AGENDA #13b

MEMCRANDUM Pﬂ5359>

TO: Mayor and Counci |

FRCM David R Tayl or, Town Manager

SUBJECT: dosing Briarbridge Lane to Through Traffic

DATE: April 11, 1988

The attached resolution and ordinance would close Briarbridge
Lane to through traffic by installing a physical barrier, a gate,
on Briarbridge Lane near the intersection of Briarbridge Lane and
Col unbi a Street.

Background

Briarbridge Lane is a narrow one-way residential street that
varies in width from 14 feet to approximately 17 feet. W think
the narrow width of the street, conbined with a hill and sharp
curve, make Briarbridge Lane unsuitable for use other than as a
| ocal residential street. (Please see the attached sketch.)

However, sonme drivers traveling north on South Col unbia Street
now use Briarbridge Lane as a short-cut to western destinations,
instead of wusing Caneron Avenue, MCauley Street, or Franklin
Street. It is because of this through traffic that a resident
asked the Town to consider closing the Colunbia Street access to
Bri arbridge Lane.

D scussi on

Al ternatives

The alternatives we considered for elimnating thru traffic on
Briarbridge Lane were: posting signs prohibiting left turns from
South Colunbia Street; installing a nedian barrier on South
Colunbia Street to prevent left turns; or closing Briarbridge
Lane to through traffic with a physical barrier.

Posting signs prohibiting left turns from South Col unbia Street
would elimnate only a portion of the thru traffic. It would not
prevent determ ned drivers fromignoring the signs and using the
street as a short-cut.



A median barrier on South Columbia Street would prevent all left

turns onto Briarbridge Lane. However, the existing roadway
cross—section at this location is not wide enough to permit a
functional median and also maintain adequate traffic lanes. The
State has also asked that no structure be located in the South
Columbia Street right—of—way that would require removal when this
portion of South Columbia Street is widened. A median or curb
installed here would probably have to be removed when the street
iIs improved.

Because of the close proximity to a principle arterial and the
drivers perceived inconvenience of alternative routes, we think
the installation of a physical barrier on Briarbridge Lane would
be the most effective method of diverting traffic at this loca—
tion. A gate, bollards, or a wall would obviate the continued
enforcement necessary if only regulatory signs were used.

Response from Residents

We distributed notices to the residents of Briarbridge Lane and
Briarbridge Valley Road to solicit comments on the proposed
street closing. We received eleven responses in favor of closing
the street. The only dissenting opinion at that time was from the
Church of Christ. The church felt that access to and from Colum—
bia Street was iImportant to church operations. However, represen—
tatives of the church were receptive to closing the street if it
could be done i1n such a manner as to allow adequate access to and
from the church. If the street were closed at the location shown
on the attached map, people attending functions at the church
could enter the church parking lot from either Ransom Street or
Columbia Street. (Please see the attached drawing.)

Representatives of the church have also tentatively agreed to
install a concrete island centered iIn their driveway. An island
at this location would prevent drivers from using the church

driveway as a cut—through route.

After our original survey, one Briarbridge Lane resident changed
his original opinion iIn favor of closing the street. He 1§s now
opposed to the proposal. The resident now Tfeels that his existing
driveway would not be accessible i1f he had to drive iIn from the
low side of the hill, and thus i§s now opposed to closing the
street to through traffic.

We agree with his concern about driveway access. A car with a

long wheel base or low ground clearance may have difficulty
turning into this driveway from the *“downhill" side, which would

be necessary i1f the road were closed to through traffic. However,

the grade of the driveway could be changed to alleviate the

problem. This resident has advised us that he does not want to
change the grade of his driveway. He thinks that changing his
driveway will adversely affect the appearance of his yard.



Other Responses

Input from Town departments was also solicited concerning the
proposed closure of the iIntersection. There was some concern that
a "'dead end'" street would be detrimental to the delivery of Town

services such as snow removal and leaf collection.

In order to address the possible need for emergency and service
vehicle access, we think the iInstallation of a gate, instead of
fixed barricades such as bollards or walls, would resolve any
concerns with emergency and service vehicle access. 1t would also
be relatively inexpensive. The estimated cost of installing a
gate similar to the one shown i&s $600.00.

The gate could be held in place by "'drop pins', with perpetual
maintenance provided by the, Town. Since Briarbridge Lane 1s a
public right—of—way and the Town is ultimately responsible for
traffic control on Town streets, the Town would purchase, install
and maintain the gate.

Although the use of gates on public streets §Is not common in the
United States, they have been used successfully In Great Britain
for many years. We  think the flexibility provided by a gate would
be useful at this location.

Although there was significant response fTrom®"the residents 1In
favor of the proposal, there was some concern in the neighborhood
regarding the aesthetics of "barricading" the street. We think a
gate painted forest green, similar to the one shown on the
attached sketch, would not be detrimental to the attractiveness

of the neighborhood.

