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Comments ma be mailed to:
Leigh B. Lane

Public Involvement and Community Studies Unit
Office of Human Environment

1583 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1583 Phone: (919) 250-4092  Fax: (919) 250-4208

E-mail: llane@dot.state.nc.us
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Subject: [Fwd: Fwd: FW: Smith Level Road Projcct]
Date: Fri, 09 Nov 2001 15:09:38 -0500
From: "Mike Cowan" <mcowan@dot.state.nc.us>
Organization: North Carolina Department of Transportation
To: Leigh Lane <llane@dot.state.nc.us> , Art McMillan <amcmillan@dot.state.nc.us>
CC: klincoln@co.orange.nc.us, PTHAMES@co.orange.nc.us

Leigh and Art,
Attached is an email from a couple who have issues with

U-2803. As you can see this correspondence has traveled to
several people seeking a response. Please prepare a response and
direct it to Representative Insko so that she may respond to her
constituents. If you have questions, please feel free to contact

me.

Mike Cowan

-

Subject: Fwd: FW: Smith Level Road Project
Date: Fri, 09 Nov 2001 12:38:50 -0500
From: "Karen Lincoln" <klincoln@co.orange.nc.us>
To: <mcowan(@dot.state.nc.us>

Thanks, Mike!

Karen

Subject: Fwd: FW: Smith Level Road Project
Date: Fri, 09 Nov 2001 11:21:37 -0500
From: "Paul Thames" <PTHAMES@co.orange.nc.us>
To: "Karen Lincoln" <klincoln@co.orange.nc.us>

Karen,
T received the attached email from Verla Insko's office. I have no clue as to what

this lady is talking about as I know nothing about the widening of Smith Level Road,
any of the traffic projections for the project, or the design rationale behind any
component of the project. Do you have any information here and can you enlighten me?
Thanks,

Paul Thames

—

Subject: FW: Smith Level Road Project
Date: Thu, 8 Nov 2001 10:35:08 -0500
From: "Linda McCrodden (Rep. Insko)" <Inskola@ncleg.net>
To: "'pthames@co.orange.nc.us" <pthames@co.orange.nc.us>

Paul, Representative Insko received the following e-mail from one of her
constituents. Could you please clarify some of the issues they raised for
us. Thank you. Linda McCrodden(Legislative Asst for Rep Insko)

Representative Verla Insko
24th House District
Chatham and Orange Counties

11/09/2001 3:14 PM
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2121 Legislative Building
Raleigh, NC 27601
Ph: 919-733-7208
Fx: 919-754-318S

----- Original Message-----

From: Thomas McCown [mailto:thomas.mccown@css.unc.edul
Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2001 10:09 AM

To: Verlai@ncleg.net

Subject: Smith Level Road Project

Dear Representative Insko:

I was quite disconcerted when I attended the DOT meeting regarding
the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road. I believe that anyone with common
sense would have the same reaction. The basis of the proposed widening is

to
alleviate present and future traffic problems, but as presented this plan

will

not achieve this goal. First, the major source of traffic backup revolves
around the entrance to Frank Porter Graham elementary school, yet the road
widening will be distal to this point. Thus, in the morning, the same

traffic
delays will be encountered, but now there will be a larger 0.6 mile "parking

lot" to contain these vehicles. Secondly, the DOT projected an increase in
traffic volume, but this projection did not appear to account for the

ongoing
widening of 15-501. If as they believe that most of the cars will come from

Chatam county, the widening of 15-501 should significantly reduce these
estimates. Moreover, how can a 0.6 mile road widening alter the flow of

cars
over a several mile stretch of Smith Level Road? Finally, if implemented as

proposed, this plan will cause a phenomenal traffic jam on a road that

enters
Smith Level, BPW road. The plan proposes a concrete median, so residents

from
one Berryhill exit and residents from one exit of the Villages apartments

cannot turn left onto Smith Level road. This means that an enormous number

of .
vehicles will need to gain access to Smith Level road via BPW road. -

Clearly,
this traffic jam will far exceed the present minor inconvenience of Smith

Level Road. It is inconceivable that a traffic engineer would miss such an
obvious problem, but apparently, DOT did. In fact, at the meeting, the
engineer's response to this comment was that the residents of the Villages
could turn right and then make a U-turn on Smith Level Road!

With tight budgets, one would assume that major expenditures would be
carefully conceived, designed and implemented to best alleviate both present

and future traffic problems. Even to a novice in these matters, the

proposed
plan to widen Smith Level Road fails to achieve any of these obvious goals.

The plan is both expensive and creates more problems than it alleviates.

This .
stretch of road does need improvements but a three lane road with the

present
accesses would seem more rational.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter, and if in agreement, I hope

you can bring some modicum of sanity back to the DOT.

11/09/2001 3:14 PM
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Thomas and Kim McCown
603 Manor Ridge Road
Carrboro, NC 27510

11/09/2001 3:14 PM
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Subject: Opposition to Project 9.8070219
Date: Fri, 09 Nov 2001 13:51:26 -0500
From: "Roger E. Mitchell" <Roger_Mitchell@ncsu.edu>
To: Llane@dot.state.nc.us

Dear Leigh Lane,

As a resident of Carrboro, I am sending this email in lieu of the paper
comment sheet distributed for the public hearing about the Smith Level Road
project in Carrboro (listed as project 9.8070219 on the comment sheet).

I am strongly opposed to this project for a variety of reasons:

-the level of traffic does not warrant a four lane road with median strip;
it is not clear what problem this proposed project would solve

-the widening of the road would encourage more traffic through Berryhill to
the apartments behind this development; the increased traffic through the
neighborhood is a hazard to the many young children in that neighborhood;
There would also be a significant increase in traffic within the
development, since residents of the lower end of Manor Ridge R4 (and its
associated cul-de-sacs) would have to travel the length of the development
in order to exit the development at BPW Club Road;

-the project would require taking so much land from Berryhill home owners
that it would seriously reduce the value of properties in that development,
increase noise level and reduce quality of life in the neighborhood

-water run off from the increased amount of paving may cause flooding to
homes in Berryhill

- there would be significant tie-ups on BPW Club Road, as residents of
Berryhill and the Villages converged on this one exit route.

