VIII. DESIGN CRITERIA _
Mr. Hill then stated the proposed design speed, maximum grade and proposed maximum degree of
curve for each roadway in the project as shown on page 7 of the concept report.

IX. PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION - Moreland Altobelli and Associates, Inc. (Karla Poshedly)
Ms. Poshedly then described the project as contained in the concept report on pages 4 and 5. Ms.
Poshedly stressed that the proposed developments that are displayed on the concept plan presented are
only possible development layouts that may take place in the future. Mr. Rick Ford inquired about
potential wetland impacts. Mr. Robert Whitesides of Moreland Altobelli responded that there were
three wetland sites that were identified; however, all are located outside of the construction limits and
- should not be impacted by the project. (However, this was found not to be the case. The concept report
has been corrected as follows: Two wetlands and three stream crossings were identified within the
project survey area during preliminary field surveys; however, the proposed project would result in
only one wetland and open water impact within the proposed construction limits.)

X. MAJOR STRUCTURES S
Mr. Hill stated there is one major structure listed in the concept report, the bridge over SR 10 Loop.

XI. DESIGN VARIANCES/EXCEPTIONS

Mr. Hill stated that there are no design exceptions required for this project as indicated by the concept
- report. However, there is a design variance required for the median spacing on Jennings Mill Parkway

Extension. Mr. Hill stated that Ms. Poshedly conducted a traffic analysis and determined that the

median spacing proposed would not negatively impact the traffic operations of the roadway. He

referred to page 9 of the concept repoxt and the traffic analys1s attachment for more details concerning

the design variance.

Mr. Hill then stated that there are proposed commercial access driveways/intersections shown on the

concept along the new Jennings Mill Parkway would not meet the State policy of locating major

- driveways/intersections. However, he then stated that access permits for driveways would remain the
- responsibility of the county since Jennings Mill Parkway is a county road.

- XIL RIGHT-OF-WAY DISPLACEMENTS/RELOCATIONS — Mr, Rick Ford
-~ Mr. Hill asked Mr. Rick Ford of the GDOT Right-of-way Department for comments on the right-of-
+  way for the project. Mr. Ford stated that the cost estimate was not accurate. He indicated that his cost
estlmate was $1, 490 400 w1th one dlsplacement and 17 parcels unpacted He stated that he rev1sed the

nght.of-wayrcosts of long-range pI'O_]thS Ms Poshedly seud' thatr she would adjust the nght-of—way
cost estimate with the new multipliers that Mr. Ford provided.

XIIL. UTILITIES

Mr. Todd Long, District Preconstruction Engineer, stated that Mr. Thomas E. Davis of the District

Utilities Office could not attend but he provided the following estimates: $30K from Georgia Power
. (both their Distribution Division and Transmission Division), $14K from Charter Communications,

‘850K from Oconee County, and $80K from Walton EMC. He stated that he did not have estimates for
- other affected utilities, which include Bell South (formerly with AT&T) and Atlanta Gas L1ght He

stated that MA’s estimation of $100K for utilities needed to be revised accordingly. o
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XIV. ALTERNATES CONSIDERED AND REASONS FOR REJECTION

Mr. Hill also asked Ms. Poshedly if there were any other alternatives that were evaluated? Ms.
Poshedly stated that there were three alternatives: A no-build alternative, an alternative that included
the extension of Jennings Mill Parkway with no interchange with SR 10 Loop, and the preferred
alternative. Ms. Poshedly stated that both the no-build alternative and the no interchange alternative
would not satisfy the stated Need and Purpose of the project in that it would not provide necessary
roadway connectivity and access to proposed developments which are to be located on Jennings Mill
Parkway. Without the Jennings Mill Parkway, Oconee County residential traffic primarily located
south of SR 316 would have fo travel onto SR 316 and then turn left onto Jennings Mill Parkway fo
access developments. This traffic pattern would create many undesirable local trips on SR 316.

XV. LEVEL OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS & ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS
"HISTORIC AREAS
b HAZARDOUS WASTES
: ¢. UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS '
Mr. Robert Whitesides stated that there are no historic properties in the area impacted by the project.
There are no known possible hazardous wastes sites. There is one UST site in the pro;ect area at the
southwest corner of the Jennings Mill Parkway at Epps Bridge Road.

XVL.PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE — Ms. Windy Bickers

Ms. Windy Bickers indicated that the project was programmed as follows: PE is programmed for year
2003; right-of-way is to be purchased by the local government; and construction is programmed for
long range at this time.

XVI PUBLIC HEARING
Ms. Poshedly indicated that a Public Information Meeting has been held and that a Public Hearing was

required under the NEPA environmental process.

