
















  

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

 

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT 
 

Project Number:  CSSTP-0006-00(814) 
County:  Fayette 
PI No.:  0006814 

 
Federal Route Number:  N/A 

State Route Number:  N/A 
 

Regional Sketch 
Intersection Improvement 

Crosstown Drive at South Peachtree Parkway 
 
 

                      

Project 
Location 



Project Concept Report
CSSTP-0006-00(814) Faye1:te

P.I. No. 0006814
Page 2 of 12

Recommendation for approval /

DATE

DATE

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

(STIP).

DATE.
State Transportation Planning Administrator

DATE-
State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE.
State Environmental/Location Engineer

DATE
State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE.
Project Review Engineer
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PROJECT LOCATION MAP 
 
  

 
 
 
Need & Purpose 
The primary purpose and need of this project is to increase the capacity of the intersection in order to 
accommodate existing and future traffic volumes at the intersection of Crosstown Drive and South 
Peachtree Parkway.  
 
The purpose for the Crosstown Drive - South Peachtree Parkway project is to improve the 
transportation link within one of the City’s most used intersections that: 

• Would strengthen the transportation network along South Peachtree Parkway 
• Reduce existing and projected traffic congestion  
• Improve emergency access during peak hours 

 
Planning Background and Project History: 
 
The City of Peachtree City submitted the Project on February 5, 2004 for funding consideration 
within the FY 2005-2010 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  The Atlanta Regional 
Commission (ARC) selected the project to receive funding assistance within the FY 2005-2010 TIP 
utilizing Q23 funding, with funding programmed for FY 2008.  The project is the intersection of 
Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway and is not part of the National Highway System 
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(NHS).  This location was identified for local assistance to place a traffic signal and add dedicated 
turn lanes to reduce congestion. 
 
Existing 2007 and Projected Traffic Conditions 2027 
[Peak Hour Distribution of Traffic AM (PM)] 
 
Exist. Crosstown Rd  EB Left Turn 38 (88)  Projected EB Left Turn 57 (131)  
              EB Straight thru 62 (168)   EB Straight thru 92 (250) 
   EB Right Turn 121 (339)   EB Right Turn 180 (505) 
 
Exist. Crosstown Rd  WB Left Turn 38 (18)  Projected WB Left Turn 57 (27)  
              WB Straight thru 201 (107)   WB Straight thru 299 (159) 
   WB Right Turn 39 (43)   WB Right Turn 58 (64) 
 
Exist. S Peachtree Pkwy NB Left Turn 379 (243) Projected NB Left Turn 565 (362) 
               NB Straight thru 344 (247)   NB Straight thru 513 (368) 
    NB Right Turn 40 (23)   NB Right Turn 60 (34) 
 
Exist. S Peachtree Pkwy SB Left Turn 27 (39) Projected SB Left Turn 40 (58)  
               SB Straight thru 162 (753)   SB Straight thru 241 (1122) 
    SB Right Turn 88 (43)   SB Right Turn 131 (64) 
 
Projects in the Area 
 
No other projects are in the vicinity. 
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Existing Roadway Conditions: 
 
The intersection of Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway is currently a four-way stop 
controlled intersection. All approaches have medians at the intersection, although the medians are 
short and narrow on the Crosstown Drive approaches.  The Crosstown Drive approaches have one 
lane for both left turning and through movements and short channelized right turn lanes at the 
intersection.  The South Peachtree Parkway approaches consist of two through travel lanes and a left 
turn lane.  The South Peachtree Parkway approaches also have short channelized right turn lanes at 
the intersection.  There are golf cart paths in the shopping area northeast of the intersection and in the 
residential areas adjacent to the intersection however, there are no golf cart path crossings or 
pedestrian facilities at the Crosstown – South Peachtree Parkway intersection. 
 
South Peachtree Parkway is a four-lane divided roadway that extends from SR 74 to the north, across 
SR 54, and then down to the southern portion of Peachtree City.  South Peachtree Parkway is a 
Community Collector road that provides a vital connection from the northern portion of the City to 
the southern portion, and connects both areas to SR 54 and SR 74.  Crosstown Drive is a two lane 
roadway with short medians at the intersection and additional channelized right turn lanes.  
Crosstown Drive runs from SR 74 through South Peachtree Parkway, continuing through a residential 
area to the east to Robinson Road.  Crosstown Drive is also a Community Collector and provides a 
vital east-west link.   
 
