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Amy Harvey

From: Jeanette Coffin
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 12:46 PM
To: bberndt500@aol.com
Cc: Allen Buansi; Donna Bell; Hongbin Gu; Jeanne Brown; Jess Anderson; Karen Stegman; 

Lindsey Bineau; Michael Parker; Nancy Oates; Pam Hemminger; Rachel Schaevitz; Town 
Council; Amy Harvey; Carolyn Worsley; Catherine Lazorko; Flo Miller; Laura Selmer; 
Mary Jane Nirdlinger; Rae Buckley; Ralph Karpinos; Roger Stancil; Ross Tompkins; 
Sabrina Oliver

Subject: FW: Eastowne SUP --June 27, 2018 Council Meeting Comment--Agenda Item #18
Attachments: Easttowne aerial photo v2.pdf; N&O Article on Trees 050418.pdf

Thank you for your correspondence with the Town of Chapel Hill. The Mayor and Town Council are interested 
in what you have to say. By way of this email, I am forwarding your message to the Mayor and each of the 
Council Members, as well as to the appropriate staff person who may be able to assist in providing additional 
information or otherwise addressing your concerns.  
 
If your email is related to a development application or a particular issue being addressed by the Council, your 
comments will be made part of the record.  If applicable, we encourage you to attend any public meetings 
related to the items addressed in your email. 
 
Again, thank you for your message. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeanette Coffin 
 
 

 

Jeanette Coffin 
Office Assistant 
Town of Chapel Hill Manager’s Office 
405  Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 
Chapel Hill, NC 27514 
(o) 919-968-2743 | (f) 919-969-2063 

 
 

From: Bob/Chris Berndt [mailto:bberndt500@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 12:11 PM 
To: Town Council <mayorandcouncil@townofchapelhill.org> 
Cc: Kay Pearlstein <kpearlstein@townofchapelhill.org>; Judy Johnson <jjohnson@townofchapelhill.org>; 
amymorrisryan@gmail.com; Ben Hitchings <bhitchings@townofchapelhill.org>; Jeanne Brown 
<jbrown2@townofchapelhill.org> 
Subject: RE: Eastowne SUP ‐‐June 27, 2018 Council Meeting Comment‐‐Agenda Item #18 
 
Dear Mayor and Town Council, 
 
I am writing to follow up on my previous email below, sent to you as an individual citizen comment.  I have reviewed the 
new plans of 6/12/18 for the 15‐501 buffer,  posted on the Town’s Development Activity Report page.  I believe the new 
proposal is a step forward for saving the significant tree buffer which now exists (see attached aerial photo).  I agree that 
holding off on adding the multi‐use path until after the Master Plan process is completed is a good idea.  However, I 
have the following concerns: 
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 The plan still shows most of the identified trees in the 30 foot required buffer as being cut.  I counted 3 trees 
saved.  The buffer is going to be nearly devoid of trees. 
 

 About 21 identified trees are still being cut within the right‐of‐way. 
 

 In addition, the landscape plan (LS‐1) dated 4/27/18 has a note on it that the understory trees will be removed 
in the right‐of‐way.  This will result in a significant change to the forested buffer.  This action is designed to 
achieve more visibility into the site.  I disagree with the staff report’s characterization that “cleaning up the 
unattractive scrub and underbrush will provide a true gateway entrance rather than a thick barrier between 15‐
501 and the project.” 
 

I am attaching a copy of a recent News and Observer article on the importance of trees in the urban landscape.  Chapel 
Hill has had a rich tradition of protecting its entranceways and the visual quality of green, tree‐lined streets.  The staff 
report says that the LUMO buffer requirement was established in a different time when the goal was to screen 
development from view from the roadway.  I believe this is still a laudable goal, one that is designed to protect the 
Town’s heritage and special character.  The article points out the other many community benefits to saving our urban 
forest. 
 
The Council could go a step further and not approve the buffer modification, and stipulate that trees in the right‐of way 
and buffer not be cut down. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christine S. Berndt 

 
 

From: Bob/Chris Berndt [mailto:bberndt500@aol.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 12:06 PM 
To: 'mayorandcouncil@townofchapelhill.org' 
Cc: 'Kay Pearlstein'; 'Judy Johnson'; 'amymorrisryan@gmail.com'; 'Ben Hitchings' 
Subject: Eastowne SUP --May 23, 2018 Council Meeting Comment--Agenda Item #16 
 
Dear Mayor and Town Council, 
 
I am writing to ask that the Council not authorize the removal of the existing forested buffer along the Town’s major 
entranceway, 15-501, at Eastowne.  The current proposal would remove all of the existing trees in the existing buffer on 
the applicant’s property.  I believe the existing buffer is 70 feet, whereas the proposed buffer is only 30 feet.  In addition, 
the proposal removes most of the trees in the NCDOT right of way.  Please see the attached plan C-3 from the applicants 
materials.  
 
The forested buffer is an important aspect of the visual beauty of this entranceway, and is an existing community asset 
that should be preserved.  Our tree-lined major transportation corridors are a key component of Chapel Hill’s natural and 
historic character. 
 
While 26 trees are to be retained, and new landscaping is to be installed to enhance visibility, the result will be a 
completely different landscape and visual feel than that which exists now.  The Planning Commission asked that 
additional canopy trees be provided on the front buffer, and the staff report says this recommendation is incorporated into 
the stipulations.  However, I do not see how the Planning Commission recommendation is included.  At a minimum, 
please make sure that a significant number of canopy trees are provided in the buffer and in the right of way. 
 
The Community Design Commission voted 3-2 to recommend the project with conditions.  The materials do not explain 
our vote, so I wanted to have the opportunity to express why I did not recommend to you this particular site plan.  I am not 
against the project or the use in this location, but I believe the applicant could design the development in a way that saves 
the forested buffer. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 



3

 
Sincerely, 
Christine S. Berndt 
Community Design Commission 
 
 



 

rberndt
Typewritten Text

rberndt
Typewritten Text
Source: Town of Chapel Hill Zoning Atlas Amendment Staff Presentation for Eastowne, May 23, 2018.
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