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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

OFFICE OF DESIGN POLICY & SUPPORT
INTERDEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

FILE P.I. #0007154 _ OFFICE Design Policy & Support
CSBRG-0007-00(154)
GDOT District 4 - Tifton :
Baker County DATE January 25, 2012
SR 216 @ Ichawaynochaway Creek

FROM £ Brent Story, Stéﬁ)”gsign Policy Engineer
TO SEE DISTRIBUTION

SUBJECT APPROVED CONCEPT REPORT

Attached is the approved Concept Report for the above subject project.

Attachment

DISTRIBUTION:
Genetha Rice-Singleton, Program Control Administrator
Bobby Hilliard, State Program Delivery Engineer
Cindy VanDyke, State Transportation Planning Administrator
Angela Robinson, Financial Management Administrator
Glenn Bowman, State Environmental Administrator
Ben Rabun, State Bridge Engineer
Andy Casey, State Roadway Design Engineer
Kathy Zahul, State Traffic Engineer
Georgene Geary, State Materials & Research Engineer
Lisa Myers, Acting State Project Review Engineer
Jeff Baker, State Utilities Engineer
Ken Thompson, Statewide Location Bureau Chief
Michael Henry, Systems & Classification Branch Chief
Joe Sheffield, District Engineer
Brent Thomas, District Preconstruction Engineer
Tim Warren, District Utilities Engineer
Dennis Carter, District Environmentalist
Randy Rathburn, Project Manager
BOARD MEMBER - 2nd Congressional District
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA
PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

A

County: Baker
P. |. Number: 0007154
Federal Route Number: N/A
State Route Number: 216

Bridge Replacement: SR 216 @ Ichawaynochaway Creek
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; 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).
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Project Number: CSBRG-0007-00(154)
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County: Baker
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County: Baker

Need and Purpose
Project CSBRG-0007-00(154), Baker County
P.I. No. 0007154

Bridge Replacement

State Route 216 is classified as a rural major collector. The posted speed limit is 55 mph. The current
existing road is a 2-lane section. The bridge located on SR 216 near Bainbridge Hwy. and Alligator
Creek crosses the Ichawaynochaway Creek, also known as “Nochaway Creek”. The land use in the area
of the bridge is primarily agricultural and woodland.

There were three crashes recorded on this section of SR 216 between 2007 and 2009. Two crashes
occurred in 2007, which did not involve collisions with other vehicles, but with deer. The year 2007
accident rate was 405 MVM, which was above the statewide accident rate average of 203 MVM. The
other crash occurred in 2008. It was an overturn and did not involve another vehicle. The statewide
average accident rate in 2008 for a rural major collector was 194 accidents MVM, compared to 202 for
this stretch of road. There were no crashes reported in 2009.

This section of SR 216 is not on a locally designated bicycle route or identified in GDOT’s Statewide
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. It is not on a listed truck route. It is however, on a school bus route. There
are no other GDOT projects in the area.

The Average Daily Traffic (ADT) on this section of roadway is 500 vehicles in 2009 which is a Level of
Service (LOS) of “A”. In 2016, the expected ADT is 600 vehicles, which is also a LOS of “A”. The
projected year 2036 traffic is 800 ADT with a Level of Service at “A”. A grade of “A” is an acceptable
traffic condition. It is also estimated that fourteen percent (14.0%) of the traffic is truck volume.

This Bridge (Structure ID 007-0007-0) was built in 1952 and consists of a 7 spans of Reinforced
Concrete Deck Girders (RCDG) on a concrete cap and column substructure with timber pile footings.
The bridge is currently posted from 14 to 25 tons and has a Sufficiency Rating of 46.28. All RCDG’s
are showing flexure cracks. The substructure caps are exhibiting vertical cracks at bents 3, 4 and 5.
Columns 1 and 2 at bents 3, 4, and 5 have section loss up 1/2 inch up to 1 foot above the water line.
Replacement of this structurally deficient bridge is recommended.
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County: Baker

Description of the proposed project:

The proposed project would consist of replacing the bridge on SR 216 at Ichawaynochaway Creek by
closing the existing roadway and maintaining traffic on an off-site detour of approximately 40 miles.
This project is located in Baker County, approximately 12.7 miles northwest of Newton, Georgia, in the
7" Land District, Land Lot No. 227 and is in Ga. Militia District 957. The proposed project will be
approximately 0.16 miles in length.

