¢ parking requirement that is presently a blanket requirement on the entire

: Governmental Center area; this removes the requirement from that portion

| below Second Street, hetween Second Street and Independence Boulevard

; where the Second Ward ngh ‘School is 1ocated or the future Metropolitan
High School. :

. requirement would not operate against the school.
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A regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Charlotte, North
Carolina, was held in the Council Chamber, City Hall, on Monday, July 21,
1969, at 2:00 o'clock p.m., with Mayor John M. Belk presiding, and
Councilmen Fred D, Alexander, Sandy R. Jordan, Milton Short, John Thrower,
Jerry Tuttle, James B. Whittington and Joe D. Withrow present.

Absent: None.

& % f* % % K %

- INVOCATTION,.

The invocation was given by Councilman Milton Short.

| MINUTES APPROVED,

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and
unanimously carried, the minutes of the last Council Meetimg, on July 7,

1969, were approved as submitted.

' RESOLUTION OF CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA,

APPROVING A REDEVELOPMENT PLAN AND THE FEASIBILITY OF RELOCATION FOR
NETIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM NO. N.C. A-3, PROJECT NO. N.C. A-3-(1).

. Mr. Vernon L. Sawjer, Executive Director of Redevelopment Commission,

stated this is a hearing on the fourth amendment to the Redevelopment
Project No. 2 which comprises most of the Govermmental Center. That there
are two changes proposed in this plan. One 18 a text change in the Plan
and the other is cost adjustment, The change in the text removes the

| Mr, Sawyer stated this amendment removes the requirement that they construct
. parking in a structiire by January 1, 1974; this was a commitment that the
| Redevelopment Commission made at the public hearing at the time it was

approved because -at ‘that time the location of the Educational Center was in

doubt ;that once that gite was sold and nailed down, it was agreed this

: The other change is in the firancing plan which increases the cost to
. catchup with the normal increase in construction to take care of the ‘
increased requirements and higher standards for the construction of McDowell
| Street. From the beginning this was just to be re-suxrfacing, the final

' decision was to widen it and improve it as it is being done at the present
. time. He stated there are other costs and increases which result from
~additional credits that the Redevelopment Commission has re-calculated in
| the light of more recent events, some credit flowing to the Governmental

| Center from the fact that the Post Office is going to be located just !
across the street and they are including this for technical reasons as part

of the Governmental Center in order to give the City more credit. All in
all, it does not increase the cost to the City beyond the amount of money

] that is presently in the proposed bond issue, which is $1.8 million.

§ Mr. Sawyer stated he has furnished a list of the changes with an explanatiod
© to the Council.

% No opposition was expressed to the proposed change in zoning.

' Councilman Tuttle moved the adoption of subject resolution, which was
. seconded by Councilman Short, and carried unanimously.

% The resolution is recorded in full in Resolutions Book 6, beginning at
. Page 348,

L
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i He stated to up~date it because in the architectural profession the words

ﬁ He advised the other change is in the grade of the pfoposed streets; there
- was a minimum grade of .5 of 1% and a maximum grade of 57 but because the

. specifications.

- My, Sawyer stated the other land use iérillustratedron the four méps which

. was not necessary to change the land uses. - The other change recommended is :

 would give the city a "pooling credit", a credit which would go over to

:'one being all park and the other being all commercial; since he was 1nvolve¢

¥
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HEARING ON ANENDMENT NO, 1 T0 THE REDEVELOPMENT PLAN, REDEVELOPMENT SECTION ;
NO. 4, BROOKLYN URBAN RENEWAL AREA, PROJECT NO., N.C. R-43. z |

Mr., Vernon Sawyer,.Executlva Dxrector of Redevelopment Commlssiqn, stated L
this project containg the area that has become known locally as 'blue
heaven"; that Council has been forwarded a list of the changes. That the e
first change is a change in the text, referring to the section where the EREE
Redevelosment Commission reserves the right to approve plans for development:
they are merely changing the wording there to up-date it and to clarify it.

concept drawings means more than schematic drawings, design development
plans clarifies preliminary plans and fipal coastruction plans substitutes
for final architectural and enginesring working drawings and specifications.

. That it is recommended by their architectural and plamning consultant, ‘ R

Dean Harlowe McClure, Dean of the School of Architecture at Clemson
University. On.the basis of his vecommendation and because they have
encountered some difficulty in interpretation of the kinds of plams they
receive at different stages, they recommend the changes.

State Highway Commission has found it necessary to increase the grades of
the off-ramp from the expressway to a maximum of 8%, they recommend that
change, together with a minimum of .8 of 17 to meet highway department

are included with the plan and legally form a part of it. He pointed out
the four maps and noted the uses to which the land. would be devoted.

Ll

He stated these maps illustrate the boundary, the pre&nt land use, the futur
land use and the proposed development scheme, titled Prelminary Site Plan. o
The land uses that were already listed in the plan permit parks, commercial j—
uses, office buildings and several other uses which have already been {
approved, - In order to develop this plan to any other particular scheme, it

change in the budget and in order to accomplish the scheme which is illus-
trated on the preliminary site plan, a combination of commercial land and |
park land -« the park land being dedicated for public use, all costs that are
necessary to improve it to create a lake, to grade and landscape the area

| would be creditable towards the city's 1/3 share of the project cost. The

present budget for this project is $900,539.00; to accomplish this scheme,
it would cost the city $883,469.00, that is below the origimal budget and

another project, of some $145,340.00,

Mr. W. Crutcher Ross, a local architect, reviewed -his ianvolvement with the
Blue Heaven Project., He stated some years agoe, as Chairman of Charlotte
Chamber of Commerce Beautification Committee; he worked very diligently to
see that this area of approximately 40 acres was converted as a park for

- the people of Charlotte., That his committee and the Chamber Board felt § e

this was a worthy project and a chance for a green finger parkland to

extend into the future Downtown Charlotte development. He stated a ,
resolution was passed unanimously by the Chamber Board backing this pro;ect

for a total park for the people. It was found the Independence Expressway ; —
System would eat up approximately 22 acres of public development; this being }g|
so, there were two strong factions pushing for development of this area, § ‘1!

with the Sugar Creek development with Alvin Groves and Associates, they
were asked to see how the development of blue heaven could relate to the
Sugar Creek Concept and te suggest a workable concept.- That they developed.
a concept te try to develop a plan whereby they could accomplish two thlngs.
fne, create 2 park atwosphere with open spaces and people places with |
asthetic values and two, establish a plan which would be attractive to !
commercial developers that would help to defray cost of .the land. If this |
design was approved by the Council and the Redevelopment Commission, they |
were directed to prepare a plan with this basic concept in mind, staying
within a budget of approximately $900,000.00. At the time, they were told



‘manmer to. get it out of the main park area with only 3.3 minutes walking

through, and just give the whole area a lot of excitement.

‘urges the Mayor and Council, as leaders of Charlotte, to do anything
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the Redevelopment Commission propesed to place the creek flowing through
the property into a concrete culvert, at a cost of approximately $500,000.0
Their approach then was to develop this park-like lake, dam, sidewalk
paving, etc., staying within the $§500,000.00.1imits.  Their estimates for
the lake area included: -(a) Excavation and Site Grading; (b) Concrete
Lining of the Lake; (¢) Dam and Watefall; (d) Pedestrian Bridges and
Walks, and Plazas. Their estimated cost was approximately $400,000.00;
this being so, they felt if the Redevelopment Commission had already
budgeted $500,000 for this sfream to be put into a concrete box, then we
were $100,000 under their budgeted estimate and they recommended the concep
which is before’ COuncil today,

(g

-t

Mr. Ross pointed out the Independence Expressway as it comes through the
property, taking up the land by the Post Office; there will be a ramp
off Independence Expressway coming across the road and back down by the
Post Office. That since Pearl Street Park is already located as a park,
they would extend the finger of park land through the blue heaven area
over to McDowell Street. He stated their concept at all times was a
compromise to give- the people of Charlotte as much park and open land as
possible,’ They proposed to place the lake, and at the same time place a
dam with approximately 20 feet of fall so there would be a dam and waterfaL2
to take the water back down to the existing Sugar Creek

Mr. Ross stated their concept was to take the whole area which.was. not
commercial sites - No. 4, No. 1 and No, 2 - would be envisioned as - *
parkland; with the lake beinhg a part of the parkland; they felt to get
interest in a park you have to have activity. They proposed small shop
type arrangements within the concept and within the lake area; some kind
of shop interest had to be introduced into this area so there was &iopping |
around the lake. That to:make the area accessible to the people, there
Should be parking. .So they put parking off McDowell Street inm such a

into the center of the whole project. They propose that each of ‘the
commercial developments have its parking at this point; and also at this
point more parking would be for the public, se that the citizens could
drive into the area and be able to shop in the area, to be able to mill

Mr, Ross stated their first concern was for a total park -in this area. .
which started with - his Committee in the Chamber of Commerce; the compromisec
solution presented was exactly that - the compromise for park, land and
commercial development, The Commission has now proposed a sclution based nc
on the original concept of :a completely open park but based on the ccmprom1°
that he has outlined - this compromise of a compromise disregards the .
original idea which was to provide a badly needed open park for the pe0p1e
of Charlotte. From what he can see the open spaces are not readily . . |
accessible for people who are not comnected with the commercial develoPment‘

- elimination of public parking deprives-the public of easy access. He

stated if this plan by the Redevelopment Commission is our only alternative,
then we need to restudy the whole area, and evaluate its use for more open
spaces and also for people places, - - .

Mrs,- Marie Wonsey, President of League of Women Voters, stated the League |

possible to see that we have park areas downtownj, that we are fortunate
to have downtown -acreage vacant and waiting to be developed into something
vital, exciting and stimulating to the downtown economy - a place resident
and visitors will want to wvisit. She stated we lost the Rose Garden to
highways; we lost the proposed zoo and the stadium area off. Irwin Creek and
West Trade to highways., This area was designated as a Park in the Master
Plan presented as part of the last bond issue. Now will we lose this area
too and face the danger of the people losing faith in future plans
presented to them? :That State Legislator Art- Jones said: 'We urge you
to reject the idea that our citizens are slavishly materialistic and-
insensitive to the deeper realities of better living. Charlotte is )
adding hourly to its fundamental tax base. But if we are not to build a

[




" €hé City about $900;000 or $1.0 million. These figures répresent 1/3 of |
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tax~based Frankenstein that will eventually destroy us, then let us give
balance to our lives by provxdlng for soul food, for beauty, for culture,
for delight of open space that can give us renewed faxth in our destiny
aud in ourselves."

Mrs., Wonsey stated parks cost too much only for cities that think small.
That parks, are an investment, the very best investment Charlotte c¢an make.g
They will pay unlimited leldends to us and to our children for years and
years to come.

Mr, Hugh Cesej, Attorney and former Assistant Solicitor of the Mecklenburg§
County Superior Court, stated his remarks will be aimed at two points - i

'{l}v-the cost of haV1ng a park and (2) the cost of not having z park.

He stated -some may say to dedicate the land to parks will cost a loss of
tax base. But it is not acreage that determlnes tax revenue but the use
of land; it is hard to imagine that sSubtracting 22 acres of vacant land
from hundreds of acres of vacant land, which lie in the center area of the!
City of Charlotte, will have any effect on the tax base. If the land is
not used for a park will it be used commercially? Why do not the
investors use the hundreds of vacant acres which surround this little 22
acre tract; if the area is suitable for a motel, why do not the investors
buy and finish the eyesore of a motel which lies between the creek and King:
Drive, along the border of this 22 acre tract. Is it logical when there
is literally hundreds of acres, all privately owned in the intercity of
Charlotte, that suddenly 22 acres will be developed commercially? Is

it not more logical that this 22 acres will remain vacant land, and if we
are lucky, may have a motel one day; or is it more likely that it will be |
carved up into bits and pieces and perhaps used as another car sales lot?

Mr. Casey stated thousands of peopie use Freedom Park every day; and these
people do mot all come by cars; you can See scores and scores of children i
coming - scme.on foot, some on bicycles - coming from quite a distance if
you judge by the ragged clothes many of them wear. That these children
should be considered. Some will ask how much the park will be used? He
asked of what use is a park and what are its pGSSlbllltleS in the years
and. generations to come? fThat he can counter with question of Old Ben
Frapnklin - "0Of what use is a new born baby?" Mr. Casey stated if this
land is used only as a park, it will cost the City approximately $2.0 .
million; if it is used as a park and water side development, it.will cest .

the actual cost; the other two-thirds being bornme by the federal government
That these flgures are all estimates but teo use this prlncipally as park
will cost the city approximately $1.0 to $2.0 million.

Mr, Casey stated turn the coin over and examine the other side - what will:
it cost the City of Charlotte if there is not. a park in the Blue Heavan '
area? What type of human enviornment will we choose in Charlotte? All of:
us in Charlotte want to live in-a clean, safe and pleasant enviornmental
neighborhood with a feellng of commnnity and gecurity; but is this the
kind of city we are to have? lel our city be. one where a handful of air
conditioned buildings rise like dead slabs, surrounded by thpusands of ’
acres of squalored residential areas, become chief commeycial distriects,
used car lots with the only green living plant life to be found in weed-
choked vacant lots filled with refuse and all this prinkled over with
empty beer &ans, broken bottles, and abandoned carg. - In this elty & maze
of highways wh1ch crosseross and breakups what neighborhoods once existed
so thet the whine and roar of traffic deadens the air while a fog of .
pollution chokes the lungs. That this cannot be Charlotte, but Charlotte
is already approaching this picture. What of those people who are trapped
in the City by lack of education or by the lack of money with the misery
of their existence being made more horrible by the knowledge there is 2z
better life; and this life is kept ever out of rveach. Imn this tale of ,
the cities, society breaks down; sovial disorganizatic: is the order of the
day, and crime increases at a fantastic rate. Cyrime is increasing at i




‘just a mere 22 acres but millions upon millions of dollars of once fine

‘crime? That Council has the power-to deétermine what kind of city €harlotte
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at four times the population growth. In Charlotte the ‘areas with the h1gh§
crime rate are to the west side, First Ward and beyond as the slums spread
out ever further. Wr. Casey stated he speaks from being a prosecutor in
Superior Court; and you can talk to any Detective and he can tell you
the same, Last year according to the budget, $4,294,990 was spent for
the Police Department; according to Superior Court Judge Allen Quinn,

in 1960 the expense of keeping one prisoner in jail was $1400 a year, -and
the cost of crime in North Carolina was $500 milliom., :

Mt. Casey stated if Charlotte is allowed to become like Chicago or Los
Angeles, we may likely have a riot - what does a riot cost. Just the
question alone evokes a scene of hundreds of thousands in a frenmzy. of
violence = killing, burning,looting; and all this is inflicted upon those
who can least protect themselves; those who have been condemned to live

in the city. He stated when the enviornment of the City becomes so inhuman

that the city becomes abandoned with block after block of decaying
buildings ,what happens? - The entire tax base of the city crumbles - not

real estate rots away. This is the cost of not having a park.’ Does the
park seem So éxpensive now; just a fraction of the cost of one year 5
operation of the Pollce Department.

Mr. Casey told of Sergeant Black, a policeman in Charlotte, who many years
ago started a small park just big enough for a ball field in North Carolina
and over a period of many years he met and coached the boys of one of the
roughest sectioms in Charlotte. How many boys he:kept from becoming -
¢riminals is not known; in-‘our society we only calculateé the losses and
not the gains when it comes to crime. That he is sure Serxgeant Black,
with his little park did more to prevent crime than any heavy~handed:
judge, presecutor or jail. That Sergeant Black saw a need and toock the
need to be his duty. Mr. Casey stated here the need of a park is clear.
He asked if it is Council's duty to answer that need? ‘He stated one 11tt1e
park will not change ‘our society - no-more than one Sergeant Black kept
our society free from' crime; but is not every Sergeant Black and every
park we can get needed? ; ‘

Mr. Casey coricluded by saying that we spent almost $5 million dollars to
catch criminals in Charlotte last year and we spend more millions to
house and feed them where¢ we turn them into even worse criminals. He
asked if a fraction of that amount cannot be spent for a park to prevent

will become’ and this décision is theirs and will indicate the course which
they wish to follow; the future lies withln their hands. _If the leaders
are without vision, the people perish, . C

Mrs. Rufus Jomes stated she is deeply interested in running a day care
center on the street alomg side Earle Village; the credit for starting
this belongs to the Welfare Department and Mr. Sawyer; they have 35
children and it is for them and their friends that she wants to make the
plea for a downtown park. The parents of these children lived in Blue
Heaven and Brooklyn and have migrated from force to the area of Earle
Village - they need a downtown park; the houses have everything except
good yards; they look out on little dark yellow clay yards. When they
cannot' stand the apartments another minute, they pick them all up and
take them to Freedom Park; they need a park downtown. Mrs. Jones stated
their older brothers and sisters bring the little children in the mornings
and pick them up in the aftermoons ~ that when school is out they stand |
arocund in little bunches in front of coca-cola places, in front of stores
or go in droves hunting something,they don't know what. They need a park.
She said they can furnish their children food, some safety, teach them how
to get along with each other and how to get along with others, but they
cannot give them a park. . .

