Transportation Advisory Board
Date: November 17", 2016

7:30 pm
Room 109

Meeting called by:

Colleen Barclay, Chair Facilitator: Bergen Watterson, Transportation

Planner

Attendees: Carrboro Transportation Advisory Board Members
----- Agenda Topics -----
1. Call to order Colleen 7:30
2. Approval of minutes (Novemer 3') TAB 7:35
3. Discuss Estes/N. Greensboro intersection improvements TAB 7:40
4. Bike improvement priorities TAB 8:10
5. Other Business/Staff Report TAB/Staff 8:40
6. Adjourn TAB 9:00

Other Information

Attachment A: November 3" draft meeting minutes

Attachment B: October 6" meeting minutes

Next meeting: December 1%, 2016

TOWN HALL IS ACCESSIBLE FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES.

FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT BERGEN WATTERSON AT 919-918-7329.




TAB 11/3/2016

TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY BOARD
MINUTES
Thursday, November 3, 2016

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT
Derek Powers Bergen Watterson
Colleen Barclay, Chair

Rob Dow

Diana McDuffee, Vice-Chair

Bethany Chaney

Kurt Stolka

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT
John Nicopoulos
Linda Haac

GUESTS

l. Call to order
Colleen called the TAB meeting to order at 8:44 pm.

1. Approval of Minutes (October 6™, 2016)
Kurt moved to approve the minutes; Diana seconded the motion. All voted in favor.

I11.  Discussion of IFC FoodFirst Concept Plan

Rob said that from a transportation perspective he did not have any formal comments. Kurt said
that he would like the applicant to be aware of the mid-block bus stop across the street and the
assumption that people are likely to cross at that location. He suggested that the applicant talk
with NCDOT about a mid-block crosswalk, since the vehicle speeds on W. Main are fairly slow.
Bethany noted that there is another stop at the PTA thrift shop at the corner of Jones Ferry and
W. Main, and people may cross there instead. All agreed that the applicant should at least bring
Chapel Hill Transit into the discussion and see what they say about the bus stops nearby.

Kurt said that he would like to see street trees on the sidewalk there and that the applicant should
discuss options with NCDOT. Bergen noted that NCDOT is not generally supportive of street
trees because they view them as dangers to vehicles. Kurt suggested that they could put in shrubs
or something green to make the streetscape better for pedestrians. The applicant should consult
with NCDOT about what is possible in that location.

Derek asked about bike parking and how much would be required for a land use such as this.

Bergen said that she would check, but that the group might suggest asking the applicant to

supply more bike parking than is required, since he said that most of the people who will be
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eating there do not arrive in cars. One group member noted that having bike parking inside the
courtyard where people will be waiting for meals is not the best idea. Perhaps the applicant
should look at having bike parking below ground where the cars park.

Kurt wondered about the driveway to the west of the building and how cars entering and exiting
from there would impact pedestrians on the street. He suggested installing a raised crosswalk
across it, and painting “teeth” on the driveway in advance of crossing the sidewalk so drivers
would know that they were approaching a conflict point.

Several group members were concerned about the heat effects in and around the building. They
wondered about the glass circulation tower (stairs) and how that would fare in the summer
months. They would like to hear details about that. Also, several group members noted that the
facade of the building seemed “hard’, and would be hot for pedestrians walking by and waiting.
They would like the developer to soften the front of the building to improve the pedestrian
experience.

Group members noted the concerns of the two members of the public who spoke at the joint
review meeting. They were concerned about the tall building right up against the sidewalk and
how it would feel for pedestrians on the street. Other group members noted that the PTA Thrift
Store building right down the block is 2.5 stories very close to the sidewalk, and that that might
lessen the impact of the IFC building on the block.

Comments for applicant:

1) Please consult with Chapel Hill Transit about the J route bus stops on W. Main and how
to mitigate unsafe mid-block crossing

2) Please discuss with NCDOT the possibility of installing a mid-block crosswalk at the bus
stop

3) Consider installing street trees and/or shrubs either in the planting strip near the road or
between the sidewalk and the building to provide a more pleasant pedestrian experience

4) Are the three bike racks in the courtyard the only bike parking on the site? The TAB feels
strongly that more bike parking will be necessary since the majority of the clients will not
arrive by automobile

a. This board has concerns about the bike parking in the courtyard. It may be
difficult to access if there are crowds waiting for meals

5) Please consider making the facade of the building softer (materials, vegetation, etc.) to
enhance the experience for pedestrians walking on the street and those waiting for meals

6) Please describe how the circulation tower will say cool enough for people to utilize the
staircase. This board has concerns about it getting too hot in there for people to safely use
the stairs
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IV.  Other Business/Staff Report
Kurt asked about the pavement markings at the Libba Cotten bikeway and Brewer Lane. Bergen
said that it is high on her list now that Public Works has a streets superintendent.