XVIIL. OTHER PROJECTS IN AREA

Mr. Hill listed four other projects in the area of this project as reported in the concept report: Twenty-
‘six interchanges along SR 316 in Barrow/Oconee counties, the Mars Hill Road widening and
improvement project, and two commuter rail projects. Mr. Todd Long indicated that the two
commuter rail projects were not directly related to this project and should be removed from the report.
Mr. Hill asked Ms. Poshedly to remove them from the concept report.

XIX. COMMENTS FROM ATTENDEES
Mr. Hill then opened up the meeting for questions/comments:

1. OCONEE COUNTY
Mr. Mike Leonas, the Oconee County engineer, thanked the Department for all of their efforts and
stressed that the project area is considered a major node for commercial development for the
county, and indicated if possible that the project be moved up in the Department’s construction
schedule. '
b. ENGINEERING SERVICES
Mr. Ron Wishon indicated that the square footage listed in the concept report for the bridge over
SR 10 Loop was incorrect. He asked that it be recalculated and that the cost estnnate would
likewise be updated. This is an action item that MA will complete -
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Mr. Wishon also raised the question about whether or not the consultant reviewed possible
alternatives planned for the reconstruction of the SR 316/US 78 Interchange when determining the
proposed configuration of the interchange of Jennings Mill Parkway at SR 10 Loop. Ms. Poshedly
responded that the improvement of SR316/US 78 Interchange is a separate project and is
independent of this project. In other words, she stated that it was assumed that SR 316/US 78
Interchange would be built to handle traffic with or without this project.

¢. OFFICE OF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
Ms. Windy Bickers stated that she had no further comments or concerns.

d. TRAFFIC SAFETY AND DESIGN _ _

Scott Zehngraff of the Office of Traffic Safety and Design asked why relocated Jennings Mill Road
was shown to terminate into Virgil Langford Road and not simply terminate into the new Jennings
Mill Parkway (due to the traffic on Jennings Mill Road being much greater than traffic on Virgil
Langford Road). Ms. Poshedly responded by saying that a meeting was previously held where an
alignment as Mr. Zehngraff described was presented. In attendance at this meeting were as
Jollows: Mr. Todd Long and Mr. Joe Garland of the GDOT District Office; Mr. Stanley Hill and
Ms. Cynthia Clements of GDOT Road & Airport Design Office; and Mr. Mike Leonas and Mr. Dan
Wilson of Oconee County Public Works Department. However, that alternative was eliminated
from consideration because of the following undesirable geometric design features: 1) The
relocated Jennings Mill Road would have fo bend at a 300-foot radius in order to tie into Jennings
Mill Parkway, 2) Virgil Langford Road would have to intersect the relocated Jennings Mill Road at
the 300-foot radius bend, and 3) the intersection would be located too close to Jennings Mill
Parkway to allow signalization.

Alz‘kough not anticipated at this tzme redevelopment along Virgil Langford Road is possible and
could occur within the 20-year design horizon for this project. This would increase traffic on
Virgil Langford Road beyond what is projected in this study, resulting in more balanced traffic at
 its intersection with Jennings Mill Road. Should traffic volumes require signalization at this
intersection, under the proposed concept layout there would be adequate distance along Virgil
Langford Road between the relocated Jennings Mill Road and Jennings Mill Parkway to provide a
traffic signal at the intersection of relocated Jennings Mill Road and Virgil Langford Road. Mr.
Zehngraff then pointed out that the intersection of Virgil Langford Road with Jennings Mill Road
as shown on the current concept layout would have failing levels of service under the present
design, and that he wanted to see an HCS analysis of this intersection to verify its operation. Ms.
Poshedly sazd that MA would produce an analys;s of the zm‘ersectzon and would also review the

Mr. Zehngraff' asked if a through lane on Frontage Road East was going to be provided at its
intersection with Jenning Mill Parkway. Ms. Poshedly stated that the lane configuration on the
display shows that a 300-foot through lane is being provided for through traffic.

e. ENVIRONMENTAL/LOCATION
There was no one from this Office present to comment.

f. PLANNING -
There were no further comments from this office.
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g. DISTRICT

Mr. Todd Long raised concerns about the geometry conditions at the intersection of Epps Bridge
Road and Jennings Mill Parkway. In particular, concern was raised as to whether the current lane
configuration would work operationally and whether it would present an unsafe transition for
through traffic traveling across Epps Bridge Parkway on Jennings Mill Parkway due to the slight
skew and proposed striping plan. Ms. Poshedly stated that the proposed lane configuration and
design is sufficient fo handle the projected traffic and that Jennings Mill Parkway on the other side
of Epps Bridge Road would be modified by removing a median, resurfacing and restriping the
roadway. Ms. Poshedly then stated that in the future, when Jennings Mill Parkway is extended over
tfo Daniel Bridge Road, an additional lane would be constructed in order to accommodate double
left turn lames and two through lanes in each direction on Jennings Mill Parkway. It was
determined however, that the concept needed to show better striping and to include the yellow

- concept layout colof through this intersection. This is an action item that MA will complete.