145
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Mrs. Irene Haim presented the following four points in favor of turning
Blue Heaven into a park:

{1) An excerpt from a speech of Govermnor Luther Hodges at 2 C & D Board
'~ Meeting in Charlotte some years ago: 'Too often ugliness is a
by-product of mushroom growth; don't let this happen to Charlotte.
He stressed the importance of planning to make Charlotte one of the
‘most beautiful cities in America-as well as the largest in the
Piedmont Crescent. She stated a Blue Heaven park could be a step
in this direction. S . : ' :

(2 Mr. R, W. Gamble, another important visitor to Charlotte some years
- ago, commented very highly on the beauty of Charlotte and its:
surrounding area; that he was particularly impressed with the wealth |
of beautiful trees and Charlotte's preservation of them; that of
all the cities he had visited in the southeast nomne could overshadow
Charlotte's beauty; from & business standpoint, that Charlotte's
growth was responsible in a large degree for its amazing industrial
and residential growth since location desirability from a living
standpoing carries a lot of weight in- selecting sites for expanding
enterprises in both business and manufacturzng.

(3) Charlotte's lack of outward response to the Blue Heaven redevelopment§
project today has left the impression of disinterested public, She
stated they have made a poll which proves this is a false impression;

it alsc proves that Charlotteans almost 100% favor a blue heaven park.

The pell,although brief, repreésents a cross section of Charlotte and
they did not polil teenagers. :

(4) Iax-u1se. This beautiful area converted into a. downtown park could
be a far greater leng range asset than the limited number of small
non-goveynmental businesses that this area would accommodate,

Mrs, Haire stated if Charlotte cannot afford to develop the area right now.,

then why not earmark it for development at a later date: there is. not
anothef available Site in downtown Charlotte that comes close to blue
beaven as a beautiful and desirable site for a public park.

Mrs, Mary Gillett stated you come away from Mexico City thinking what a
beautiful city it is; and you think that because there are two parks :
beginning at the 400-year old City Hall and going up the beautiful street |
to the end of the city; that they do not worry about parking as they do
not have cars, and they get to these parks by the thousands every Sunday |
and holidays; they come on publie transportation and bring their families;
students come; tourists come and old people come just to sit out their
days - they enjoy the park., That Salt Lake City, Utsh has the most
beautiful trees she has ever seen, and it is because they care; they
brought water down from the mountains and irrigated it and along the
streets have a greater varity of hardwoods than any city in America has,

¥Mrs, Gillett stated Abbott Park which was given to Charlotte as a gift is
suddenly gone and is going under concrete. That a year or so ago the

papers had an article about our leaders going to San Antonio, Texas; that :

she was delighted as she thought there is a riverno bigger than Sugar
Creek, and think what we could dc for Charlotte with that; but somethxng
happened they got the two trips, but we did not get the park.

That” she thinks the City owes the people something for taking the roses
and trees and turning them into highways. She stated they are also owed

compensation for Earle Village - that drab, tree-less area that sticks out

like a sore thumb right in the middle of Dawntown. That she does npot-
‘know why housing must always end 2 blight, :

She stated the Council works hard; it gives a good govermment, an honest
government and spends long hours, and it is appreciated, but she asked
that one more thing be given - "glve ug a littie space, a 11tt1e beauty
downtown, ™'




-we do not have in Charlotte, He stated Council has this burden to

-opponents to a park that promises had been made to place the land back on
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Councilman Short stated for the record that the Council Members pald their

own expenses to San Antonio.

Mr. Jaek Pentes, Designer, stated last night and. this morning the world
and mankind, for a rare moment in history, were united, witnessing a
single act. In the Sea of Tranquility om the surface of the moon, all
mankind felt closer seeing our astromauts there. Mr. Pentes requested
Council to set aside the plans that have been discussed today, and to

appoint md fund adequately a special commission to explore the question of

blue heaven and to include on that Commission, an architect, member of
the Park and Recreation Commission, attorney, banker, member of the

- Redevelopment Commission, representative from the Chamber of Commerce,
minister, doctor, teacher, writer, musician and. an artist, and charge this

group of citizens with studying. this question and presenting to Council
for its consideration;. a.plan, or alternate plan, for turning the entire
blue heaven area into a.park, He requested further that Council so move
that this park be called "Tranquility Park", for tramquility is a state
of being; it :dis to have a quieting effect; he requested further that the

Mayor communicate with .the President of the United States and request from

him at the conclusion of the.use of our scientist a.portion of the moon
surface to enshrine in the Park Tranquility to be located in the blue
heaven area of our city.

Mr. Peter Gerns Attorney, stated he does not think there should be a
need to debate th1s subject of a park; that many people think Charlotte
is a city without soul; he asked that this-not be proven right; our
standard of living is not a high standard of living; it depends on what y¢
count - whether you count television sets, bath tubs or automobiles or
whether you count the mode of living in the way of life., That we in
Charlotte have not that much to be proud of. He mentioned Tivoli Park

in Copenhagan, Emglish Park in Munich, and the-parks of Canton, Ohio

and stated they were built by far-sighted men who knew that someday

the citizens of those cities needed those few spaces .of recreation, which

provide this city with this park regardless of cost, and he joins with
Mr. Pentes in saying this matter should be re-submitted.to a committee
of Council's creation to be re-studied to where it can become a useful
park,

Also sPeaklng for the park was Mr. George. Cole, a de51gner and Mr. Tommy
Robinson, representative of the Inter-City Residents Committee.

Councilman Tuttle stated back in 1965 he discovered blue heaven' it was

a shamble of run-down houses, old cans and filth; but with the filth
there was potential beauty for there were trees, greenry, rolling land
and a little stream winding its way through Weeds, old tires, garbage and
debris of every description; it was worthless looking land, and now

four years later it is apparently still worthless, conslderlng the lack
of interest in it. Back in 1965 there.were those who joined him

in thinking it was extremely valuable land if put to its best use - a
park, a place for people, a place of beauty, a preservation of -open space
too swiftly disappearing in the metropolitan area; it was argued by

the tax books by turning.it over to .commercial development. Now years
keep rolling by with little interest being shown by these developers. -
Further the picture has changed dramatically in the years since urban
renewal came along; Charlotte is ready to burst at its seams and make
the necessary concrete plans for the preservation of some open space
before we wake up to asphalt and grime. In October,:1965, he proposed
that some &% acres of blue heaven area be converted to a park; blue
heaven had dwindled to 22 acres, and now it is down to 18; its value .
has been put from many millions of dollars down to some three hundred odd
thousand dollars = apparently it is not worth very much.

i
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Councilman Tuttle:stated on last January 27th, this Council approved a
plan whereby we might have a ilittle cake and eat it too. The plan was
to allow nine acres to be converted into a park and the remaining land
developed commercially. It was hoped that the park atmosphere would
enhance the value of the commercial land to the extent that the increased

- ~yalue would partially, if not fully, offset the park project, and it
was to be & real park. It included z parking area, lake, beautiful
dam and waterfall; it comtained walks, people-oriented shops and room
for recreation. That was the compromise - from 44 acres down to nine.
But this plan before Council today propeses four things. One, reduce
the park again, this time to 7 acres. Two, eliminate all pubLlc parking,
Three, cut out the beautiful dam and waterfall. Four, wind up with a
parklike atmosphere with little value to:anyone except the commercial

. developers. It will not be park for the people as was the intent of thi
Council when it adopted the present concept. The park would cost money,
"~ but not $1,386,000 as reported in the Charlotte Observer on July 17;
nor $883,468 referred to the plan of the Redevelopment Commission,. but
$864,073 for the former and $361,542 for the latter. Someone keeps
forgetting that based on the current valuations the c¢city is going to
have o pay -approximately $521,927 as its 1/3 share of the loss in
this project. In other words take $521,927 off park estimates =~ that
is already gone, it is already spent. The Redevelopment's escavation
estimates for the seven acres of park are $55,000 higher than those
furnished by our consulting engineer and given him by two different
Charlotte construction firms; they are $20,000 higher on bridges; they
“Have included $100,000 for water filteration system, said to he
- unpecessary by our engineer; and they have added $30,000 for culverts
-not called for by our engineer., The total questionable difference is
$205,000 and entirely too much for either set of figures to be assumed
-ecorrect at this time. That no one needs to-tell him of the acuteness
of the financial problems we face; and no one needs to tell him there
are priorities to face; nor does anyone need to tell him that 20 years
of no real action on the part of this city to provide substantial open
land for the future is not too long.

w

Councilman Tuttle moved that the Mayor appoint a committee composed of
" an architect, and lawyer and of a character mentionsd by Mr. Pentes:and
they be asked to work with the Redevelopment Commission and come back
to Council in 60 days with a proposal for the use of ali the blue heaven
‘land’ ~ if in the meantime a private developer comes along with an offer
that will give us some sort of cake and eat it too plan, then we can
- re~evaluate the whole situation. Councilman Alexander seconded the
motion with the following amendment ~ "that this Committee be composed i
of representatives of the poor, both black and white."  Councilman Tuttle
' accepted the amendment and the motion carrled unanlmously. -

HEARING ON AMENDMENT ‘NO. 1 TO THE REDEVELOPMENT'PLAN, REDEVELGPMENT
SECTION NO. 5, BROOKLYN URBAN RENEWAL ARFA, PROJECT NO, N. C. R-60.

The public hearing was held on the subject amendment.

-..Mr. Vernon Sawyer, Executive Director of the Redevelopment Commission,
stated this is a hearing on a project for which there is already an
approved plan; this is an amendment to that plan. The plan consists of
a text change and five maps which arve illustrated on boards in the Councx‘
Chamber. ;

‘ mﬁre

Mr. Sawyer stated a change in the text is recommended o wdate and make/

understandable certain references in the plan that the Redevelopment |

Commission requites to be approved before deeding the land. They are |

¢hanging the references, schematic drawings, preliminary plans and final




‘make it a fairly plausible suggestion.

- was seconded by Councilman Thrower.

. N. C. R-80.
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architectural and engineering drawings and specifications to concept
drawings, design development plans and final construction plans. They
recommend that the financial plan be changed to. reflect the increased :
use of the land for expressway right-of-way. By virtue of this increased
use the return or the res2le value of the land is higher because the
Redevelopment Commission re-imbursed that cost for any land that goes
into expressway rights-of-way. This results in a slight reduction in
the net project cost to the city; therefore, the City's one-third share
does reduce by some $6,000.00. Mr. Sawyer stated they recommend that
the changes be approved. C : : :

Mr. Summer Dxaper, Architect, asked the Council to consider a portion

of Section 5 for much needed public housing; that he is a member of

the Housing Committee of the American Institute of Architects in -

North Carolina, and has taken some time to-look into the housing situatio
here in Charlotte, He stated he has come to the conclusion that this
portion of Section 5 is a good location for public housing. That the
Independence Expressway borders Section 5 and in effect creates a barrier
s0 that you have only McDowell Street as a good access to this. property; |
there is a topography situation that would create an expensive site
development cost in development for commercial property; there is a :
creek running parallel to Vance Street and the difference in elevation |
is somewhere between 12-15 feet., Mr. Draper proposed that public housing
be considered in here which could accommodate approximately 60 units -
much needed unlts. : o -

]

Councilman Short suggested that Mr. Earle Gluck of the Housxng Authority,
and Mr. Oliver Rowe of the Master Plan on Low Income Housing, Mr. Ray
King and Mr. Vernon Sawyer of the Redevelopment Commission consider the
suggestion from Mr. Summer Draper and stated it is commendable that a
private citizen, an architect, comes to a public hearing and volunteers
a suggestion- llke this te ug, giving the topographical details which

Councilman Short moved that this matter be referred to the Redevelopment
Commission, Housing Authority, and Mr., Oliver Rowe's Committee and ask
them to advise Council in due course about the suggestion. The motion

Councilman Alexander stated he would like to second the motion by saying
he is highly enthused over what has just been heard; it has been his
contention for years to give consideration to Brooklyn 5 in this regard;
that he is happy to know that a private citizen has been so concerned,
who is knowledgeable in this field, and has taken his time to come
before us and state there is a possibility that housing can be placed
in this area, This is highly needed and can be an asset to all the
loveliness of the park and if parks are not for people, who are they for?
That people like this can benefit from parks and this-will be offering
an opportunity to break out of this bind we are in for locations for
low cost housing property.

The vote was taken on the motion and carrled unanlmously.

HEARING ON REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR PROJECT NO N. C R-SG DOWNTOWN
URBAN RENEWAL AREA. -

The scheduled hearlng was held on the Redevelopment Plan for Project

Mr. Vernon Sawyer, ExEGutlve Director. of the CommlsS1on, stated this
hearing  is on the proﬁésed redevelopment plan for Project N. C. R-80,
referred to as the DowWntown Urban Remewal Project. It is included in
the Neighborhood Development plan and it has not been approved; it has
been on display in the office of the City Manager for the past three
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‘pubilc hearlnﬁ.

‘set forth in the master plan for downtown and in conformance with the

_.copmercial uses are office buildings, retail stgres and shops, motels
~ and hotels, and other tourist housing facilities, wmulti-family dwellings,

- historical restoration area - called Independence Park. It is intended

- 6f Fourth and Trvom, and nroperty owned by the railroad that lies
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weeks, and has been on display in the Redevelopment Commission's office
for a longer nerlod of tlme, as the Redevelgpment Commission has had its

Y. Sawyver stated the plan consists of a text and five maps which are P
illustrated in the Ceuncil Chamber t»"wv. The preliminary site plan is I
merely an illustrative plan and is not a final plan; you cannot illustrate o
all the uses permitted within the redevelopment plan, but illustrated

on the site plan are certain selected ones that merely show the project _
can be developed and tied into another plan that is proposed for the :

adjacent area. The boundaries are Trade Street on the north, Brevard

Btreet on the gast, Fourth Street on the south and Tryon‘Street on the
west. All of the urban renewal plans, ohbjectives and types of renewal
actions prcposad are in accordance with the ceneral concept and objective

long range plans for the City of Charlotte as a whole. The Plannin~
Cormission has revicied the nlan and annroved it. '

Mr. Sawyer stared some of the permittéd uses within the project area and
certain public usas are permltted - churches, police and fire statioms,
utilities, -public or private,- civic centers, auditoriums, meeting halls, |
exhibition halls, galleries, governmental offices, parkine areas, parking
structures, historical sites and monuments. Some of the uses under

parking structvres, recreational facilities, eating establishments, certain
services including barber shops, terminals for bus or taxi services.
Included are certain controls covering land use, land coverage and
population density. .

. Mr. Sawyer stated it 'is the intention of this plan that the redevelopment G
of all areas to be cleared shall include a commen space reserved for :

pedestrian traffic which will be in the form of a mall or extended plaza ‘
and shall be made to comnnect with the common space of each adjoining block.
This is the basic concept of the plan and is intended to operate both
vertically and horizontally. They provose that within the three block
area - in the key block bounded by Tryon Street that 25 percent of the
land area be reserved for this common space which will include a proposed

hat this common space between the ad161n1na blocks shall be connected
by. pedestrﬂan bridres provided by and a cost to the project. The
pedestrian bridres will cross the streets - College Street in particular
and Fourth Stréet, which separates this project fram the adjoining
project, :

lle stated certaln easements are raserved for utllltles, nuisances are
prevented signs are controlled, off street parking is requlred off
street loading and unloading space is required. provision for air space
above the public right of way, a landscaping requirement and total block
design requirement which ‘the Redevelopment Commission will review and
approve; the concept drawings, design and development nlans and final

construction plans will be submitted and approved bv the Redevelopment

Commission prior to the conveyance to any redeveloner. They propose
that these provisions be for a duration of 20 years. The only property ' —
excluded within the three blocks, or intended to be excluded from ‘ : R
'acqulsltlon, is the Home Federal Savings and Loan Building on the corner | i

betweén theé block bounded by Trade, Cerch, College, Brevard and Fourth
Street.

Mr. Sawyer stated certain obligations will be imposed on the redevelopers
when the land is sold. These 1nclude, but are not limited, to devoting

the narcels owned by thev to the uses sper.lfied in the plan, to <
dl’igently process the constructlon .arreed upon in the disposition contract
and to berin and cowplete these improvements within a reasonable time as
determined by the contract . to maLe no changes in the improvements after
the connletlon of the c0nstructlon that are not in conformlty with the




~alike to be relocated in an appropriate, alternate location, and where

‘and the Downtown Area, Greenville, First Ward and the Irwin Park project;

- effect, we are talking about throe separate categories..

is almost no chance the City of Charlotte could have the railroad moved;
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plan; to not effect or execute any agreement, lease or conveyance or
other instruments whereby any parcels in the area are restricted upon
the basis of race, religion, color or national origin in the sale, lease
Or OCCUpPAancy; not assign contract rights or to sell or otherwise
transfer the land prior to the completion of the improvements without
the approval of the Redevelopment Comm1551on.

Underground utilities will be required with the cost to be borne by
the redeveloper; there are no families or individuals living in the
project area; therefore, there is no redevelopment plan for families .
or individuals., There is a redevelopment plan for the businesses to be
displaced in the project area, and in accordance with that plan, they
will give every possible assistance to the merchants, owners and tenants

possible give them every opportunity to return to the project area.’
However, this is a matter regulated by state law and is a matter over
which they have little control,

Mr. Sawyer stated there are no proposed zoning changes as the zoning is |
appropriate as it exists; the proposed estimated cost will result in

a gross project cost of §5, 676,010; the resale value of the land is
estimated -at $1,920,000, leaving a net project cost of $3,756,010, with
that cost to be borne ome third by the City and two thirds by the federal
government, The City's ore third share is $1,252,003, and this is propasec
to be almost entirely in cash as there are very few site improvemsnt costs
they can anticipate in the first year under the Nelghborhood Development
Program., e

E

He stated there is a paragraph relative to changes in the plan, The plan
can be modified at any time. It takes the approval after the sale of
land of the property owuers, and approval of the governing body and the
Redevelopment Comm1351on.