Long wait times and heavy congestion during peak hours have been reported at the intersection of 
Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway.  Confusion as to who has the right-of-way when 
multiple vehicles arrive at the intersection at the same time is also apparent. 
 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities/Routes 
 
There are no existing pedestrian facilities at the intersection.  There is a multi-use path that crosses 
underneath Crosstown Drive approximately 500 feet west of S. South Peachtree Parkway. 
 
Proposed Improvements: 
 
The Crosstown Drive – South Peachtree Parkway intersection has been analyzed by an independent 
engineering consulting firm that recommends the installation of a traffic signal in conjunction with 
the addition of left and right turn lanes.  Specifically, the consultant recommends widening 
Crosstown Drive to provide dedicated left and right turn lanes in both the eastbound and westbound 
directions.  The consultant also recommends widening South Peachtree Parkway to provide dedicated 
right turn lanes in both directions.  The project will also add crosswalks and ramps at the intersection, 
for future multi-path/pedestrian facility improvements. 
 
Right-of-way miters would be required from the northwest, northeast, and southeast quadrants of the 
intersection.  A strip of right-of-way up to 15 feet wide would be required along the east side of 
South Peachtree Parkway south of the intersection.  The total amount of required right-of-way would 
be approximately 4,939 square feet (0.11 acre). 
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Level-of-Service: 
 
Level-of-Service (LOS) is rated A to F, and is a qualitative measure of the operational traffic 
conditions as perceived by a motorist.  LOS A is best, and represents free flow traffic conditions.  
LOS F is perceived by the average motorist as heavy congestion. 
 
The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) does not define the Level-of-Service for all way stop-
controlled intersections with more than two lanes on an approach.  Therefore the existing conditions 
at Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway LOS could not be defined directly due to the fact 
that South Peachtree Parkway has three lanes on each approach. 
 
In order to determine if the concerns over the existing conditions LOS were valid, the consultant 
analyzed the intersection with a traffic signal.  The analysis showed that the intersection is at LOS E 
with existing traffic volumes and a traffic signal.  It can reasonably be expected that the existing LOS 
of this intersection is most likely lower than LOS E as a four-way stop.  The results of this analysis 
are presented in Table 5 below. 
 

Table 5 – 2007 LOS with Signal 
 

Location Approach Time 
Crosstown 

Drive & 
South 

Peachtree 
Parkway 

AM PM 
LOS Delay (Sec) LOS Delay (Sec) 

Intersection B 14.7 E 61.1 
Eastbound B 17.6 F 101.9 
Westbound C 20.7 B 18.9 
Northbound B 11.0 D 53.0 
Southbound B 16.4 D 45.4 

 
In the future, the LOS of the intersection will continue to degrade through 2027 as shown in Table 8 
below, even with traffic signal. 
 

Table 8 – 2027 with Signal 
 

Location Approach Time 
Crosstown 

Drive & 
South 

Peachtree 
Parkway 

AM PM 
LOS Delay (Sec) LOS Delay (Sec) 

Intersection E 59.9 F 225.6 
Eastbound F 118.7 F 370.3 
Westbound F 138.7 C 20.9 
Northbound C 22.8 F 159.1 
Southbound D 36.2 F 204.5 

 
The consultant also analyzed the intersection with a traffic signal and the proposed geometric 
improvements.  With the traffic signal and the proposed turn lanes, the intersection functions at an 
acceptable LOS through 2027.  During the analysis the signal timing was optimized for the volumes 
present during each approach peak hour.  This was to achieve the best Level of Service for the 
intersection and for each approach.  The results of this analysis are shown below in Table 9. 
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Table 9 – 2027 LOS with Signal and Widening 
 

Location Approach Time 
Crosstown 

Drive & 
South 

Peachtree 
Parkway 

AM PM 
LOS Delay (Sec) LOS Delay (Sec) 

Intersection C 25.7 D 50.6 
Eastbound B 15.4 D 38.8 
Westbound D 40.5 E 79.0 
Northbound C 21.8 D 50.5 
Southbound C 29.7 D 53.4 

 
Daily Traffic Volumes:   
 