Mr. Garland pointed out that Paul Broun Parkway north of the SR 316 interchange did not carry the
designation of US 78 and that “SR 10-Loop” be added in all references to this roadway. He stated
that US 78 only pertains to the segment south of the SR 316 interchange where it is an additional
designation to the SR 10-Loop. This is an action item that MA will complete.

Mr. Long made a comment about the STP designation in the project number and said that he

understood this project was to have a BR designation. However, Mr. Hill pointed out that the
+original BR designation was changed and MA was asked to revise the des1gnat10n to STP as
“.currently shown.

Mr. Long, upon further review of the long-term use of the project, recommended that limited
access rights be purchased along Jennings Mill Parkway from Virgil Langford Road through the
interchange area to Frontage Road East. After some discussion with the County, it was agreed that
this would be desirable.

Mr. Long suggested that at the intersection of Virgil Langford Road and Jennings Miil Road,
which was previously discussed, that “around-about” should be considered. As. Poshedly stated
that MA would evaluate the intersection capacity of the proposed intersection concept and would
also review the concept again to determine if all viable alternatives have been considered.

Mr. Long raised the question as to whether an Interchange Justification Report (IJR) is required for

this project to move forward Ms Mchele Caldwell GDOT Planmng Oﬁ‘ice satd that ske would
when the new GDOT _pollcy on I.LR S became ejfectlve and whether it would apply to thls pro;ect
which was not in the planning stage anymore. Ms. Caldwell said she would let Mr. Hill know the

answer to this question.

Mr. Long opened a discussion about providing a median throughout the entire length of Jennings
Mill Parkway. Mr. Long indicated that with a median, the County would then specify the spacing
of openings when developers request access driveways. The County, however, stated that they
would prefer to keep a five-lane flush median section from Frontage Road East to Epps Bridge
Road in order to allow for flexibility with the final development of site plans.
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Mr. Long commented that there are so many different street names for roadways that are
continuous for miles in this area of the County. He suggested that one- street name be designated
throughout the entire length of this project and beyond. Myr. Mike Leonas stated that Oconee
County is reviewing this issue and is internally discussing some roadway name changes.

h. RIGHT-OF-WAY
There were no further comments from this office.

i. UTILITIES

‘1. ELECTRICAL ~ Mr. Hal Peters of Georgia Power asked about whether there are any
plans yet on the SR 316/US 78 Interchange Reconstruction Project. M. Hill stated that
the project is being managed under a different road design squad. Mr. Long said that
there is concept plans that show additional loop ramps. However, Ms. Poshedly stated
that the early concept plans that Mr. Long is referring to might have changed.
TELEPHONE — No representative present at meeting. .
WATER/SEWER — No representative present at meeting.
GAS - No representative present at meeting.
CABLE - No representative present at meeting.

U

XX. OTHER COMMENTS OR CONCERNS - OPEN DISCUSSION

With no additional comments Mr. Hill indicated that a final report will be sent to him in three weeks
time, and that a copy of the concept layout without the proposed reconfiguration of the SR 316/US 78
interchange be submitted with that report.

