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Advisory Board Comments  

 

Planning Board 

1. Project should provide traffic calming to slow traffic. 

 

Shown on plans 

 

2. Project should provide full vehicular connectivity at Lucas Lane connection to Claremont for access, 

public safety, and service delivery. 

 

Shown on plans. Council members will decide if there is connectivity, 

 

 

3. Planning Board recommends that the project include greater density, a larger proportion of multi-

family residences, and/or accessory dwelling units shall be allowed on any lots than back up on open 

space.  

 

We have added the possibility of  additional ADU’s  

 

4. Rear setbacks for lots should be zero to accommodate accessory dwelling units. 

 

Agreed and this will be the case 

 

TAB 

 

5. Consider narrower street widths to prompt slower vehicle speeds in the neighborhood. 

 

Not possible for fire access 

 
6. The TAB is concerned with the language in Condition 6 that the term “cost prohibitive” is too 

vague and should be further defined. 

 

There is a significant drop off and the only feasible possibility for pedestrian access is an elevated 

access for a portion of the sidewalk 

 

7. The TAB is concerned with sightlines for westbound traffic on Homestead Road approaching the 

proposed new intersection. Specific concerns relate to vehicles turning left both into, and out of, the 

proposed development. The TAB ask that the applicant address those concerns. 

 

The appropriate 10x70 sight triangles will be applied to the intersection of Lucas Ln with Homestead 

Rd. 

 

8. All infrastructure intended for bicyclists and pedestrians, including the boardwalk, should also be 

constructed to meet mobility needs of those in wheelchairs or using mobility aides. 

 

Accessibility standards will be adhered to in the design of the project including sidewalks, crossings, 

and access ramps.  It will be subjected to the review and approval of the town of Carrboro technical 
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review staff. 

 

 

9. In agreeance with Condition 5 the TAB recommends adhering to the Town’s connector roads 

policy. 

 

Shown on plans 

AHAC 

10. Noting the density reduction from earlier plans – Since the project does not include the affordable 

housing expectation in the Land Use Ordinance of allocating 15% of the total number of units that 

remain affordable to households whose annual gross income equals 80% of the median gross annual 

income, does this rezoning commit the developer to higher density as outlined, or can they further 

reduce the density? 

 

We are increasing the number of ADU’s based on feedback from advisory boards 

 

SWAC 

11. We recommend requesting additional justification beyond cost why permeable surfaces cannot be 

used for parking (see recent proposed use of permeable pavement in conceptual plans for South 

Green). 

 

South Green is a contact dense development which will mostly likely use large collector basins 

underneath the pavers.  In a single family development each permeable surface is unable to have a sub 

basin and the water would need to ultimately have somewhere to outlet downhill.  This is not feasible in a 

single family setting.  The bio-basins filter and hold all water prior to outlet. 

 

12. The developer did not address the SWAC’s request to incorporate green stormwater infrastructure and 

hydrograph matching in stormwater design. 

 

We are using best practices and an accepted standard of stormwater design.  There will be bioponds that 

will be designed at the construction phase of the project. 

 

13. Recommend that the developer keep the disturbed area and all platted lots out of stream buffers. 

 

No work is proposed within zone 1 of the stream buffer 

 

14. Recommend providing a recreation opportunity that maintains the forested nature of the land.  We 

support the developer’s proposal to explore a wooded path for exploration and movement. 

 

This project proposes development on only 3 of its 9.7 acres 

 

15. Install signs for SCMs informing the public of their purpose and requirements.  Given the number of 

SCMs constructed by this developer, there is an opportunity to educate the public about stormwater. 

 

Good idea 

 

16. We continue to recommend that the developer use vegetation native to the Piedmont particularly 
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along the stream buffer. 

 

We will comply with the LUO.   

 

17. We recommend that the board assure that any development project by any developer is done after the 

developers other projects are meeting stormwater performance milestones. 

 

Individual projects are bonded and required to meet performance standards set by the town.   

 

18. Recommend that any bond required by the town for stormwater infrastructure include stormwater 

infrastructure constructed onsite and any stormwater infrastructure downstream that receives runoff 

from the development is included in the bond. 

 

Bonds are required and enforced on existing projects.  The conformity to both sedimentation control and 

stormwater runoff are day-to-day items enforceable under permits required for specific projects 

 

19. Recommended that SCMs be designed for the 50 year event given the unique hydrologic conditions 

of the site and the density of existing stormwater controls downstream. 

 

We are adhering to the recently increased 25 year storm standards.  There is not enough allowable space 

on this small parcel of land to provide 50 year storm ponds.  This would encroach into additional buffers 

and require additional clearing(see next request below).  We are using 3 acres of land for development out 

of a total 9.7 acres.  

 

20. Recommend that the developer minimize tree removal to the extent possible. 

 

Tree removal is always minimized in an effort to preserve perimeter buffers, existing canopy, and reduce 

project costs. 
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