Is the project located in a PM 2.5 Non-attainment area? [ |Yes [X| No

Is this project located in an Ozone Non-attainment area? [ |Yes [X] No

PDP Classification: Major[ |,  Minor [X]

Federal Oversight: Full Oversight[ |,  Exempt [X],  State Funded [ ],  or Others [ ]

Functional Classification: Rural Major Collector

U. S. Route Number(s): _ None State Route Number(s): _ 216

Traffic (ADT):
Base Year: (2016) __ 600 Design Year: (2036) 800

Existing Design Features:
¢ Typical Section: Two-lane roadway - one 11°-0” travel lane in each direction, 6’ grassed
shoulders w/open ditches
Posted Speed _55 mph
Minimum radius for curve N/A - spiral
Maximum super-elevation rate for curve: approx. 5.1% - spiral
Maximum Grade: Mainline - 0.84%: Driveway - 3.2%
Width of right of way: 90 ft. to 200 fi.
Major structures: 280° x 24° Reinforced Concrete Bridge, Structure ID: 007-0007-0, Sufficiency
Rating: 46.28
Major interchanges or intersections along the project: None
Existing length of roadway segment and the beginning mile logs for each county segment:
Project begins at or near Mile Log 4.5 and extends east .14 miles.

Proposed Design Features:
e Proposed typical section(s): Two-lane roadway - one 11’ travel lane in each direction. 6’
shoulders (2’ paved & 4° grassed): Bridge will consist of two-11” travel lanes, 6° Shoulders:
® Proposed Design Speed Mainline 55 mph
e Proposed Maximum grade Mainline 1.37 %
e Maximum grade allowable 6 %
Proposed Maximum grade Side Street N/A %
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County: Baker
e Maximum grade allowable 6 %
e Proposed Maximum grade driveway 10 %
e Proposed Minimum radius of curve N/A — overlay of spiral
e Minimum radius allowable 1060 ft
e Maximum allowable superelevation rate_ 6 %
e Proposed maximum superelevation rate_approx. 5.1% overlay of existing
e Right of way

Width: 159.9 ft. to 220 fti.

Easements: Temporary [X], Permanent [ |, Utility [ ], Others [ ]
Type of access control: Full [_], Partial [ ], By Permit [X], Others [ ]
Number of parcels 5 Number of displacements:
Business: __ 0

Residents: _ 0

Mobile homes: _ 0
Others: _ 0

L4y

LU uy

Structures:
= Bridges: 300°x 34’ Reinforced Concrete Bridge
= Retaining walls: None
Major intersections, interchanges, median openings and signal locations: None
Transportation Management Plan Anticipated: Yes [ ], No [X]
Design Exceptions to controlling criteria anticipated:

YES NO  UNDETERMINED
1. DESIGN SPEED: O X |
2. LANE WIDTH: O X O
3. SHOULDER WIDTH: | O
4. BRIDGE WIDTH: O X O
5. HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENT: O |
6. SUPERELEVATION: O X O
7. VERTICAL ALIGNMENT: | O
8. GRADE: | X O
9. STOPPING SIGHT DISTANCE: O X |
10. CROSS SLOPE: O X O
11. VERTICAL CLEARANCE: O X O
12. LATERAL OFFSET TO OBSTRUCTION: | O
13. BRIDGE STRUCTURAL CAPACITY: O X |