-the project is very expensive, and the project is not sufficiently
beneficial to warrant that expense

T would like to go on record as opposing this project. If there is anything
else I need to do to make this an official statement, please let me know.

Roger Mitchell

102 Juniper Ct.
Carrboro, NC 27510
919-960-0064

Roger Mitchell, Ph.D.

Depart of Psychology, Box 7801
North Carolina State University
Raleigh, NC 27695-7801

Ph: 919-513-2546

Fax: 919-515-1716

e-mail: Roger_Mitchell@ncsu.edu

Web:
http://www ncsu,edu/psycholoagy/faculty/members/mite txt . htm

11/09/2001 3:14 PM
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Subject: re;public hearing U-2803
Date: Fri, 09 Nov 2001 10:09:35 -0500
From: Muge Calikoglu <muge_calikoglu@med.unc.edu> ‘
To: llane@dot.state.nc.us

Leigh B. Lane

Public Involvement and Community Studies Unit
Office of Human Environment

1583 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1583

phone- 919-250-4092

fax- 919-250-4208

e-mail- llane@dot.state.nc.us

VVvVvvVvVvyVvy

Please find below my concerns in regards to the SMITH LEVEL ROAD
WIDENING project.

Plan
A- Widen Smith Level Road to 4 lane Highway with central median of 15

ft, sidewalks , bike lanes

Concerns:
1. speed of highway - 45 is not safe for either pedestrians or bikers
2. extent of median - too large, blocks traffic flow of current :
apartments and neighborhood
3- sidewalks- the bridge at the end of the road has sidewalk on only
one side, why are we having sidewalks on both sides
also , since the sidewalsk do not continus under the bypass into North
greensboro street or on North Greensboro stree into downtown Carrboro,
where indeed are folks in the neighborhoods going to walk to? Certainly
not the fireplace store at the corner, or the Carboro Public works
facility!
Also since the speed is not safe and the Frank Porter Graham elementary
School is not a walking zone, why are we having sidewalks in the
current plan?
Solution: I want sidewalks, I believe the future of Carrboro and Chapel
Hill should be a pedestrian friendly community. Therefore, coordination
is essential with the school system to make the area a SAFE WALK TO
SCHOOL ZONE. The board of education should be involved as well as the
principal of FPG elementary, Dr. Greene, who is currently even unaware
of these extensive project that will affect his school and buss system
for the next years. The speed limit sholu be reduced.

B- No left turns at Willow Oak, No left turns at the exit of the
Villages
There will be a central median extending from the bridge to
beyond Rockhaven entrance. Thus you can enter from Willow oak but you
cannot leave !. Over 100 homes in Phase 3 and 4 will lose their main

exit. -
The only way they can get out of the neighborhood is to drive

close to a mile through Manor Ridge, stop at the stop light, get on
Orchard and exit the neighborhood through BPW Club Road.

The older homes in Phase 1 and 2 will be affected. The streets
in front of their homes has turned into the main thoroughfare out of
the neighborhood.

' 100 homes in the new areas X 2 cars per home X 4 visits per day=
800 car trips
30 homes in the old phase X 2 cars per home X 4 visits per
day=120 . .
thus 920 trips coming out of the Orchard lane exit onto Smith
Level.
Result: UNSAFE FOR OUR KIDS WHO PLAY IN THOSE STREETS
UNSAFE FOR US WHO WALK, RUN OR BIKE
DELAYS REACHING THE HOSPITAL IN CASE OF EMERGENCY, or

FIRE or EVACUATION

Solution: do not have a median , continue to allow left turns at Willow

11/09/2001 2:36 PM
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C:Impact on BPW Club Road traffic

Since the median extends over the exit of the Villages
Apartments, these folks can not make a left turn to get on Smith Level
while going to the university. They will be forced to either turn right
and make a U turn further away around Dogwood acres or they have to go
through their parking lots and end up on the alternate Villages entry
on BPW Club Road. :

There are about 600 apartments , mostly with roommates,
thus 1200 cars X 4 visits per day that will be trickling down, back and
forth daily onto BPW club road as well. They will all join at the red
light and wait to turn left to get on Smith Level towards the
University. So we have taken the traffic jam from Smith Level Road and
have moved it to BPW Club Road !

Solution: same as above

D;Where is the Traffic Jam on Smith Level Road?

The Traffic jam is at 7.30 to 8.00 while everyone is
trying to get their kids to FPG Elementary School.

FPG serves a wide area, extending from Jones Ferry
Road neighborhoods to Cobbleridge to Beryhill. The entry in and out of
the school is grossly inefficient.This is where the bottleneck is.

Unless the traffic entry / exit. problem of the

elementary school is solved, the widening of Smith Level road will not
make any difference in the traffic flow.

E;What are the figures of future need based on?
Discussion: Who uses Smith Level Road and Why?
The folks who use Smith Level are the residents of Heritage
Hills, Dogwood acres, folks on Damascus Church and the group of
apartment complexes (Rockhaven, Villages, University Commons) and
Southbridge, Cobbleridge and Berryhill. They flow through the bypass
towards S54E and I40 or they flow through
North Greenboro into downtown Carrboro to Harris Teeter, CVS.
Since 15-501S has been widened at the bridge towards
Southern Village and further into Pitsboro, traffic on Smith Level has
decreased. The proposed increases in car traffic is not realistic. The
currently available land is under watershed regulations and development
is limited. :
So the extensive widening is not necessary at this time.
Thank you
MUGE and ALI CALIKOGLU, MD
203 Orchard Lane
mcalikog@med.unc.edu

11/09/2001 2:36 PM
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Subject: Opposed Project 9.8070219
Date: Thu, 8 Nov 2001 12:49:39 -0500 .
From: "Lynne O'Brien" <lynne.obrien@duke.edu>
To: Llane@dot.state.nc.us