Councilman Thrower asked how many of the proposed recommendations of the
four items today will be held up if Council does not approve this? Mr.
Sawyer replied this will be the third; that seven projectd are included
‘in the Neighborhood Development Program - the three Brooklyn projects

that the three Brooklyn projects are inter-related and to his mind the
Irwin Park, Greenville and First Ward are 1nter-re1ated as they are in |
the Model Nelghborhood the Downtown area is separate and apart. So, in

Councilman Short stated the Neighborhood Development Program locks
together various urban renewal projects; he asked if Council can pass
the resclution authorizing the filing of a Neighborhood Dévelopment Progra
Application in view of the fact that Council has not made a disposition
of Section 4 and Section 57 Mr. Sawyer replied yes; it just means they
will have to go back and modify the applicatxon as they presently propose
it to conform to what Council has approved, which will take _some
add1t10na1 time,

Mr, Stan Kornfeld, Attorney representxng certain interested parties in
this project; stated he is present to ask Council not to approve the
plan in its present form; that it works an unfair advantage on certain
companies. If the City Council adopts the plan and tears down two or
three blocks in the downtown area, asks 40-50 businesses to move out, yo
must be certain that it will be a success. 1In order to do this, he .
believes that certain changes must be made in the plan. He referred to
one of the maps which shows a department store, and although it has
been explained that this is not the way it has to be, there is a rallroad
that runs underneath where the department store is on the lower half oE
the plan, That attorneys have advised the Redevelopment Commission there

o

so there is a problem with the railroad running through the middle of th?
project; thlS project beglns at a level with Tryon Street, and it stays |
at that elevation all the way to Brevard Street; this means at Brevard
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‘railroad %o take their property. This property was not acquired through

' Street either has to agree to sell his land to the Redevelopment Commission

. expedite the matter rather than having a test case which would have been

? They felt through cooperation that thig would be the best procedure, and

‘problems involved here. You cannct deal with an agency having the right
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Street the pedestrian level of walking might be 30~40 feet high. That
something has to be done with regard to the railroad. Possibly the railroa
would agree that we could build something to enclose it because apparently
we cannot have a beautiful downtown area and still have the ugly site of

~ the railroad tracks crossing over Trade and Fourth Streets..

Mr. Kornfeld stated within this area are two portions which are excluded;
they are in the plan, but the land is not toc be acquired by the
Redevelopment Commission. One is the Home Federal Savings and Loan

‘Building; that he does not contend the building is not up~to-date - it is

a beautiful building and it would meet the standards of this pian,

However, the railroad not conly has a right-of-way for its tracks in the
preoject area, it has certain property which is used as parking; this

property is on the north and south sides of the tracks; alsc, there is

a coal distribution point of some sort right next to a parking area near §
the fish market, which is owned by either the Southern Railway or the Sea- |

board Airline Railroad. This property is being used by public utilities

for private purposes; it would appear unfair to ask 40-50 businesses to
move fo re~vitalize the downtown area and at the same time not ask the

eminent domain - this property was acquired through purchase and it is ot
being used for railroad purposes but for-a parking lot for the citizens
of the City of Charlotte. That it seems to him the railroad would have to |
give up its property also. That Mr. X" who has his business on Trade ?

or the property will-be taken through emipent domain. The railroad can
sit tight; they do not have to agree to amything as under the plan their
property is mot to be acquired. So the property is now cleared all around |
the railroad's vacant landi the property goes up in value and by sitting
tight, their property has gone up in valoe, He stated he cannot explain
this to & property owner who has to give up his land; why could not the
property owner sit tight also, and agree that he would rebuild his property
just like the railroad will have to do, He stated he believes this unfair
and that the railroad's property could be taken that was acquired by
purchase « at least it should be attempted, After this is done, then

he thinks the plan will be :fair. If the Redevelopment Commission looks
into this and then tdkes steps to include the railroad property mot being
used for railvoad purposes in the project plan, then it will be a fair
plan dnd there will be a greater chance for success. -

Mr. Tom CreaSy, Attornay for the Redevelopment Commission; stated they

are very much aware of the comments Mr. Kornfeld made; that he is sure
the City Attorney is also aware that the Commission has been in touch with
the Southern Railroad for a number of years; a great dezl of research was
done on the legal mechanics of an attempt to condemn the property of an
agent having the right of eminent doman, and it was concluded that through
the cooperation, with and from, the Southern’ Railrcad that they would

involved if they attewpted to condemn or to take property of an agent

having the right ‘of eminent domain through the courts; that it was his
recommendation to the Redevelopment Commission that they attempt in any
way possible to receive the cooperation of the Southern Railroad which is
the agent having the right of eminent domain. That the courts bear him
out in decisions on this, and they proceed in this fashimwhich they have
been doing; they are very ‘much aware of Mr. Kornf&ld' . reservations.,

he believas the City Attorney's office is in agreement; that the Southern
Railroad -as well as the Redevelopment Commission are much aware of the

of eminent domain in this State as you can with private citizens,
I

Mr. Creasy Stated:he has talked with Mr. Kornfield and has attempted to
explain the situation as he has to a pumber or private owners in the area.
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. Commission.

. take a more studied look at the proposed plan of development of the

change, they wish to convey their serious concern. It would be tragic if

. been assured that major expenditures were-earmarked by bond vote to help

. that has been overlooked inthe first phase pro;ectlon. Although the

'zloss by small businessmen affected by progressive constructlon programs.
They submit that now in the first phase of the Greenville Renewal program

 shopping center somewhere near Oaklawn and Statesville Avenue where the
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Mr. Elo Henderson asked if the approval of this plan will have any relatjion-
ship to the approval of the filing of the NDP application? Mr, Sawyer
replied the Downtown Project . is included in the Neighborhood Development
Program. Mr. Creasy stated if Council elects today to approve the filing
of the NDP application, it does not mean that the changes as recommended
by the Council Wlll not have to be considered by the Redevelopment

Reverend Robert Shirley stated they are present teday to urge Council to

Greenville area than is now recommended through the NDP program. It is
their understanding that over $14.0 million, for which Charlotte has
already qualified, will be turned back to the federal government so that
Charlotte can then participate in another program NDP. By giving up

the money earmarked for Greemville and First Ward, Charlotte will be abl
to include the downtown renewal program., Another alleged reason for the
switchover is that instead of having to find relocation housirg for many
scores of families, remewal areas can be developed block by block or
small area by small area.- Whatever the priority reasons for making the |

L

under the NDP program, work forged ahead in the development of downtown
Charlotte and no tangible projects were begun in Greenville and First Ward.
For sometime,.the citizens of these communities have been meeting and have

renew these areas. Continued delay and re-direction of the emphasis
could not help but disappoint the people of these communities...That som
may say that even though NDP funds may be diverted to the downtown areaj
work in Greenville and First Ward will be initiated through Model. Cities
fund,  They submit that the Model Cities program is fine, but it is not
operative yet. Renewal progams of the magnitude needed in Greenv1lle and
First Ward far transcend the budget presently available to the Model.
Cities to work in the area of housing and community development. In their
opinion Model City funds, if they are proposed to be used in Greenville |
and First Ward are not a worthy substitute for what was promised Greenvillle
and First Ward residents, The second and really major reason they are
present today is becuase of other information - namely; that the first
phase of work to commence in Greenville will be a small area in the .
southern part of the area bounding the railroad tracks and the!procede ;
towards Oaklawn Avenue. He stated this is a good area to begin as it is
void of any housing. .That. they would like to submit to Council an item |

"3

program projects in its first phase the redevelopment of houS1ng, it
provides no program for the businesses of the area of which there are
approximately 130. This is a significant - ommission.

Reverend Shirley stated in the Brooklyn Progect the entlre area was
totally demolished and located in the area were numerous small bu51nesses.
No- programs whatsoever were included in any -phase of the renewal enterprise
to-deal with. the businessmen's property, other than a few hundred dollars
for moving expenses. As a result many . of the Brooklyn businessmen are not
in business today; it was 1mp0931b1e for them to adjust in 2 new locatiop,
develop new clients and at the same time remain solvent., If the purpose
of renewal programs is to help rather than to hinder social and economic
upgrading such a travesty of errors should not be repeated in further
renewal programs, and every effort should be tade to prevent economic

it is not too early to 1nc1ude a carefully planned program of assistance
to the small businessmen of Greenvxlle.L, :
Reverend Shirley stated their dream is the establishment of a large

businessmen of the area may relocate their businesses, or if not relocate,
then share in the profits of such a center if they choose to invest their

153
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| they have waited for a long time; the community is rapidly falling apart;

and they not know what the state of the economy will be next year. He

it now; they want a place for. their people to live in the Greenville area,

. have to get out and help our Fire Department and Pelice Department put aut |
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monies in it. He stated right now they have the personnel in the black
community to imitiate such a project. They urge that in any first phase
proposal for the development of housing in Greenville, there be included
the acquisition of land to initiate a shopping center in Greenviile,
developed, owned and operated and managed jointly by the businessmen and
residents of the area, :

Reverend James Frieson, a Minister in the Greenville Communlty, stated he |
was on the committee that first asked for redevelopment in this community;
it was said by the Plamning Coumission and others that they were the

first community to really ask for urban renewal in their community; they
are concerned about urban renewal and want progress for the entire city
but they do not want at this time to be given a bill of goods by anyone;-

people are movipg into their areas and now they come up with the NDP
program, He stated the people in the Greenville Community do not fully
understand what the NDP program is all about, He asked Council to delay
its approval until the program. is fully explained to the residents of
‘Greenville and First Ward and other areas; -they need to support all action
in the community, but they want to understand what they are supporting;
they do not want $14.0 million ta be given back to the federal government

stated they want Greenville to be developed and they want it now and need

and they are askiug Council to delay the NDP program untill the communities
have a full understanding of what it is and how it will affect them.

Reverend Newberry, Minister of Brandon Presbyterian Church, stated he comes
in opposition to the Neighborhood Development Program because several month
ago the-citizens of Greenville area were asked to propose to the Redevelop-
ment: Commission plans to upgrade their community that would bring about & |
better livlihood in the Greenville Area. He stated he is getting tired of

~having to chase rats and other things from the church property. That they

have held meetings with Mr, Sawyer and his staff and they have heen .
promised the things they have so long hoped and worked for; he urged
Council not to consider the proposal at this time. . A §

Mrs. RuthaStaton, member of-the.Mbde1,Cities Commission, stated she is
concerned about the neighborhoods, the delay and the wait;.that the

people have been meeting for a long time and since they are having a meetir
in the neighborhood tomorrow night she asked Council to delay any actiom
until this is explalned to the people.

Mr . Charles Black stated Redevelcpment cane 1nt0 the F1rst Ward Area, and
in the Greenville area when he worked with Model Cities, and now they
come up with another promise. Charlotte is the All-gmerica City, and now |
it is becoming the all federal program. He stated they want to see Charlot
move forward and want to be a part of it; that poor people have been
promisad for the last 32 years of his life, and now they come up with the
downtown area plans where they have to give back money to the federal
__Bovernment; they feel it is not fair and it is not fair to the First Ward
area to come into their area with urban renmewal and all the other federal
programs and promise them and then tell them a few weeks later that,the ‘
only thing they can do is to give the momey back to the federal_government§
to build downtown.. . He asked Council to congsider its promise before we ]

fires that we did not start in the beginning; this is what Charlotte i&
ieading up to; all over the state everybedy is doing something but
Charlotte, - JEE . o - . .

Mr, Joe Faulkmer, representative of First Ward, stated they are behind
the delay of the WDP as they know they.already have $14.0 million for the

‘Greenville and First Ward Avea. Why not spend it and start work on it

without changing rules and putting in something different? What they nead
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is for people to realize what these communities want without a lot of
new ideas when they know that what they need to do now is to build the
communities back and not leave it 1ike Brooklyn. e : :

— Mr. Faulkner stated it was said the Mayor and two other gentlemen went
s to Atlanta to visit HUD; that as a member of First Ward he would like to
i know what was learned there? Mayor Belk replled they have not been yet,
o . but they do plan to go for Model Citles.

Mr. Joseph Carter, Representative of First Ward Area, stated he would
like to say whether or not they support this new program; but in First |
Ward it is almost impossible to do so because they do not know what it is
all about; that they were also under the impression that the Mayor, Mr.
Jones and othiers went to Atlanta to find out whether or not-we could hold
the $14.0 million and also go the NDP route., This is one of the questions
they have been asking without any answer., Alsc, they want to know
whethér or not if they go the NDP route the areas can be extended. Alseo,
they want to know whether or not they could use the $14.0 million and later
on go the route of NDP. These are the questions they have asked in Pirst
Ward., There have been people out thew to give them a little light on the
NDP program but they do not fully understand it yet. Mr. Carter stated |
they alsc ask the delay of 'a decision now to give them a chance te under—
stand the program and later maybe they can come back and tell Counc11
whether or not they approve or disapprove the program. -

Mr. Sawyer stated ‘most of the comments we have just llstened to come:as |
a result of misunderstanding of what the Neighborhood Development Prog:ram
really is. 'He stated this program grew out of the great frustration -
around the country over the high bound regulations of HUD that prevented
early action in urban renewal project area. Under the conventional -
urban renewal programs, you go through the long planning process and at
the end of that process get local approval and other. approval of plans
and you cannot turn a finger to execute the plans under the conventional
approach. Under the NDP program one of the- incentives offered the city
is more flexibility in being able to do something while the planning is
going on. Under this program you do not have to file an application

and stand in line with the rest of the country and wait for wmonths. If
we go the conventional route on the First Ward- it will probably be-18° month:
planning and getting approval for those plans before the first piece of
property can be bought. Under the NDP while the planning is going ahead
they begin to buy property in those areas where they are fairly sure of |
what the land use is going to be and where they knew that the plans are
already rather definite as far as the Planning Commission and general
plans are concerned. In essence, the Neighborhood Development Plan permits
you to go ahead, but it converts you to a year-to-year funding basis
rather than a guaranteed funding period for the life of a project.
However, going the year-by-year funding route, they expect to get more
money that will be given under the conventlonaI route.r

Mayor Belk stated it is obvious that a better Job should be done in

getting the informaticn before the people as they do not understand what
the problems are or what has been done;-that time should be spent in ;
getting the information to them. Mr. -Sawyer replied he agrees; that' they
have been planning with the people in the Greenville area for months; they
have had many meetings. That the Neighborhood Development Program is a
Bl new concept, and they have explained it in meetlngs out there - they have
L not held a meeting’ in First Ward as yet. ' o

_Councilman Alexander stated with what was heard today, it is. clearly
understood that Council should take some action that will relive some of
the problems that exist, and that will relieve some:of the ¢onfusion -
that exists regardless of how it came about. That all must admit with
all the various programs we have attempted to initiate, there is room for
confusion when'you have explanation attempted from so many different ‘
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sources, That perhaps this is as good an opportunity as any to do what
has been suggested today -~ that Council defer approval of this plan and
ask that an immediate public meeting be set up for people in these
areas to attend and have the proper sources there to explain all of our
. problems about these programs once and for all - there may be some whe 5
still do not understand but at least an opportunity has been presented ’ -
where everyone concerned can attend, and the proper persons will be '
there to discuss all the various facets of these programs and explain
them so there will uet be misunderstanding from that point om,

Councilman Alexander moved that Council defer any furkther approval until
it can have this public meeting so the people in these communities .
involved cap attend and the proper sources be there to give sxplanation
of all these programs as they stand now within the next two weeks. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Withrow,

Mr. Sawyer stated the proposal today is a resolution authorizing the
Redevelopment Commission to file an official application with HUD for
approval of the Neighborhood Development Program that includes the
listed projects; this is not a public hearing on the Neighborhood
Development Program. One will have to be held at the time HUD approves
the application -and before a contract .is executed; that this may be
30-60 days before HUD reaches that point. If in the meantime, they can
accomplish the meeting and the explanation proposed, he asked if thaf would
be satisfactory? Councilman Alexander replied he is addressing his

- proposal to the questions that have been raised this afterncon; that we
8tick a pin in it now and have this publxc meeting before doing
anything. That he thinks it is better to do it in that fashion; that
they need to be told the philosophy of the change in administration
that brought this about. This cacnot be done today and it is important T
that the people.are satisfied and understand not from someone who comes E
from some facet of either of these programs to tell them - the more that
is dome the more confused the people are. That he thinks the heads of
all these programs should be present at this meeting and do the explaining L

Gounczlman-élexander stated 1t if more importani to have qommon-under~
standing especially with the people who are involved than anything else;
if Council -approves anything today and finds it has not solved the
problems of understanding as they exist today, Council has not accompl1shec
anything, and cammot move forward.

Councllman Short stated 1f we delay filing the application, will we lose
priority on federal funds in welation to other cities? Mr. Sawyer
replied there:is no question about it, we will; ‘that is why they have
been running as hard as they cap with this program; other cities that
get their applications in first, get a priority on the funds; it is a
€irst come, first served basis. Councilman Short stated if the applicatior.
- is filed and we get priority, we still have complete latitude to set it
aside or change it, do we not? Mr. Sawyer replied we have that apportunlty
at the time the contract is offered; it will be more awkward at that time,

but you still have an opportunlty as that is the reason for the.pub11c
hearing. .