Design Variances: None anticipated
Environmental concerns: Section 404 Permit needed. Baker Co. is home to many endangered
species. There are rock formations of concern that are potential fish weirs (cultural resources)
and there have been some artifacts found and recovered at the site. The artifacts recovered
suggest that there is a potential for Native burials. An underwater survey will be required. This
reach of the river is also designated as a Critical Habitat for five different mussels and one kind
has already been found at the site. The ecologist anticipates it will be an adverse impact and will
require a formal Section 7. Mitigation is probable (need impacts to determine).
Anticipated Level of environmental analysis:

=  Are Time Saving Procedures appropriate? Yes [X], No [ ]
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=  Categorical Exclusion anticipated: [X]
=  Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) [ ], or
=  Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)[].
Utility involvement: Reimbursable & Non-Reimbursable (Power, Comm., USGS Water Gauge)
Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure Required? Yes [ ], No [X
VE Study Anticipated Yes[ ], No [X
Benefit/Cost Ratio N/A

Project Cost Estimate and Funding Responsibilities:

PE : ROW UTILITY CST* MITIGATION
By Whom GDOT GDOT GDOT Reimbursable GDOT
$ Amount $258,928.58 | $119,000 $18,963.88 $1,920,629

*CST Cost includes: Construction, Engineering and Inspection, Fuel Cost Adjustment, and Asphalt
Cement Cost Adjustment:

Project responsibilities:

Design, GDOT

Right-of-Way Acquisition, GDOT

Right-of-Way funding (real property), GDOT
Relocation of Utilities, GDOT and Utility Owners
Letting to contract, GDOT

Supervision of construction, GDOT

Providing material pits, n/a

Providing detours, GDOT

Environmental Studies/Documents/Permits, Consultant
Environmental Mitigation, GDOT

L R T A

Coordination:
e Initial Concept Meeting Date N/A

e Concept Meeting Date 7/27/2010
e P.A.R. Meeting Date N/A

FEMA, USCG, and/or TVA: None

Public involvement: Will later hold a Public Information Meeting for Proposed Detour
Local government comments: None

Other projects in area: None

Railroads: None

Other coordination to date: None
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Scheduling — Responsible Parties’ Estimate
e Time to complete environmental process: 23 Months April 2011 — March 2013
e Time to complete preliminary construction plans: 8 Months  January 2012 — September 2012
e Time to complete right of way plans: 4 Months July 2012 — November 2012
e Time to complete the Section 404 Permit: 2 Months April 2014 — June 2014
e Time to complete final construction plans: 8 Months July 2013 — March 2014
e Time to complete the purchase of right-of-way: 12 Months  September 2013—September 2014
e List other major items that will affect the project schedule: None

Other alternates considered:
Along with the off-site detour that is being proposed, three other alternates were considered.

One alternate considered replacing the existing bridge and substandard curve along the same alignment
and building a detour to the south of the existing alignment. This alternate would require the
realignment of the tie-in of CR 126 to SR 216 or a Design Exception. Also there are potential
environmental concerns on the south side of the bridge that there are fish weirs constructed by Native
Americans.

Another alternate considered building a new alignment to the north of the existing alignment and
building the proposed bridge parallel to the existing bridge. This alternate would require the realignment
of the tie-in of CR 126 and Milford Church Rd to SR 216 or a Design Exception and a Design Variance.
This alternate would also require the acquisition of one to two residences.

Another alternate considered is also a new alignment to the north of the existing alignment that would be
skewed in order to try to avoid the acquisition of the residences. This alternate would also require the
realignment of the tie-in of CR 126 and Milford Church Rd to SR 216 or a Design Exception and a
Design Variance. This alternate was previously proposed for the concept but due to the extra cost of
fixing the existing problems (sub-standard conditions) of the roadway, besides the bridge, this alternate
is no longer being proposed.