Road Date Direction Morning Afternoon 
South Peachtree 

Parkway 
Aug. 28, 2007 Southbound 1967 4799 
Aug. 29, 2007 Southbound 2080 5086 

Crosstown Drive Aug. 21, 2007 Eastbound 1612 4641 
Aug. 22, 2007 Eastbound 1706 4917 

South Peachtree 
Parkway 

Aug. 21, 2007 Northbound 3121 3950 
Aug. 22, 2007 Northbound 3268 4144 

Crosstown Drive Aug. 21, 2007 Westbound 1178 1707 
Aug. 22, 2007 Westbound 1106 1618 

 
 
Logical Termini: 
 
This project will widen an existing intersection by adding turn lanes at the intersection.  The project 
will extend approximately 300’ north and 200’ south and will tie in with existing travel lanes on 
South Peachtree Parkway.  The project will extend approximately 500’ east and 650’ west of the 
intersection and tie back into the existing lanes on Crosstown Drive. 
 
Project/System Linkage: 
 
Project is programmed in the Atlanta Regional Commission Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) 
FY 2005-2010. 
 
Environmental Justice: 
 
Low environmental impact – PCE permit will be anticipated. 
 
 
Is the project located in a Non-attainment area? Yes   No .  
 
PDP Classification: Major    Minor    
 
Federal Oversight: Full Oversight  ,  Exempt  ,  State Funded  ,   or Other   
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Functional Classification: Crosstown Drive – Urban Local Street; South Peachtree Parkway – 
Urban Minor Arterial 

     
U. S. Route Number(s): N/A    State Route Number(s):  N/A             
 
Traffic (AADT):  
 

Traffic(AADT) 
Two Way Traffic 

Crosstown Drive South Peachtree 
Parkway 

Current Year:  (2007) 12875 14475 
Design Year:  (2027)   19125 21500 

K = 9.51% 9.51% 
D = 60% 69% 
T = 1% 1% 

24 HR T = 1% 1% 
 
Existing design features: 

• Typical Sections:   
o South Peachtree Parkway: 4-12’ travel lanes, 1-12’ left turn lane, both directions, grass 

median, 2’-11’ shoulders 
o Crosstown Drive: 2-12’ travel lanes, grass median, channelized right turn lanes, 6’ 

shoulders 
• Existing Maximum Grade, Driveway:  7% 
• Existing Maximum Grade: Crosstown Drive- 5.22% , South Peachtree Parkway- 3.19%.  
• Existing Minimum Grade: Crosstown Drive- 0.28%, South Peachtree Parkway- 0.17% 
• Existing Right of Way:  Crosstown Drive - 100’, South Peachtree Parkway- 134’ 
• Major structures: None. 
• Major intersections along the project:  Crosstown Drive at South Peachtree Parkway. 
• Existing Roadway Length:  Crosstown Drive – 1120’, South Peachtree Parkway – 620’. 
• Mile Point Reference:  Crosstown Drive – 1.3, South Peachtree Parkway – 5.58. 
• Posted Speed Limit: Crosstown Drive – 40 mph, South Peachtree Parkway – 40 mph 
• Minimum Radius: Crosstown Drive – 400’, South Peachtree Parkway – 600’.  

 
Proposed Design Features: 

• Typical Section:  
o South Peachtree Parkway: 4-12’ travel lanes, 2-12’ auxiliary lanes, 14.5’ urban 

shoulders 
o Crosstown Drive: 2-12’ travel lanes, 2-12’ auxiliary lanes, 14.5’ urban shoulders 

• Proposed Maximum Grade, Driveway: 11% 
• Proposed Maximum Grade South Peachtree Pkwy:  5%  Allowable:  8% 
• Proposed Maximum Grade Crosstown Drive:  5%              Allowable:  < 8% 
• Proposed Maximum Cross Slope:  4% 
• Proposed Design Speed:  40 mph for both roads 
• Proposed Minimum Radius:  400 ft.   
• Right of Way:  As needed for construction of right turn lanes. Minimum 0’, Maximum 150’.  