Councilman Alexander asked if it i{s not true in a sense that we have no | -
way -of determining how fast we get the money as far as that -case is j i

- concerned when we must bear in mind that we have to have a further hearing Fo
-and we can reach ‘the same point of confrontation where we are headed now T
wnich would delay everything. He asked if wé are mot. in better shape if
-8 temporary delay today -assures an understandable agreement when we come
up to .the final hearing; that he thinks a two weeks delay today would be
- more jmportant than- g delay that could grow out. of confrontation from lack
of common- understandlng. That he is trying to resolve 1t before.

b -




Councilman Thrower asked Mr. Sawyer if he can expedite.this and get it

but their concern”is where  they-are-on the list once NDP is approved.

~in any form or fashion under the change that would take place under a

‘but he doubts there is full understandlng about the general program.

4Reverend Henderson stated Mr. Sawyer sald himself that according to the

not get anything; this is why Greenville will not have priority. That he
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Councilman Whittington stated the next jitem on the agenda has to do with
the filing of the application for NDP which includes the seven urban |
renewal areas; he asked if this means we are taking Project & out' of this
item? - Mr. Sawyer replied no; it means they will change their proposal :
that is included in the NDP application for Project 4 from a plan appro%ed
today as proposed to one that will continue in planning, and be presented
later as a proposed amendment; they add to the NDP application a planning
period for Project No. 4 and in the case of Project 5,-they would have to
do that also because housing is not permitted under the present plan as
a land use.

Councilman Thrower stated if Council would go ahead and approve all these
items, and at a later public hearing it could come back and male any
changes that would suit to ansSwer these questions. - If it is delayed
today it simply places us at a3 lower priority down the ladder, and we
stand a chance of losing some of the funds and some of the priorities.
He asked if this is correct? Mr. Sawyer veplied that is correct; if
you really anticipate change other than the changes in Project 4 and
Project 5, already wade,and propose that major changes be made in First
Ward and Greenville at the time of the public hearing, then it might
save time by delaying the application now, It is a question of whether
saving time mow is more important than getting some priority on the money;
that he does not know what priorltles would bhe galned if the appllcatlon
is submitted earlier.

done within the two weeks time? Mr. Sawyer: replled they W111 certainly;
try. :

Reverend Paul Leonard stated one of the resident's questions was on
priorities. According to the present plan, Greenville and First Ward
have been approved; that he hears the question asked, if under NDP they
are still first-in line, or does the downtosn devélopment become the first
priority for the city. That one of the real questions - is what is the
priority under NDP. That they understand the program rather clearly

‘Councilman Alexander stated in Atlanta when the idea of NDP came up,
he was present, and he raised the question of the movement of Greenville

new proposal, They were assured Greenville would tiot be moved; that
the records will show that he raised the same question and it was agreed
that Greenville would not be moved from top priority in this program
even if we went under NDP. If anyone has said it will be moved in any
fashion other than that, then he has not heard it and it has been- -
decided without his knowing it. -That he knows that much stands as is;

NDP proposal you are guaranteed the funds that are used ashead of time.
This means Greenville can get funds to ‘go 10 blocks ‘and next year, may

does not see how we can stomach Greenville without doing the whole thing
now; it should have been done 25 years ago.

Mr, Sawyer replied the Redevelopment Commission has gone on record on
many occasions saying that Greenville has top priority and it has said
this since 1966 when these applications for Dilworth, Greenville, First
Ward and Downtown were first filed with HUD. - They do not know why
Dilworth was approved first. They can speculate that it was because
it was the smallest project and required the smallest amount of funds;
but it ‘did approve Greenville the next year. HUD approved Dilworth in
1967, Greenville in 1968 and Pirst Ward in 1969, and Downtown is still
walting as far as the approval of the application as submitted is
concerned. He stated they have not changed their priorities for
Greenville, but it is true that when you go to the Neighborhood
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HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-64 BY INDEPENDENCE PROPERTIES,. INC., FOR A

- FUGATE AVENUE, BEGINNING 177 FEET FROM INDEPENDENCE BOULEVARD,

. property along Fugate Avenue and other streets in the area being zoned

~parking spaces and the proposed changes would add 41 additional parking
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Pevelopment Program you go on an annval funding basis, and you relinquish
the funds that you have reserved under the conventional program. This
goes for First Ward, .the remainder of Brooklyn, and for Downtown; to

the extent that we get any funds at dll te finance & Neighborhood

-Development Program after this first year. Whatever those funds are,

Greenville will still have top priority.

Mr. Richard Milleghan stated it seems to him that perhéps the assessments

would be based on what.sort of plans are presented; that he imagines thes

___people would like to know what plans are available for the Greenville

area and the other areas that are concrete,

Mr, Sawyer stated.the Redevelopﬁent Commission; without app:oval from

HUD, went ahead and prepared these plans for downtown; the Greenville
approval came later and they have been planning that preject with the
people in the project area over the period of the last several months.

The plans are very near completion, and they have scheduled a meeting tc'

be held in the project area before. the Greenville Neighborhood Council
tomorrow night to look at a final prelininary site plan, if approved,

~they can move on to the Model Neighborhood. Council for approval and if

approved there, they can set a date for a public hearing on that plan.
The vote was-takenron the motion anducarried:uﬁéﬁimqusly;

MEETING RECESSED AND RECONVENED,
called

Mayor Belk/  a ten-minute recess at %:35 o clock and reconvened the
meeting at 4:45 o'clock p.m. - :

The Planning Commisson came into the meeting at this time to sit with
the City. Council and jointly hear petitions for zoning changes, with
Chairman Toy, and the following members present: Commissioners Albea,
Emibry, Slbley, Stcne, Tate and Turner.

ABSENT - Comn;ss;oners Ashcraft Brewer and Godley._

CHANGE IN ZONWING FROM R-9.TO B-2 OF TWQ LOTS ON THE NORTHWEST SIDE OF

The public hearlng was held on the Subject petitlon on wnich a protest

to invoke the 3/4 Rule was filed and found insufficient.

Mr. Fred Bryant Assistant Plannlng‘nirector, stated, the reques: is to
rezone two iots on Fugate Avenue: there is a single family residence

on one lot and the other lot is vacant. Fugate is developed entirely
with single family residential houses. The subject. property is adjoined
on the Independence side by a vacant lot with a service statiom at

the coxner and -the New Downtowner Motel. Om the out-of-town side is a
service station at the corner and a number of restaurants along the
Boulevard. He stated all the property on both sides of Independence’
Boulevard is zoned B-2, with the subject property as well as all the-

for single family purposes.

Mr. Mark Bernstein, Attorney forv the petitioner, stated they are the
owners of land leased to the Downtowner Motor Inm and have recently
acquired the land requested to be rezoned. That the motel at present
does not have sufficient parking to insure that a congested condition
will not exist in the area; the parking is sufficient to satisfy the
various requirements. That with the 50-60 employees,additional parking
space is needed. The motel has 154 rooms with food service seating of
170, with a banquet capacity of 500. At present there are only 240

spaces,




property. -
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Mr. Berstein stated recently 51 percent of the residents of the area
put their names on a release of the commercial restrictions which
indicated there was approval in-the neighborhood: That-in view of
the opposition his clients would bé satisfied with 0-6 zoning as

the area will be used for parking only: also-they are suggesting

a 30 foot buffer zone to protect the people.

Mr. Tom Anderson of Community Plannlng Assoc1ates of Ralelgh presented
a plan of the parking area stating théy wish to separate the guest
parking and the employee parking with the guest on the vight and the
employees on the left coming off Independence Boulevard between the
service station and the Registration Desk-of the Motel. He stated
they will terrace the facility on:the hillside. There will be no.
curb cuts requifed on Fugate; they will-hold a 30 foot buffer on the
upper side. The red bank will be taken down, filling the back of .
the service station and stepping up on the terracing, taking up .
grade on each step with landscaping. He stated the curb cuts are
already.there and no additional’ curb cuts will be reduired, and = -
there will be no additional means of dumping traffic on Independence
Boulevard. FHe stated the area will be screened, it will be maintained
and it will come before the proper c1ty offlcials so that it meets all
the requirements of the city. = - - AL R

Mr. C. G. Taylor stated he represents the people on Fugate Avenue; that
it seems this was done before and a buffer was set and now there:is-a
little more of the creeping paralysis. That all but one house is
owner-occupied, and all are either retired or have children in school
and this is their home. He stated they do object to the rezonlng and
urged Council to reject the change.

Mrs. Robert Patterson stated she Iives directly across from the Droperty
that when the motel was placedthere they knew they did not have-enough
parking space: the motel was put in on a postage stamp; before it is
even in operation they want to enlarge. She asked Council to consider
the property owners and deny the request. = - TR C

Mr. Lanier Morris stated he lives in the block adjoining the block in
which this takes place. They- talk about beautifying it- and. for three
years the-residents have put up with the red bank, and during last
winter anyone who walked to the Coliseum could not walk on the sidewalk
because of the mud puddles; that it has been a great inconvenience, and
he suggested that Council not go along -with the request. -

Mrs. McNair Woodle stated she lives about half way of the block and
the way her house is situated they are actually boxed in with- the .
Coliseum Motel as well as the Downtowner. ' They do not object to -the
Boulevard becoming business but their homes are in jeopardy when they
come in and chon off lots one by one. - :

Councll dec131on vas deferred until the next Council Meetlng

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-68 BY G. B. HEATH, JR. ET AL FOR A CHANGE
IN ZONING FROM R-12 TO R-15MF OF A TRACT OF LAND- LOCATED BETWEEN BRIAR

CREEK AND HANSON DPRIVE, BEGINNING ABOUT 970 -FEET SOUTHWEST -OF PROVIDENCE

ROAD.

The Scheduleddhearing-wés held on the subject petition-on Which a protest

petition has been filed and found sufficient: to Invoke the 3/4 Rule
requiring the afflrmatlve vote of six councilmen in order to rezone the

.-

159
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The Assistant Plannine Director advised the land is entirely vacant
and is predominately low area along the creek. Along Hanson Drive on
the intown side are single family homes that back up to the property; i
there are single family residences to the rear of the area along § o
Providence Reoad and Hampton Avenue. WHe pointed out Temple Bethel and 5 L
stated there is a Duke Power substation- at the Creek on Providence Road. !
Across the creek are homes facing on Pinewood Circle with scattered ! R
single family residences in the area.” The rear of the property is at
the rear of property facing on Sharon Road.

My. Bryant stated this provoerty was incivZed in a request for rezoning
about three years ago and there has been no changes in the topography
of the area. lie polntud out a multi~family structure located on a
portion of Hanson Drive which i¥ non~conforming use. He stated the
zoning in the areg is entirely single family including the subject
property.
Mr. Parker Thedon, Atterney, stated he represents the petitioners,the

Heath Family and they have owned the property a mumber of years. That

the property is rather hard to get into. MHe passed arcund pictures

which were made from the frinre prospects. Under the existing zoning .
this property is in a state of confiscation, a municipally enforced | B
open area for the benefit of adjoining land owners. The existing § |
zoning ~ R~12 - in combination with other factors produces an economic ; !
absurdityv. The property is in the flood plains. He read letters from f g
My. Lee Rae piving the mean sea level glevations between Sharon Read : :
and Providence Road at several vpoints and topographical and hydrological

data vnder the subdivision ordinance.- He stated they have submitted this

property for consideration for sale te an established- builder of single f e
family residences whe advises the tost for preliminary preparations : '
would approximate $200,000; they estimate the £ill requirements to be
250,000 cubic yards of ddrt: a rough layout shows a yield of 24-25
bulldlng sites; all improvements such as sewers, curb and gutters would
have to be added to the cost; this would dictate that each building lox
be priced at $25,090- this is unreasonsble and single family development .
can never be considered. He sumgested that a higher and better use be § -
pursued such -as apartment use. Mr. “hedon stated his clients have only :
two choices ~ let it sit for ‘the purposes it has been serving for 30
vears, raising taxes for the city and providing a private wildermess
aréa for the loeal residents, or they can petition for some rezonin? to
a higher and better possible use.

Mr. Alex Johnson, representinp Davis and Davis Realty, stated this ?
property has been offered for sale under every reasonable circumstance ;
and this is the only thing that has any feazibility; it cannot be

business and it camnot be used for single family.

Hr., John Golding, Attorney for the land owners and residents of the

area, stated in addition to the protest petition which has been filed

he had additional protest of people on Providence Road, Hampton Avenus,
Scotland Avenue, Biltwmore and the other side of Hanson Drive - that

both petiticns include anestimated 250 swgnatures. I'e filed the general
protest netition with the Clty Clerk. : ' e

Mr. Golding stated the things that give this land its value is the time, L
effort, money and worls that all the people who live around the area have | e
put in to develon their existing homes. With the exception of the one
nonconforming use which has been mentioned, this is a fully developed

neighborhood of single family homes; it has a network of guiet, lightly

traffic streets, ideal for residential usage and ideal for children and ‘

streets which can take care of the present traffic in safety. But streets:

that would be inadequate to the density of neople that would be permitted !

under the proposed rezoning. That according to his figures there would

be 130 famjlies versus apnroximately 40 if left in its present rating.
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He stated the rezoning of this property would create a foot in the door
gituation and in a few months or years the present vacant land. running
against Providence Road would be up for rezoning.

Mrs. Ruthléaui étated,she lives on Hanébn Prive and they who live onu;his'

street ask Council to consider the traffic hazards involved; that Hanson
Drive consists mostly of young couples just starting now, and thereare
approximately 25 children on Hanson Drive-alone. -

Mr. Whedon stated any development that will take place will have to be
done in a lawful manner, and the water would be a problem but it would
be a problem with single family developments. '

Council decision was deferred until the next meeting.

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69~73 BY JOHN CROSLAND COMPANY AND CEHARLES R.
MILLER FOR A CEANGE IN ZONING FROM R-12 TC R-20MF OF A TRACT OF LAND
CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY. 21 ACRES LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF PARK ROAD,
BEGINNING 120 FEET SOUTH OF STARBROOK DRIVE.

“The publid:hearing was held on the subject petition on which a proteét.

petition has been filed sufficient to invoke.the 3/4 Rule requiring the
affirmative vote of six councilmen in order-to rezone the property...

Mr. Fred Bryant; Assistant Planning Director, stated the_subject propertyj
-is located on the west side of Park Read, and consists of 21 acres with

frontage on Park Road of about 930 feet, and is varant property.. Around
it is developing residential areas. The Huntingtowne Farm Elementary
School site almost adjoins the property at one point: there are single
family homes on the north side of Starbrook Drive down to Park Road; he
pointed out the Sharon Golf Course. On.the east side of Park Road is
Riverbend Drive which is developed with single family residence and there
are residences down Park Road on large lots.

Mr. Bryant stated the subject prOperty is zoned R-12 as is all the
adjacent property around it. The request is for R-20MF which is. a
conditional multi-family district requiring a site plan approval.

Mr. Ben Horack, Attorney for the petitioner, stated the petition has
been well protested and there is a petition filed with 516 names on it.
That several weeks ago ¥r. John Crosland, Jr. retained a room at the
Sharon View Country Club having issued invitations to about 63 of the
more nearby residents to hear.an explanation of what Crosland plans to
do - only seventeen people showed up. -

Mr. Horack stated they propose to develop this acreage in a self com-
tained area for the development of approximately 137 private. single

- family attached residences which are in groups of 3-8 clusters at

random throughout the tract. This will provide the benefit of private
ownership and at the same time allow people who are weary of yard
maintenance to be in a coordinated maintenance setup where the building

exteriors, common green areas, parkine facilities and small recreational |

areas will be owned by a homeowners association, and maintained for the
common benefit of all the owners of the individual units. He presented
renderings showing the elevation and architectural plans, stating they
will be of different architecture, different construction and different
roof lines. They will give special attention to the rears of the
separately owned units and they hope they will be as compatible as the
front elevation. . :

Mr. Horack stated they will sell from $26- 35 thousand and will 1nc1ude
a rear patio, with interiors that will run pace with the conventional

type single family subdivision homes. There is a recreational center

with a club house and pool which will be controlled by the Home Owners
Association. Some of the areas are designed to be wooded areas. He

164
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size from 1408 scuare feet to 2208 square feet, If this petition is

Mr. Scott Biaﬁt@p stated he is an adjoining property cwner, he asked all
_ those opposed to the rezoning to xaise their hande and a large number of
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stated these attached single family homes are similar to detached homes

in that they can be individually deeded, owned, mortgaged, financed,

taxed and can be bought and sold as any other privately. owned home.

He stated this will be built under the FHA and it sets up the corporate
charter of the homeowners association and the bylaws of the association
and a comprehensive set of rules and resulations governing the malntenance
and operation and the payment of exmnenses of opsgrating the homeowners
association. They anticipate the purchasers will be somewhat middle~

aged older peonle with incomes comparable to the other residents of the
neighborhood: they will be non-transits,

HMr. liorack stated the terrain is rough; the low point is along a creek;
test borings indicate an overdose of underground rock, and also an
underpround 18 foot cablz - 21l of which are difficult to work around,
particularly if you use the coanventional detached single familv plan,
as this means every.lot has te face on a dedicated street. He stated
along the southerly line the woods basically will be retained: there
will be fences and artificial plantings if necessary to supplement and
create more of 3 buffer. Access is only inte Park Road with no through
traffic to the vesidentizl dreas. '

He stated Nt ﬂallace Gibbs, I apnra1ser, advibes he does not think
this will affect walues as . there will be no through streets; that he
comments on the style and quality and that this project will be compatible
to the area. That Mr. Gibbs cbserves that Lilly Mill Road will not be

cut through as it would have to be if developed with convcnt1ona1 single
family residences,

Mr. Hovack concluded by saying there is a need for this type development,
and this R-20MF has been oa the books for three years and has not been
used: that it takes a lot of effort and expense to prepare a R~20MF
application. If this plan is approved and they want to dev1ate from it,
it will have to be by Council approval.