With no further comments, Mr. Hill adjourned the meeting. -

page 6 of 6



, S |
s ..m.qﬁm Tk 7T L = .vx,\knuﬂ.‘w ua&rahu.hr\&‘\ﬁ\ N L\I . _ﬁ,m‘e l.utg r.\e.nuam 7 1..,~ f%.ﬁs.w. ,w..‘..%&m...k m:;n_ .\vnmmfmw ;..cw\ﬁ m\u.s\nN\Q&\\ %«.&ﬂf\@&w
I AG D - of B R STV T o Cmo. Pioseb P LIS oy INAIO
S2387EE S0l il dd -r\ "\ oaics \\w\\m@ N A Loy (" 7 L
VVm 5= -0 Ll VoS TR o - TR oW GOS0 (AT B YTy PG 1212 A W S/de/_,.mn_u%é./».@d/,
SV ~SIT el g) o i geyT g B ST T | bl S i RGBT T Lo | 275 7T 9¢07
ChoT- 892 - 9L v/ UN OGNS VWY \1e TOg D CNIMAMHIM 7010
Ppe-tth -%UL /N WY g TID K iy 1z -0 [SEIER LT
£552Es TLL| U ELTREL T b e 890 | mml@aNY ho SNGAUN 5957 TG Iedw O B¢
QOEI-GELOZL]  WO5 ST BI5TUI & SPBOY| » SBUP R 999U m.UGTOI I
T TOoR D88 5L | W R UREI IV 2 ~VosdWELT |sso0s W amvad JIaH ma%mx..ﬁaﬁgﬁ S>2aialy 230, ~oSIWwIL AP
T IZEs 737 5| so VT RE Y p T Rl A5 05 ) ek 2 TV 2G| vismpigy) PRI
PLFL IS B/ A S AN ot A _ ,e LT 2 BT VY
47 957 BN e iR 0 _Loq9 YIS E&.w,\
TXEL _ﬁf.\ﬁﬁ ok dv .&hﬁkaﬂﬂ% <PV Wﬂxo “ zﬁﬂﬂ;ﬁ&t&;ﬂﬂd SPUCT Y E NS Smm,‘
1278553 A 0h ) &e:wem FETS ., Fl d:¢cl -~ 1905 ¢<.§a¢wN ._Em,
Nlmﬁul 3¢3 Lnaw Lo u;_:% ERECIT T ESERCTO FP ._c_ugum 1oas JLQ‘ uf 12 Yo/
LEéz -9 a0t . __).w.ﬁ =7 Nmt&&@ﬂeg_g Prwﬂﬁl%&»%\é&i Rak 94 mﬁﬁ uﬂm\mw SRANOT) TS| | TTEVI TN
SLSZ 8L T Hedh ST RS P O saf:_:_ﬁ Seynb( Jallg¥]) 2 M Loy [NV /W e[
LTI INE - Ae L [STTED IS ST F vt AW AT I 08 1 ORI Q3 NN Ple o5F |15y 325 LOU ) e 1 MATTY
L. 75 £ 9% gL mla.*....u TS 1 TP 5y ,T_-D\..wp ZAISL)’ B \&_ﬁm 72 VS_\\\Q \Tk‘ 7z 4 \U\_m §. ;ﬁ\ T TG JoQ = .,Ph.....\s 77 \<_H\G,M\
Teos 95 4k STCS S R AT AT 0 W 1009 T i
DLCF FIEFOF TR s o g i vy L g v 90D JYE 72
OB TS =250 - F 00 o7 o0 oS PO ST 50 "B TARAT X T [T PIOA] XA R ey
3752 S9(poF] TSNy daa @ Eej et DIVOIG Dalidy5 7 Ll og= ] ATV,
HATFINN INOHI SSHIAAY TIVINH SSTIAAY ONI'TIVIA NOLLVZINVDHO JINVN
'MOJ2q L2QUINU 2U0YAD]I] PUD ‘UONDZIUDSL0 ‘SS24ppD Butpiut ‘Suny Ems,_ pr4d 0] poysonba. 2.4p Sueaul S1y] fo samuu
ay fo Adoo v Buisap puv O] ap1sino sarupdwos 40 sa1ousso Sunussaidol SaapUsNY "MO[oG USIS 0 paisanba.d s1 Sursu sty Supusnw auolioay ILON
2007 7] 12quared  AIVA
20U02() SHIINNOJ/AINIOD
8601000 'ON Td (860)00-1004-dLS ON LDdrodd
ONLLAAW WVIL IdAINOD d0A LTHHS NI NOIS AINVANALLY




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE
FILE P. I No.141880 OFFICE  Environment/L.ocation
DATE July 12, 2002
FROM Harvey D. Keepler, State EnvironmentalfLocation Engineer

TO  DISTRIBUTION BELOW

Subject: Project BR-F001-00(098), Oconee County, Summary of Comment fecieved
during the Public Comment Period- Improvments

COMMENT TOTALS:

A total of 43 people attended the June 13, 2002 public information meeting held for the
subject project. From those attending, 6 comment forms, 1 letter and 1 verbal statement
was received. The verbal statement was a duplicate of the letter and was therefore only.
counted once. No additional comments were received during the ten day comment period
following the meeting, therefore, the total number of comments received is 7. They are
summarized as follows: .

No. Opposed No. In Support Uncommitted Conditional

2 5 0 0
MAJOR CONCERNS:

1. Want the proposed Jennings Mill Parkway Extension over US 78 to be a full
interchange, having access to the northbound and southbound US 78. (2)

The pro;ect comes to close to ngh[and HIHS Ret:erment Vilage. (1)

: i ounty- (1)
Requests that the GA 316 L[mlted access pro;ect be included in this project. (1)
Requests that Jennings Mill and Virgil Langford be realigned to allow Jenn:ngs Mill
Road to intersect directly with theOconee Connector. (1)

GRNFERN

- QFFICIALS:
Officials attending included the foilowing'

Mr.Melvin Davis, Chairman Oconee County Board of Commlssmners
Mr. Don Norris, Oconee County Commlss:oner— Post 2
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‘Summary of Comments
July 12, 2002

Page 2

Ms. Margaret Hale- Oconee County Commissioner- Post 3

Oconee County Engineer- Dan Wilson

Oconee Public Works ~ Jeff Maddox

Oconee County Planning Wayne Provost, Matt Forshee
Oconee County

RISPOSITION OF COMMENTS:

‘The consultant will respond to all comments.

Attached is a complete transcript of the comments received during the comment period
and a copy of the public information mesting handout.