Peachtree City parcels are designated as green belts / buffer areas can be disturbed, but need 
to be replanted as applicable to maintain clear zone and site distance requirements. 

o Easements:  Temporary , Permanent , Utility , Other . 
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o Type of Access Control:  Full , Partial , By Permit , Other . 
o Number of Parcels:  3  Number of Displacements: 

o Business:  0 
o Residences:  0 
o Mobile Homes:  0 
o Other:  0 

• Structures:  None. 
• Major Intersections:  Crosstown Drive at South Peachtree Parkway. 
• Traffic Control during Construction:  No significant staging will be necessary.  Access to all 

roads and drives will be maintained during construction.  No road closures are expected. 
• Design Exceptions to Controlling Criteria Anticipated:  

UNDETERMINED YES NO 
o HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT:     
o ROADWAY WIDTH:    
o SHOULDER WIDTH:    
o VERTICAL GRADES:    
o CROSS SLOPES:    
o STOPPING SIGHT DISTANCE:    
o SUPERELEVATION RATES:    
o HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE:    
o SPEED DESIGN:    
o VERTICAL CLEARANCE:    
o BRIDGE WIDTH:    
o BRIDGE STRUCTURAL CAPACITY:    

• Design Variances:  Sidewalk design variance may be required since no sidewalks will be 
provided with the urban typical section. 

• Environmental Concerns:  There are no significant environmental concerns.  Project will be 
partly constructed within existing Peachtree City ROW and partly outside of Peachtree City 
ROW. 

• Level of Environmental Analysis: 
o Are Time Saving Procedures Appropriate? Yes ,  No , 
o Categorical Exclusion , (PCE) 
o Environmental Assessment/Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSI) , or 
o Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) . 

• Utility Involvements 
i) Power – GA Power/ Coweta Fayette EMC 
ii) Water – Fayette County Water Department 
iii) Telephone – AT&T 
iv) Cable –  Comcast 
v) Gas – Atlanta Gas Light 
vi) Water and Sewer – Peachtree City Water and Sewerage Authority 
vii) Fiber Optic – Newnan Utilities 

 
Project Responsibilities: 

• Design - Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc. with support from Gresham Smith & 
Partners 

• Right of Way Acquisition - Peachtree City with GDOT oversight 
• Relocation of Utilities - Peachtree City with GDOT oversight 
• Letting of Contract - Peachtree City with GDOT oversight 
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• Supervision of Construction - Peachtree City with GDOT oversight 
• Providing Material Pits - Contractor 
• Providing Detours - None Expected 
 
Coordination 
• Kick-Off Meeting/Initial Concept Team Meeting, Held on June 22, 2007.  See Attached 

Minutes. 
• Concept Team Meeting, Held January 21, 2009. 
• P.A.R., Not Required. 
• FEMA, USCG and/or TVA, None Expected. 
• Public Involvement, None Expected (PCE). 
• Local Government Comments, None. 
• Other Projects in Area, None. 
• Other Coordination to Date, None. 
• Railroads, None. 
 
Scheduling – Responsible Parties Estimate 
• Time to complete the environmental process:  6 months. 
• Time to complete the preliminary construction plans:  6 months. 
• Time to complete right of way plans:  1 month. 
• Time to complete Section 404 Permit:  N/A. 
• Time to complete final construction plans: 1 month 
• Time to complete the purchase of right of way:  6 months 
• List all other major items that will affect the project schedule:  Utility coordination and City 

Council approval of timeline: 2 months 
 

Alternates Considered: 
• Improve the intersection with additional right-of-way: This option was chosen to meet the 

present and future traffic levels. 
• No Build:  This would not improve the level of service for the intersection. 
• Build within PTC right of way:  In order to build the auxiliary lanes to improve traffic flow, 

additional right-of-way is required.   
 
Attachments: 
1. Cost Estimates: 

a) Construction including E&C 
b) Right of Way, and 
c) Utilities 

2. Concept Layout 
3. Typical Section 
4. Kick-Off Meeting/Initial Concept Team Meeting Minutes. 
5. Concept Team Meeting Minutes 
6. PMA 
7. Location and Design Notice for Minor Project 
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Date 3/24/2009
County

