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: southwest corridor Alignment 
Dear Mr. Ahrendsen 

This letter comesto you in your capacity as a Chair, Technical Coordination Committee (TCC) 
that I am told advises the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC). I write to bringto your 
attention the destructive impact the proposedalignment of the "SouthwestCorridor" is having on 
my family's property,that my family has owned and occupied and on which my family has paid 
taxes for well over a hundred years.My request is simple. Pleasedonot proposeOption B1 for 
thepreservationof a "Southwest TransitCorridor." 

There is a longbackgroundto this matter, but I will abbreviate it here. 

The mistreatment of my family deepens with every step certain public bodies take in the 
Southwest area of Durham County. When gettingsewer to the new Creekside School, the 
Durham Public SchoolBoardpermittedits staffto concludesecret deals with privatepartiesthat 
foreclosedaccessfor my family's homes and propertyto sewer service connected to the City of 
Durhamoslines.The City of Durham's staffo inturn, waived requirements for sewerlines on 
public thoroughfaresand committed other questionableacts that denied sewer service to my 
faqily. The Countyof Durham financed this bypassing sewer installation notwithstanding that it 
excludedmy farnily's property. 

Ratherthan file a lawsuitfor what we af,e convinced was illegal and discriminatory, my family 
and I attempted another strategy to getsewer to at least partof our property.Thesolution was to 
sell a small portionof our land to a privatedeveloper who would bring sewer accessfor the 
remainingpartof my family'shomes and property.We were combining a portionof my family's 
property(about6 acres)with adjacentproperty (the Tilley propertyof about 33 acres). The 
combinationwouldthengive a developer 39 acres to absorb the cost of pulling sewer down 
Trenton road, acrossInterstate 40, and effectively to our remaining properly,aswell as to their 
proposeddevelopment. 

Now the TAC hasaproposalbefore it for location of the southwest transit corridor- especially 
Qntion Pl _ ,that, if adopted, will destroyour effort to getsewer to our homesandproperty.
OptionBl bisects the Tilley propertyand makes the developer's proposalunfeasible.The 
dgyglopel is aJrcadyinsecureabout the very consideration of Option Bl and somepartiesare 
talking about being forced to back out. The reason is that my family's propertyand-theTilley 
propertyare inextricably linked from a sewer standpoint becausedevelopershave to combine our 
prgpe{igs to have the scale in size to absorb the cost of pulling sewerfrom thepumpstation 
behindthe office parknear the Leigh Farm Historic Park. This is verycostly,aiound$500,000.
The only way this can be done by a privateactor is to create a developmenton partof my 
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family's propertyand the Tilley propertyto amass enough acreage to absorb the cost of the 
sewerline. 

I want to emphasize that when considered in light ofthe previousdenial of access to sewer by 
thegovernmentalactors,theproposedOption Bl adds insult to the injury my family and I have 
alreadysuffered by now threateningto scuttle our efforts to getsewer to our propertythrough 
privatemeans without any help of govemmentalactors. 

Whatmakes the situation all the moreawful is that Option Bl is a shift ofthe corridoroffthe 
propertyowned by some of these very samegovernmentalauthoritiesthatdeniedmy family 
seweraccessin the first place.And this nevermind that my family's propertyis being tarcedto 
helppaythe very bond funds used to ptrchasethatpropertythe governmentalactorsnow own. 
So,my family and I are being subjected to this impositionby public authorities who are 
attemptingto shift the transit corridor offtheir own propertyand onto thetaxpaying,private 
properfyof my family. And let me recall that thesegovernmentalactors ran sewer lines to their 
schooland left my family to fend for itself as best we can. That is incomparably wrong. 

Yet, still the matter getsevenworse:I have mentioned thatpartiesarB now tatking about being 
forcedto abandon the tansactionthat will bring sewer to my family. The very considerationof 
imposingOption Bl is havinga direct and immediateimpacton shutting off my family's access 
to sewer. This is the case even though theproposedconidor is just that- a "proposedcorridor 
project" thatmight be built, if ever, at some indeterminate and unknown time in the future. This 
situationcries out asgreaterinjury piled onto an rnjury already inflicted and already twice 
compounded! 

A decisionto reserye the County's or School Board'spropertyby shifting the corridor offof 
publicly-owned property and onto theprivate property of taxpaying citizens shikes me as simply 
wrong and possiblyan illegal taking or unconstitutionalabridgment of my rights. 

It is my fervent pleathat the TCC and TAC regard theplight my family has been forced to face. I 
imploreyou not to take away my family's only presentopportunity to getsewer to our property. 
If this corridor remains on my family's propertyor if it dissects theTilley tact asproposed 
OptionBl now does, it will deshoy our ability to secure sewer. I believe we deserve better than 
that. Also, I have studied the Constitution and laws of the land enough to believe that, if all 
reason otherwise fails, we can seek by litigation to protectmy family's home and propertyrights
andour citizenship rights under the Constitutionand laws of this State and the United States. 

I understand there may besomequestionsabout wetlands preservationandother legal issues. 
None of these issues shouldprecludefrndjngother alternatives to Option B1. I stand ready to 
attempt to address any such issues thatmight arise or that you would find helpful 

In sum,I renew my plea:Please do not proposethat the TAC adopt Option Bl for the'opreservation"of a Southwest Transit Corridor. If you haveanyquestions,I will be happy to 
discussthis matteratyour convenience.I may be contactedat the homeor at the office telephone 
numbers listed at the headof this note. 

With greatappreciation,Iam, 

Yours sincerely, 

CharLes E. Daye /S/
Charles E. Daye 
Brandis Professor of Law and 
Member in goodstanding of the North Carolina State Bar 
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