If you have any questions about the comments, please call Mary Mitchell at (404) 699-
4408. : o

HDK/mm/gth
Attachments

DiSTRiBUTION: Thomas L. Turner, P. E.; Larry Dent
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Dep artmert oj-' Transportation C}cz LTk
T o Geogi sk
‘ P MMISSIO
" (404) 856-5208 _ #2 CaPLtO[ Square, _S W. : %4) PO
FRANK L DANCHETZ Atlanta, Georgia 30334-1002 BILLY F. SHARP
CHIEF ENGINEER TREASURER
(404) 656-5277 (404) 656-5324
November 16, 2000 , /U Ca /14_22_‘
B,
The Honorable Wendell T. Dawson, Commission Chairman - M [ZY%
Oconee County Comrnissioner
P.O. Box 145

Watkinsville, GA 30677

Pear Chairman Dawson:

I am pleased to notify you that the Georgia Dep.mment of Transportatnon is acreeable to pammpate in the
improvement of the followmcr project.

STP-0001-00(098) Oconee County,P.1.#0001098

For Jennings Mill Parkway Extension From Paul Broun Parkway to
SR316 and Interchange

Please review the attached agreement and if satisfactory, then you will need to execute all three (3) originals

and retumn them to this office. Once all parties have signed the agreement, I will retum a copy of the
agreement to you for your file.

Should you have any questions please call me at (404) 656-5320.

EFVISPN

Herman T, Grlffm P E
State Transportation Procrmmrnmar Engineer

HTG:as

attachments(3)

¢: Percy Middlebroaks w/aftachment
James Kennerly
Larry Dent - District 1
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Department 'Of Transportation
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T

J.TOM COLEMAN, JR. ~ State Of Gw_fgw HAROLD E. LINNENKOHL
COMMISSIONER . . . DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
(404} 655-5206 - #2 _Capttof Square, S.W. ' - (404} 656-5212
FRANK L DANCHETZ Atlanta, Georgin 30334-1002 . BILLY F. SHARP
CHIEF ENGINEER . L : TAEASURER
{404} 656-5277 - (404) 656-5224

December 21, 2000

The Honorable Wendell T. Dawson, Commission Chairman

Oconnee County Commission

P.O. Box 145 . | | .
Watkinsville, GA 30677 o

‘Dear Chairman Dawson:

.- Tam returning for your files an executed agreement between the Georgia Departmcnt of Transportatlon
- and Oconee County for the following project:

PROJECT# STP-0001-00(098) Oconee County, P.L#0001098

Jennings Mill Parkway Extension From Paul Broun Parkway To SR316 And
Interchange

We look forward to working with you on the successful completion of this joint Project.

‘Should you have any questions, please contact me at (404) 656-5320.

" Herman T. Griffin, P.E.
State Transportation Programming Engineer

HTG:as
Enclosure

¢: Percy Middlebrooks, w/attachment ' | : ' ' .
Larry Dent — District | e Fole

James Kennerly | _ o QD('T‘(:I‘OQ}, I'



AGREEMENT
BETWEEN |
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
 STATE OF GEORGIA
AND
OCONEE COUNTY, GEORGIA
for

JENNINGS MILL PARKWAY EXTENSION FROM PAUL BHOUN PARKWAY TO
S.R. 316 AND INTERCHANGE

* This AGREEMENT is made and entered irito this - E’%% day of Dypember
| 2000, by and between the DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an agency of the
State of Georgia, hereinafter called the "DEPARTMENT", and OCONEE COUNTY,

GEORGIA, acting by and through its Chalrman and Board of Commissioners,
heremafter called the "COUNTY”

WHEREAS the COUNTY has represented to the DEPAF{TMENT a desire to

: construct a new roadway facmty descrlbed as Jennmgs Mill Parkway Extens:on from a:_

'pomt near Epps Brldge Parkway and extendmg across Paul Broun Parkway to the
Ocenee Connector and including a partial interchange at the Paul Broun Parkway in
Oconee County, Georgia, currently described as Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Number STP-0001-00 (098) P. I. Number. 0001098 heremafter referred to as
the "PROJECT"; and



WHEREAS, the COUNTY has represented to the DEPARTMENT a desire to
participate in providing the preconstruction engineering activities needed for the
tmprovements relocating the utilities, purchasmg the right of way, and other costs as

‘specn‘”ed in the AGREEMENT and the DEPARTMENT has relied upon such

representations; and

- WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has expressed a willingness to participate in the
funding of the construction of the PROJECT with funds of the DEPARTMENT, funds
apportioned to the DEPARTMENT by the Federal Highwéy Administration, hereinafter
referred fo as the "FHWA", under Title 23, Uni_ted States Code,'Section 104, or a

combination of funds from any of the above sources: subject fo those certain conditions

set forth in the AGREEMENT.