Dear Leigh Lane,

I am send this email in lieu of the paper comment sheet distributed for the
public hearing about the Smith Level Road project in Carrboro (listed as
project 9.8070219 on the comment sheet). I am strongly opposed to this
project for these reasons:

—-the level of traffic does not warrant a four lane road with median strip
-the project would require taking so much land from Berryhill home owners
that it would seriously reduce the value of properties in that development,
increase noise level and reduce quality of life in the neighborhood

-the widening of the road would encourage more traffic through Berryhill to
the apartments behind this development; the increased traffic through the
neighborhood is a hazard to the many young children in that neighborhood
-water run off from the increased amount of paving may cause flooding to
homes in Berryhill :

-the project is very expensive, and the project is not sufficiently
beneficial to warrant that expense

I would like to go on record as opposing this project. If there is anything
else I need to do to make this an official statement, please let me know.
Lynne O'Brien

102 Juniper Ct.

Carrboro, NC 27510

919-960-0064

11/09/2001 12:21 PM



As citizens who have used Smith Level Road everyday for over six years, we have only
seen one automobile accident on this road (it appeared to be a rear-end fender bender half
way up the hill). It is our opinion that the road is safely traveled as it is.

Since residents of Berryhill are the only ones inconvenienced by any wait leaving the
Willow Oak exit of the subdivision, and if we do not mind the wait (again, if any), then
there is no need to prevent us from making the turn if we so choose. Re-routing
approximately 540 cars (as your map appears to indicate) through the subdivision to the
BPW Club Road exit will not only be more inconvenient for our residents, but will
greatly increase the risks to our children who live in the neighborhood. Also, this
proposed median will block one exit for the Village Apartments up the street causing
them to exit from BPW Club Road. The line of traffic at the BPW Club Road traffic light
will become horrendous as residents from the Villages, the Berryhill subdivision, and the
apartments down BPW Club Road try to use this exit. This new traffic flow (or rather,
jam) will not only impact us, but also public transportation riders who use the J bus.

Very few individuals turn left from Smith Level into Berryhill. But, when it does
happen, the small turn lane that exists is sufficient to allow the vehicles to get out of the
way of continuing traffic. If it was necessary to prevent this type of left turn, then
perhaps a sign restricting the turn during peak hours would be appropriate...but nota 17
foot median.

Finally, a well landscaped thoroughfare is always pleasing to see, but not at the expense
of cutting down many mature trees that line the west side (Berryhill) of Smith Level.
(The town already allowed for the destruction of many trees on the east side with the
approval of the (NOT affordable, poorly constructed, aesthetically DISpleasing)
condominiums (that serve students and not permanent residents of Carrboro) that were
recently built.)

Issue: Creating Bike Lanes and Sidewalks on Both Sides of Smith Level Road

We agree that a bike lane on both sides of Smith Level Road is much needed. Given that
Carrboro is one of the “bike lane capitals” of the country, it makes since to encourage this
means of transportation in this area, especially since many students live on or past BPW
Club Road. A sidewalk would have similar benefits. It is not clear, however, why a
sidewalk would be necessary on the west side of the road. One way to preserve the
property of homeowners (permanent residents of Carrboro) whose backyards meet Smith
Level Road (and who risk losing a lot of land and privacy if this project goes through as
proposed) is to put a sidewalk on the east side of Smith Level only. Residents of the
surrounding apartments, condominiums, the nursing home, and homes on Culbreth Road
can access this sidewalk at the BPW Club Road/Smith Level Road intersection. Also, the
sidewalk on the west side of the bridge could be extended to the Willow Oak Lane
entrance of the Berryhill subdivision. A sidewalk in back of the homes in the Berryhill
subdivision between Willow Oak Lane and BPW Club Road would serve no one.

3-13



We would like to express our opinion that the proposed changes to Smith Level Road be
reconsidered. I[f changes are inevitable, we suggest two traffic lanes, no median, tun
lanes where necessary, bike lanes on both sides of the street, a sidewalk on the east side
from the bridge to Culbreth Road and on the west side from the bridge to Willow Oak
Lane, and curbs and gutters. This would be a much more economical project and would
better serve current and future residents of Carrboro and Chapel Hill.

Sincerely,

Gary and Donna Gilleskie
105 Juniper Court
Carrboro, NC 27510
(919) 932-6304
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ith Level Road Project - 9.83070219

Subject: Smith Level Road Project - 9.8070219
Date: Wed, 7 Nov 2001 10:18:08 EST
From: "Thomas McCown" <thomas.mccown@css.unc.edu>
To: <llane@dot.state.nc.us>

- Dear Ms Lane:

The following are my comments to the public meeting (U-2803) on the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road.

I was quite disconcerted when I attended the DOT meeting regarding the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road. I believe that anyone with common
sense would have the same reaction. The basis of the proposed widening is to
alleviate present and future traffic problems, but as presented this plan will
not achieve this goal. First, the major source of traffic backup revolves
around the entrance to Frank Porter Graham elementary school, yet the road
widening will be distal to this point. Thus, in the morning, the same traffic
delays will be encountered, but now there will be a larger 0.6 mile "parking
lot" to contain these vehicles.

Secondly, the DOT projected an increase in traffic volume, but this
projection did not appear to account for the ongoing widening of 15-501. 1If
as they believe that most of the cars will come from Chatam county, the
widening of 15-501 should significantly reduce these estimates. Moreover, how
can a 0.6 mile road widening alter the flow of cars over a several mile
stretch of Smith Level Road?

Finally, if implemented as proposed, this plan will cause a phenomenal
traffic jam on a road that enters Smith Level, BPW road. The plan proposes a
concrete median, so residents from one Berryhill exit and residents from one
exit of the Villages apartments cannot turn left onto Smith Level road. This
means that an enormous number of vehicles will need to gain access to Smith
Level road via BPW road. Clearly, this traffic jam will far exceed the
present minor inconvenience of Smith Level Road. It is inconceivable that a
traffic engineer would miss such an obvious problem, but apparently, DOT 4did.
In fact, at the meeting, the engineer's response to this comment was that the
residents of the Villages could turn right and then make a U-turn on Smith
Level Road!