Bergen told the group that the Town ordered the bike repair stations yesterday and they should
be delivered in the next couple of weeks. The Town is hoping to plan a “grand opening” for the
stations and hire bike mechanics to show the public how to use the tools and what repairs they
can do. Kurt noted that the hoses for the air pumps are very short and that the Town should
extend them when they are installing the stations.

Bergen reminded the group that the public meeting for the Estes/N. Greensboro intersection is on
11/14 from 4pm-7pm at Town Hall. It will be a drop-in session so they can come whenever. The

TAB will also likely be discussing the intersection and the plans at the 11/17 meeting.

V. Adjourn
Colleen made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:15pm.

VI.  Next Meeting: November 17, 2016
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TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY BOARD
MINUTES
Thursday, October 6, 2016

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT
John Nicopoulos Bergen Watterson
Linda Haac

Diana McDuffee, Vice-Chair

Bethany Chaney

Kurt Stolka

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT
Derek Powers

Colleen Barclay, Chair

Rob Dow

GUESTS
Michael Paul

l. Call to order
Diana called the TAB meeting to order at 7:44pm.

1. Approval of Minutes (September 1%, 2016)

Linda asked to add that her reason for bringing up the teardown ordinance at the last minute was
its relation to affordable housing and social justice. Kurt moved to approve the minutes; Linda
seconded the motion. All voted in favor.

I11.  Discussion of Bike Plan

Bergen introduced the topic by saying that there has been talk of updating the bike plan since
before she started in her position. She would like to go over the status of the recommended
projects and programs and see what progress has been made and if it is working. She explained
that conditions in Town have changed since the Bike Plan was done in 2009 and many of the
technologies have changed since then. For example, sharrows are featured prominently in the
Bike Plan and they have been implemented in Town (likely due to being low-hanging fruit), but
sharrows are not generally regarded as desirable bike facilities. She wanted the group to look at
the recommendations under ‘education and encouragement’ because almost all of them list
“Town of Carrboro’ as the responsible party. She asked the group to think creatively about some
of these recommendations and ways of delegating to the community so that some of the
programs and activities can really be implemented, instead of relying on one staff member at the
Town who likely does not have much time to do them. Diana suggested that the group not break
into smaller groups to discuss the Bike Plan because it is a small group to begin with and some
members are not well-spoken in this area. She asked group members that are cyclists to prioritize
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projects and programs that should be updated since they know more about the cycling landscape
in Carrboro.

Linda noted that education seems to be the weakest area for the Town, even though the CBC
does so much on that front. Kurt asked what is the most effective “E”—what is going to get the
most people on bikes. He thinks that engineering is going to be the most successful, but that is
also the “E” that takes the longest and is the most expensive. Linda suggested matching the
recommendations in the bike plan (or what’s not in the bike plan) with the comments that were
received at the two Open Streets events that the TAB has held. Diana suggested starting with the
list of physical projects in the Plan and determining which of them was also in the comments
from the Open Streets.

The group went through the top 10 infrastructure projects and 4.5 of them have been done. Estes
Dr. is one of the top priorities in the Plan and also seems to have scored relatively well in the
SPOT 4.0 prioritization process. The Town should hear if it gets funded within the next several
months. The group noted that the Estes/Greensboro intersection is priority #2 in the Bike Plan,
and Bergen told them that NCDOT is going to do intersection improvements there in the next
couple of years. She told them that NCDOT staff will be making a presentation to the Board of
Aldermen on 10/18 and hold a public meeting on the intersection improvements on 11/14/16.
Bergen said that it will be important to make sure that the intersection improvements work with
what the Town hopes for the improvements on the rest of Estes.

Bergen noted that the top 10 priority projects do not completely align with the table of top 45
projects, and there are other inconsistencies throughout the plan. Linda asked who did the plan—
Greenways, Inc. She suggested that if we redo the plan that we work with a different consultant.
Kurt suggested that a member of the TAB be on the selection committee for the next consultant.
Bethany asked what the usual life cycle of a plan like this is, and Bergen answered 5-10 years.
She noted that it is important to update plans frequently, especially now since the bike
technology, facilities and best practices have changed so drastically over the past few years.

Diana said that it is important to know, when thinking of doing a Plan update, what are the
technology and suggested solutions that are no longer recommended and what has taken their
place. Bergen said that her hope would be to hire a consultant that knows the state of the practice
in bike planning. Diana said that when we redo the plan we will need to decide what from the
existing plan should be carried forward to the next plan. Bethany asked how long the process
took from RFP to plan adoption. Bergen said that the grant was submitted to NCDOT in 2007
and the plan was adopted in March 2009. Bethany asked what happens in the meantime, while
the plan is being done.
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Linda said that she thought a big problem with the existing bike plan was that there was very
little public outreach. She said that it is important that the next consultant be vetted in terms of
their public outreach experience and efforts. She added that it is important to include all
stakeholders because the community knows what its priorities are.