THEREFORE in consideration of the muttral promises made and of the benefits

to flow from one to the other, the DEPARTMENT and the COUNTY hereby agree each

- with the other as follows:

*. AN Primary onnultant firme hired by the COUNTY to provide servicss o the

[ iy

PROJECT shall be prequalified with the DEPARTMENT in the appropriate area-

c!asses. The DEPARTMENT sh_a![, on request, furnish the COUNTY with a list of

2. The PROJECT construct:on and rrght of way plans shall be prepared in
English un:ts

3. Both the COUNTY and the DEPARTMENT hereby acknowledge that time is

~.of the essence and both parties shall adhere to the prioritres established in the



 approved STIP or earlier, . Furthermore, all parties shall ‘adhere to the detailed project
| | sc.hedu‘!e, as apprbved by the DEPARTMENT. In the completion of respective
.'commitments contained herein, |f a change 'in the schedute is needed, the
DEPARTMENT shall have final authonty If, for any reason, the COUNTY does naot
produce acceptable deliverables at the milestone dates defined in the STIP, or in the
approved schedule, the .DEEARTMENT reserves the right to delay the project's

implementation until funds can be re-identified for construction or right ofvway, as

applicable,

4. All drafting and design work performed on the project shall be done utilizing
Microstation and CAICE software respectively, and shall be organized as per the

Department's guidelinegs on electronic file management.

5. The COUNTY shall contribute 16 the PROJECT by funding &ll costs for the
preconstruction engineering (design). The preconstruction engineering activities shall
be accomplished in accordance with the DEPARTMENT's Eian Develépment Process,
the applicable guidelines of the American Association of State Highway and

Transporintion Officials, harninaficr raferrcd o ns “AASHTOY, the DEPARTMEMNT's

Standard Specifications Construction of Roads and Bridges, PROJECT schedules, and
applicable guidelines of the DEPARTMENT. The COUNTY's responsibility for design

a. Prepare the PROJECT concept report in accordance with the format
used by the DEPARTMENT. The concept for the PROJECT shall be developed
to accommodate the future traffic volumes as genérated by the COUNTY as
provided for in paragraph 5b and a;:;proved by the DEPARTMENT. The concept
report shall-be approved by the DEPARTMENT prior to the COUNTY beginning
fu_rfche_r development of the PROJECT plans. .t is recognized by the parties that



the approved concept may be modified by the COUNTY as required by the
DEPARTMENT and reapproved by the DEPARTMENT during the course of
design due to public mput environmental reqmrements .o rlght of way
considerations. ' .

b. Develop the PROJECT's base year (yéar facility is expected 1o be open
to traffic) and design year (base year plus 20 years) traffic volumes. This shall
include average dalily traffic (ADT) and morning (arﬁ) and evening (pm) peak
hour volumes. The traffic shall show all through and turning movement volumes
at intersections for the ADT and peak hour volumes and shall indicate the

percentage of trucks expected on the facility.

c. Validate (check and update} the approved PROJECT concept and
prepare a PROJECT Design Book for approval by the DEPARTMENT prior o
the begmmng of. prehmmary plans .. '

" d. Prepare erivironmental studié:s, documentation, and reports for the
PROJECT that show the PROJECT is in compliance with the prévisions of the
National Environmental Protection Act and -Georgia Environmental Protection
Act, as appropriate to the PROJECT funding. This shall include any and all
arehasnisgical, histerizal, ccological, air, ncise, undargreund siorage fanbe
(UST) and hazardous waste site studies required. The COUNTY shall submit to

the DEPARTMENT all enwronmenta[ documents and reports, for review and

approval-by.the DEPARTMENT-and-the-EHA-

&. Prepare all public hearing and public information displays and conduct
all required public hearings and public information meetings in accordance with

DEPARTMENT practice.

f. Perform all surveys, mapping, and soil investigation studies needed for
. design of the PROJECT.



g. Perform all wbrk required to obtain project permits, including, but not
imited to, US Army Corps of Engineers 404 and Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) approvals. These efforts shall be coordinated with -

" the DEPARTMENT. | = i

h. Prepare the PROJECT's drainage design including erosion control
plans and the development of the hydraulic studies for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency Floodways and acquisiion of all necessary permits
associated with the drainage design.

i, Prepare traffic studies, preliminary construction plans including a cost
estimate for the Preliminary Field Plan Review, preliminary and final u{ility plarfs.
preliminary and final right of way plans, staki;lg of the rec{uired right of way, and
final construction plans including a cost estimate for the Final Field Plan Review,

© erosion control plans, traffic handling plans, and construction sequence plans .
'~ and specifications inctudiﬁg sbeciai p..rovis'ioﬁs for the PROJECT, .

j. Provide certification, by a Georgia Registered‘ Professional OEngineer,

that the construction pians have been prepared under the ,.guidance of the

professional engineer and are in accordance with AASHTO and DEPARTMENT

raldatie o
S RGNS

k. Failure of the COUNTY to follow the DEPARTMENT's Plan

Development‘Pr‘ocess' will jeopardize the use of Federal funds and the COUNTY

)
1)
b
i
S.
]