With tight budgets, one would assume that major expenditures would be
carefully conceived, designed and implemented to best alleviate both present
and future traffic problems. Even to a novice in these matters, the proposed
plan to widen Smith Level Road fails to achieve any of these obvious goals.
The plan is both expensive and creates more problems than it alleviates. This
stretch of road does need improvements but a three lane road with the present

accesses would seem more rational.

Thomas and Kim McCown
603 Manor Ridge Road
Carrboro, NC 27510
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Public Hearing
U-2803 Project 9.8070219 Orange County

October 25, 2001

NAME: VIRGINIA McKNIGHT CARR

ADDRESS: 100 Hunter Place, Carrboro, N.C. 27510

COMMENTS AND\OR QUESTIONS: 1 own the McKingth residence on

Smith Level Road.

I am against this exceptional and elaborate six tenths of a
mile bandaid proposed to be "one step toward implementation'of
long range transportation plans for the area".

This project will cause immediately the gridlock travel cond-
itions projected for the design year 2024. Larger quanties of

larger vechicles in addition to standard passenger cars will
be encouraged to use this section right now!

There are designed bottlenecks in the design of this project.
Four lanes and a 17.5-foot median plus 4-foot bike lanes with
no means of egress onto Smith Level Road except in one

direction will in itself cause gridlock conditions.

The present design places a bus stop directly in front of the
residence that I own. There is no one on this side of the
83.5-foot no mans land for pedestrian traffic coming from the
opposite side of Smith Level Road where the bus patrons reside.
These pedestrians will be most at risk during their peak usage
of the transit system (7-9am&4-6pm). I would think that it
would be a safety precausion to place the bus stop across Smith
Level Road on the adjoining entry/exit road where it is located

at present.
Over...

Comments may be mailed to:

Leigh B. Lane
Public Involvement and Community Studies Unit

Office of Human Environment

1583 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1583 Phone: (919) 250-4092 Fax: (919) 250-4208

E-mail: llane@dot.state.nc.us
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COMMENT SHEET

Smith Level Road
From Rock Haven Road to Bridge No. 88 over Morgan Creek
Public Hearing
U-2803 Project 9.8070219 Orange County

October 25, 2001

)
NAME: ﬂj,zcé__ QL%

v
~ ADDRESS: R0 M ltree ,@%;o L A2 576

co NTS AND\OR QUESTIONS:
o agpeed 10 el plonl ]

T T b b bl e s T s
%&4/7’ W vpt
(,/4/714)% Cé//"/y n/ym(_ a—/’//é/)z/év/" S paacec ‘
L T 0
omments may be mailed to: ng o %@ W
Leigh B. Lane o S > ) ‘
Puflic Involvement and Co6mmunity Stud%it ﬁz;%‘/ Mﬁ%

Office of Human Environment : /é/ _
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: Smith Level Road
From Rock Haven Road to Bridge No. 88 over Morgan Creek
Public Hearing
U-2803 Project 9.8070219 Orange County
October 25, 2001
NAME: Linda__0nd Ken Kastlem an
apprESs: 107 Oale Spring Court  Canbern NC 27510
' Ph 423 0610

COMMENTS AND\OR QUESTIONS:
Ao fesidents of Berryhill (6ndk residents of Chapel Hil
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Subject: Traffic Counts for U-2803
Date: Thu, 1 Nov 2001 11:53:37 -0500
From: "Dale McKeel" <DMcKeel@ci.carrboro.nc.us>
To: <llane@dot.state.nc.us>

Hi Leigh:
Thank you for taking the time to speak with me yesterday.

I'm not sure who I should direct this request to. I'd appreciate it if
you could read the question and suggest who I should contact.

If it would be better to wait and ask.this at the post-hearing meeting,
please let me know.

Here's the question:

A citizen has requested information on the traffic counts for U-2803, as
follows:

1. When were the counts done?

2. Did the counts coincide with construction on US 15-501 (R-942),
particularly the construction in Orange County? :

The citizen is asking this because he is concerned that the counts on
Smith Level Rd might be artificially high due to the 15-501 construction
and citizens temporarily taking Smith Level Road to avoid the
construction zone.

Thank you.

Dale McKeel
Transportation Planner
Town of Carrboro

301 W. Main Street
Carrboro, NC 27510

(919) 918-7329
dmckeel@ci.carrboro.nc.us
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i. Hevring U-2803 Comments

Subject: Public Hearing U-2803 Comments
Date: Wed, 31 Oct 2001 09:33:38 -0500
From: "Alan Waibel" <waibel@us.ibm.com>

To: llane@dot.state.nc.us
CC: Mayrnelson@aol.com, Becky Waibel <Becky.Waibel@sas.com>, dmckeel@ci.carrboro.nc.us

When will you respond to my attached note?

Regards,

Alan

PCD IPD Business Management

IBM Senior Project Manager / PMP

D-H8HA, Blding 205, RTP

Office: 8-441-6071 or (919) 543-6071

WAIBELQ@QUS.IBM.COM

————— Forwarded by Alan Waibel/Raleigh/IBM on 10/31/01 09:32 AM -----

Alan Waibel

To: llane@dot.state.nc.us
. 10/29/01 03:55 cc: Mayrnelson@aol.com, Becky Waibel
<Becky.Waibel@sas.com>, '
PM . dmckeel@ci.carrboro.nc.us '
From: Alan Waibel/Raleigh/IBM@IBMUS
Subject: Public Hearing U-2803 Comments

E-MAIL COMMENT SHEET

Smith Level Road

From Rock Haven Road to Bridge No. 88 over Morgan Creek
PUBLIC HEARING

U-2803 Project 9.8070219 Orange County

NAME: Alan Waibel
ADDRESS: 302 Orchard Lane, Carrbo;o, NC 27510

COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS:
1) We have 2 roadway exits out of our neighborhood (Berryhill) and both

have common areas maintained by all residents in Berryhill. A public
hearing was held to ask for input to change one of the common areas with no
official notification sent to all of the residents who maintain the roadway
exit and would also be effected by the change. Also, the public hearing
was scheduled while school was out of session (4 day weekend). We took the
4 day opportunity to take a short vacation. Public hearings should not be
held during extended school weekends and notice should be given to all
effected citizens. :

2) Taking the Willow Oak to Smith Level Road left turn lane away will
cause all traffic from Berryhill and the extensive BPW apartments to merge
into one intersection to travel north onto Smith Level Road.. Carrboro
tries very hard to increase access routes in and out of neighborhoods and
to my knowledge has never supported reducing access as you are proposing.

