Future Land Use Small Group
The following are comments that Committee members wanted to share with the Future Land Use small group about the group’s discussion notes from the March 21st meeting. Please consider these comments during your discussion on April 4th.

Comments from Julie McClintock
- Add a new principle that says:  Land use choices shall be subject to the carrying capacity of the transportation system. 


Note:  that the bus system is planning to reduce hours this year, not increase them and 

there are no long range plans in the TIP program that would change the carrying capacity of 
Estes Drive. 


Add objective:  Ensure that TIAs for new development are analyzed in total to ensure the 

carrying capacity of Estes  Drive is not exceeded.  


Add objective:  Quantify that the level of service limits to traffic on Estes Drive and the 

increases in transit that would be necessary to keep the MLK/Estes and Estes/Franklin 

intersections fully operational. 

-  Edit objectives under principle #2. "Carolina North Campus will say "you have arrived". 


Add to objective #1 to make it clear there is a definite point on Estes Drive where the 


character changes to residential from the office/institutional/retail character of Carolina 

North. Objective could discuss exactly where that division is located.

-  Edit principle #3.  "Density can be accommodated if the land and character of the street is respected."  


Change to "  Select design forms (height, density,character) that fit in with the residential 

character of Estes Drive.


Add objective to principle #3 that would support the local community uses identified in 

principle#1, such as retail, office which would to attract additional traffic.


Add objective that land use intensity needs to be linked to traffic generated by the use.

- Edit principle #4 to include specific objectives. I shared these at the last meeting.

Comments from Mickey Jo Sorrell

Often not clear exactly what is meant by these words and phrases. Be careful about "buzz words" - especially in principles, unless they are backed with clear meaning. 

Note from Megan: Mickey Jo asked that I share the following comment with all the small groups:

· It bothers me a bit, as a North Forest Hills resident, that all our attention is going to the Estes corridor, particularly at the MLK interchange. I know this is considered the prime area for redevelopment and the area with the biggest traffic issues, etc. and that it is adjacent to Carolina North, but we've been given a charge to look at the larger impact area as well and I don't think we're doing it.

Please be aware of this larger responsibility and, as principles are explored, to take a look at the complete impact area as well. 

