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DEP ARTMENT OF TRANSPORT ATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEP ARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

DATE September 21,2005

FROM
1Jd!

Alan Smitb,bistrict Design Engineer

Margaret B. Pirkle, P.E., Assistant Director of PreconstructionTO

SUBJECT CSSTP-OOOO-OO(759) Spur, Lincoln County, P.I. # 0000759
Relocation of SR 79 along CR 278 to SR 43 east of the Cit), of Lincolnton
Revjsed Project Concept Report

Attached is a revised copy of the Project Concept Report for your further handling for
approval in accordance with the Plan Development Process (PDP).

The above mentioned project consists of the widening, recollstruction, and relocation of
Petersburg Road / CR 278 from SR 43 to SR 79 east of the City of Lincolntoll. l1Jeproposed
project length i,~2-0 ,niles; Thepropo.~ed typical section shall be 2 -12' tmvellanes with la'
grassed shoulders each side with 4' of each paved.

The concept as presented herein and submitted for approval is consistent with that which is
included in the Regional Transportation Improveme~gram (RTP) and/or the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

DATE /(//;t;);$

Alb1ti1l~ t'l"iffOl'
Planning

Distribution:
I Brian Summers

Harvey Keepler
Keith Golden
Joe Palladi
Jamie Simpson
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Page Two
CSSTP-OOOO-OO (759) Spur

Lincoln County

Need and Purpose: County Road 278 is a rural major collector and serves as a connector between SR 43
and SR 79. Currently, the roadway consists of 2 - 10' lanes with poor vertical and horizontal alignment on 80'
of existing right-of-way. SR 43 is currently experiencing congestion in the City of Lincolnton caused by ,large
trucks. The 2010 AADT is 1700 and the 2030 AADT is 2800 with 10% trucks. This project proposes to route
these trucks out of the City of Lincolnton and ease congestion in the downtown area.

Description of the proposed project: This project is the widening, reconstruction, and relocation of
Petersburg Road / CR 278 from SR 43 to SR 79 east of the City of Lincolnton. The proposed project length is
2.0 miles. The proposed typical section shall be 2 - 12' travel lanes with 10' grassed shoulders each side with
4' of each paved.

PDP Classification: IZI Minor D Major

Federal Oversight: Full Oversight D, ExemptlZl, State Funded D, or OtherD

Functional Classification: Rural Major Collector

U. S. Route Number(s): None
County Road Number(s): 278

State Route Number(s): None

Traffic (AADT) as shown in the approved concept:
Current Year: 2010 (1700) Design Year: 2030 (2800)

Proposed Features to be revised:

Project Termini and Length
Speed Design for Project
Removal of bridge replacement at Soap Creek from concept

Describe the revised feature(s) to be approved:

The project length is now revised to 1.69 miles. The beginning of the project will remain at the same location
on SR 43at MP12.93 follow most of the alignment ofCR 278 until it intersects SR 79 at MP 1.91.

Upon afield investigation of the project, it was discovered that the posted speed was 45 MPH on CR 27&

throughout the project limits. The concept currently indicates a posted ~eed of 55 MPH This office is
requesting to revise the speed design for the project to 45 MPH to ~"the posted speed. This williesse,n the
impacts to homes and other structures in the area, avoid conflicts with 2 cemetaries located on either side of
CR 278, reduce the amount of earthwork volumes, Right-Of-Way required, staging and would not increale the
speed through an existing residential area which will improve safety. I
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Page Three
CSSTP-OOOO-OO(759) Spur
Lincoln County

The current concept calls for the bridge on SR 79 over Soap Creek (40' x 240') to be reconstructed. This was
being done in order to change the direction of Super elevation of the bridge deck to match the proposed curve
in the new alignment ofSR 79 Spur. However, the current design is to create a "Tn intersection at SR 79 and
the proposed SR 79 Spur (CR 278). This design does not require the bridge to be reconstructed since the
construction no longer crosses the existing bridge. This bridge was reconstructed in 1993 and has a
sufficiency rating of 88.48. It is also located within the Soap Creek wildlife management area and by not
replacing it; the project will reduce impacts to the refuge.

Updated Traffic Data (AADT):
Current Year: 2010 (1700) Design Year: 2030 (2800)

Programmed Schedule:
P.E. 2003 R/W: 2007 Construction: 2011

Revised Cost Estimates:
1. Construction costs including inflation and E&C:
2. Right of Way Cost:
3. Utility Costs:

1'1 B~/ B2.~
$1,8857,825.93- '1\1\,1

$48~650.00 ~
$161,000.00

,ojfti}UO'5"---

Is the project in a Non-Attainment area? DYes [gI No

Recommendation:

This office recommends that this concept revision be approved as written.

Attachments:

Typical Section
Location Sketch

Updated Cost Estimate

Conem ~~--r Director of Preconstruction

04 >'/~'" f2!-Chief Engineer
Approved:
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Total Estimated Cost: $1,260,307.$6
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