I do not support eliminating the left turn lane.

3) Smith Level Road could be widened to 2 lanes each way without placing a
massive parkway next to Berryhill but I'd like to know what is causing the
project in the first place (other roadway changes?). We certainly don't
want Southern Village traffic flowing into Smith Level Road {massive poorly
planned Chapel Hill neighborhood flowing into Carrboro) . We do not need a
17 foot median and a sidewalk on each side of the street. We take pride in
all the trees in Carrboro and to remove so many would detract from the
beauty of our area. I support a sidewalk on one side only and bike lanes
on both sides. If you would look at Bridge No. 83 you would see it was



lig Hearing U-2803 Comments

upgraded a few years ago to add only a sidewalk only on one side. If Smith
Level Road has a sidewalk on both sides, people will still have to cross
Smith Level Road in order to cross the bridge on the sidewalk side and if
they don't cross the road, they would walk across the bridge inched away
from traffic (very dangerous) . For this reason as well as preventing the
removal of so many trees, I only support a sidewalk on one side, a much
narrower median, bike lanes, and question why Smith Level Road needs to be
widened in the first place. New traffic won't stop at Berryhill, it would
flow right into downtown Carrboro.

Please let me know when a public hearing can be held so all effected
parties can speak.

Regards,

Alan Waibel

Office: (919) 543-6071
WAIBEL@QUS.IBM.COM
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Tyhill Homeowner

Subject: Berryhill Homeowner
Date: Wed, 31 Oct 2001 08:47:29 EST
From: Sattiex5@aol.com
To: <llane@dot.state.nc.us>

Dear Ms. Lane let me introduce myself .I am Mitch Saffie I reside at 108 Juniper
Court.How is this Street widening of Smith-Level Road going to impact me.Please
respond.
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COMMENT SHEET
Smith Level Road
From Rock Haven Road to Bridge No. 88 over Morgan Creek
Public Hearing
U-2803 | Project 9.8070219 Orange County
b/\- 8& «..é' oA < October 25, 2001 99 -
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Comments may be mailed to: ) —=>
Leigh B. Lane gz Tl
Public Involvement and Community Studies Unit ci "‘“"F v_.;_,_.':_,’. . _)

Office of Human Environment

1583 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1583 Phone: (919) 250-4092  Fax: (919) 250-4208

E-mail: llane@dot.state.nc.us
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Subject: FW: forward concerning Smith Level Road widening...
Date: Thu, 25 Oct 2001 12:42:06 -0400
From: "Patricia J. McGuire" <PMcGuire@ci.carrboro.nc.us>
To: "Dale McKeel:" <llane@dot.state.nc.us>, <llane@dot.state.nc.us>

Dear Dale and Leigh,

Please make note of the following regarding tonight's hearing.
Thanks.

Trish McGuire

----- Original Message-----

From: Robert Morgan

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2001 10:13 AM

To: Patricia J. McGuire

Subject: FW: forward concerning Smith Level Road widening...

Trish, Would you please see that NCDOT receives the enclosed comments received by the Mayor. Thanks. RwM

----- Original Message-----
From: Jackrube@aol.com [mailto:Jackrube@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2001 10:40 PM

To: Mayrnelson@aol.com
Subject: forward concerning Smith Level Road widening...

Hi Mike. I'm forwarding this message to you since you more than likely know where it should go. Congrats on Sierra
Club & Indy endorsements!

Jackie

Subj: planning committee for widening of Smith Level Road: please pass on to them
Date: 10/24/01 10:28:34 PM Eastern Daylight Time

From: kmkastle@intrex.net (Linda)

To: jackie@carrboro.com

| hope | am not writing into the void, but I'm not sure at this late hour how to contact anyone else.

| have just learned about the apparent proposal for the widening of Smith Level Road as it runs along Berryhill
Community and the proposed insertion of a median down the middle of the five lanes of traffic. | understand there is
a planning meeting tomorrow night regarding this. However, | am leaving town early in the morning and will be gone
for the weekend. | would greatly appreciate your forwarding these comments to the appropriate members of the

committee.

As a resident of Berryhill, | am adamantly against the widening of this road. Such a plan would cause all the
residents at the new end of the development (on the downtown Carrboro side of Willow Oak)--more than 60
homes—to use the BPW Club Rd. exit out of the development if they wanted to make a left turn and head toward the
bypass or into Carrboro. As there are only the two exits for more than 100 homes, and only one of them with a traffic
light, it would be ridiculous to have impatient traffic backed up in an area where schoolbuses must come in and out
and where children regularly play in the culdesacs. It is poor planning that has caused there to be such a bottleneck
on this road anyway. Students from University Commons and from too many developments on Culbreth Road, as
well as traffic from farther south, already make it difficult to make a left turn out of Berryhill in the mornings and at
end-of-day. | hope Carrboro will attend to the voices of permanent, tax-paying residents who value their

neighborhoods and not to more temporary residents who do not participate in supporting the town.

By the way, | have called Department of Transportation on at least three occasions to ask for the light at BPW Club

YNNG 1710 DA



' forwnrd concerning Smith Level Roud widening...

