with George W. Davis for Grave No. 5, Lot 159, Section 2, Evergres
Cemetery, at $60.00. '

{b} Deed with qua Louise 3, Durham for Lot 101, Section 3, Evergreen
Cemetery, at $733.50.

(¢} Deed with Mr. E. C. Griffith for Lots 9 and 84, Section 2, Evergreen
Cemetery, at $1,315.50,

(d) Deed with Mr. William N. Tritt for Lot 375, Section 6, Evergreen
Cemetery, at $240.00.

(e) Deed with Mr. J. Dallas Mocre for Lot 277, Section “Y¥, Elmwood

Cemetery, transferred by Mrs. Paula Hunsucker-Compton, at $340.00,.
CONTRACT AWARDED VULCAN MATERIAL COMPANY FOR 1,000 U-PUSTS.
Councilman:Thrower moved the award of contract to the low bidder, Vﬁlcan
Material Company for 1,000 U-Posts, as specified, in thHe amount of $2,770.70
onn a unit price basis. The motion was ssconded by Councilman Tuttle and
ungnimously carried.

The following bids were received:

Vulcan Material Company ' ’ $2,770.70

Brighton Steel Company 2,832,50
Southeastern Safety Supplies, Inc. 2,914.90
Traffic Engineers Supply Corp. , ' 2,934.47 .

Franklin Steel Division , $2,781.00

SANTTARY SEWER LINES TO SERVE BRIAR CREEK RND CASCADE CIRCLE.

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander and unani-
mously carried, the following property transactions were approved:

1
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{a) Acqulsltlon of 16 260 square feet of properLy at 1012-22 East Sixth
: Street, from Ann Barrentine. Brown, at 310 500.00, for rlght of way
for the Northwest Expressway. : } .

{b) Acguisition of 5,564 square feet of property at 1000-02 East Trade
Street, from Carl J. Beachum; at #7,800,00, for rlght of way for the
Northwest Expressway.

(c) Acquisition of 36,008 square feet of property at East Nihth{Street and
East Tenth Street on Long Branch, from Ann Barrentine Brown, at $22,00
for right of way for the Northwest Expressway. ' '

{d) Acqguisition of 15’ x 278.387 easement over property on Commonwealth
Avenue, from Duke Power Company, at $1.00, for sanitary sewer line to
.serve Briar Creek )

(e) Acquisition of*IO' X 228.39' easement over property on Cascade Circle,
form Lone Star Builders, at $1.00, for sanitary sewer line to serve
Cascade Circle.

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ACQUISITION OF PROF
OF EDWARD J. WEDDINGTON, LOCATED AT 609-11 EAST ELEVENTH STREET, FOR THE
NORTHWEST EXPRESSUAY.

Upon motion of Councilman Albea, seconded by Councilman Alexander and unani
mously carried, the subject resolution was adopted and is recorded in full

cifY'MANAGER'REQhESTED TO CHECK CONDITION OF KELLY STREET;

Coun01l Thrower requested the City Manager tc lock at Kelly Street and ses

l
0.00,

ERTY

1

what can be done, whether it can be closed up or what can be done.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL INVITED TO OPENING.Dr IZZIE PITTIE’S RESTAURANT ‘OF EAST
BOULEVARD ON FEBRUARY 25TH AT 6 P.M.

Councilman Jordan advised that the Mayer and Council and their wives are
invited to.the Opening of Izzie Pittle’s new Restaurant on Friday night,
February 25th, at six o’clock for a buffet supper, and the Restaurant is
on East Boulevard, about a half block below the Drum Restaurant.

STUDY OF PROCEDURES WITH REGARD. TC ZONING PETTTIONS REQUESTED.-

Councilman Alexander regquested that a study be made of éur procedures on
zoning matters regarding the withdrawal of a petition.

That he thinks some-

[

i

thing could be found to eliminate Council’s dilemma on withdrawals and, also,

- that of the petitioners. That it looks to him as if we leave ourselves
open to everyone fignaling with the zoning pwocedures.

Mavor Brockshire replied that Mr. Kiser has ruled on more than one occa31on

that the petitioner does have the right to withdraw a petition.

