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Memorandum 

����� Tom Barwick��

�	
�������������   

Re:  SR 211 AT SR 124 PRE CONCEPT MEETING 
District One                                                                                                                                
STP-0001-00(038) Barrow County, P.I. #0001038      
                                                                                     

SR 211 at SR 124 Pre Concept Meeting 
 
Attendees:  Robert Mahoney 
  Shane Dover 
  Neil Kantner 
  Doug Fadool 
  Tom Barwick 
  Warren Dimsdale 
 
SR 211 at SR 124  Barrow County - P.I. #0001038    

− Don’t Touch Bridge – No Restriping or Widening 
− Geotech – Need Corings of Existing Pavement  
− Go With Variance Request (Variance for Lane Taper Length) Alt “B” 
− Grass Median Will Be Used  
− Need Soil To Get Pavement Design 
− Look at Turning Templates for Trucks at the Intersection  
− *Concept Meeting Will Be Held On January 25th, 2008  
− Send R/W Cost Estimate Down To Phil Copeland 

o Get Layout of Areas of Take,  Areas of Easements 
− Show Turn Lane In SR 211 Median at Ramps 
− Add Driveway at Waffle House 
− Need Soil Report and Environmental Screening for Approved Concept, or 

Get Wavier  

Heath & Lineback Engineers 



Memorandum 

����� Tom Barwick��

�	
���������������   

Re:  SR 211 AT SR 124 CONCEPT TEAM MEETING 
District One                                                                                                                                
STP-0001-00(038) Barrow County, P.I. #0001038      
                                                                                     

SR 211 at SR 124 Concept Team Meeting 
 
Attendees:  See attached sign in sheet 
 
SR 211 at SR 124 Barrow County - P.I. #0001038    
 
Introduction: 
Robert Mahoney introduced himself and gave an over view of the project. 
 
Concept Report: 
The Concept Report was reviewed and the following comments were made: 

Page One (Cover page): 
• No Comments 

 
Page Two: 

• No Comments 
 

Page Three: 
• Need and Purpose statement needs to be modified. The Need and 

Purpose statement should address the reason for adding a through 
lane (capacity). The traffic LOS and accident data should be 
included in the need and purpose 
 

Page Four: 
• Verify the Right of Way (SR 211) 
• Verify the super rate (SR 211), Robert believes that 4% should be 

the max super rate 
 

Page Five: 
• Verify the super rate (SR 124), Robert believes that 4% should be 

the max super rate 
• Robert does not wish to touch bridge, a taper variance is preferred. 
• Get list of who the utility owners are on the project. 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 



• Remove petroleum listed as a utility 
 

Page Six:  
• In the coordination section note coordination of design with SR 211 

and SR 124 future widening as well as and I-85 widening. 
 

Attachments: 
• Need cost estimates (Construction and Right of Way) 
• Location Map 
• Typical Sections 
• Accident Summaries 
• Capacity Analysis 
• Minutes of Initial Concept and Concept meetings 
• Location and Design Notice 
• Plan’s Schematics 

 
 
Schedule: 

• Although the current schedule is aggressive, we will try to meet the 
schedule 

 
 
Utilities: 

• Heath and Lineback needs to get utility companies a copy of the 
proposed plans so that the utility companies can look at 
adjustments as needed, several companies are currently 
upgrading/relocating their utilities in the area. 

• No additional LPGA’s 
• wind stream – Have conduits on south side of SR 124 (gas station 

side) and on the west side of SR 211 (Chatue Élan side) 
• Jackson EMC 
• Water line goes down 211 and turns down 124 
• Gwinnett county line crosses under 211 (gravity & sewer line near 

church) 
 
 
Alternates: 
Warren Dimsdale with Heath and Lineback Engineers gave an over view of the 
four alternates that are being considered. The four alternates consisted of: 

Alternate “A” – Urban section with 32’-0” median, 12’-0” thru and 
turn lanes, tapers as required at 45 mph design 
speed. This will place part of the taper on the 
existing bridge over I-85, with the taper extending 
onto the existing bridge shoulder. Re-striping of the 



bridge and a shoulder width variance will be 
required. 

Alternate “B” – Urban section with 32’-0” median, 12’-0” thru and 
turn lanes, tapers as required at 45 mph design 
speed, except the taper on the northern leg of SR 
211. This taper will begin after the I-85 overpass 
bridge; approximately 59% of the required taper will 
be achieved. A taper variance will be required. 

Alternate “C” – Urban section with 32’-0” median, 12’-0” thru and 
turn lanes, tapers as required at 45 mph design 
speed. The four lane section is continued across the 
I-85 overpass bridge on SR 211 then tapers down to 
the existing condition.  Approximately 40 ft x 230 ft 
of bridge widening would be required. 

 Alternate “D” - SR 211 consist of an Urban section with 30’-0” 
median, 11’-0” thru and turn lanes, tapers as 
required at 45 mph design speed except the taper 
on the northern leg of SR 211. This taper will begin 
after the I-85 overpass bridge; approximately 64% of 
the required taper will be achieved. A taper variance 
will be required. SR 124 consist of an Urban section 
with 32’-0” median, 12’-0” thru and turn lanes, tapers 
as required at 45 mph design speed 

 
Alternate “D” was favored at this time. It was suggested to use alternate “D” and 
reduce all lane widths to 11’-0”. The shoulder width would also be reduced from 
16’-0” wide to 10’-0” wide (2’-0” grass strip and 5’-0” sidewalk) and reduce the 
median width from 32’-0” to 30’-0”. This will help reduce impacts to the church 
property and the gas station property in addition to helping to reduce the length 
of required taper. 
 
Everyone was in agreement with the idea of reducing the speed limit to 45 mph. 
 
 
Environmental 
Todd Barker from Kimely-Horn spoke of environmental concerns in the area. The 
following items were found in the area: 

• Streams 
• Gas Station (UST”S) 
• Oil Changing Facility (UST’S) 
• Church 
• Possible Historic Property 

 
The park and ride will be removed by this project; this should be addressed in the 
Environmental Document 
 



A PIOH will probably be required due to the removal of the park and ride and 
impacts to church 
 
 
Funding: 

• L240 for PE and R/w 
• ARC non urban funding 
• No L230 funding as shown in TPRO 

 
 
General Comments: 
 
The city of Braselton would like to know where they can safely permit new 

buildings (outside of proposed right of Way) 
 
Reduction of speed limit – Sign Posting: 

2/10 mile from intersection (minimum for Speed Limits Sign) 
500’ warning sign before that 
Change speed limit before taper 

 
T. E. Study to GDOT traffic opps 
 
Bridge should be wide enough to get four lanes across, shoulders widths would 

be reduced. 
 
Would like to get limited access from I-85 down to intersection to prevent future 

access to SR 211 in this area 
 
Need to nail down location of historic property and streams to push along project. 

If the buildings that are possibly historic are gone that will help, will need 
paper work from SHPO 

 
Do not show proposed right of way along SR 211 inside of existing right of way, 

even if it is part of a trade in the works. 





 