Rd/University Commons Condos to be reset, but nothing has been done. Itis apparently on some kind of
time-of-day setting. Sometimes U Commons residents have a red light when the light is green for BPW Clubbers
turning left onto Smith Level. At other times, the light is green in both directions (as would normally be the case
unless there was a green left turn arrow). The confusion of not knowing who has the right-of-way makes that light
troublesome when there's traffic coming both out of U Commons and BPW-not the least reason for which is that the
cars coming out of U Commons will take the right-of-way whether it is theirs or not. The timing on that light, and
more importantly, on the ones in front of Frank Porter Graham Elementary, will do a iot to ease the traffic flow along

Smith Level.

Thanks for listening. Sorry for such a rushed set of comments.
| will be available next week if | can provide more information.

Linda Kastleman
kmkastle@intrex.n
933-0610
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STATE or NORTH CAROLINA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MICHAEL F. EASLEY LYNDO TIPPETT

GOVERNOR SECRETARY
October 26, 2001

MEMORANDUM TO: Mr. Joel Cranford
Congestion Management Section

FROM: J. M. Mills, P.E.- - ?/] /,/J/Zgi

SUBJECT: Request fo,r""Revievy, f Traffic Circulation at the Frank Porter

Graham Elé{njn;a'ry School in Carrboro, North Carolina

At a recent Public Hearing for TIP U-2803, several speakers complained about the
congestion on SR 1919 (Smith Level Road) due to the traffic entering and exiting the Frank
Porter Graham Elementary School off SR 1919 (Smith Level Road) in Carrboro.

Project U-2803, Widening of SR 1919 (Smith Level Road), does not extend to the drive of
Frank Porter Graham Elementary School. ’

This is to request that you review this site, along with Mr. Vance Barham, Division Traffic
Engineer, to determine if any recommendations could be made to improve the congestion
and circulation problem on Smith Level Road and the school. )

| have attached a map showing the location of the school.

Please direct your comments to Mr. Dale McKeel, Planning Director, Town of Carrboro, 301
West Main Street, Carrboro, NC 27510, with a copy to this office.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. QITIT= -
JMM/gm RECen.
L : , , 0G0 ony
cc: M. Leigh Lane, Unit Head, Public Involvement & Community Studies
Mr. Vance Barham, Division Traffic Engineer
Ms. Patricia McGuire, Planning Administrator, Town of Carrboro
Mr. Dale McKeel, Transportation Planner, Town of Carrboro
Telephone No. {336) 334-3192 Fax No. (336) 334-3637

P. O. Box 14996 Greensboro, NC 27415-4996



Berry Hill Home Owners

On October 25, 2001 the N.C. Department of Transportation held an open house
and public hearing on TIP project U-2803. The subject of this meeting was the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road from Rock Haven Road to the Morgan
Creek Bridge.

This letter is to serve serve as notice of protest by the.homeowners in the Berry
Hill subdivision. We believe that the widening in its present form does not reflect

_the wishes of the residents of Berry Hill or the community of Carrboro. A review
of the Vision20-20 plan clearly exemplifies the difference in philosophy between
what is proposed and what the Town of Carrboro is willing to accept.

We request and strongly urge that this matter be reconsidered and reevaluated.
The basis of this request are the following issues:

e The stated Vision20-20 plan from the Town of Carrboro would indicate
opposition to the proposed widening in its present form.

¢ The impact of the alterations and widening made to 15-501 do not appear to
be incorporated in the proposed plan. These modifications are significant to
overall traffic pattern in this general area, however do not appear to be
prominent in the traffic study and impact analysis study on file.

e There has been no origination and destination study done for this project. It
is not enough to state that traffic will increase significantly. Where will the

- traffic be going? What is the purpose of the increased traffic?
e The objections of Berry Hill Home Owners have not been taken into account.
' A majority of the Homeowners in Berry Hill have been here for less than 30

months. Very few residents were aware of the proposed modifications prior
to the purchase of their homes, including those who purchased homes within
the last few months. The consequences to the vast majority that reside in
Berry Hill will be immoderate, reckless and simply unfair.

e Has consideration been given to the impact of a major thoroughfare ina
school zone? At a minimum, It seems imprudent "

e The loss and removal of the trees along Smith Level Road is unacceptable.
The Berry Hill community and the citizens of Carrboro have emphatically
stated their desire to have a well-beautified arbor preserving community.
Additionally, these trees act as a barrier between Smith Level Road and the
Berry Hill community.

The Vision20-20 plan is a policy-making document for the Town of Carrboro to
be used for the planning of its future. This document states “that Carrboro
_should plan and encourage the growth of trees canopies over roads to mitigate
the heat and smog effect caused by superheated pavement.” Additionally it
states that “established roads should be widened to accommodate bike lanes
and sidewalks, but not to provide additional lanes for automobiles.” Clearly the
present widening plan does not incorporate these stated issues.

J-30
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A cursory review of the impact analysis study seems to expose key omissions.
The widening of 15-501 should be prominent as it impacts the ancillary access
and importance of Smith Level Road. It is not prominent in the submitted study.
~Secondly, the omission of an origination and destination study is glaring. Whose
interests are the residents of Carrboro being asked to accommodate? What is
the purpose of their visit through Carrboro? Are we pandering or catering access
to Route 40? The highway portion of 15-501 and 54 can not handle the traffic
that presently exists during morning and afternoon rush hour. How will the
widening of Smith Level Road alleviate that stress? If that is the case then
perhaps access to Route 40 from the Cole Park area may have merit. Has an
extension from Stagecoach Road been considered? Without an origination and
destination study commitments are being contemplated that impact our
community without a logical examination of the root problem.

We think recent actions by the University of North Carolina also deserve
conversation. They have taken steps via park and ride to alleviate the projected
growth. That would seem to indicate that the University is concerned about influx
of motor vehicle access based in its present traffic capacity.