Councllman Alexander stated he did not say that he disagreed.w1th the

right that the petitioner has but it seems to him we need a regulatlon that

would prevent this type of thlng.
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- and say he withdraws it. That he does not go aleng with that at-sll.

ORDINANCE NO. 431-X TO AMEND ORDINANCE NO. 360X, THE 196566 BUDGET ORDI-

RS b S r s e B - N R S e i emi Al Al L R e e

February 21, 1966
Minute Book 46 - Page 455

Councilman Tuttle remarked that Mr. Alexander is probably aware that our
Charter was changed the last session of the Legislature, but he believes
there is still room for improvement, and he suggested that the: City Manager
put this on the Agenda for a Council meeting prlor tc the next session of
the Leglslature.

Géuﬁcilman Albéé stated three weeks ago he suggested then that after a man
advertised and had all the neighborhood worked up, he should not be allowed
¢ withdragw his petition. When a man pays his money to advertise, he should
be willing to go through with it and not go arcund and have the people in
tHe neighborhood all stirred up for two or three weeks and then come up here

Mr. Kiser, Acting City Attormey, stated he has been endeavoring to study
thegse procedurzl preoblems with the hopes of coming to Council with a recom-
mendation on some procedure that would minimize it,” 1f not eliminate the
problems, which we have been having with respect to amendments of these
petitions. That he plans to do that within the next few weeks.

Councilman Alexander stated that answers his questions

NANCE, AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A& PORTION OF THE NON-TAX REVENUE IN THE
GENERAL FUND UNAPPROPRIATED SURPLUS ACCOUNT.

Councilman Short remarked that he thinks we are all proud of the fact that
in Charlotte during the last fifteen yvears we have maintained the Veterans
Center as a reasonably wholesome and attractive place as contrasted with
gsome others that he has seen in a number of communities. That on September
1964, the Veterans Authority borrowed $2,500.00 to pay off operating sxpense
and gave as security a Note of the Authority. This Note was endorsed by

a numpber of individuals, including four members of this City Council whose
potential liability was, specifically by the terms of the Note, limited to
$100.,00 each. This Note was not paid, and on March 16, 1965, a renewal Note
was glven to the lending agency, and this Nots was endorsed ky a number of
individuals, none of whom is a member of the City Council. Nevertheless,
during the week of Fsbruary 14th, in order to remove all doublt ag to their
continuing liability in the amount borrowed, sach of the four Councilmen
either paid or made arrangements to pay $100 and interest to the holder of
the Notes This leaves a balance of $2,184.00 due and pavable on that Note.
That he believes an additional small public assistance is in order so as :
to complete the plan of assistance which was gotten under way about eighteen
months age, and im which a number of cur local citizens and alsc our Legis-
lature has taken part. Everyone who has taken part in this, of course, has
done so in the hope that this facility can get on its feet and become self-
sustaining. The money was used by the Veterans Authority for utilities,
maintenance, insuranece and things which are legitimate expenditures for the
operation of any building. Therefore, he moved the adoption of an Ordinance
authorizing that $2,184.00 of the non-tax revenue in the General Fund, unapp
priated Burplus Account, be transferred and added to the appropriation made
in the 1965~-66 Budget Ordlnarce for the Veterans Recreatlon Auvthority. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle.

The vote_was:taken on the motion and carried unanimously.

Council Tuttle stated he seconded the motion in the hopes that this is
the end of this and that the Veterans will be able to get the building on
its feet and operate in the black henceforth,

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinanee Book 14, at Page 276.
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OFENING OF NEW FIRE SLATION ON FRONTENAC STREET RESCHEDULED CN MARCH 7TH
AT 12 NCON.

Councilman Jordan moved that in view of the opening of the new Dodge Dea
ship on Monday, February 28th at 12 ofclock, and the Mayor and members o
the Council being invited to attend, that the opening of the new Fire St
on Frontenac Street be rescheduled for the following Monday, March 7th a
12 noons The motion was seconded by Councilman Thrower and unanimously

ADJOURNMENT .

Upon motion Councilman Thrower, seconded by Counciiman Albea and unanlmo1
carried, the meeting was adjournad.
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Llllian R, Hoffmai‘ clty Clerk