2.056 1.818

4.626 4.0905

DIESEL 
FACTOR

GALLONS 
DIESEL

UNLEADED 
FACTOR

GALLONS 
UNLEADED

0.29 0.15

0.29 0.15

0.29 1249.90 0.24 1034.40

2.90 0.71

2.90 11788.50 0.71 2886.15

0.25 0.20

Quantity Unit Price QF/1000 Diesel Factor Gallons Diesel
Unleaded 

Factor
Gallons Unleaded

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx

ENTER FPL DIESEL ENTER FPL UNLEADED

ENTER FPM DIESEL ENTER FPM UNLEADED

INCREASE ADJUSTMENT

125.00% 125.00%

INCREASE ADJUSTMENT

4310.000

ROADWAY ITEMS

Excavations paid as specified by Sections 
205 (CUBIC YARD)

4065.000

Excavations paid as specified by Sections 
206 (CUBIC YARD)

Hot Mix Asphalt paid as specified by the 
ton under Sections 400 (TON)

Hot Mix Asphalt paid as specified by the 
ton under Sections 402 (TON)

GAB paid as specified by the ton under 
Section 310 (TON)

6814 Fayette

Project Number

Special Provision, Section 109-Measurement and Payment

FUEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT (ENGLISH 125% MAX)

P.I. Number

REMARKS

PCC Pavement paid as specified by the 
square yard under Section 430 (SY)

Class __Concrete (CY)  
Section 500

Class __Concrete (CY)  
Section 500

Superstru Con Class__(CY) 
Section 500

REMARKSQUANTITY

Superstru Con Class__(CY) 
Section 500

CSSTP-0006-00(814)

BRIDGE ITEMS

Bridge Excavation (CY) 
Section 211

Class __Concrete (CY)  
Section 500

Superstru Con Class__(CY) 
Section 500

Concrete Handrail (LF)  
Section 500

Concrete Barrier (LF)  Section 
500

Page 1 of 8



Quantity Unit Price QF/1000 Diesel Factor Gallons Diesel
Unleaded 

Factor
Gallons Unleaded

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

8.00 1.50

UNLEADED PRICE ADJUSTMENT($)

3920.55SUM QF UNLEADED=

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520

DIESEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT($)

SUM QF DIESEL= 13038.40

$30,827.99

$8,196.69

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520

PSC Beams______ (LF)         
Section 507

PSC Beams______ (LF)         
Section 507

Stru Steel Plan Quantity (LB) 
Section 501

PSC Beams______ (LF)         
Section 507

Stru Reinf Plan Quantity(LB) 
Section 511

Bar Reinf Steel (LB)    Section 
511

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520

Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)  
Section 524

Pile Encasement,___(LF) 
Section 547

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520

Stru Steel Plan Quantity (LB) 
Section 501

Pile Encasement,___(LF) 
Section 547

BRIDGE ITEMS REMARKS

Stru Reinf Plan Quantity(LB) 
Section 511

Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)  
Section 524

Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)  
Section 524

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520

Piling___inch (LF)       Section 
520
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374 841.5

L.I.N.  TYPE
413-1000 PG 67-22

TMT =

374 841.5

JMF AC%

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

TMT =

400 / 402 ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 125% MAX

ENTER APL ENTER APM

125.00%

 

203.25

PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $91,218.60 

402-1812 25 mm SP 400 20.00

402-3130 12.5 mm SP 1130 56.50
402-3121 25 mm SP 1690 84.50

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT                                            (BITUMINOUS 
TACK COAT 125% MAX)

INCREASE ADJUSTMENT

http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx

0.9020

TACK (GALLONS) TACK (TONS)

PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $404.80 

APPLICABLE TO CONTRACTS/PROJECTS CONTAINING THE 413 SPECIFICATION,  SECTION 413.5.01 ADJUSTMENTS                                                                                                                                
ASPHALT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR BITUMINOUS TACK COAT 

210 0.9020
REMARKS

125.00% INCREASE ADJUSTMENT

L.I.N. / Spec Number MIX TYPE HMA AC REMARKS

ENTER APL ENTER APM

http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx

402-3112 19 mm SP 845 42.25
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409 920.25

L.I.N.  TYPE L.I.N.  TYPE

DWM 10/08

REMARKS:

TOTAL ADJUSTMENTS $130,648.09

MONTHLY PRICE ADJUSTMENT($)

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR                                                   BITUMINOUS 
TACK COAT(Surface Treatment 125% MAX)

125.00%

REMARKS:

Use this side for Asphalt Cement Only

TMT = TMT =

REMARKS:

TACK (GALLONS)ASPHALT EMULSION (GALLONS)

http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx

ENTER APL

INCREASE ADJUSTMENT

ENTER APM

Use this side for Asphalt Emulsion Only

APPLICABLE TO CONTRACTS CONTAINING THE 413 SPEC. SECTION 413.5.01 ADJUSTMENTS ASPHALT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR BITUMINOUS TACK 
COAT 

DIESEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT($)

UNLEADED PRICE ADJUSTMENT($)

$30,827.99

$8,196.69

ADJUSTMENT SUMMARY

FUEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT (ENGLISH  125% MAX)

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT (BITUMINOUS TACK COAT  125% 
MAX)

400 / 402 ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 125% MAX

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR BITUMINOUS TACK 
COAT(Surface Treatment 125% MAX)

$404.80

$91,218.60
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

__________ 
 

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE 
 

 
FILE       STP-0006-00(814), Fayette County, P.I.#0006814 OFFICE Thomaston  

 CS 340/Peachtree Parkway @ CS 597/Crosstown Drive 
                                                                                                                           DATE  May 6, 2008 

FROM Thomas B. Howell, P.E., District Engineer 
 
TO       Bill Rountree, P.E., District Design Engineer 
 
 

SUBJECT UTILITY COST ESTIMATE 
 

The following is a ballpark utility cost estimate for facilities located within the scope of the above 
referenced project. 

 

 
UTILITY OWNER 

PUBLIC 
OR 

PRIVATE 

TYPE OF 
UTILITY 

 
REIMBURSABLE 

NON-
REIMBURSABLE 

Peachtree City Water & Sewer Public Water/Swr 0 40,000 

Coweta-Fayette EMC Private Electric 0 80,000 

Comcast Private Cable 0 10,000 

Atlanta Gas Light Private Nat Gas 0 25,000 

BellSouth d/b/a  AT&T GA Private Telecom 0 35,000 

Fayette County Water Public Water 0 25,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COST   $0  $215,000 

 
If you have any questions, please call Kim Brown at 706-646-6695. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

KMG:KB:pls 
 

cc:   Jeff Baker, P.E., State Utilities Engineer (via: e-mail) 
Terry Brigman, State Utilities Preconstruction Engineer (via: e-mail) 
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PAVEMENT FABRIC

CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER 8 IN X 30 IN, GA STD. 9032B, TYPE 2

LEVELING AS DIRECTED BY ENGINEER

GRADED AGGREGATE BASE, 8 IN

RECYCLED ASPHALTIC CONCRETE 12.5 mm, SUPERPAVE, GP 2 ONLY, 

RECYCLED ASPHALTIC CONCRETE 19 mm, SUPERPAVE, GP 1 OR 2, 

RECYCLED ASPHALTIC CONCRETE 25 mm, SUPERPAVE, GP 1 OR 2, 

INCL. BITUM MAT’L & H. LIME (165 LB/SQ. YD.) 
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NOTE: 

AT BEGIN & END PROJECT AND AT LIMIT

OF CONSTRUCTION, MILL AND INLAY 50

LINEAR FEET OF EXISTING PAVEMENT TO

TIE -IN PROPOSED PAVEMENT

PROFESSIONAL

ENGINEERING

CONSULTANTS

6 24120

SCALE IN FEET

EASEMENT FOR CONSTR

EASEMENT FOR CONSTR OF SLOPES

EASEMENT FOR CONSTR OF DRIVES

CONSTRUCTION LIMITS

 & MAINTENANCE OF SLOPES

C F

REQUIRED R/W LINE

PROPERTY AND EXISTING R/W LINE

LIMIT OF ACCESS

BEGIN LIMIT OF ACCESS............BLA

END LIMIT OF ACCESS..............ELA

REQ’D R/W & LIMIT OF ACCESS
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To:  Dave Borkowski, PE 
   
From:  Michael Bywaletz, PE 
 
Date:   June 22, 2007 
 
Subject: Project Kick-Off Meeting 
  STP-0006-00(814) Fayette County, PI No. 0006814 
  STP-0006-00(815) Fayette County, PI No. 0006815 
  STP-0006-00(816) Fayette County, PI No. 0006816 
 