Mr., John Crosland, Jr. spoke to the petition stating they are seeklng
perm1331on to build 137 simple family attached homes in a cowmunity that
self-contained and is hizhly compatible with the neighborhood. He
ta*ed these homes are similar in character to one and half story single
family residences joined together by a common wall- they are similar in

size to.the homes built in the adjoinine neighborhood: they range in

granted,. tkey will show the community a well designed attractive
community of high demsity. .He stated they are interested in what is
best for the community, and at present they have 78 more lots in
Funtingtowne Fayme and a few in Beverly Woeds to be developed: of the

7 adjoining this property om the southwest side, three have been sold.
By virtue of this fact they are by far the larrest landowner in economic
values.

the audience did  s0. He passed out maps of the area and stated the
Crosland Company owns the lots colored inh yellow, and the protestants
own the lots ctolored im green. This map is to txy to shoiz how the

people around the project feel. That the people have made a point of
briefing themselves on this:; that Mr. Crosland has ‘had a very potent

- gales force callins on these veople and they have votten the pleture

and know what the story is.

Hr, Blanton stated there are 516 sienatures on the protest petition
and it was signed under their own volution._ That he is convinced he
could have gotten several thousand signaturés. That someone mentioned
the age and number of dependents of the people who are geing to buy
these units: that unless they are shown something that definitely says
that youns people, college people, snd neople with toddlers cannot buy
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that property, then he believes the best idea is to look at what they
propose to build. They are building 137 units and out of that 15 are
two bedrooms, 87 are three bedrooms, 35 are four bedrooms and this makes
a total of 431 bedrooms, of which 401 are either 3 or 4 bedroom units.
That he does not think this indicates older, retired people.

He stated many man hours have been spent on this protest, and a great
many of these people gave up their vacation, or changed their vacation
so they could participate in this. They are asking that this roof of
protection be kept over their heads for those who haveé their homes in
the area. These people desire a little plot of land for their own that
they can keep and can develop and have neighbors of that same type.

Mr. Blanton stated back in 1966 there was a zoning petition No. 66-25;
that it borders on this same property; it was up for rezoning for

multi-unit family construction, and the Council did not rezonme it. :
At that time; the present petitioner in the subject case was an opponent.

He stated all the property surrounding this lies on 4 plain overlooking
this development; Riverbend Road is a beautiful single family road, and
all residents will be at a height where they will overlood the roofs of
this complex that is true all the way around. He stated this whole
situation as shown outlined on the map was planned months in advance to
keep them from invoking the 3/4 Rule; that he retained ownership all the
way around: one property owner had bought the ‘home and wag moving in but
Mr. Crosland suggested they take a month's free rent and not transfer
title, but title was transferred and they were able to invoke the 3/4 Rule.

Mr. Blanton stated they give their problem to Council with absolute - \
confidence.

Council decision was deferred until the next meeting.

HEARING OW PETITIONS MO. 6965, 69-66 AND 69-67 BY EAST MECKLENBURG
CORPORATION FOR CHANGES IN ZONING.

The public hearing was held on Petition Mo. 69-65 for a change in zoning
from R-9 to B-2 of a 4.09 acre tract of land on the south side of
Idlewild Road, beginning 669 feet east of centerline of Independence
Boulevard: on Petition Mo. 69-66 for a change in_zoﬁing from R-9 to B-2
of a 1.93 acre tract of land located 445 feét south of Idlewild Road
and 400 feet northeast of Independence Boulevard; and Petition No. 69-67
for a change in zoning from R-9 to R-9MF of a 23 acre tract of land
fronting 1,058 feet on the south side of Idlewild Road, beginning

1,036 feet east of the centerline of Independence Boulevard.

4]

Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant Planning Director, stated these three petition
for rezoning are adjacent to each other and are located on Idlewild Road,
The 4.09 acre tract is located on the south side of Idlewild Road and is
entirely vacant: the 1.93 acre tract is a triangular shaped tract ard is
a request from R-9 to B-2, and is also vacant: the 23 acre tract is om
the south side of Idlewild Road ané is a request to change'from R-9. to
R-OMF. He stated all this propertv is vacant. There is a developing ‘
multi-family area on the north side of Idlew11d and a cluster of business
uges around the 1ntersect10n of Idlewild Road.  The basic uses in the area
are single family along City View Dr1ve, and other than that ‘the-area is

' predominately vacant.

Mr. Bryant stated the zoning along Independence Boulevard is B-2-back
for a depth of 400 feet adjacent to ‘the subiect property: there is R-9MF

'ZOnlng on the north side of Idlewild Road; other thamn that ;he area is

zoned for single family.
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Mr. Charles Knox, ‘Attorney representing ‘lason Wallace, Jr., the cwner of
the cornorate petition, stated the three petitions were filed as they
were for different purposes; the 23 acres reguested changed to R-OMF
lie directly across the street from the multi-family .apartment being
built by Mr. Ed Griffin. One of the business requests adjoins the
property of the service station in the cormner; they have a client who

is interestéd in this being developed - they have another client for the
small triangular part which is adjacent to property already zoned B~2

on Independence. He stated 'r. Vigllace owns most of the property around
this area: that beyond the part requested rezoned the property is owned
by Mr. Wallace and will remain aa a buffer of R-9.

Councilman Vhittington stated if this petition is granted for B-2 what
would the depth be?! ™r. Bryant replied it would be 693 feet: that hack
towards town it is 400 feet excent for City Chevrolet and several other
chanpes mada for the motor company and that is approximately 700-800
feet depth.

ife opposition was expressed to the proposed changes in zoning.

Council decision was deferred until its next meeting.

HEARING ON PETITION HO. 69-69 BY FRED A. ELACKWELDER, ET AL, FOR A CHANGE
IN ZOWIRG FROM R-6MFH TCO 0-6 OF SEVEN LOTS 50' X 200' EACH O¥ THE SOUTH
SIDE OF WEST BOULEVARD BEGIMMING AT WICKFORD PLACE, AND EXTENDING TOWARD
CLITFWOOD PLACE,

The scheauled hearing was held on the subject petition,. -

The Assistant Planning ?irector stated the subject prODerty has 350 foot
frontdge on West Boulevard, between Wickford Place and Cliffycod Place:
it is occupied by a2 number of single family residences with a fair amount |
of duplex development in the general vicinity: to the rear of the property
is a multi-family facility on "orthington Avenue; toward South Tryon
Street is tonsiderable business development arcund the South Tryon and
West Boulevard intersection. There is a rest home in the block between
South Tryon Street and Wickford. OCther than that the predominate land

use is the Wilmore School. .. .

lr. Bryant stated the subject property and all the property in the bleck
is R-6MFH as is all the pronerty aleng Vest Boulevard out to Cliffwood
with the excention of the school property which is zoned R-GMF.

lIr. Lewis Parham qtated he represen;s the . seven netitioners in the

400 block of West Poulevard for a change in zoning from RO6MFH to 0-6.

That the structufes as they presently exist on the property are neat,

well kept and the prounds are well kent there is approximately 65,000
square feet in the tracts and it would permit the erection of approx-

imately 60 apartment units.

Mr. Patham stated Vest Boulevard is heavily traveled- it is the direct
*oute to the airport, and it is likely to increase as a result of I-77:
it is very clogse to business and industrial areas.at South Tryon Street,
They feel when property becomes undesirable for its present usage one or
tiro things will happen ~ either it will deteriorate in appearance and
~yilue or its uge-will-chamge. .TIf it changes according to the present
zoning then the present structures would have to be used as rooming houseq
or would need to be demolished and apartment developments erected- they
do not feel the property is suitable for an apartment development as the
neizhborhood is not highly desirable for apartment dwellings because of .
the heavy traffic, and is not convenient te any major shopping outlets;
the current value of the properties is too hish for apartment development’
each of these properties would have a current market value of approximatel
$11,000 to $12,000, and if it maintains the value it would mean the land
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cost would be prohibitive for anything other than luxury type apartments;
the current unavailability of mortgage funds and the high interest rates
would most likely rule out any apartment development in this area except
for a development under a governmental lease.

o | He stated its proximity to business and industrial use makes it desirable
- § for office use: it is convenient to downtown and convenient to the

: Airport. He stated the present structures with a minimum amount of
conversion could be used as offices for doctorg, dentists, realtors
and manufacturer’s representatives. He stated .there are four Droperty
owners between the subject properties and the property currently owned
for office and these persons have no objections to this request: that
he has a signed statement by the property owners saying they have no -
objections, which he filed with the City Clerk,

Yo opposition was expressed to the preoposed change in zoniﬁg-

Council decision was deferred until its next meeting.

HEARING ON PETITION NO. 69-70 BY WARREN P. COLEMAN FOR A CHANGE IN
ZONING FROM R-9MF TO 0-6 OF A 4.0 ACRE TRACT OF LAND FRONTING 312
FEET ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF CENTRAL AVENUE, BEGINNING 710 FEET EAST OF
SHAR(OH AMITY ROAD.

The public hearing was held on the subject petition.

¥Mr. Fred Bryvant, Assistant Planning Director, stated the property is

- vacant: it is adjoined on the intown side by an existing facility of

o Southern Bell Telephone Company, and on the out-of-town side it is
adjacent to a single family resident that is used partially for.office
purpose. To the rear of the property is a large tract of land. being -
operated for the Coleman Hursery operations. He stated there is some
business uses around the intersection of Sharon Amity and Central Avenue.E

Mr. Bryant stated there is busxness zoning all arcund the,lntersectlon
of Central and Sharon Amity extending down Central Avenue to the subject
property; there is office zoning across on the north side of Central
Avenue: other than that all the property along Central Avenue is zoned
R-9MF.

Mr. Beverly Webb, Attorney with Moore and.;Van Allen, stated they
represent Southern Rell Telephone & Telegraph Company, and Southern -
Bell has an option to purchase this property. He stated Southern Bell
is presently occupying two lots im this vicinity; they own-the first lot |
and they are leasing the second lot, and they plan to extend thelr
present operation in this area of town. The two lots presently occupled
are zoned as bu51ness -and the urOposed use on the-new lot will be an
office use. : :

Mr. Webb passed around pictures showing the area and explalned each one.
He stated the office will be used as telephome operators' center, and
initially will have desk spaces for 60 girls who will have information
booths; eventually there.will be 120 employees. :

v : Mr. Ralph Profitt with Southern Bell Telephone Company stated thls is

' an effort to decentralize- their operating areas; that they have already
started this on Freedom Drive: they will move their toll operators to
Freedom Drive and they will operate remotely; the one to be located on
Central Avenue will be an 1nformat10n oPeratlna unit.

o 0pp051t10n was exPressed to the proposed change in zonin

Council decision was deferred unt11 the next meetlne
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HEARING ON-PETITION NG, 69-71 BY LEWIS S. KING FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING ,
FROM R~6MF TO B=2 OF A PARCEL OF LAMD AT THRE Nﬂ”THEAST CORMER OF YORKFONT
ROAD AND WILMONT ROAD.: ;

The scheduled hearing was held on the subject petition.

The Assistant Planning Director stated the property is a triangular

shaped tract of land with frontage of 250 feet on Yorkmont Foad and

200 feet on Vilmont Road; it is occuvied by a single family structure.
The adjoining property to the northeast is vacant® the property acrogs
Yorkmont Road is vacant. He pointed out the location of a storage and
maintenance area for the State Hipghway Commission, and stated the Prisen
Camp is leocated on Wilmont Poad. He stated all the property surrounding
the subject property is publicly owned. That at the Taggart Creek
interseétion is a2 small industrial nonuconformlna conerete block manu-
Lactufing facility.- -

Mr. Bryvant stated the subject property as Well as ‘all the property on

the north side of Yorkmont Road is zoned for multi-family and the other
property in the area is zened for 91ngle family
Hrs. Lew1s hlng stated they owvn the property and are requestln the change
to business 4s it is not a residentidl area: the airport prevents any
homes from being built, and she does 'not think the city or state has any
plans to develop their property with housing. She stated the land has
been in the family since 1949 "that it is a ‘very heavily traveled road

as they get all the a¢rport trafflcq Vﬂstlnchouse traffic and other traffi

‘Mrs. King stated they have no- deflnlte plans at the moment but within
the next few years they hope to- hulla and operate a restanrant on the
property

Ho opposition was expressed to the proposed chappe in zoning. -

Council decision was deferred until its next meeting.

HEARING ON PETITION NO, 69-72 BY JOHT PARTS TODD FOR A CHANGE IN ZONING
FROM B~1 TO B-2 OF A-3.38 ACRF TRACT OF LAND AT THE NORTHEAST CORWER OF
BEATTIES FORD ROAD AND SUMSET ROAD.

£

The public hearlno was held on the suo1ect ‘nmatition.

Mr. Fred Bryant, Assistant ?lanning Director, qtated this request is at
the very edge of the Charlotte Perimeter Area with the property te the
north being controlled by the Countv. 7mn the corner is a service station—
restaurant combination and behind it is an-equipment storage area for a
grading contractor thereis a mobile home park with 18 trailers on one
corner of the intersection. a small grocery store on cne corner and a
service station and paneral merchandise store on the other corner: that
three of the four corners are presently used for some type business. He
stated the property on the east side is vacant and across the road the

property is vacant: there dre single family residents to the north of the

property and‘single family residants'duwn Sunset Road.

lHr. Bryant stated the zoning is basically B-1 around the intersection and
then it is a combination of sinple family zoning and one area of multi-
family zoning, ' ' -
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Mr. Tom Cannon representing the petitioner; stated the tequest is- to
allow them to lease a small portion of it to-erect a self-service car
wash; that it will be directly behind the existing service station.

No opposition was expressed to the proposed change in zoning.

Council decision was deferred until its next meeting.

ORDINANCE NO. 284~Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION-23-8 OF THE €ITY CODE
BY AMENDING THE ZONING MAP TO CHANGE THE ZONING OF PROPERTY ON THE

NORTH SIDE OF FREW RDAD, FROM NEAR CRAIGHEAD ROAD TO A BRANCH OF SUGAR
CREEK.

The scheduled hearing was held on Petition Mo. 69-74 by Charlotte-
Mecklenburg Planning Commiseion for a change in zoning from I-1 to 0-6
of property on the north side of Frew Road from near Cralghead Road to
a branch of Sugar Creek.

The Assistant Planning Director advised recently there was some zoning
change in this area and the reason for this request is to c¢reate a more
logical pattern of zoning. The recent change was with the knowledge
that it would leave a narrow strip of I-1 zoning sandwiched between the
office zoning and the multi-family zoning adjacent. He stated it was.
felt that a more logical pattern would be created if the subject area
was considered for the classification of 0-6. -

Mr. Bryant stated they have sent notices to all the property owners
involved. At the time of the recent change the petitioners went out at
their suggestion and secured signatures of over half the people saying
they would not object to the property being changed to 0-6.

Mo opposition was expressed to the proposed change in zoning.-

Councilman Short moved the adoption of an ordinance to change the zoning §
from I~1 to 0-6, as requested by the Planning Commission. The motion was
seconded by Councilman Wh1tt1neton and carried unanimously. E

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordlnance Book 16 - at page. 218

ORDINANCE NO. 256-Z AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE T
BY AMENDING THE ZONING MAP TO CHANGE THE ZONING OF PROPERTY ON THE
NORTH SIDE OF SHARON VIEW ROAD AT MCMULLEN CREEK FROM R-15 TO R-20MF.

Petition Vo, 69—12 by Charles R. Collins for a change in zoning'frOm _
B~15 to R-12MF of a 27.992 acre tract of land on the north side of
Sharon View Road-at McMullen Creek was presented for Council action.

Councilman Tuttle moved that-the'petition be denied as recoﬁmended by
the Planning Commission. The motion was seconded by Councilman Jordan.

. Councilman Thrower made a substitute motion.to hear the petition for.

a higher grade of development. The motion was seconded by Councilman
Wh1ttingt0n3 and carrled by the following vote:

YEAS: Counc1lmen Thrower, Whlttlngton Alexander Jordan Short
and Withrow.
WAYS: Councilman Tuttle.
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Mr. Sol Levine, Attornev for the nrotestants, advised thev 4id.not

know until Fridav this petition.would be heard, and he discovered just _
a little while ase that it would be heard under the 7-207% clasgification:
that he is not nrenared and the hour is late. He stated there is a '
petition against it signed by 500 peonle and thare was not enough time

te brine them here.- : : :

Councilman Vhittineton stated you-do not have te have another vnublic
hearine 1f vou are goine to a higher classification® and this is what
will be presented now. :

Mr. Levine stated arartments are still goine. in:-that it is to. bhe chanﬁedi
from a higher density to a lower density. ;

Councilman- Short stated while this would not he a nublic. hearing im the
official sense, Zouncil has alreadv voted to pro ahead and hear a
suggestion for a move to a highler categorv: that he thinks it is
anpropriate to proceed as Touncil has voted, and those who wish to
comment be alloved to comment,.althoucrh it is not an official hearing.

My, Underhill., Citv Attornev, advised if this is in respomse to a
question from a city councilman, it can be presented in response to
the guestion- that he thinks it. is right to. mo. ahead and present this
in response to the request. of Councilman Thrower.