The proposed alternate with the approximately 40 mile off-site detour (from one side of the bridge to the
other) has a lower construction cost than the other three alternates considered. The cost of this proposed
alternate is $1,897,685 compared to the previous alternate proposed (new alignment skewed to try to
avoid acquisition of the residences) of $3,043,692. This is a reduction in cost of $1,146,007. Also, with
such high environmental concern with this site, the proposed alternate will cause less environmental
impacts due to the project not requiring an on-site detour and the project length being shorter. Therefore
the proposed alternate was chosen as the best option for this project.

Comments:

As already stated, the off-site detour on this project will be approximately 40 miles on state routes from
one side of the bridge to the other (there is an approx. 9.5 mile detour route on local roads). However,
this project is an environmental hotspot and the off-site detour will help minimize the impacts to the
project. Along with the archeological concerns (artifacts found and possible Native American burial
site), there are several T&E (Threatened and Endangered) species in the area. The reach of the
Ichawaynochaway that this bridge is located on is designated as a Critical Habitat for shiny-rayed
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pocketbook, gulf moccassinshell, purple bankclimber, oval pigtoe, and fat three-ridge, and the shiny-
rayed pocketbook has already been found at the site. Also attached is a letter from the DNR concerning
this project, asking to minimize disturbance, etc.

Attachments:
1. Detailed Cost Estimates:
a. Construction including Engineering and Inspection
b. Completed Fuel & Asphalt Price Adjustment forms
c. Right-of-Way
d. Utilities
e. Environmental Mitigation (EPD, etc) — Will need impacts to determine
Typical sections
Accident summaries
Traffic Assignments
Bridge inventory
Minutes of Concept meeting
Notification Letter to County
Preliminary Plan Layout
. Preliminary Profile
0. Detour Routes
1. Georgia DNR, Wildlife Resources Division Letter

Nawnmbwn

— et \O) OO

Exempt Projects

Concur: (\Z,Q/L (L ﬂ/?? /2/ ?W/\

Director of Engineering 0

Approve: @JDQ*Q(Y\[ZG’* Date: /-d Vfﬁ

Chief Engineer




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

|

Print Form

FILE PROJECT No,|CSBRG-0007-00(154) |, |Baker County OFFICE
Tifton, GA
Bridge Replacement: SR 216 @ Ichawaynochaway Creek, 12.7
miles northwest of Newton DATE |1-10-12
P..No. (0007154
FROM (Ralph S. Griffin, District Design Engineer
TO Ronald E. Wishon, Project Review Engineer
SUBJECT REVISIONS TO PROGRAMMED COSTS
MNGT LET DATE |12/14/2012
PROJECT MANAGER |Ralph S. Griffin MNGT R/W DATE [12/15/2011
PROGRAMMED COST (TPro W/OUT INFLATION) LAST ESTIMATE UPDATE
CONSTRUCTION  $]1,897,684.93 DATE (11/16/2011
RIGHT OF WAY  $(119,000.00 DATE |11/16/2011
UTILITIES $/18,963.88 DATE |11/16/2011
REVISED COST ESTIMATES
CONSTRUCTION* $ 1,920,629.09
RIGHT OF WAY  $/119,000.00
UTILITIES $/18,963.88

* Costs contain| 5

REASON FOR COST INCREASE

Revised: September 27, 2010

% Engineering and Inspection




Construction Cost Estimate:

Engineering and Inspection:

Total Fuel Adjustment

Total Liquid AC Adjustment

Construction Total:

Utility Owner

CONTINGENCY SUMMARY

Mitchell EMC

Bellsouth

Attachments

$11,803,833.42 (Base Estimate)
$/90,191.67 (Base Estimate x| 5 | %)
$18,167.16 (From attached worksheet)
$/18,436.84 (From attached worksheet)
$/1,920,629.09

REIMBURSABLE UTILITY COST

Reimbursable Cost

$14,000.00

$4,963.88

c: Genetha Rice-Singleton, State Program Control Administrator




Processed Date: $/10/12

JOB NUMBER: 0007154

SPEC YEAR:

01

CEAD SO T

DETAILED COST ESTIMATE Georgia Deg of T

Jdob: 0007154

FED/STATE PROJECT NUMBER  CSBRG-0007-00(154)

DESCRIPTION: BRIDGE REPLACEMENT; SR 216 @ ICHAWAYNOCHAWAY CREEK

ITEMS FOR JOB 0007154
0010 - ROADWAY
ine Numbe ITEM QUANTITY UNITS PRICE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
0001 150-1000 1000 LS $74,412.55 TRAFFIC CONTROL - CSBRG-0007-00(154) $74,412,55
0008 210-0100 1000 (S $241,500.00 GRADING COMPLETE - CSBRG-0007-00(154) $241,500.00
0011 310-5080 74000 SY $15.40 GR AGGR BS CRS 8IN INCL MATL $1,139.42
o018 402-1812 150.000 TN $87.17 RECYL AC LEVELING,INC BM&HL $13,076.13
0021 402-3101 188.000 TN $80.84 REC AC 9.5 MM SP,TPI, BL 1 INCL BM & HL $15,198.29
0026 402-3121 25000 TN $87.77 RECYL AC 25MM SP,GP1/2,BM&HL $2,194.21
0031 402-3190 156.000 TN $85.21 RECYL AC 19 MM SP,GP 1 OR 2 ,INC BM&HL $13,202.62
Q036 413-1000 147000 GL $3.68 BITUM TACK COAT $540.33
0041 433-1200 227.000 SY $136.72 REF CONC APPR S/ SLOPED EDGE $31,035,98
0046 441-0301 4000 EA $2,000.00 CONC SPILLWAY, TP 1 $8,000.00
0051 500-3101 1.000 CY $550.00 CLASS A CONCRETE $550.00
0056 576-1018 273.000 LF $25.00 SLOPE DRAIN PIPE, 18 IN $6,825.00
0068 641-1100 84000 LF $65.00 GUARDRAIL TPT $5,460.00
Q071 641-1200 325.000 LF $20.00 GUARDRAIL, TP W $6,500.00
0076 841-5001 2000 EA $650.00 GUARDRAIL ANCHORAGE, TP 1 $1,300.00
0081 841-5012 2000 EA $1,880.00 GUARDRAIL ANCHORAGE, TP 12 $3,780.00
SUBTOTAL FOR ROADWAY: $424,804.83
0020 - BRIDGE
ine Numbe {ITEM QUANTITY UNITS PRICE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
0086 540-1101 1000 LS $154,560.00 REM OF EX BR, STA NO - CSBRG-0007-00(154) $154,560.00
0086 543-9000 1000 LS $1,020,000.00 CONSTR OF BRIDGE COMPLETE - CSBRG-0007-00(154) $1,020,000.00
0101 603-2024 2142000 SY $59.09 STN DUMPED RIP RAP, TP 1, 24" $126,561.70
0108 603-7000 2142000 SY $4.01 PLASTIC FILTER FABRIC $8,593.53
SUBTOTAL FOR BRIDGE: $1,309,715.23
0030 - SIGNING AND MARKING
ine Numbe ITEM QUANTITY UNITS PRICE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
011 636-1033 53.000 SF $20.83 HWY SIGNS, TPIMAT,REFLSHTP 8 $1,103.74
0118 6836-2070 81.000 LF $8.20 GALV STEEL POSTS, TP7 $748.12
0121 652-5451 1050000 LF $2.25 SOLID TRAF STRIPE, 5 IN, WHITE $2,362,50
0128 852-5452 1050.000 LF $2.15 SOLID TRAF STRIPE, 5 IN, YELLO $2,257.50
0131 654-1001 22000 EA $3.75 RAISED PVMT MARKERS TP 1 $82.50
0136 657-1085 600.000 LF $6.00 PRF PL SD PVT MKG,8"B/W,TP PB $3,600.00
0141 657-8085 600.000 LF $6.95 PRF PL SD PVMT MKG,8",B/Y,TPPB $4,167.23
SUBTOTAL FOR SIGNING AND MARKING: $14,319.59
0040 - TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL
ine Numbae! ITEM QUANTITY UNITS FRICE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
0146 163-0232 1380 AC $412.42 TEMPORARY GRASSING $560.89
0151 163-0240 23000 TN $250.00 MULCH $5,750.00
0156 163-0300 4000 EA $1,800.00 CONSTRUCTION EXIT $7,200,00
0161 163-0520 203.000 LF $15.00 CONSTR AND REMOVE TEMP PIPE SLOPE DRAIN $3,045.00
0171 163-0529 687.000 LF $4.00 CNST/REM TEMP SED BAR OR BLD STRW CK DM $2,748.00
0176 165-0030 1187.000 LF $1.50 MAINT OF TEMP SILT FENCE, TP C $1,795.50
0186 165-0071 344000 LF $1.00 MAINT OF SEDIMENT BARRIER - BALED STRAW $344.00
0191 165-0101 4000 EA $700.00 MAINT OF CONST EXIT $2,800.00
0196 167-1000 2000 EA $900.00 WATER QUALITY MONITORING AND SAMPLING $1,800.00
0201 167-1500 18.000 MO $800.00 WATER QUALITY INSPECTIONS $16,200.00
0208 171-0030 2383.000 LF $4.00 TEMPORARY SILT FENCE, TYPE C $8,572.00
SUBTOTAL FOR TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL: $61,816,39
Page tof 2
Filel Div of P >CES