Bethany pointed the group towards the Public Input section of the Plan and said that it would be
interesting to see if we could find out from the public if there has been a shift in
outlook/perception on some of these questions. Has the Plan and its strategies actually led to an
increase in bicycling and/or perception of safety? Bergen said that this might be something that
the TAB could undertake, especially since we probably will not be seeking funding to do a new
plan for at least a year. Linda said that it is important to have more than just a Survey Monkey
survey because it is important to cast a wider net than those people who would be drawn to fill
out a survey like that. Bethany said that the survey should really hone in on people’s perceptions,
to see if the population is really different or if attitudes have changed.

Diana noted that Carrboro does not own all of its streets and must take opportunities to improve
them as they arise. She added that it is nice to have a list of priorities in place, but there is more
to consider in terms of timing and ability to complete projects. Bergen explained that there are a
couple of other benefits to having an adopted plan in place: it can be used in the development
review process to either get developers to build facilities or set aside right-of-way for them, and
projects that the Town wants to submit for federal funding must be identified in existing plans.

Bergen noted that many of the recommendations in the bike plan are not considered best
practices anymore, and this does not jive with what the League of American Bicyclists is looking
for in a gold-level community. Kurt added that the plan says that it should be completely updated
in 5-10 years with interim updates as necessary.

Linda said that we must go beyond the cycling community to gather input on the plan. Bergen
asked how we can involve members of the public who are not interested in biking in a bike plan
meeting or survey. Linda answered that it is not just a bike plan, but a plan for how we envision
mobility in town. John noted that bikes and cars are essentially opposites, and that the
suggestions from strictly car drivers are going to be difficult to integrate with a plan that is trying
to get more people on bikes. Bethany agreed that it will be a hard sell to get people in cars to talk
about improving conditions for bikes. It will take a great facilitator to get people to come out and
then get the information they’re looking for. John cautioned against letting the wide-spread
survey get away from the point of the plan, which is to increase the share of bicycling in town.
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Linda asked why the point of the plan needs to be to increase the number of bicyclists rather than
making it safer for those who choose to bike? Kurt and John said that the numbers of bicyclists
will increase if the facilities in town are safer.

Bethany wanted to provide context and stated that Vision 2020 was done before the bike plan.
The Board of Aldermen asked the bike plan consultant to craft the Plan to support the vision of
bicycling that is in Vision 2020. The plan is operational and tries to achieve the vision that was
established in Vision 2020.

Diana asked what we can do between now and next year to prepare ourselves and put us in a
good position to apply for funding for a new plan? Linda suggested that the TAB, with the
knowledge around the table and the input we got from Open Streets, already knows what the
problem areas in town are for cyclists. Diana said that we need to gather the information that
we’ve already collected and put it into a list and decide how to organize it.

Bethany suggested that the group review the Evaluation/Planning section. She thought that it
would be a good idea to schedule one of the E’s every month to go through the recommendations
and decide which of them to keep/emphasize/throw out in preparation for the next bike plan.
This will help us tell the consultant what to focus on in the next plan. She let the group know that
the Carrboro Youth Advisory Council just got started and they could help us get youth input on
our survey.

For the next meeting when we discuss the Bike Plan, Linda will bring the list of bike comments
from Open Streets, Bergen will bring the comments from the WikiMap and from the Pedestrian
Forum, and John will look back through archived meeting minutes.

IV.  Other Business/Staff Report
Kurt asked about the bike parking at Pizzeria Mercato. Bergen said that Marty and James took
responsibility for that and they are working on it.

Bergen said that she went to the Board of Aldermen meeting for traffic calming and they
recommended Stage 2 for Blueridge Road. The neighborhood meeting will be on 10/23 at the
neighborhood potluck and then go forward with making a plan for the street. The neighborhood
meeting for Tallyho Trail will be on 10/13 and it will be at the Fire Station #2.

Homestead-CHHS multiuse path is moving along. It’s been muddy, but the contractors are out

there every day monitoring the silt and other conditions. They have it so they can open the fence
in the evenings and for the weekends so the cross country trail is accessible.
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John asked about South Green and the status of the project. He wondered how long the bike path
is going to be closed. Bethany added that they are doing the culvert, too, then will do the
roundabout.

Kurt asked about the Merritt Mill/Cameron/Libba Cotten intersection. Bergen said staff has had
some meetings with Chapel Hill planners but the designs have been held up because they will
need NCDOT approval. Bergen said that she thinks that Chapel Hill is going to hire a consultant
to turn the staff-level concepts into implementable plans that NCDOT can approve.

V. Adjourn
Diana made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:15pm.

VI.  Next Meeting: November 3", 2016
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