Since the Town does not anticipate the need to install barricades
in other neighborhoods, nor do we think E&€ appropriate to set a
precedent for similar measures elsewhere, the gate would be
designated as experimental. There would be an 18—month trial
period inwhich the effectiveness of the gate would be evaluated.

Conclusion

IT the Council adopts the attached resolution and ordinance,
Briarbridge Lane would function as a local two—way street with
access only from Ransom Street. No public right—of—way would be
closed. This proposal would redirect traffic from a substandard
street and thus eliminate the impact of through traffic on the
neighborhood. Traffic would then be transferred to other streets
such as Cameron Street, which can carry traffic more efficiently
and safely than Briarbridge Lane. This proposal would also be
designated as an experimental project which would be evaluated
after a trial period of 18 months.



W think the installation of a gate has three distinct advant ag-
es:

1. It provides sonme flexibility for energency and service
vehi cl e access.

2. The relative cost is |ow, which neans there would be little
financial Toss, if we and the local residents feel this
met hod has been ineffective or unacceptable after the trial
peri od.

3. This would not require acquisition of addi ti ona
right-of-way (i.e. cul-de-sac).

There are only 5 driveways which access onto Briarbridge Lane.
These 5 driveways plus the 5 lots which have access to
Briarbridge Valley are well below the maxi num 25 allowed in the
Desi gn Manual for a single access point.

Regardi ng the driveway access probl emvoi ced by one resident, the
driveway can be inproved for adequate access and parking. This
driveway is a short gravel driveway |ocated nostly in the
right-of-way. Only mnor grading would be necessary to inprove
the entrance. If the resident prefers, the work on the driveway
woul d be conpleted by Town forces at no cost to the resident. The
approxi mate cost of the work would be $500. W think regrading
the driveway is a nom nal consideration conpared to the inprove-
ment in the neighborhood environnment that would result fromthe
elimnation of through traffic. Anr alternativeis for a driver to
pull up the hill and back into the driveway. This would provide
t he sane angl e of entrance as now exi sts.

The gate would require periodic maintenance. It would also
i nhi brt but not prevent sone Town servi ces.

Most class "C' residential streets are intended to provi de access
to areas directly dependent upon them |In this specific case,
through traffic is especially troubl esone because of the substan-
dard roadway/design of Briarbridge Lane. It is for this reason we
are recommendi ng that the Counci| adopt the attached resol ution
and ordi nance which would, in an experinental fashion, close one
end of Briarbridge Lane.

Recommendation: The the Council adopt the attached ordi nance and
resol ution.




AN ORDINANCE  AMENDING CHAPTER 21 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
(88-4-11/0-4)

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the Town of Chapel Hill:
SECTION 1

That Section 21—10 of the Town Code of Ordinances, one—way
streets 1s amended by deleting the following:

(d) TrafFfic on Briarbridge Lane between Pittsboro Road and
Briarbridge Valley shall move only i1n a northerly
direction after entering the intersection at Pittsboro
Road and Briarbridge Lane.

SECTION 11
This ordinance shall be effective Monday, June 6, 1988.
SECTION 111

All ordinances and portions of ordinances iIn conflict herewith
are hereby repealed.

This the 11th day of April, 1988.



A RESOLUTION  CLOSING  BRIARBRIDGE LANE TO THROUGH TRAFFIC
(88-4-11/R-10)

WHEREAS, the Council 1i§s concerned with the impact of through
traffic In residential areas; and

WHEREAS, the street known as Briarbridge Lane is not designed to
safely carry through traffic other than local neighborhood
vehicles Z

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Town of
Chapel Hill that the Council hereby declares 1its iIntent to
restrict the use of Briarbridge Lane as a through street.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED +that the Town Manager i#s hereby authorized
to arrange Tfor the installation of a gate on Briarbridge Lane
adjacent to the driveway for the 1ot shown on Orange County Tax
Map 87, Block J, Lot #11.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the installation of this gate shall
be evaluated in 18 months or less and its efficiency iIn prevent—
ing through traffic considered.

This the 11th day of April, 1988.
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CHAPEL HILL CHURCH OF CHRIST

P. 0. Box 4023

Chapel Hill, NC 27514

7 April 1988

Mr. Mike Taylor
Engineering Technician
Town of Chapel Hill

306 North Columbia Street
Chapel Hill, NC 27514—3699

Re: Briar Bridge Lane Closing

Dear \r. Taylor:

With reference to your letter of 3 February 1988 and the
attached drawings, this letter is to reaffirm the church's
commitment to providing and paying for the 5" monolithic concrete
island as described, contingent on an official decision to
proceed with the closing of the street as proposed.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Robert N. Broadus
(For The Chapel Hill
Church of Christ)



