January 8, 2004

Neal Hunt

Raleigh City Council

Dear Neal,

I know you love trees.  Plenty of them are shown in the proposed Fayetteville Street plan.  How could anyone object?  Yet I think there are too many.
Also, I’m no great car lover—I prefer bicycles and walking.  Yet I think the car gets short shrift in this proposed plan.  I fear an awkward standoff between moving cars and parking cars with lots of delays and fuming drivers, just what we don’t want for our newly endowed downtown.

Meanwhile the pedestrians on the sidewalk get numerous fixed amenities.  There are so many that it almost presents a barrier between the street and the storefronts whose owners want to be seen by passing traffic.  The success of the new effort rests on evenhanded alocation of resources between sidewalk and street.
Conceptually the sidewalk has two zones in the proposed plan: a walking zone next to the buildings and an amenities zone next to the curb.  I don’t mind having a few trees and benches if we have to but forcing the café tables into this zone presents some problems.  Picture a fraulein with two fistfuls of beer mugs scurrying out the door of her beer hall to serve people outside, and she has to weave through walking traffic to get to her customers on the other side of the sidewalk.  Merchants should place their café tables next to the buildings if they want, not get forced into a remote location controlled by the city.  

Nor can I find much meat on the bones of discussions over paving patterns or trash can styles.  I can sink my teeth into the differences between a 40’ street and a 60’ street as requested by me, Smedes York, and Ann Franklin at the latest hearing.  

If we stub our toe on the Fayetteville Street restoration, I doubt it will result in the decline of Western civilization.  I understand wholly Manger Allen’s urgency but the design approval can’t be a shotgun wedding.  I’m glad to hear you insist on more conference over the design.  You may spend some political capital with the people who have worked so hard to develop the design thus far but the legacy of getting it wrong carries greater risk.
With warm regards,

Andrew Leager 