€
(
(]
¢

6. The DEPARTMENT shall review and has approval authority for all aspects of
the PROJECT. The DEPARTMENT will work with the FHWA to obtain all needed
approvals with information furnished by the COUNTY: |



| 7. Upon the COUNTY's determination of the rights of way required for the
PROJECT and the approval of the right-of-way plans by the DEPARTMENT, the
COUNTY -shall fund the acqulsmcn and acquire the necessary nghts of way for the
'PROJECT Right of way acquisition shall be in accordance with the law and the rules
and regulations of the FHWA lncludlng, but not limited to, Title 23, United States Code;
23 CFR 710, et. seq and 48 CFR Part 24, and the rules and regulations of the
DEPARTMENT Failure to follow these requirements will result in loss of Federal
funding for the PROJECT and it will be the responsibllity of the COUNTY to make Lp
the loss of that funding. All required right of way shall be obteided and cleared of
obstructions, including underground storage tanks, prior to the DEPARTMENT's
advertising the PROJECT for bids. The COUNTY shall further be responsible for
making all changes to the approved right-of-way plans, as deemed necessary by the
- DEPARTMENT for whatever reason as . needed fo. purchase the right of way or to'”-'-

match actua[ conditions encountered

8. The COUNTY s_hall be responsible for the design of all bridge(s)'within the
limits of this PROJECT, The COUNTY shall be responsible for providing all necessary
~rvey infarmation for the somplation of all raquirsd hydraulic st;;-:ﬁy rapori(s). The
COUNTY shall perform  all necessary su'rvey efforts regarding the design of the
bridge(s) and shall tncorporate these pJans into this PROJECT as a part of this

-Adreement

9. The COUNTY shall be responsible for all uti!I'ty relocation costs necessary for
the construction of the PROJECT.



10. The COUNTY shall be responsible for all costs for providing energy,

maintenance, and operational costs of any roadway and interchange lighting within the
PROJECT limits.

11. The COUNTY shall be responsible for ail costs for the contihual maintenance
and the continual operations of any and all sidewalks within the PROJECT limits.
Whenever neoessary, the COUNTY shall provide 20% of the construction costs to

match the 80% Federal funding of the construction costs of any sidewalk proposéd
within the PROJECT limits.

12. The COUNTY shall follow the DEPARTMENT's procedures for identification
of existing and proposed utlllty facmtles on the PROJECT These procedures, in part,
requn"e all requests for emstlng proposed or reiooated facilities to flow through the ': '

' DEPARTMENT'S PrOJeot Lr&uson and the Dlstnct Utl]ltleS Englneer

13.. The COUNTY shall address all raifroad concerns, comments and

reqmrements to the satisfaction of the DEPARTMENT.

14. Upon completion and approval of the PROJECT plans, oertif'oation that all

needed rights of way have been obtained and cleared: of obstructlons and that

‘_certifcahon that all_ne

COUNTY, the DEPARTMENT shall let the PROJE.CT for construction. Except as
provided herein and upon receipt of an acceptable bid, the DEPARTMENT shall bear
all coots for construction, including all costs associated with inspection and materials
testing during construction. The DEPARTMENT shéli be solely responsible for securing

and awardi'ng the construction contract for the PROJECT.




15. The COUNTY agrees that all reports, plans, drawings, studies,
specifications, estimates, maps, computations, computer diskettes and printouts, and

any other data prepared under the terms of this agreement shall become the property

- of the DEPARTMENT. This data shalt be organized, tndexed bound, and delivered to

the DEPARTMENT no later than the advertisement of the PROJECT for !etting. The -
DEPARTMENT shall have the right to use this material without restriction or limitation
and without compensation to the COUNTY.

16. The COUNTY shall be responsible for the professional quality, technical
accuracy, and the coordination of all designs, drawings, specifications, and other
services furnished by or on behalf of the COUNTY pursuant to this AGREEMENT. The
COUNTY shall correct or revise, ‘or cause to be corrected or revised, any errors or
-dchrencres in the designs, drawmgs speorfcatlons and other services furnished for '.
- this PROJECT Failure by the COUNTY to address the errors or 'deficiencies w:th:n 30
days shall cause the COUNTY to assume all responsibility for construction delays
caused by the errors and deficiencies. All revisions shall be coordinated with the
DEPARTMENT prior to issuance. The COUNTY shall also be responsible for any
claim. demnge Inte or ewpense thot is attributable fo negligant acts, rrrees, ar
omissions related to the designs, drewings, specifications, and other services furnished

by or on behalf of the COUNTY pursuant to this AGREEMENT.

17. The COUNTY shall review and approve all shop drawings prior to submission
to the DEPARTMENT.

18. This AGREEMENT is made and entered into in Fulton County, Georgia, and

shall be governed and construed under the laws of the State of Georgia. The



covenants herein contained shall, except as otherwise provided, accrue fo the benefit of

and be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto.