- The Berry Hill community is a family oriented community. The proposed changes
affect the vast majority by changing the traffic pattern of this community. It is our
contention that the quiet enjoyment of the residents of Berry Hill will be greatly
diminished. Additionally, many individual families have raised concerns that the
changes significantly increase safety factors for children. These important
concerns are not addressed in the present plan.

Berry Hill homeowners whose property is contiguous to Smith Level Road will be
exceedingly affected. It will significantly affect their property and the value of
their home. The plan, as presently proposed, would take a sizeable portions of
their property. These residents are insistent that no notice was provided of this
plan prior to the purchase of their homes.

Nationwide communities are, for good reason, hesitant of having a major
thoroughfare through a school zone. There are obvious safety and social issues
that are eminently relevant to this argument that have been ignored.

We believe that Smith Level Road should have some of the proposed
improvements. The Berry Hill Community is strongly in favor of the sidewalks,
crosswalks and bike lanes and would consider them a welcome and a desired
improvement. These modifications would also conform to the Vision20-20 plan.

There are many residents of this community that are very passionate about this
issue. As part of this document please accept the petition of the Homeowners of
the Berry Hill community who endorse this position. We look forward to the
opportunity to discuss and review the issues that we have raised.
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In conclusion | would like to leave with a well phrase quote from Supreme Court
Chief Justice William Rehnquist. “An examination entails inquiry into such

factors as the character of the governmental action, its economic impact, and its
interference with reasonable investment backed expectations. When regulation

goes too far it will be recognized as a taking.”

We appreciate your consideration.

Do\ W‘C\V\&—\\L\&

C oo oss, N 2O

Q\\% A2 8237A
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE) '

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill Subdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.

Name Address } Phone ____email
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill Subdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.

Name Address Phone email
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill Subdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the

residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.

Address- | Phone email
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill Subdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill $::bdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Ben ;ill Subdivision oppose the current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) u.ffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-ot-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
residents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.

Name Address Phone email
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PETITION AGAINST THE PROPOSED WIDENING OF SMITH LEVEL
ROAD (FROM ROCK HAVEN ROAD TO THE MORGAN CREEK BRIDGE)

The undersigned residents of the Berryhill Subdivision oppose t& current DOT plan to widen
Smith Level Road to include four (4) traffic lanes, and a 17 foot wide median. This would
require taking an additional 50 feet of right-of-way and would destroy the tree barrier along
Smith Level as well as take a significant portion of the backyards of those homes backing onto
the road. We are also opposed to the loss of direct north-bound access onto Smith Level for the
cesidents of both Berryhill and The Villages apartments. This loss of access will force all the
residents (115 homes) of Berryhill to travel through the entire length of the subdivision and exit
onto BPW Club Road before making a left turn onto Smith Level, as well as forcing all residents
of the Villages to also exit onto BPW Club Road.

Name Address Phone email
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Dale McKeel

From: Alan Waibel [waibel@us.ibm.com]

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2001 3:56 PM ~
To: llane@dot.state.nc.us '

Cc: ~ Mayrnelson@aol.com; Becky Waibel; Carolyn Heinrich; Dale McKeel

Subject: Public Hearing U-2803 Comments

E-MAIL COMMENT SHEET

Smith Level Road

From Rock Haven Road to Bridge No. 88 over Morgan Creek

PUBLIC HEARING '

U-2803  Project 9.8070219 Orange County

NAME: Alan Waibel
ADDRESS: 302 Orchard Lane, Carrboro, NC 27510

COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS:

1) We have 2 roadway exits out of our neighborhood (Berryhill) and both
have common areas maintained by all residents in Berryhill. A public
hearing was held to ask for input to change one of the common areas with no
official notification sent to all of the residents who maintain the roadway

exit and would also be effected by the change. Also, the public hearing

was scheduled while school was out of session (4 day weekend). We took the
4 day opportunity to take a short vacation. Public hearings should not be
held during extended school weekends and notice should be given to all
effected citizens.

2) Taking the Willow Oak to Smith Level Road left turn lane away will
cause all traffic from Berryhill and the extensive BPW apartments to merge
into one intersection to travel north onto Smith Level Road.. Carrboro

tries very hard to increase access routes in and out of neighborhoods and

to my knowledge has never supported reducing access as you are proposing.
I do not support eliminating the left turn lane. _

3) Smith Level Road could be widened to 2 lanes each way without placing a
massive parkway next to Berryhill but I'd like to know what is causing the
project in the first place (other roadway changes?). We certainly don't

want Southern Village traffic flowing into Smith Level Road (massive poorly
planned Chapel Hill neighborhood flowing into Carrboro). We do not need a
17 foot median and a sidewalk on each side of the street. We take pride in
all the trees in Carrboro and to remove so many would detract from the
beauty of our area. I support a sidewalk on one side only and bike lanes

on both sides. If you would look at Bridge No. 88 you would see it was
upgraded a few years ago to add only a sidewalk only on one side. If Smith
Level Road has a sidewalk on both sides, people will still have to cross

Smith Level Road in order to cross the bridge on the sidewalk side and if
they don't cross the road, they would walk across the bridge inched away
from traffic (very dangerous) . For this reason as well as preventing the
removal of so many trees, I only support a sidewalk on one side, a much
narrower median, bike lanes, and question why Smith Level Road needs to be
widened in the first place. New traffic won't stop at Berryhill, it would

flow right into downtown Carrboro. '

Please let me know when a public hearing can be held so all effected
parties can speak.



A -
Dale McKeel
From: Thomas McCown [thomas.mccown@css.unc.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2001 10:18 AM
To: llane@dot.state.nc.us :
Subject: Smith Level Road Project - 9.8070219
Dear Ms Lane:

The following are my comments to the public meeting (U-2803) on the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road.

I was quite disconcerted when I attended the DOT meeting regarding the
proposed widening of Smith Level Road. I believe that anyone with common
sense would have the same reaction. The basis of the proposed widening is to
alleviate present and future traffic problems, but as presented this plan will
not achieve this goal. First, the major source of traffic backup revolves
around the entrance to Frank Porter Graham elementary school, yet the road
widening will be distal to this point. Thus, in the morning, the same traffic
delays will be encountered, but now there will be a larger 0.6 mile "parking
lot" to contain these vehicles.

