Appendix 8. Public Comments
Introduction
The Durham-Chapel Hill-Carrboro Metropolitan Planning Organization (DCHC MPO) released
the Preferred Option of the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for public comment
from November 1, 2017 through December 12, 2017. The public comments that the MPO
received for the Preferred Option are compiled in the section below called “Comments by
Email.”

Additional Comments
A compilation or summary of public comments that were received at key steps of the 2045 MTP
development process are available:
Goals and Objectives – The DCHC MPO conducted an online survey to assist with the
creation of the Goals and Objectives and received almost 800 responses. A summary
and analysis of the responses is available on the 2045 MTP – Goals Web page:
www.bit.ly/DCHC-MTP-Goals
Alternatives Analysis – The DCHC MPO received comments by email and at the many
public workshops that were conducted for the Alternatives Analysis stage of the 2045
MTP. A compilation of those comments is available on the 2045 MTP Alternatives Web
page: www.bit.ly/DCHC-MTP-Alternatives
Preferred Option -- The DCHC MPO released the Preferred Option of the 2045 MTP for
public comment from November 1, 2017 through December 12, 2017. The MPO has not
yet officially published the comments received for the Preferred Option and therefore a
compilation of those comments are presented in the following section.

Comments by Email for the Preferred Option
11/01/17
I have the following comments on the 2045 MTP:

*
I would like to see the project to widen US 15-501 Bypass between MLK and I-85
advanced from the 2045 MTP to an earlier date, or at least have interim safety
improvements added at the Cameron Blvd and Cornwallis Rd interchanges to extend the
merge lanes for safety. I see regular and growing congestion on this route on my daily
commute.
*
I would like to see improvements to the Durham Freeway (NC 147) through downtown
advanced to address current and growing congestion.
*
I would like to see widening of I-85 from Sparger Rd to I-40 advanced from the 2045
MTP to an earlier date.
*
I would like to see the Wake-Durham CRT (2035 version) extended to LaSalle St. or
Neal Rd rather than ending at Fulton St. to better serve west Durham.
Thank you for considering my comments.
Sincerely.
Todd Patton

11/04/17
Hi, please provide rail access directly to RDU airport and RTP work areas from Carrboro, Chapel Hill, and
Durham. Other sprawling cities do this, we can to!
Thanks
Matthew Barton

11/07/17
To whom it may concern.
Thank you for your willingness to hear from the public. I applaud much of your aims and goals. It seems
you are working to do what is best for Durham and surrounding areas. I have only a few comments,
which I hope will be received in the best possible light.
My main comment: stop prioritizing cars. For over half of a century, cars have dominated our landscape.
So much of our local and state budget is spent on cars and infrastructure for cars -- hundreds of millions
of dollars, if I am not mistaken. Yet car-culture never brings a good return on its investment. It
contributes to pollution and hurts the environment, it allows people to sit in their cars and get sicker
and fatter, it prevents people from being in public together by keeping us separated in our little tin
boxes, and so many other terrible things. It is now time to turn things around, to make cities for people
not cars. The reason why idealized cities like Paris, Amsterdam, NY, San Francisco, Barcelona, etc. are
ideal is because they do not prioritize cars but people. But it all started with the will to put people first,
machines last.

I am writing to encourage you to prioritize walking, biking, and public transit, especially trains. The
highways in NC are packed. As more and more people come here, they are just going to be stuffed more
and more. And they cannot get much bigger. How much space is wasted by roads and parking lots? Carculture is far too expensive and unsustainable. The way to make cities sustainable, diverse, and
democratic cities is to prioritize sustainable, diverse, and democratic forms of transit. Again, this means
walking, biking, and public transit. Want to know why I never go to Raleigh? Because there is no reliable,
easy transit running from early in the morning to late at night? The drive into Raleigh feels like a death
trap. I avoid it at all costs. But I would love to see the NC Symphony, attend the Art museum (by the
way, there is NO public transit to the state art museum; what an embarrassment!), and visit restaurants
and shops. A solution: a commuter train.
I know much of this is in the long term plans for the area. But why is this long term? You have been
spending billions on roads for cars for decades. How about other people get a chance for a while? How
about we stuff funding entitled drivers and give hardworking people who cannot afford or do not want
to use cars? How about a fair and equal transit system in 5 years, not 45 years. The will is there. We
want trains, better buses, more walking and biking paths (and that means separated cycle-tracks, not
deadly sharrows or painted lanes).
If you have any questions or responses, please let me know. The Triangle can be a beautiful place, but
there is much that needs to happen. Let's not wait 45 years. Let's start this tomorrow.
Sincerely,
Dr. Ryan J. Johnson