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the DEPARTME

.
S

NT and the COUNTY have caused these

presents to be executed under seal by their duly authorlzed representatives.

- RECOMMENDED:

@MW/

tétate Road and Alrport Design Engineer

Lia B .

-Director of Preconstruction

sehek, Dron &QMJ%

Chief Engineer

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ©

ol T b0

- OconeeC unty, Ge

BY:

BOARD OF COMMISS[ONERS _

Chairman

Signed, sealed and delivered this 2%t
day of P rvember 2000, in the

presence of:

= g;/)’/ AVJ%’L/

Nota Publrc Kotary Public, Athets-Crba
_ ry 6 wmgmmwnmmmkm

Thrs Agreement approved by the Oconee
County Commission at a meeting held
at _Oaonee (ovnky Cooednniss.

this __2 gth day of mlgs\_beL 2000.
Beeputy Commis’siener -
ATTEST:
,(/Cé; G Wb/l/ County Clerk
Treasurer
REVIEWED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

SM\MS‘%% 12

Office of Legal éérwces




_DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
'STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airport Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098).
County: Oconee
P. I Number: 0001098

Federal Route Number: None
_ State Route Number; None

Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendanon for approval:

pate 3=(7~ ¢3 - X%Z/W

I‘O_] ect Manager

DATE,B]L(.]O"} | M NL,?—)‘

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

bate_fodess et e

Stat, Transport’ation Planning Administrator

DATE |
' Office of Financial Management Administrator
DATE

State Environmental/l.ocation Engineer
DATE

State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer
DATE |

* District Engineer

DATE

Project Review Engineer
DATE

Bridge Design Engineer



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airj)ort Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098)
County: Oconee
P. I. Number; 0001098

Federal Route Number: None
State Route Number: None

' Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendation for approval: '

oare 3=(7- 2 &XM 7%//

Project Manager

Dgﬁfs...?)llblo’s | l\ J.A_‘/C\Q @\

~ State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

DATE

State Transportation Planning Administrator

pat 7~ 7 5)3_ N %W%%MM//

- Office offinancial Management Adrﬁmstrator

DATE

State-Environmental/Location Engineer
DATE

State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer
DATE

- District Engineer

DATE

Project Review Engineer
DATE <

' Bridge Design Engineer



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airport Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098):
County: Oconee
P. 1. Number; 0001098

Federal Route Number: None
State Route Number: None

Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendation for approval:

o 317~ #5 &XMM

ro_;ect Manager

DATE 3.| ;ul b”) ) M NL’E\

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

DATE __
State Transportation Planning Administrator
DATE ___ |
: _ { Financial Manag?ent Al
DATE 4/ FLI éli / é‘i«a
4 . “tate Envn'o ineer
DATE
State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer
DATE
District Engineer
DATE
: Project Review Engineer

DATE

Bridge Design Engineer



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airport Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098)
County: Oconee
P. 1. Number; 0001098

Federal Route Number; None
State Route Number: None

: Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendation for approval:

oate B/ 7~ gz &XMW

/I{I‘OJ ect Manager

DATE 3-.!_2'("» o> A J.A_-/{\Q NLKE\

~ State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

DATE

State Transportation Planning Administrator
DATE '

Office of Financial Management Administrator
DATE

State Environmental/Location Engineer

DATE

State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer

DATE __4-/-03 A £ L,

District 'Engmeer

DATE

Project Review Engineer

DATE

. Bridge Design Engineer



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airport Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098):
- County: Oconee
P. I. Number: 0001098

Federal Route Number: None
State Route Number: None

. : Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendation for approval:

ows 3-17-#2 X%Zﬂ%//

I'O_] ect Manager

DATE":_:)I;(.]Q”) 3 4 )_&;__J‘\Q N\—/E

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

DATE

State Transportation Planning Administrator
DATE |

: Office of Financial Management Administrator

DATE ,

State Fnvironmental/Location Engineer
DATE | _

State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer
DATE :
' ‘District Engineer
DATE 4/7/03 | Dy T ety

: - Project Review Erréineer

DATE

- Bridge Design Engineer



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

Office of Road and Airport Design
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-F001-00 (098}
County: Oconee
P. I. Number: 0001098

Federal Route Number: None
State Route Number: None

Date of Report: March 6, 2003
Recommendation for approval:

e 3-/7-¢3 &XM W

I‘O_] ject Manager

DATE ) Z('I o> M NL/E‘

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

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

DATE

State Transportation Planning Administrator
DATE
: Office of Financial Management Administrator
DATE

State Environmental/I.ocation Engineer
DATE

State Traffic Safety & Design Engineer
DATE

District Engineer
DATE

Project Review Engineer

DATE ':f_/fi/aj | /M// Al 94_.

Bridge Design Engineer