This meeting was held at the Peachtree City offices on June 22, 2007.  Present at the 
meeting were: 
Michael Bywaletz, PE - PEC 
Dave Borkowski, PE – Peachtree City 
Bill Rountree, PE – GDOT 
Adam Smith – GDOT 
 
Bill began the meeting by going through GDOT procedures during projects like this where 
the county is performing design and purchasing R/W and GDOT is providing some funds 
toward construction.  Some notable comments that came from this were there we are still 
following the PDP.  All construction plans will be signed by the consultant.  The E&S plans 
will also be signed by a Certified Level 2 E&S person with the consultant.  The PFPR and 
FFPR will go through the District and not engineering services.  Audry Gooch will give 
NTP on R/W acquisition after plans are approved by the City.  R/W plans will require 
GDOT signatures.  Phil Copeland’s name was mentioned.  Environmental coordination for 
NEPA through OEL.  No R/W Acquisition until NEPA document is signed.  Some short 
cuts in this type of process is that the Environmental Document does not have to be 
approved before PFPR, though would be good if it were. 
 
Before letting the project through the City, Engineering Services will have to certify the 
R/W, Utilities, and Environmental.  Adam Smith will certify the plans for GDOT.  The 
Environmental will need to be recertified every 6 months, once completed through 
construction of the projects.  Engineering Services will need to certify the bid and review the 
contract before it is let to the chosen construction firm by the City. 
 
A contract will have to be written that covers construction inspection responsibilities, etc. 
and carry through to end and final acceptance. 
 
Need to keep project status sheets updated in TPRO.  PEC will send monthly reports to 
GDOT and Peachtree City. 
 
We then went into project specifics. 
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For Walt Banks at Peachtree Parkway it was noted that the City Council turned down a 
roundabout and was not in favor of a signal, but wanted a traditional intersection design..  
Traffic studies will reveal what will be required.  May need a design variance for having no 
sidewalk with curb and gutter.  Though a golf cart path exists in the area.  Will not require a 
signal permit thru GDOT with the Signal Warrant. 
 
For Crosstown and Peachtree Parkway it was noted that Crosstown has bigger implications 
to the west.  Most of the lane configuration is there already.  Traffic study will reveal what 
else will need to be done. 
 
For the Multiuse trail along SR 74 it was noted that Tom Queen was currently the PM and 
would try to get it transferred to Adam Smith.  GDOT is currently constructing 4-lanes.  
There are dual water lines on this same side of the road.  PEC will contact Todd Long to see 
if there can be an agreement between City and GDOT to have the path in the R/W, but 
outside of clear zone.  The path will need to meet the Bike and Pedestrian AASHTO 
manual.  
 
PEC will send current schedule from its proposal to Adam White.  Dave will convey all info 
to PEC as soon as possible on disk. 
 
Added from Emails: 
 
From Bill Rountree: The FPR group will review the plans, but in the end we have to let 
Engineering Service (ES) know whether or not the plans meet GDOT requirements in order 
to certify the project for letting.   
 
The city will have to provide us with a certification package that we will forward to ES so 
they can authorize the construction funds.  The certification package needs to include PFPR 
responses with the PFPR package, FFPR Responses with the PFPR package, a letter 
showing RW certification from Phil Copeland, a letter showing Utility Certification from 
Jeff Baker, and a letter showing our plan certification. 
 
Engineering services will not be participating in the review process but, they will authorize 
the construction funding package and the district construction office will review the 
estimates not engineering services.   
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CONCEPT TEAM MEETING MINUTES 
CCSTP-0006-00(814) – Fayette County 

P.I. 0006814 
Intersection Improvements for Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway  

 
The concept team meeting for Georgia DOT project CCSTP-0006-00(814) in Fayette County, P.I. 
0006814 was held at 10:00 A.M. on 21st day of January 2009 with Bill Rountree, PE, District 3 
Design Engineer, officiating.  Team members present were: 
 