Secondly, the DOT projected an increase in traffic volume, but this
projection did not appear to account for the ongoing widening of 15-501. If
as they believe that most of the cars will come from Chatam county, the
widening of 15-501 should significantly reduce these estimates. Moreover, how
can a 0.6 mile road widening alter the flow of cars over a several mile
stretch of Smith Level Road?

Finally, if implemented as proposed, this plan will cause a phenomenal
traffic jam on a road that enters Smith Level, BPW road. The plan proposes a
concrete median, so residents from one Berryhill exit and residents from one
exit of the Villages apartments cannot turn left onto Smith Level road. This
means that an enormous number of vehicles will need to gain access to Smith
Level road via BPW road. Clearly, this traffic jam will far exceed the
present minor inconvenience of Smith Level Road. Itis inconceivable that a
traffic engineer would miss such an obvious problem, but apparently, DOT did.
In fact, at the meeting, the engineer's response to this comment was that the
residents of the Villages could turn right and then make a U-turn on Smith
Level Road! _

With tight budgets, one would assume that major expenditures would be
carefully conceived, designed and implemented to best alleviate both present
and future traffic problems. Even to a novice in these matters, the proposed
plan to widen Smith Level Road fails to achieve any of these obvious goals.

The plan is both expensive and creates more problems than it alleviates. This
stretch of road does need improvements but a three lane road with the present
accesses would seem more rational.

Thomas and Kim McCown
603 Manor Ridge Road
Carrboro, NC 27510
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To: Carrboro Mayor, Alderman and Town Manager
Re: Smith Level Road widening project

Nelson, Michael, Mayor Carrboro, NC

Reich, Norah, Assistant to the Mayor

Broun, Joal Hall

Dorosin, Mark _
Gist, Jacquelyn, Mayor Pro Tem

McDuffee, Diana

Spalt, Allen

Zaffron, Alex

Morgan, Robert, Town Manager

White, Richard, Assistant to the

Town Manager

As an engineer, I reviewed the data on this project at the public hearing on
10/25/01. From an engineering standpoint, the current design is not
optimal. -

As you are most likely aware, NCDOT plans to use a NC standard 4 lane plus
full median with bike lanes and a sidewalk/curb.

The widening of the road to 4 lanes plus a median is too big based on
current and 20 year future projected traffic volume. In addition, the width
of the roadway in its current proposed design has significant negative
residential impact.

I support improving the road to a two lane with full grass and tree median
with sidewalks and bike lanes. ’

We have a good chance to make a pleasant and safe roadway that is good for
traffic flow and the residences.
The problem is it this is not NCDOT standard.

What is the Carrboro position on the proposed design of the roadway and how
can the community best work with NCDOT to change the design?

Please let me know.

Thanks,

Don Doody

VP/GM MCMS-RTP -
phone 919-405-1031
cell 919-641-3332

Norah -

As I could not find e-mail addresses for the Mayor and Alderman, please
forward or provide them with hard copy.

Thanks,

Don

Hard sent for state public record via US mail to:
Ms. Leigh B. Lane

Office of Human Environment

1583 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1583

J-Uz



Caramore Community

Caraflora Lawn

1 9670402 550 Smith Level Road
CaraClean Carrboro, NC 27510 -

vy oar 2400, Phone (919) 967-3402 Fax (919) 942-9732
November 13, 2001

Mr. Gary Loverling, PE

North Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 25201

Raleigh, NC 27611

Re: Project 9.8070219 U-2803 Orange County

Dear Gary:

because the trailer won't clear the barrier.

a safe U-turn. :

This letter will document my concerns that you and | have discussed over the
phone regarding subject project. Due to prior commitments, | was unable to
attend the public meeting on October 25, 2001 held at the Carrboro Elementary
School. My chief concern remains the effect upon our driveway access at 550
Smith Level Road because of the dividing island planned in the project. That
driveway also serves 548 Smith Level Road, a North Carolina State public facility.

In addition to public traffic, we operate commercial vehicles from the 550 Smith
Level Road location. In one of our businesses, which is a lawn service, we
operate 4-door full size crew cab pickups towing sizable trailers with lawn
equipment. Under the proposed widening with the dividing island running
between Culbreth Road and .Rock Haven Road, our lawn service vehicles will
need to make U-turns at Rock Haven and Culbreth at certain times daily.

We have measured those U-turns with cur vehicles and trailers. It takes a
minimum of 48 feet to make a complete U-turn. If the combination of the cutouts
provided at Rock Haven and Culbreth in relation to the end of the dividing island
do not permit a smooth U-turn, there will be a major safety problem. As you
know, a vehicle cannot begin the U-turn at the exact edge of the dividing barrier

While | have provided you with the minimum measurement for a smooth U-turn
(48 feet), | would highly recommend that you visit us on-site and take your own
measurements to insure that your proposed cutouts and dividing island provide for

Ephesus
Group Home
(919) 942-1964

Fountain Ridge
Group Home
(919) 942-7650

r
( : O r ] COMMISSION ON ACCREDITATION OF REHABILITATION FACILITIES



Mr. Gary Loverling, PE
November 13, 2001
Page 2

| have agreed to support this 4-lane divided plan subject to the ability to make a
safe U-turn at Rock Haven and Culbreth Road. | would have preferred a break in

" the median with a turn lane into the driveway that serves 550 Smith Level Road.
My complete concerns regarding this project as it pertains to our driveway is
detailed in my June 13, 2000 to Mr. William D. Gilmore of D.O.T.

Sincerely yoprs,

ohn A. Simonds
President/CEO

JAS:eac

cc: James L. Hodgin, Sheryl-Mar Ltd.
Lenore Guidoni, Vocational Rehabilitation
Robert Morgan, Carrboro City Manager
William D. Gilmore, D.O.T.
Art McMillan, Department of Transportation



