————— Original Message-----

From: Randee Haven-O'Donnell [mailto:randee.haven-odonnell@da.org]
Sent: Sunday, February 22, 2009 3:11 PM

To: Dan Coleman

Cc: Lydia Lavelle; Jacquie Gist; Joal Hall Broun; John Herrera; Mayor
Chilton; Steven Stewart; Sarah Williamson; Adena Messinger; Roy M.
Williford

Subject: Re: Claremont/crossing Homestead

Agreed.

At roadway level, there is not safe accessibility to the pool and other
recreation amenities afforded phases I, II and III.

Is there any way the Town can work with DOT to support the
consideration .

of a sub-grade pedestrian walkway (tunnel) for this project's road
crossing safety?

Randee
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"A master can tell you what he expects of you. A teacher, though,
awakens
your own expectations.”

Dan Coleman <dan-coleman@nc.rr.com> writes:

>Steve,

>I am concerned about the application of recreation points to the new
>sections for facilities that are not safely accessible to those
>residents. This concern continues in light of Adena's statement

> (attachment F2) reiterating her concerns about pedestrian safety at
this '

>crossing.

>

>If we are to consider a minimally safe crossing, it seems to me that
>there should be additional recreational opportunities on the south
side.

>I would like staff opinion on this point at the public hearing.

>

>Thank you.

>

>Dan

----This

communication (including any attachments) is intended for the use of
the

intended recipient (s) only and may contain information that is
confidential, privileged or legally protected. Any unauthorized use or
dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please immediately notify the
sender

by return e-mail message and delete all copies of the original
communication. Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the
author.



From: James Carnahan [mailto:jcarnahan@mindspring.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 9:17 AM

To: zzDept. Mail - Town Clerk

Subject: Claremont Public Hearing material

Sarah - the following is the quote | was reading into the record during the Claremont
Phase 4&5 public hearing last night (2/24/09):

from the executive summary of Growing Cooler: The Evidence on Urban Development
and Climate Change, by Reid Ewing et al:

“One of the most comprehensive studies, conducted in King County, Washington, by
Larry Frank of the University of British Columbia, found that residents of the most
walkable neighborhoods drive 26 percent fewer miles per day than those living in the
most sprawling areas. A meta-analysis of many of these types of studies finds that
households living in developments with twice the density, diversity of uses, accessible
destinations, and interconnected streets [my emphasis] when compared to low-density
sprawl drive about 33 percent less.”

If the public hearing is still open (I left early last night) please include the attachment as
part of the record: it is the text of my Op-Ed article published in the Carrboro Citizen
February 19, 2009.

Thanks!
James Carnahan

122 Oak St
Carrboro, NC 27510



Considering Connector Roads

I disagree with Alderman Dan Coleman’s statement (Citizen, 2/5/09) that Carrboro’s Connector
Roads Policy “fails in its stated goal ‘to disperse newly generated traffic and to give a sense of
connectivity and unity to the town as it grew.’”

I believe the policy will help us realize the stated goals incrementally over time, as more
connections get made. In addition, I think it also achieves a critical unstated goal (according to
an Environmental Advisory Board member who helped craft the policy): reduction of vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) and the fuel conservation and COz2 reduction associated with VMT
reduction.

While I agree a re-assessment of the Connector Roads Policy will benefit Carrboro I would
strongly oppose any effort to water it down. As it is, the ultimate build-out of the current policy
will produce a limited grid, and compromises recently implemented in the cases of the Autumn
Drive and Sweet Bay Place connectors undermine the goals that have evolved over decades of
work on the policy.

I see revisiting the Connector policy as an opportunity to strengthen it and ensure the desired
outcomes. The Statement of Purpose Coleman cites from the 1986 policy document needs to be
amended to include the objective of reducing trip lengths in order to save fuel and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. The safety issue that postponed the Autumn Drive connection needs
to be addressed. If safety can only be achieved by inclusion of sidewalks, then the town needs to
consider ways to get these sidewalks built in a more timely fashion. Comments from neighbors
of a possible connection on Claymore Rd. clearly indicate the need sometimes to upgrade roads
when they become thru streets. Claymore is a NCDOT maintained road; by what mechanism
would we get pedestrian and safety improvements in such a case?

