1. Will developers be taking the lead on road connection policy and implementation?
· This is an impetus of this plan. We want to set out what we expect of developers in terms of road connection and not take each one as it comes. We want developers to follow the plan and know what to expect before they submit an application. The due diligence is left up to the developer in terms of how they will connect from A to B.
2. On the website, you have blue and green connections. I know that blue are roads. What are the green ones?
· The green lines are proposed bike and pedestrian connections
3. What purpose does the Butterfield Court extension serve to the greater community?  It seems to only serve residents of that community.  It also allows drivers to circumvent to speed tables in a neighborhood where high speed is becoming increasingly prevalent.
· We expect that development may come through there in the future. We are looking for greater connectivity from Old Larkspur and have other options for people to get in and out. Support those homes who are farther down Old Larkspur.
4. Will you engage individual neighborhoods and homeowners on whether they want a new connection in their area? What if they don't? Will it get shoved down their throats by "planners" who know "best?"
· This is part of that feedback. We want to engage with residents and have offered opportunities for that. The goal is, though, to develop a plan that residents, planners, developers, and Council can rely on to know what is expected. We are happy to reach out to specific neighborhood associations if anyone can let us know.
5. How is residential property owner feedback incorporated into this model?
· We are incorporating it. We've heard a lot of feedback and it helps us make decisions. The process was designed to listen and gather feedback along the way and incorporate it into the plan.
6. In regard to Butterfield Court, will there be a study to determine the need for additional speed tables prior to final approval of the connection?
· That would be determined based on the density and nature of the development. We can also monitor speed without development concerns.
7. On the map there is a proposed connection from Maywood Way to Everam (Chapel watch village) that is bike ped only. 
· The plan keeps this as a bike-ped connection so we are not planning to propose a vehicular connection
8. Are you still considering extending Lone Pine Rd, and have you looked at the streets involved.
· No, this is not in the Connected Roads Plan
9. How will neighborhoods be notified that they are affected so that they can provide feedback? Is there really any point in offering feedback? We just seem to be disenfranchised.
· We want neighborhoods to provide feedback. We have a survey out and have advertised as best we can given our means of outreach. We don't want folks to feel disenfranchised. We are taking feedback and have adjusted the plan accordingly.
10. In regard to Old Forest Creek, the residents have expressed strong opposition to our stub out becoming a road connection.  how is this opposition incorporated?
· We examined the Mendel Drive connection and looked at the connections and the approved plans at Timber Hollow. Mendel Drive was not included in the Timber Hollow redevelopment plans so we did not include it in this plan. There is a desire to make it a formal bike-ped connection, which is incorporated as such into the plan.
11. Is there a plan to upgrade the bike/ped connections that currently exist?  If so, who will do that work and on what kind of time table?  Also, where would the funding come from?
· It depends on where the connection is and whether we realistically expect development to construct it. We have a few smaller connections that are not adjacent to expected development so the only way something like that will get done is by the Town. We have included the bike-ped connections identified in this plan in an update to the greenways map included in the Mobility and Connectivity Plan, which is expected to be adopted into the Town's Comprehensive Plan. That will enable the Town to seek external funding to construct them if the opportunity arises.
12. Many cities have worked with the new Manufacturers Groups in partnership in developing their streets, roads, and highways that would serve their corporate and partner’ public transportation goals.  Does the Town of Chapel Hill participate in such a partnership?
· We are not a part of this type of partnership.
13. If there is no plan to convert the bike/ped connection from Maywood Way to Everam to vehicular, will it be removed from the map to not say “connection needed”.
· We have it as a bike-ped connection. Since there are not improvements needed we can probably take it out
14. Would it also make sense for the Huntington Wellington bike ped link to come off the map?
· That was created as a fire access and may need improvements. If were to designate it as a bike-ped connection we would need to make it ADA compliant and work for everyone.
15. It would be great if the town published a census of bike ped connections. Maybe they should be removed from this plan, but it would be very usefu for me to know where to connect. (I know a lot, but I’m sure I don’t know all.)
a. We have that for ones that the Town maintains, but this is definitely something that we have goals to do. We have a bike-ped map that we have on hand. 