Bill Rountree   GDOT, District 3 Design Engineer (706-646-6990) 
Audrey Gooch   GDOT, Local Government R/W Coordinator (706-646-6965) 
Kim Brown   GDOT, District 3 District Utility Engineer (706-646-6695) 
David Millen   GDOT, District 3 Preconstruction Engineer (706-646-6987) 
Mike England   GDOT, District 3 Traffic Engineer (706-646-6676) 
Adam Smith   GDOT, District 3 Design Squad Leader (706-646-6662) 
William Boyd   GDOT, District 3 Design Engineer II (706-646-6664) 
Katherine Russett  GDOT, OEL (404-699-6882) 
Colandra Barron  GDOT, District 3 Support Assistant (706-646-6982) 
Thomas Howell  GDOT, District 3 District Engineer (706-646-6900) 
Michael Bywaletz  Gresham, Smith and Partners, Representing PEC, Inc. (678-518-3685)  
Lisa Uhlman   Gresham, Smith and Partners (678-518-3685) 
Jill Brown   Edwards Pittman Environmental, Inc. (770-333-9484) 
Dave Borkowski  Peachtree City, City Engineer (770-631-2538) 
Matt Bergen   Fayette County Water (770-320-6020) 
 
 
The following constitutes the minutes for the concept team meeting held on the 21st day, January, 
2009.  These minutes are a summary in nature and do not attempt to document every item discussed 
nor statement made.  Should your recollection differ from what is contained herein or you wish to 
add something, please contact Bill Rountree at 706-646-6990, or via e-mail at 
bill.rountree@dot.state.ga.us. 



 2

 
I. The meeting began at approximately 10:00 A.M.  This was a joint meeting with CSSTP-

0006-814 Crosstown Drive and South Peachtree Parkway to follow this meeting. 
 
II. Each member was provided with a concept report draft and meeting agenda.  A layout of 

the concept and typical section was displayed as a visual aid.  Introductions were made.   
 

III. Michael Bywaletz began by giving a project description using the Project Layouts 
displayed on the tables and in the concept report.  Explained how this was an existing 
stop controlled intersection with Crosstown Drive being a 2-lane road with no turn lanes 
and South Peachtree Parkway being a 4-lane road with left turn lanes.  The proposed 
condition would now be signalized with added right turn lanes in all four directions and 
left turn lanes added in the east and west bound direction. 

 
IV. Additionally, Michael Bywaletz led the group through the draft concept report. The 

project is in the FY 2005-2010 TIP. 
 
V. After the draft concept report review, comments and questions were requested from 

members present.  Such comments have been listed below and are categorized by 
department. 

 
a. Planning:  No Comment.   
 
b. Office of Financial Management: N/A 

 
c. Environmental:  PIOH not required since this is a Categorical Exclusion (CE). 

 
d. Utilities: Make sure buffer lines show up on drawings and any easements.  Get from 

Peachtree City. 
  

e. Right of Way: Purchase of R/W will require a valuation method obtained by an 
approved appraiser, submitted to GDOT for review and approval before meeting with 
the property owner.  The property owner (bank) can initiate a donation prior to your 
meeting to make them an offer for the required easement.  A Donation Memo will be 
sent to Peachtree City by Audrey Gooch.  Check to see if pole for light can be moved 
so that no R/W is needed.  All other R/W is Peachtree City’s already.  If no R/W is 
required we can get a waiver.  Send plans to David Jennings office with the waiver. 
 

f. Traffic Operations: Get notes for Signal from Mike England to put on plans.  Need a 
design variance to not have sidewalks in an urban section with ADA ramps at corners.  
Budget $120k to $130k for the mast arms. 
 

g. Construction:  No comment.   
 

h. Maintenance: No comment. 
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i. Location:  Not Present.  
 

j. District Engineer:  No Comment. 
 

k. District Preconstruction:  Check clear zone and/or Adjust 2:1 to be 4:1.  Check sight 
distance on Crosstown Drive approaching intersection from the west.  Submit L&D to 
Adam Smith for them to advertise.  Submit electronic word document with L&D date 
inserted. 

 
l. City and/or County:  None. 

 
m. Other Comments:  

 
• Provide cost estimate in new format 
• Attach copy of PMA to Concept report that the PMA was signed by Peachtree City 

(10-4-05) to do PE & Util/ROW & Cst to be done by future agreements 8-16-
06. 

• Adjust cost estimate up per comments 
• Make sure the typical section is correct for this project.  Section thickness appears too 

thick. 
• Fix typographical errors. 
 

VI. The overall consensus of the members of the design team was to continue with the 
current concept.   
 

VII. The meeting was adjourned at approximately 11:00 A.M.  Continued then into next 
CTM. 
