Mr. Levine stated in the asenda this matter is nresented for a decision:
and then there is this heariny to a hizher classification- that he does
not object to poing ahead with dit: if Council:is goine to listen to the !
petitioner he is-sure they will listen.to hirm. Tle just thinks it is a | —
little bit unfair the wav it is being done, in not giving the people a § R
change of heing leard om the hisbher clagsifieation. - . : o

Ty, lyles Tlavnes, Attorney for the petitiomer, stated the initial request
was from R-15 to 7-12MF. The matter was continued some numerous times,
and several thinesg were involved, but the main reason was that it was
apnarent the onlv nossible wav to trv to nut oil on the troubled waters
was to fry to go to the most restrictive anartment classification. . In
order ta-do that time had to e tahten in order to get a nlan of
development, -the artist renderings and te »ut several thines toeether

to properly infeorm this Council what would ‘e involved for a R-20OUFW
classification.

Mr. Haynes oresented the-plans for the prorvertv and explained them
sayinz that under the ™-20M% classification 212 units can he built on
the prodertv- the developer. "r. FHoward lance, has done everythins he
can to . try. to make this as comnatible as possihle to. the people. Te
stated there is-a border of trees around the pronertv:.there has heen
a 208 foot buffer or the front side on Sharon View Toal by leaviar it
tiiis way and as P-20MF there is wore nrotection to the street as once
is is dedicated as 7-20 classification it can never %e chanaed: this
leaves a 270 foot wuffer which will have to remain as a huffer and no
houses can ever he huilt between these anartments and the street.

e stated in order to orotect the peonle who are nearest an' adjacent
to the nroverty. the property shovm as a heavily wooded area is :
classified as ™-15 and that nronerktv is not included in the netition. - L
That-}r. Yance has an option to nurchase the property, and if the |
nronerty is rezoned under the ™-20M¥ classification, he will leave

this depth of sore 250 feet or more of heavily wooded area as it is

now as a buffer for these neonle; that this is located at the top of

the hill and the people in the Trvin development back up to the

nropertv line.
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He presented a drawing and stated it is a typical rendering of the
buildings to be constructed on the property: that the rents w1ll Tun
in the approximate range of- $200- $250 a month; - : S

Mr. Levine stated he has objections to this procedure. That by calling
him Friday he did not know a1l this time that MWr. Baynes and his group
were told to present a rendering here and to bring this plan before
Council and that the matter was under consideration under a new type
of plan. That his entire procedure, program and plan was on a proceeding
that was brought before the Council by him previously. -That he-did not
know until just a few hours ago when he saw this that Mr. Haynes had
been informed or was advised in some way, shape or form to bring this
up to a higher demsity and then bring the plan here. MNow they come to
the meeting and this matter is on the agenda for a decision on the old
plan; now there is a new hearing on a new plan, That he wishes to note
his objectlons to the matter. s

Mr. Levine stated it was March when he was before Council, and he did
not know all this ‘time why this matter should have taken so long to be
heard, from March until now. He stated they have presented before
Council, over 500 names of people who live adjacent, or near to that

development in this area would not be good for the area. .He stated at
the time he moved inte the €Cloisters his daughter started in Sharon
School and they were told that the school would be torn down; she is
now a Junior at the University of Michigan, and the school is still
there: that the school will stay there for some time as it c¢annot be
replaced as there is no momey; the school is overcrowded; they have
additional facilities on the outside of the school, and they have had
to take over 200 students from the 'school to Beverly Woods and it is-
now overcrowded, and Sharon School is still overcrowded. He stated -
they have just recently gotten some 1mvrovements made to Sharon SChool,

He stated there are two main arterles, Sharon Reoad and Carmel Road to
the rear, and in between these ‘two arteries is a crooked widening road
where there have been considerable number of accidents; this road was
supposed to be fixed; but repairs hdve not been made. " To ‘place-
apartments in the area would be deplorable. The people in the area
cannot even‘get out in the morning from the residential area to go to
work.

Mr. Levine stated just across from the area is Mountainbrook. That
Waters Construction Company purchased a tract of land of 25 acres and
is building housés in there for $40.000 on up. Thers are larpe tradts
of land in there from this area down to Carmel Road, and if this
property is chanzed then those will be changed and the entire area will
become an apartment complex all to the detriment of the people who have
purchased houses based upon the assumntion that this area will be a
residential area. - :

He stated there are 500 people- living in the area who oppose this
change, and there is one man who wishes to develop a portion of the
area and place 219 apartments for gain and for himself. When this

is donme, the nexXt area will be across the street which has 78 acres,
and there will be no reason. to say no to the man who comes before
Cotncil and it will go all the way down to Carmel Road and ruin the .
entire area. He stated this should not be dOne, and this area should
remain residential. -
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Councilman ¥Hthrow asked Mr. ¥red Brvant if the Planning Commission
would change its recommendation if the petitlon at the berinning had
been for R-20MF? !%r. Pryant replied he cannot answer specltlcally for
the Planning Commission; that he does not kpow one of the factors they
considered at the time of their previous recommendation was the factor
as at that time there was not z sufficient plan proposed for the use
of thedproperty, and felt this was an. addltlonal_ractor that led to
their recommendation for denial. '

‘Mr. Bryant stated this plan has been submitted_to\the Plamning staff,
but not to the Commission as they have not met since the plans were

presented-to their office. The plan has been examined by the staff
and assuming the property is going to be zoned R-20MF they feel this
nlan does meet the provisions of the ordinance for that district: that
is not saying the Planning Commission endorses it.

Mr. Richard Milleghan stated the multiple units sungested in the
Huntingtowne Farms area earlier .in the meeting would further compound

. the burden of thé school system, which is one of their primary objections

to the multi-units development here. To refresh memories he read the
petition. and rebuttal of the previous hearing. He stated the request
Fox R—ZONFidid_hot come up for some tirme. after the hearing, about a
month and half ago. He stated th iere_is an insurmountable problem ef
schools: where are you going to put them: is it for money we are going
to let this happen. 1

Councilman Whittington asked the status of the new Sharom Schocl behind
the (uail Hollow apartments? Mr. Millechan replied it is built and is
full before it opens, and to his knowledge there are no further plans
for schools in that area.

MMy, ﬁillegh@n stated.they have Very poor re?résentation today but it

was very short notice and there are a lor of people who are very concerned

about this: and so much concerned they would like to advise the voters
as. to what takes place, and the deeision by Touncil.

Councilman Short stated he believes it is adeouate to say that a very
good voice has been given to the nrotestors in this matter. Due process

in the terms of protest have occured. That he first heard of this matter

from the nrotestants and it was- prior to Christmas, althou?h the hearing
was held on February 17, 1969: that he has heard from a variety of them

. every since. That in terms of the voice cf the protesters he thinks it

has been adequate to satisfy.any kind of fairness in this situation. He
stated in terms of what is leepal, the fact is that Council.could have
zoned this property R-1ZMF today without puttine it on the agenda at all:
this is within the law because it is just simply necessary finally that
Council have the matter deposited with it and be allowed te handle it.

Councilman Short stated Council has concerned itself at gréat length with |

the many, many complicated factors that have been involved in one of the
most complicated zoning situations he thinks any of us have seen. They
have considered at great length the fact this is land somewhat oriented

to some bypass acreape in the sense that it is a big area and has not

been developed in a very desirable and expensive part of town: that the
land is oriented in considerable measure to a new street, which he
believes is a part of the arterial system, or will be, which is rTunnine
through this land and which needs it to be conditienally placed through
this new bypassed acreage, which is essentially between Sharon "oad and
Carmel Road they have considered the existence of the new school, which
is now completed; they have considered the desire of many residents to
live in a type home, but with low density: they have given 2 great
consideration to the buffer. He stated he believes every member of
Couneil has considered the potential for crowding those who are already
living in this area, for annoying them and the potential and possibilities
of endanpering them and depreciating the walue of their land. j
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He stated in his opinion, and in his best judgment of what is best for
this neighborhood and this community, irrespective of the comments about
the votérs and soforth, he believes this plan is the suitable one for
the area and as fair as could be arranged. That he is particularly of
this persuasion because of the nature of R-20MF. He is sure that most

of the members, or those who were here at the time will recall this was

a type of multi-family zoning where our objective was to make the density
approximately the same as single family, or only a little bit more, but
to simply allow the clustering of the homes, or living units. With 219
units here, this is 7 3/4 families per acre. If it were zoned for single
family, and that is the R-6 single fawily, seven families approximately
per acre would be living on this land, so the change in density in this
particular type of zofiing between allowable single family and this R-20
eonditional multi-family is very little change at all; that he does not
believe you could notice it in terms of the crowding or the demsity of
the area.

Councilman Short moved that the property he zoned R-20MF conditional on
the use of this plan. The motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington.

Councilman Whittington stated he does not know where this plan came from,
but he does know that the hearings were held on the days stated, and he
thinks it is fair to assume that anytime this Council and the Plamning
Commission are in a zoning hearing and a2 zoning petition situation that
many times we have to consider the actual condemning or confiscating of
people’s property. He stated part of this property is in a flood plain
and there is a sewer line running through there - that he has seen’
photographs of actual raw sewage outside the manholes - they know about
the utility line that goes through, and about the proposed Coleny Road
extension. That just last week, the John Crosland Company and the Allen |
Tate Company gave to City Council, the County Commissioners, Planning
Commission and others a plan they have of a similar project near Country
Day or Foxcroft, and today Council has heard another petition as it :
relates to John Crosland Company at the corner of Starclair and Park Road.
He stated his position in the matter at all} times was that Council had to
congider the petitioner and the objectors to the petition: that in his
best judgment this is the best Council can do for the neighborhood;
anything less would put much more apartments in this area. If Council
did nothing, in his belief Council would be confiscating the Collins -
property to the left of Sharon View Road. He stated if you look at the
property, everything from the zoning petition back to Sharon View Country

one ownership, and across the road is Mountainbrook. He stated in his
judgment after giving it months of careful consi&eration; days of careful
consideration and made several visits to the property, his vote today to
nake this change w111 be the best plan for the property.

The vote was taken on the motion to chanoe the zoning to R—ZOME and
carried by the follow1ng vote:

YEAS: Councilmen Short, Whittington, Alexander Thrower and Ulthrow,
NAYS: Counc1lmen Tuttle and Jordan. ‘ :

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Boqk‘lG, at page 219.

171




Mr. Veeder, City lanager, replied Mrs. chsay is ev;deutly referring to

July 21, 1969
Minute Book 32 - Pape 172

RESOLUTIOH OF CHARLOTTE KIWANIS CLUB SUPPORTING POLICE CHIEF GOODMAM,
HIS STAFF AND THE POLICE OFFICERS OF THE CHARLOTTE POLICE DEPARTVMENT.

Mr. Don Winecoff, President of the Charlotte Kiwanis Club presented % -
the following resolution adopted by the club membership on July 10, 1969: L

”WHEREAS, there have been various vicious and unsupported charnes
made against thé personnél of the Charlotte Police Department and its
mxeputive officers, and

Whereas, Invéétigatloﬂ of these char?es"has“vrodﬁced no pogitive
evidence to support them, excepr for two instances whlch had been
promptly handled, and

Whereas, The Wembers of the Charlotte Fiwanis Club have complete
confidence in Fhlef Cooﬂman, his stafF and the offmcers serving under
themn, and

Vhereas, The merbers of the Charlotte Kiwanis “lub along with other
lawabiding citizens are becoming increasingly impatient with the
unwarranted criticism, opposition and unfair attacks made against a
grour of lpyal public servants who are doing & good job of protecting
our lives and our property, this club desires to include the following
regolution in the minutes:

RESOLVED, That the Charilctte Fiwanis Club supports Chief Coodman,
his staff and the police officers of the Charlotte Police Department,
and comnends them ou their program of education to further develop the
&bllltles of all its membe*s, and

RESOLVED FURTHMER, That this resclution be transmitted to the Mayor § L
“and the City Council of the City of Charlotte, with the hope that they
‘will concur with us in cur stand.”

PRESIDENT OF LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS STATES COUNCIL SHOULD KNOW MORE
ABOUT THE PARK AND RECREATION PLANS TFOR PARKS.

Mrs. Marie Wongey, President of the League of Women Voters, stated they
have heen observing the Park and Recreation Commission meetings for
some time, and wonder if Council knows how the money is to be spent for

parks; that there has been a great deal of misunderstanding and problems
in the Park Commlss¢on where pavks ere to be lorated,

the adoption of an ordinance ‘transferrine funds to the Park and Recreation
Commission: that this has nothing to do with new facilities; it only
relates to operation money to conmtinue on until the tax money becomes
available in Sepuember.

Mrs. Wonsey stated they feel Council should know more of the department's
plans: that Mr. Seldon has been attending the Park meetings and seems to

be well infcrmed and she helieves he could help in the undérstanding of ; —

inter-city prouns and the powers that be in solvine the problems.

MEETING RECESSED AND RECONVENED.

ﬁayor Belk called a recess at 7:50 o'clock p.M., and reconvened the
meeting at 8:15 oelock p.m.
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RESOLUTION SETTING DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MOWDAY, AUGUST 18 ON -
PETITIONS NO 69-75 THROUGH 69-85 FOR ZOWING CHANGES. ., - -~

Motion was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman
Whittington, and unanimously carried, adopting the subject. resolution

The resolution is“reéérded_in full in Raéolutions Bdok-6, at Page 352,

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URRAN DEVELOPMENT FOR A GRANT TO ACQUIRE
OPEN-SPACE LAND FOR PROJECT NO. N. C. 0SC-32(G).

Counciiman Tuttle moved adoption of the subject resolution autherizing
the execution of a contract for a grant reservation in the amount of
$120,100 for assistance in the development. of park land in Belmont
Neighborhood along Sugar Creek and in the Fourth Ward section of the
Model Neighborhood. The motion was seconded by Councilman Short, and
carried unanimously. '

The resolution is recorded in full in Resblu;ions‘Book-G,}at_Page 353.

RESOLUTION DESIGNATING CITY TREASURER AS DULY AUTHORIZED AGENT OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE FOR PURPOSE OF SIGNING AND FILING
OF APPLICATION FOR REVIENUE ANTICIPATION NOTES FOR PARK AND RECREATION
COMMISSION B,

Upon motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilman Short and
unanimously carried, the subject resolution was adopted de51gnating
Carl A. Raymond as the aqent of the City Council for signing and filln?
of application for revenue anticipation notes in the amount of $400 000
with the Local Government Comm1551on

The resolution is recorded in full in Reseolutions Book 6, at Page 354,

ORDINANCE NO. 257-X AMENDING THE 1968-69 BUDGET .ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING
THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE GENERAL FUND BALANCE .TO THE PARK AND
RECREATION COMMISSION.

Councilman Throver moved adoptlon of the subject ordlnance authorlzlng
the transfer of $166,000 from the unexpended balance of the general

fund of the 1968-69 appropriatioms.to the Park and Recreation Commission
as an advance against tax revenue for the maintenance and upkeep of park
during the months of July and Aupust. The motion was seconded by :
Councilman Tuttle, and carrled unanlmously

The ordinance is recorded in full in Ordinance Book 15, at pagér220.

ENGINEERTNG AGREEMENT WITH RALPH WHITEHEAD & ASSOCTATES FOR RIGHT OF
WAY ON COLLEGE STREET, SECOND STREET, THIRD STREET, FOURTH STREET AND
TRADE STREET, AUTHORIZED. ‘

Motion was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Alexander .
and unanimously carried authorizing the subject engineering agreement
for surveying, mapping, and preliminary engineering at a total lump

sum of $21,500.00 '

b,

>3
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KORDIN&NCE ORDERING THE REMOVAL OF WEEDS AND GRASS PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.103

AND 6.104 OF THE CITY CHARTER, CHAPTER 10, ARTICLE I, SECTION 10-9 OF THE

Upon motion. of COuncllman Jordan, seconded by Counc11man Alexander, and
unanimously carried, the subjecL ordlnances were adopted, as follows:
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{d)
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®
15
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~Qrdinance Na,-
- 3601-27 Sloan Drive.
Ordinance No. 271-X orderlng\

Ordinance No 258-X orderlng the removal af waeds and
corner of S. Trwin. & Waccamaw Street.

Ordinance No. 259-X ordering

the removal

corner of 5. Irwin & Wocamaw Street.

Ordinance No.. 26Q-X ordering

the removal

corner of Sycamore & Waccamaw Strest,

Ordinance No. 261-X ordering
Harrill Street,
Ordinance No, 262~X orderlng
to 2911 Hanson Drive.
Ordinance No, 263-% orderxng
to 3516 Beaux Street,
Ordinance No., 264-X ordering

"319 South Qloudmau Streeti.

Ordinance No, 265+X ordering

-2051 Garnette Place.:

Ordinance No. 266-X ordnrlng
302G Statesville Avenua.
Ordinance ¥o, 26?~K orderlng

The - Plaza.

Ordinance No.,268-£ orderlng
to 209 West Roulevard.
Ordinmance No. 259~X ordering
3515-47 Sloan Drive.

210~¥ ordering

315 Westhury Read,
Ordinance No. 272-X ordering

610 Wesgbury Road.

Ordinance No. 27 3=X% ordering
205 Center Streeat,

Ordinance No, 274-X urdering
624 Horthway Drive.
Crdinance No, 275X Grder1ng
Marlows Avenue.