I think it is important in this conversation to have a clear definition of the term “commons.” For
me “Commons” comprises a broad spectrum of public realm facilities — infrastructure such as
water, sewer, schools, transportation, and a variety of open space including unimproved natural
areas, large regional parks and small neighborhood & pocket parks, and paved public gathering
places, large & small. Roads are certainly part of our Commons, but they are purposefully
planned, built & maintained primarily for the use of wheeled vehicles — bikes, cars, trucks. Some
have proposed at recent hearings that bike & pedestrian paths should replace the proposed
connections for motorized vehicles, but that would frustrate very important goals of the
connector policy. Clearly everyone would like to become less dependent on single occupant car
use — and paved vehicular roads support the goal by providing efficient routes for small transit
vehicles: car pools, van pools, mini-buses.

Comments heard from Claymore residents in the Colleton Crossing public hearing tell us
something about our policy on required recreation amenities. Claymore’s narrow cul-de-sac
streets serve public gathering functions that will be lost if it becomes connected. Our ordinance
needs to foster the creation of truly functional “commons” facilities. Here we see a need for
paved public gathering space: small piazzas where folks can set their chairs to chat and younger
children can bounce a ball.



Alderman Coleman’s discussion about Robert Moses’ and Durham’s freeways seems a bit like
comparing peas with pachyderms. Carrboro is nowhere as big as those towns and we’re talking
about simple 2-lane streets, not multi-lane high-speed thruways. But in the case of Paris, the
grand boulevards (which predate the automobile by decades) have emerged as a central feature
of their Commons. Not only do they enhance the movement of vehicles, including various forms
of public transit; they also contribute immensely to the public realm Paris is famous for, the cafe
society and street life created by expansive sidewalks generously lined with trees. On-street
parking everywhere adds to a pedestrian sense of safety. Multi-story mixed use buildings put a
multitude of employment, cultural & institutional activities within walking distance of a
multitude of residents. The Paris of the Piedmont has much to learn from our distant
“namesake.”

Coleman mentioned New Urbanist “tenets.” I know folks in our community want planning
policy guided by more than doctrines, and there are references available that attest to the
importance of making these connections. Consider, in closing, this from the executive summary
of “Growing Cooler: The Evidence on Urban Development and Climate Change,” by Reid
Ewing et al:

“One of the most comprehensive studies, conducted in King County, Washington, by Larry
Frank of the University of British Columbia, found that residents of the most walkable
neighborhoods drive 26 percent fewer miles per day than those living in the most sprawling
areas. A meta-analysis of many of these types of studies finds that households living in
developments with twice the density, diversity of uses, accessible destinations, and
interconnected streets [my emphasis] when compared to low-density sprawl drive about 33
percent less.”

James Carnahan
122 Qak Street
Carrboro, NC

Mr Carnahan is a member of the Carrboro Planning Board, and a founder of The Village
Project.




TOWN OF CARRBORO
PLANNING BOARD

301 West Main Street, Carrboro, North Carolina 27510

RECOMMENDATION

FEBRUARY 19, 2009

Additional Recommendation Claremont IV and V
AIS Conditional Use Permit Application

Seils moved and Clinton seconded that the PB make the following recommendation to the Board of
Aldermen regarding Claremont Phases IV and V; in accordance with the Land Use Ordinance, the
Connector Roads Policy, and Carrboro Vision 2020, the Planning Board supports the connection of the
proposed "Street A" to Colfax Drive, as shown on the site plan; the installation of stop signs at the
intersection of "Street A" and Colfax Drive; and the installation of an appropriate number of traffic
calming features on Colfax Drive and “Street A.”

VOTE: Ayes (7) Barton, Bell, Carnahan, Clinton, Paulsen, Poulton, Seils; NOES (2) Cook and Warner;
Abstentions (1) Fritz; Absent/Excused (0).

et &%&M

Matthew Barton, Chair 2/23/09




Grid-like Networks in Carrboro

T P R e T

?

N

—

.-_I

-

[T

s Y N Sl ] T

Old Carrboro

4

S
]

L'

|

)

Begus

O L S L 5 2

i g
ST

| [ e el
| [ !:..:HL : |
o B
OB
=00 2 [ 2

]
[y
==
(L]
[

Lo o ]
A ARE
Yin el

—

/LB

17/
]

o ]

O]

Horne HollowMWolliams Woods/\Wexford/
Cobblestone/Cates Farm



NPRILN WN-O %

O N

== Streets in proposed/approved developments
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This map is not regulatory. The verification of existing stub outs and
a determination for street connections is made in the course of
reviewing applications for development