11/07/17
The Triangle Area RPO has the following comments on the draft DCHC MPO 2045 MTP, with regard to
projects that touch the MPO/RPO boundary:
*
In Orange County, TARPO staff supports the idea of improvements on NC 54 approaching the
DCHC/TARPO boundary west of Carrboro, and we would expect these improvements to ultimately be
based on the recommendations of the currently-ongoing NC 54 corridor study. The 2013 Orange County
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (RPO portion) shows a need for future improvements in this
corridor extending west from the MPO/RPO boundary to Orange Grove Road (outside the DCHC
boundary). Our current CTP shows a recommended four-lane facility in this corridor, but there is a good
possibility this could change based on the results of the corridor study analysis. Even though the
recommendation in the draft MTP would not match the recommendation shown in TARPO’s adopted
CTP, this recommendation does appear to be consistent with more recent thinking about the NC 54
corridor if it primarily serves as a placeholder for the future recommendations that arise from the
corridor study.

*
In Chatham County, TARPO staff supports the idea of improvements on NC 751 approaching the
DCHC/TARPO boundary. Please note that the 2016 Chatham County Comprehensive Transportation
Plan (RPO portion) recommends a future four-lane cross-section for NC 751 from the MPO/RPO
boundary southward to US 64. This is in contrast to the three-lane modernization improvements
recommended in the draft MTP. While TARPO staff recognizes the fiscal constraints of the MTP process
and the impact this has on the ability to include desired projects in the current plan, we would request
that you continue to consider a four-lane widening possibility on this road in future planning and project
development decisions, in order to match up with the desired intentions on the RPO side of the
boundary.
*
In Chatham County, the recommended improvements on US 15-501 appear to be consistent with
the improvements recommended on the RPO side of the boundary, and TARPO staff supports their
inclusion in the MTP.
Please let me know if you have any questions. Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
Matt Day, AICP CTP
Principal Planner
Triangle Area Rural Planning Organization
Triangle J Council of Governments
11/27/17
Hi. I'm 42, and a Raleigh native. Do I read this map correctly that there are NO plans to widen Hopson
Rd between 54/Miami to Davis Dr from 2 to 4 lanes (with center turn lane) between now and 2045?? Or
will this fall on Town of Morrisville and is out of scope for CAMPO? If there are no plans to widen
Hopson, I highly protest! This (I think less than 1/2 mile) stretch of road is a MAJOR bottleneck to traffic
flow.
thank you,
David
Hi Andy. I get it that this road segment is in the plan, but how I read it suggests Hopson will not be
widened until closer to 2045... the END of this planning date range. That’s potentially 28 years away. In
what year does this widening of Hopson actually take place?? How about the year on widening of 70 out
to 540? That’s already way way overdue.
Yes I’m very aware of the grade separation on this road and others and I am a big fan... if only we
actually used rail here for passengers (outside of the 3 daily Amtrak trains between Raleigh and
Charlotte). I’m thankful for the added safety.
The attempts to get light rail by the TTA since 1993 have been a curse and a sad state of affairs in this
region. To watch Charlotte (working and expanding) and now Dur/Ch (plans approved?) get a light rail

and our capital city still does not infuriates me. Even worse is not having that light rail Phase 1 to RDU bc
the RDUAA thinks they are better than having rail... they lose their parking revenue... suggesting to me
CAMPO and RDUAA haven’t been aligned or even communicating.
This is why mass transit exists, to connect and interconnect. Someone or some group is conceding far
too much to only do commuter rail and buses. Sorry folks, I feel CAMPO needs to step it up a notch.
There have been some planning holes since the early 1990s in my opinion or the mass transit plan would
be much more aligned and RDU would be on board with light rail phase 1... and we might have even
have it running by now!
Nothing in your response related to why New Hill gets widened in this time frame? What traffic
bottlenecks exist on that road? I’ve only ever seen a tiny bit of congestion at the US 1 interchange bc of
it being an old bridge and stop signs...
Who participates in making these plans? Is it a contracted 3rd party with click counters on the roads or
real people driving real road segments who understand transit? I don’t mean that to insult, I ask out of
curiosity.
Thank you,
David