Ordinance No, 276-X orderlng

the removal

tha removal
the removal
the reaoval
the removal
thelremnvai

the removal

the removal
the removal

:the removal

ﬁﬁe;remmvél
the removal
the rempval
the removal
the“removal

the removal

2424 to 2444 Wilkinson Boulevard,

Ordinance No., 27 7-X- ordering
Park Avenue.

Ordinance No. 278-X ordnring
to 134 Perrin Place.
Otdinance No. 279 -X ordering
to 605 E. 35th Street.
Ordinance Ko, B0 -X ordering
to 1709 Russell Strest.
Ordimance ¥o. 281-% ovdering:
2505 Bozzells Ferry Road,
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the remoqal
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¢ Thagse ordinance are recorded in full in Ordinance Book
| Page 221. ,
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CONTRACT WITH B. L., HELMS FOR INSTALLATION OF SANITARY SEWER MAIN TO SERVE
ROBINSON CIRCLE.

Counciiman Jordan moved approval of the subject contract for the installation
of 290 feet of 8-inch sanitary sewer main to serve 3304, 3300 and 3238
Robinson Circle, at an estimated cost of $1,920,00, with all cost of
construction to be borme by the applicant whose deposit in the full amount
has been received and will be refunded as per terms of the agreement. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and carried unanimously.

APPROVAL QF CITY.PRIVILEGE LICENSE APPLICATIONS FOR PRIVATE DETECTIVE,
DEFERRED FOR MORE INFORMATION.

Councilman Short stated this item is to designate eleven (11) individuals
as private detectives, and gives them the right to carry a concealed weapon;
that two of these are corporations and he is somewhat dubious about glvzng
& corporation the right to carry a concealed weapon. '

Councilman Thrower asked if the question on the concealed weapon is a true
question? Mr. Underhill, City Attorney, stated this is the approval of a
privilege license and Council has to approve a license for each persom
employed in detective work; that this is only giving them the privilege to
be In business, and it is not passing on their qualification to carry a fire-
arm; this is only the approval of a license,

Councilman Alexander asked the difference between granting a pemmit to Melvin
0. Smith, of the Carclina Detective Agency, and a permit.to Security Forces)
Inc.; he asked if a license is approved for Security Forces, Inc., if it
includes a11 the guards working for that company7 : - '

Councilman Short stated he was assuming the reason Counc11 has to- grant this
permission at all as contrasting with some other pr1v11ege license is because
this involves the carrying of a concealed weapon, , ' '

Mr, Underhill stated the ¢ode states the license shall.be issued subject .to
Council approval. Mr. Veeder, City Manager, stated whether Council does or
-does not approve these license has nothing to do with Whether or. not someone
carries a concealed weapon. :

Councilman Tuttle stated Melvin O. Smith has State License 11, and Security
Forces, Inec., has State License 11, he asked if Council is going to- approve,
appllcations for the two w1th the same license number? :

Councilma Thrower stated some time back Council requested that all the
applicants for privilege license for private detective be checked out by
the police and this has been done, and there have been no problems since.

After further discussion, Councilman Tuttle moved that action be deferred until
all these questions can be answered. The motlon was seconded by Councllman
Withrow and carried by the following vote:. :

YEAS: Councilmen Tuttle, Withrow, Alexander, Short and Thrower.
NAYS: Councilman Jordan and Whittington, - -

Councilman Tuttle asked the City Attorney to find out why Melvin 0. Smith
and Security Forces, Inc,, have the same State License No. 11.

<
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APPRAISAL CONTRACTS FOR AIRFORT EXPANSION PROJECT, APPROVED.

 After discussion of the determinaticn of setting fees, motion was made

| by Councilman Withrow, seccnded by Councilman Jordan, and unanimously

! garried, approving appraisal contracts for the Airport EXpan91on Project,
| as follows-

{a) Contract with Henry E. Bryant for appraisal of five parcels of land
at fees of §230, $200, %200, S130. and 5200,

(b} Contract with Wallace D, Gibbs, Jr. for appraisal of five parcels of
land, at fees of $250, $200, $200, $150, and $200. -

' RESOLUTION SETTING DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MONDAY, AUGUST 18, ON PETITION |
OF GRIFFIN REALTY COMPANY AND ED GRIFFIN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR ANNEXATION
OF THREE TRACTS OF IAND LOCATED IN CRAB ORCHARD TOWNSHIP.

Motion was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Short, and
L unanimously carried, setting the date of public hearing on Monday, August 18,
i on petition. for annexation of three tracts of land located 1n Crab Orchard |
- Township, :

 The resolution is recorded in full in Resclutions Book 6, at Pages 355-356.

;CHA\GE ORDER WO. 2 IN COHTRACT WITRH BLYTHE BROTHERS COMEAHY FOR URBAN RENEWAL
- REDEVELOPMENT SECTION NO. 2, DEFERRED FOR TWO WEEKS.

- Councilman Thrower asked if the House of P:ayer,willrbe demolished? Councilmar o
- Tuttle asked if the City did not know that the building could mot be tern -
down? Councilman Tuttle stated almost $10,000 is being spent on this when it
was in the original.countract to tear it down, and now. they said it camnot

be torne down because there is a lease, :

- After discussion, Councilman Whittington moved that action on the Change
- Order be-deferred for.two wesks and the Redevelopment Commission. give _
 Mr. Veeder an answer to the questions Council has raised today. The motion
was Seconded by Councilman Withrow, and carried unanimously. 2

| PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS AUTHORIZED.

- Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Short, and _
unanimously carried, the following property transactions were authorized:

{a) Aéquiéition of‘2,29075q. ft. of easement at 2331 Sharon Road, ffom
0dell 8. Vestal and wife, Sara M., at §$730.00, for the Sugar Creek-
Briay {reek Flood Contrel.

| {b) Acquisition of 2,300 square feet of easement at 2327 Sharon Road,

: from Mrs. Edith Werts ¢w1dow), at $750.00, for the Sugar-Briar Creek
Flood Control. : .

e Negotlated Settlemant thh George 4. 5hea1y and wife, in the amount = |
- of $1,500.00 for 6,765 square feet of easement at 1801 Carlanda Circle,

for the. Sugar CreeknBrlar Creek Flnod Gontrol

{d) Negotiated settlement with James D. MeDuffie and wife, Maxine 5., in
-~ the amount of $950,00, for 3,700 square feet of easement at 3356
Westfleld ﬂrlve, for the Sugar Creekariar Creek Flood Control.
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(e) Negotiated settlement with Cabell Howard Smith; Jr. and wife, Mabel C..

in the amount of $600.00, for 1,630 square feet of easement at 2323
Sharon Road'for the Sugar Creek-Briar Creek Flood Control.'

(£) Acquxsrtlon of 3,373 square feet of easemeént at 5801 Beckett Court, fr
Alben Development Company, at $1,00, for sanitary sewer to serve
Stonehaven No. 10-A.

(g) Acquisition of 1,926 square feet of easement at 1335 Lynbrook Drive,
from Frank H, Dudley and wife, Marion H., at $250.00, for sanitary
sewer to serve Stonehaven No. 10-A.

(h) Acquisition of 1,504.80 square feet of easement at 6543 Cove Creek Road,

from Bobby G. Poteat and wife, Sandra H., at 5100, oe, for sanitary
sewer to serve Eastbrook Woods, .

(i) Acquisition of 103,500 square feet of easement at 2465‘Meek1enburg
Avenue, from Charlotte Country Club, Inc.,‘at $7 70C.00, for the Upper
Briar Creek Outfall

(i) Acquisition of'3,971 square feet of easement at 3726 Country Club Driv
from Gerald A, Rothschild and wife, Concetta, at $320.00 for the Upper
Briar Creek OQutfall, i

(k) Acquisition of 1,882.25 square feet of easement at 3014 Arlie Street
from David Henry White and wife, Helen R., at $125 00 for ‘the Upper
Briar Creek Outfall

(1) AcqulsltLOn of 1,697.75 square feet of easement at 3204 Brlxton Court
from James 0. Wade and wife, Juanita H., at $145.00, for the Upper
Briar Creek Outfall. _

(m) Acquisition of 1,539 square feef of easement at 3038 Hillard Drlve, -
from Gilbert 8. Shaw and wife, Helen T., at $112.00 for the Upper
Briar Creek Outfall.

[

(n) Acqursxtlon of 255 square feet of easement at 3420 Shamrock Drive, frem

Methodist Home for the Aged, Inc., at §17. 00 for the Upper Brlar Creek
Outfall. : :

(0) Acquisition of 14,460.60 square feet of easement at 1801 Providence Ra

' from James Beniamln Bostick and wife, Margaret V., at $482.00, for
the Briar Creek Outfall.

(p) Negotiated settlement with Blumenthal Properties, Inc., in the total
amount of $27,550.00, for 4,880 square feet of property at 301-07
North Brevard Street and 311-13 East Sixth Street for the Sixth
_Street Improvement Pro;ect.

RESOLUTIONS AUTHORIZING CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS FOR THE SUGAR AND BRIAR
CREEK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT AND THE UPPER BRIAR CREEK OUTFALL )

Councilman Short moved the adoption of a resolution authorizing condemnatio
proceedings for the acquisition of 30 feet from center line of creek, plus
four foot easement from Charmoca Corporatiom, located in theé 1900 block of
Brandon Circle, Parcel 250B, for the Sugar and Briar Creek Flood Comntrol
Project. The motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington, and carried
unanimously.

Motion was made by Councilman Alexander, seconded by Councilman Short, and
unanimously carried, adopting a resolution authorizing condemnation
proceedings for the acquisition of 41 feet from the center line of creek
plus 20 foot temporary easement from Frederick A, Bruton and wife, Jean F.,
John F. Gilbext, Jr. and wife, Jean F., and Ralph B. Williams and wife,
Marion F., located at 2350 Sharon Road for the Sugar. and Briar Creek Flood
Control Project.
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. Upon motion of Councilman Thrower, _seconded by Councilman Short, and ,
. unanimously carried, a resolution’ was adopted authorizing condemnation i

. proceedings for the acquisition of 30 fest from center line of creek, plus
& foot easement, from Ernest Edward Wade, Sr., and wife, Ruby T., located

- The motion was seconded by Couuciiman Tuttle, and carried unanimously.

. Road, for the Sugar and Briar Creek Flood Control P;ogect.

| Motion was made by Councilman Withrow te adopt a resolution avthorizing
. condemnation proceedings for the acquisition of 27 feet to 35 feet from
. center of ecreek, plus a2 4 foor casement from Margarer'E. Bryan, located
- at 2813 Greenbrlar Road, for the Sugar and Briar Creek Floaod Control
.E_Project. The wotion was secanded by CounC11man Tut*le, and carrled

. unanimougly.

. Couneilman Thrower moved the adoption of a resolution suthorizing condemma-

! tion proceedings for the acquisition of 35 feet from center line of creek
©. plues 20 foot temporary sasement, from G. C. Thomas, Sr., (widower), located

- at 3605-09 Selwyn Avenue for the Sugar and Briar Creek Flood Control Project.

~ The motion was seconded by Councilman Short, and carried unanimeusly, —

| Upon motion of Councilman Alexander, seconded by Councilman Short, and
- unanimously c¢arried, a resolution was adopted authorizing coundemnation
~proceedings for the acquisition of 360 square feet of property. at 1216
 Morningside Drive, from L. 4. Waggouer and wife, Eua T., for the Briar

Page 357.

| unanimously carried, setting the date of Monday, August 18, for a public
hearing on the subject amendment to Chapter 4.

| CLATM BY NATIONAL CASH REGISTER COMPANY FOR LOSS OF CASH REGISTER, DENIED.
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proceedings for the acquisition of 33 feet from ceénter of creek, plus 20
foot easement from Sidney Astor, located in the 3000 block of Avon Terrace,
Parcel 255, for the Sugar Creek and Briar Creek Flood Control Project.

Councilman Thrower moved adoption of a resolution authorizing condemmation

& 2335 Sharon Road for the Sugar and Briar Greek Flood Control Project.

Motion was made by Counnllman Jordan, seconded by Councllman Whittington,
and unanimously carried, adopting e resolution authorizing condemnation
proceedings for the acquisition of 34 feet from center of creek, plus 4 foot
easement, from George A. Field and wife, Eva J., located at 2816 Creenbriar

Creek Cutfzll,

The resolutions are recorded in full in Resolutxons Book 6, heginnlng at

PUBLIC HEARING 'SET FQR.MQNDAY AUGUST 15, oN PROFOSED AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER
%4, OF THE CITY CODE, DOUSLAS MUNICIPAL ATRPORT ZONING ORDINANCE.

Motion was made by Counc11man Thrower, seconded by Counc11man Short, and

f-Counctlmav Short méved that the claim of Natmonal Cash Regxster Company,
. in the amount of $1,040. 19, for the loss of a cash register sold to Neal
' Covke Men's Wear and Gifts be denied, as recommended by the ity Attorney.

The motion was seconded by Councilman Thrower, and carried unanimously.

| CLAIM OF JOHN JAMES SEREK FOR PROPERTY DAMAGES, DENIED.

. Councilman Thrower moved that claim of Mr. John James Sebek, 5100 Awvburndale
- Road, for alleged property damages caused by sewer problems bhe denied as ’
. recommended by the ity Attorney. The motion was seconded by Councilman

- Jordan, and tarried unanimously.
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SECOND AMENDMENT TO PARTNERSHIP PLAN FOR WATER AND SEWER EXIENSIONS IN
CHARLOTTE AND MECKLENBURG COUNTY ADOPTED. '

Cquncilman Short moved that the second amendment to the Partmership Plan
for water and sewer extensions be approved. The motion was seconded by
Councilman Jordan, and carried unanimously.

The amendment is as follows:

. "PROCEDURE FOR PROCESSING APPLICATIONS
FOR FUTURE WATER AND SEWER EXTENSIONS

SECTION 1.

A, The term "major extension," as hereinafter used, shall mean
any extension of a water line 8 inches or larger in size, any extensi
of a sewer line 10 inches or larger in size, or a project involving
extensions of any size when the estimated cost is $75,000 or more.

' B. A1l applications for "major extensions" to be located
within the City of Charlotte shall be made to the Water Department of
the City for water extensionms and to thé Engineering Department of

i

the City for sewer extensions. All applications for 'major extensions™

of water and sewer lines to be located outside the corporate limits o

the City of Charlotte shall be made to the Engineering Department of
Mecklenburg County.

€. It shall be the responsibility of the appropriate department
of either government receiving an application in any size extension
to forward the same within five days to the Community Facilities
Committee with copies also being forwarded to the CltY Manager and
County Manager.

D. The Communlty Facilities Committee upon receipt ‘of any
application will given written notice thliereof to the"City Council and
the Board of County Comuissioners,"

WATER LINE EXTENSIONS APPROVED,

Upon motion of Councilman Short, seconded by Councilman Tuttle, and unanimous]

carried,'apprqval was given for water line extensions as follows:

(1) Hunter's Dairy Extensiomn (from Westinghouse Line to Hunter's Dairy)
to be f1nanced 100% by county bond funds.

(2) Carmel Road to Caribbean Corporation Extension - to be financed by |
county bond funds, subject to a final economic feasibility study and
recommendations by the county's finance director, 3

(3) Sharon Road West = to be financed on a partnership basis, 50% by theg
City and 50% by the County with the applicants teo guarantee an annual
' revenue equal to 127 of the cost of the lzne.

The 1mp1ementation of the Sharon Road West: pro;ect is contingent upo&

City Properties'willingness to cancel their existing agreement with the

City.

ey



. TRANSFER OF CEMETERY LOTS, AUTHORIZED.

| Motion was made by Councilman Thrower, seconded by Councilman Alexander,
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CONTRACT WITH CITY PROPERTIES, PARTNERSHIP, FOR THE INSTALLATION OF WATER
MATINS AND FIRE HYDRANT IN PARK ROAD, SHARON ROAD AND SHARON ROAD WEST TO
SERVE SHARON ROAD WEST TOWN HOUSE FACILITIES, AUTHORIZED.

and vpanimously carried, approving the subject contract for the installation
of 9,500 feet of water main and one fire hydrant in Park Road, Sharon Road
and Sharon Road West to serve the Sharon Road West Town House Facility,
all outside the city limits, at an estimated cost of $67,000.00. with the
lines to be financed and owned 50% by the €ity and 507 by the County in
accordance with the terms of the Partmership Plan and the annlicant will
guarantee an annual revenue equal to 12% of the total cost of the lines,
payable om & pro-rated wonthly basis of 1% par month.

SPECIAL OFFICER PERMITS APPROVED FOR PERIOa OF ONE YEAR.

ﬁpbn motion of Councilman Jordan, seconded by Councilmen Whittington, and
unanimously carried, special officer permits were approved for a period of
one year each, a3 follows:

{a) Renewal of permit to Madison Alien for use on the premises of K-Mart,

2701 Freedom Drive.

{b)} BRenewal of permit to Raymsnd Gheen for use on the pzemises of K-Marc,
2701 Preedom Drive. . .

(¢} Issuance of permit to Ellis Ray Black for use on the  premises of
.Park and Recreation Commission. :

{d) Issuance of perm;t to Fred Robert Andrewsrfdr use on the premises of
Park and Recreation Commission.

(e) Issuance of permit to Mark Price Pryor for use on the premises of
Park and Recreation Commission. :

{f) 1Issuance of permit to Cmar Stevenson for use an the premises of
Park:and Recreation Commission,

(2) 1Issuance of permit to Thomas Blain Wolfe for use om the premises of
Park and Recreation Commission.

- Motion was made by Councilman Tuttle;iseébnded by-Cbuncilman Jordan, and

unanimously carried, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to execute deeds
for the transfer of cemetery lots, as follows:

(#) Deed with H. Emmett and Alice B. Sebrell for Lot Ho. 264 Section 3,
Evergreen Cemetery, at $504.00. :

{b) Deed with Mrs. J. Parks colomnell for "rav&s 2 #And 2 in Lot kP4
Section 2, Evergreen {Cemetery, at $160.00. ' : J

(¢} Deed with Mrs. Ruth L. Jones for Grave No. 6, in Lot No. 17, Section 2,
Evergreen Cemetery, at SSO 00. i

(d) Deed with Mrs. Lela W. ~-cearni for Lot No. 2b3 Section 3, Evergreeq
Cemetery, at $504,00.

{e) Deed with Bobby M. Waldrop for Grave 3, in Lot No. 19, Section 2,
Evergreen Cemetery, at $80.00.

(£} Deed with Mrs, Florence J. McGuinness for Grave 11, in Lot Mo. 19,
Section 2, Evergreen Cemetery, at $80.00.



" The vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously,
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REAPPOINTMENT OF C., F. STREET TO THE AIRPORI ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Councilman Short moved that Mr. C. P. Street be re-app01nted to the Airport

Advisory Committee for a term of five years and that Council suspend the
operation of its resolution for this one app01ntment. The metion was
seconded by Councilman Tuttle.- T

Councilman Tuttle stated this man bas had nine years of experience on
this Committee and is a qualified contractor. Mr. Veeder, City Manager,
stated Mr. Street has served on the Committee since sometime in the 40s;
that he has observed having associated with this Committee in the last
ten years, Mr. Street by virtue of his detailed knowledge of everything
that has taken place at the airport over this pericd of time, coupled wit
his contiruing complete interest in what happens at the airport, coupled
with his recognized position as one of the leading builders in the mnatio

-

u,

has made a tremendous contribution in the terms of planning and the decisions

the airport committee has recommended to Council from time to time; that
he has seen instances where Mr. Street has suggested approaches that
literally have saved thousands of dollars, and from his observation: Mr.
Street has made a tremendous contribution to the Committee.-

CONTRACT AWARDED ORKIN EXTERMINATING COMPANY, INC.,, D/B/A RDLLINS SERVICES

FOR JANITORIAL SERVICE FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT CENTER.

Councilman Jordan moved award of contract te the low bidder, Orkin Extermin-

ating Company, Inc., d/B/a Rollins Services, in the amount of $54,444.00
per year for janitorial services for the Law Enforcement Center. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington, and carried unanimcusly.
The following bids were received:

Orkin Exterminating Co., Inc. $54, 444,00

d/b/a Rollins Services
Columbus Serviees International : o 54,900,000
Better Cleaning Service ' 56,995.00

Oxford Building Services 67,568.76

CONTRACT AWARDED GOODALL RUBBER COMPANY FOR RUBBER RAINWEAR.

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Thrower
and unanimously carvied, awarding contract to the iow bidder, Gadall Rubb
Company, in the amount of $7,004.34 on a unit price basis, for rubber
rainwear for Motor Tramsport, Water and Engineering Departments.

The following bids were received:

Goodall Rubber Company . $ 7 004.34

Allied Safety Supply Co. T 7,618.17
Southern Rubber Company : 7,687.28
Supply Specialties, Inc. o : 8,653.01

Dillon Supply Company ; 9,900.31
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CONTRACT AWARDED THOMAS STRUCTURE COMPANY FQR CONSTRUCTION OF 24 INCH ;
DIAMETER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM WATER MATINS, ' _ g

Ceunciiman Jerdan moved award of contract to the low biddexr, Thomas
S¢ructure Company, in the amount of $164,985.00, on a unit price basis,
for the construction of 24 inch diameter distribution system water
mains. The motien was Seconded by Counciiman Short, and carrvied unanxmcusl‘

The Hllowing bids were received: _ é

Thomas Structure Company L $164 985,00
A. P, White & Assoc., Inc. - , 168,250.00
Blythe Brothers f£o. 173,372.00
T. &, Sharrili Const. Co. ' _ 180,974.50
Crowder Const., Co., Inc. 181,832.00

Sandere Brothers, Inc. : .- 182,863,000

CONTRACT AWARDED SANDERS BROTHERS, ING, ﬁﬂR CONSTRUCTION OF BIAHETER
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM WATER MAIHNS.

Upon moticn of Councilmas Tutile, seconded by founcilman Whittingtoen, and
upanimously carried, contract was zwarded the low bidder, Sanders
Brothers, Tnc., in che amount of §$57,095.00, on 2 unit price basis, for
construction ¢f£ 12- inch maln and B-inch diametey distyibution system . ‘ ‘
water main. , | 3

The following bids were received:

Sanders Brothers, Inc. : $ 57,085,006 : —
Thomas Structure Company . | L - 39,275.00 § Lo
A, P. White & Associates ) ' GA,J;? 00 j o
Crowder Construction Co. : : 59,875.00 ; -
Ts A. Sherrill Company : o 76,065.00 '

ﬁQNTRAGT AWARLED RODGERS BULILDERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THREE FOURTAINS

FOR URBAX BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT.

Councilman Whittington moved zward of contract ko the low bidder, Rodgérs
Builders, in the amount of §$63,466.00, on a unit price basis, for the

- construction-of three Fountains for the urban beautification project.

The motion was seronded by Councilmen Thrower.

Mr., W, H. Carstarphen, Administrative ~Assistant, advised a fountain
would be locazted in front of Uvens Auditeriim, 01d Settler's Cemetery and
st the interssction of Mprehead Streel and Dilworth Road, in the traffic
isiand.

The wote was taken on the mntiﬁn znd carrisd apanimously.

The fni?rwing ids were received:

Rodpers Bullders 3 63,466.00 ?
Myers & Chapman, Ine, - - 94,744.00 | o
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CONTRACT AWARDED COLEMAN NURSERIES FOR LANDSCAPING FOR URBAN BEAUTIFICATION
PROJECT.

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington and seconded by Councilman Tuttle,
to award contract to the low bidder, Coleman Nurseries, in the amount of
$21,936,59, on a unit price basis for landscaping for the Urban Beautificatior
Project,

Mr. W. H. Carstarphen, Administrative Assistant, advised roughly 807 of this
will be expended in the 01d Settler's Cemetery, and the remainder will be
around the physical structures of the fountains, The majority of this is
sidewalks, benches, water fountains, retaining walls and landscaping
preparations and the actual plannlng of landscaping in the 0ld Settler's
Cemetery.

The vote was taken on the motion and carried unanimously.
The following bids were received:

Coleman Nurseries 5 21,936.59
Baucom Nurseries 35,014.00

TURNKEY PROJECT N. C. 3 10 OF DWIGHT PHILLIPS REQUESTED BROUGHT BEFORE
COUNCIL FOR REVIEW AND ACTION.

Councilman Withrow stated in connection with the turnkey housing project
N. C, 3-10 of Dwight Phillips - No. 3 Project Roseland in Clantor Park,
Mr. Veeder, City Manager has checked on this and given him a report. He
stated this was brought up in Msrch when the Committee from the West Side
brought the matter of housing to Council, and Council cancelled all the
projects except Dalton Village and the one near the Airport. He stated
he doesnot believe this one was ever brought up - that Roseland 1 and 2
were brought up but No. 3 was never brought up for review. He stated at
that time he understood that Mr. Dillehay was supposed to bring all these
projects to City Council before they were approved, and this project has |
never been brought before Council. He stated it has been brought to his |
attention by Reverend Leake that this project will be approved -in about a
weelk.

Councilman Withrow asked if this project has been turned down by the Master
Plan Cormittee, or if the plan has been before the Committee? Councilman
Tuttle replied it has not been turned down by the Committee and he does not
believe it has been before the Committee,

Councilman Withrow stated there is no coordination betwaen the Housing ;
Authority and the City Council; that if Council waits, this project will be
approved by HUD in a week,

Councilman Whittington stated he does not recall this Project being in the
motion at the time he made a motion to hold up everything with the exception
of the Strawn Apartments and Dalton Village; that he knmew mothing about this
project until a recent zoning hearing and Mr. Cox mentioned it at that time.

Mr. Veeder, City Manager, stated on March 3, Council requested the Housing
Authority to hold all plans until a Committee is formed and can investigate
them, Councilman Withrow stated the day he was at the meeting, Mr. Dillehay
was sitting beside him and Mayor Brookshire asked him to brimg all turnkey
projects to Council for approval before they were approved. Mr. Veeder stated
on March 24, Council created a committee and specified that Projects H. G.

9, 11 and 12 ~ Dalton Vlllage, Boulavard Homes and Bullard Street - be i
stopped pending Committee's study. That Project 10 was not included in
that resolution. He stated his office prepared a report of the status of |
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all the projects and included information on all projects - that included
No. 10. That on March 31, a motion was made by GCouncil to request the
Housing Authority to refer all housing projects with which it is, or will
be, concerned to the City Council priocr to making any commitments or
entering into any agreement, and it was to be the respousibility of the
City Cpuncil, after the information is furnished to determine if a public
hearing is desirable before a particular project is approved. Councilman |
Short stated rthe reason Project 10 was not included in the motion of | L !

as being in 3 very early stage and it was stated the status was schematic
drawings; that was so remote and intangible that it was not included; that
he believes it was caught the following week on March 31 by the motion.

Councilman Withrow woved- that Mr. Dillehay bring to Council at the next
official meeting on Monday, July 28, for Council's review and action - :
Project 10, and that Mr., Oliver RDWe, Chairman of the Master Plan Committes
on Low Income Housing, be asked to attend th1s meetlng. The motion was
saeconded by Counczlman Whittington. :

Councilman Whittington asked that in the meantime Mr. Dillehay be asked
to hold this in abeyance and that HUD not approve it until it has beem
presented to Council,

Councilman Alexander asked if this is jumping over the Committee that was

appointed by not asking for their recommendation; he asked if this would
not be the first step fo get their recommendation.

The vote was taken on the wmotion and carried unanimously,

RESIGNATION OF HUGH G. ASHCRAFT FROM THE PL&E&ING COMMIS&IG“’ACCEPTED
WITH REGRETS,

Mayor ~ Ballk presented a letter from Mr. Hugh &. Ashcraft asking that |
his resignation from the Planning Comm;ssxcn be accepted effectlve |
July 31, 1969.° ”

Councilman Jordan moved that the resignation be accepted with regrets.
The motion was seconded by Councilman Short, and carried unanimously.

 NOMINATIONS TO THE CHARLCTTE-MECKLENBURG PLANNING COMMISSION.

Councilman Thrower placed in nom1nat1on‘thé name ‘of ‘Mrs. John (Alice)
Blanton to fill the unexpirved term of Mr. Hugh'G. Ashcraft om the Planninv
Commission. ;

Councilman Alexander sta_ed the Planning Commission has much to domith the
planning and inner city ovroblems and many thines are causing frustation at

the moment; there have been vecent zoning requests that have posed problem:

and this is & Commission where there sheuld have been & representative

from the Wegro commuuity, and at this stage he thinks Coun£il should

consider the naming of a Negro to the Cowmission, and he placed in

nomination the name of Dr. Roy F. Wynn, owner of Dalebrook Professzonal

Building on Beatties Ford Road, ; FE

Motion was made by Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Wzthrcw,
and unanimously carrled, closing the nowinations at this tlme,
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PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION REQUESTED TO BRING ANY AND ALL PLANS FOR
LAND PURCHASE PURPOSE AND ANY AND ALL PLANS AND DESIGNS FOR THE DEVELOPMENF
OF PARKS TO COUNCIL BEFORE SUCH PROGRAMS BECOME FINAL. ..

Councilman-Alexander stated there have been discussions of pfoblems growing
-out of parks and just as Council has attempted to develop some type of .

‘control on housing, he thinks Council should develop the same type of control

regarding the Park and Recreation proposals, that now is the time to do it
before the bond submission,

Councilman Alexander moved that the Park and Recreation Commission. submit to
City Council any and all plans for land purchase for parks or recreational
purpose and any and all plans for the development of parks as to planning
and design before such programs become final. The motion-was seconded by
Counciiman Whittington. -

Councllman Whlttlngton stated it should be p01nted out that the Park and
Recreation came before Council with their requirements, and the money set
up in the bond issue for October 10 is a part of the first two items in
their request to Council, and in a sense they have done this, but he sees
nothing wrong with requesting them to say again, in writing*.that this is
what it is going to be. .

After discussion, the vote was taken on the motion andhparxied_ppanimously.

CITY MANAGER REQUESTED TO CHECK AND REPORT ON FLUSHING OF GRANDIN ROAD,
Councilman Alexander stated he has received a report on the flushing and
sweeping of Grandin Road from Mr. Davis, the Department Superintendent. He
stated it has been charged.-that Grandin Road is never swept or flushed, and
Mr. Davis advises that all of Grandin Road is swept and flushed once weekly
on a regular schedule on Tuesdays and this schedule hag been in effect for
15 years or more,

Councilman Alexénder stated the people who live over tﬁefe-st;ii say . that
this is not so; they say it is not flushed and not swept; that not only does

this come from the Negro residents who have moved into this sectiom, but from

some of the white property owners who still live there.

Councilman Alexander requested the City Manager to look into this to see if

We can determine what is right and what is wrong, and to see that the streets

are flished, and if necessary re-group schedules where some streets are
flushed twice a week,that some be cut down 5o some time can be spent 1n
getting some of the street flushed that are never flushed.

REFERENDUM ON $32,340,000 BOND PROJECTS SET FOR OCTOBER 10, 1969,

Councilman Short moved that a bond referendum be set on the $32,340,000

bond projects as listed in material submitted today and that the City Manager

and his staff be authorized and directed to carry out the procedures listed

and do all other things necessary to implement and to hold this referendum on

October 10, 1969, The motion was seconded by Counc11man Whittington, and
carried unanimously.

The‘individual projects are as follows:

1. Civic Center R 83,9 million

2. Coliseum Improvements 1.5 million
3. Land acquisition and improvements 2.5 million
4. Facility Improvements 875,000

5. Renewal and Rehabilitation 3.82 million
6. Street Improvements & Traffic Controls 4,94 million
7. Sewer Imprevements 6.89 million
8. Airport Improvements-Revenue Bonds 3.0 milliom

9. Water Tmprovements 4,92 million
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ORDINANCE ¥O. 282-7 AMENDING CHAPTER 23, SECQTION 23-8 OF THE CITY CODE
| AMENDING THE ZONING MAP TO CHANGE THE ZONING OF PROPERTY ALONG THE SOUTH
SIDE OF CAROLINA GOLF COURSE EXTENDING FROM WEST OF OLD STEELE CREEK ROAD
. TO DONALD ROSS ROAD. '

- Councilma1 Short stated he 13 supposed to bring vp for discussion & matter
conicerning zoning of some land cut on West Boulevard; this property anlude% _
the Carolina Golf Course and is Petition Ho., 69-34. He stated the Plannlng Ll
Commission's final recommendation was that the part which is now a real :

estate development - a residential development - be lefi single family and

the rest be made R-6MF, and he is not sure that is the best resolution of

it and he is throwing it out for discussion.

Councilman Whittington stated two weeks ago he asked Council to delay

- decision on this matter until Mr. Veeder, City Manager, could report back
! from three developers or real estate people who have no interest in this
. property; he stated Council has been given this report, and while the

. recommendation is for apartments, he thinks Council is back where they

. were on March 3lst,

; Councilman Short meved thet the subject petition be zoned in,@ts entirety
- for R-6. The motion was seconded by Councilman Whittington.

| Councilman Whittington stafed when he says in its antirety he is referring
. only to Petition 6%9-34. Councilman Short replied he mentioned Petition
. 69“34&

Councilman Short stated a study of maps indicate that for the preservation
of good residential structures in the west side of town generally a case ean
~ bz made that is somewhat dependent upon this land being used in this way;
this is a large block of land under one ownership, or one corporation. If
it represents a loss to these pecple in terms of their ability to sell it,
it will be distributed over a great many people, and it will not be a great |
loss to anyone, ]

~ The vote was taken on the motion, and carried unanimously.

é The ordingﬁce is recorded in full in Or&inancefBook 16,'at Page 245.

| ORDINANCE NO, 283-X AMEWDING ORDINANCE NO. 939-X, THE 1968-69 SUDGET
| ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF THE UNEXPENDED BALANCE
| OF THE GENERAL FUND,

- Councilman Whittington moved adoption ¢f the subject ordinance authorizing
. the transfer of 56,000 of non-tax revenues of the unexpended balance of the
. General Fund to the Park and Recreation Commission to construct a foobt

. bridge across Sugar Creek for the Huntingtowne Farms Park. The wmotion

 was seconded by Councilman Jordan, and carried unanimously. '

- The ordinance is vecorded in full in Ordinance Book 16,.at Page 246.

. ADJOURNMENT,

- Upon motion of Councilman Whittington, seconded by Councilman Jordan, and
- unanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned until 10:00 o'eclock P,
. Tuesday, July 22, for the purpose of a public hearing on salaries, wages
- and wage~relatad watfers relating to the City of Charlotte Policy for

- Employer-Employee Relations.
/ﬁzJDZ @ /Lﬂ/\(/

‘Ruth Armstrong, gaty Clerk