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized duplicatlon, disclosure,
distribution/ retransmission or taking of any action in rellance upon the material in this document is strictly forbidden.



Pracessed Data: 1/10/12

DETAILED COST ESTIMATE el
Georgia Departinent of Transportation
Job: 0007154
0050 - PERMANENT EROSION CONTROL
ine Numbe ITEM QUANTITY UNITS PRICE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
0211 700-6910 1360 AC $1,000.00 PERMANENT GRASSING $1,360.00
0216 700-7000 5000 TN $65.00 AGRICULTURAL LIME $325.00
0226 700-8000 2000 TN $500.00 FERTILIZER MIXED GRADE $1,000.00
0231 700-8100 138.000 LB $3.63 FERTILIZER NITROGEN CONTENT $493.68
SUBTOTAL FOR PERMANENT EROSION CONTROL: $3,178.68
TOTALS FOR JOB 0007154

ITEMS COST: $1,803,833.42

COST GROUP COST: $0.00

ESTIMATED COST: $1,803,833.42

CONTINGENCY PERCENT: 0.00

ENGINEERING AND INSPECTION: 0.00

ESTIMATED COST WITH

CONTINGENCY AND E&I: $1,803,833.42

Page 20f 2
File L Divof F >CES e

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized duplication, disclosure,
distribution/ retransmission or taking of any action In reliance upon the material in this document is strictly forbidden.



Date 1/10/2012
P.I. Number 0007154 County Baker Co.

Project Number CSBRG-0007-00(154)

Special Provision, Section 109-Measurement and Payment

FUEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT (ENGLISH 125% MAX)

ENTER FPL DIESEL | 381 ENTER FPL UNLEADED | 3.297

ENTER FPM DIESEL | 8591 ENTER FPM UNLEADED | 7.41825

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

INCREASE ADJUSTMENT | | INCREASE ADJUSTMENT
125.00% I I 125.00%
DIESEL | GALLONS [JUNLEADED| GALLONS
ROADWAY ITEMS QUANTITY FACTOR | DIESEL FACTOR | UNLEADED REMARKS
Excavations paid as specified by
Sections 205 (CUBIC YARD) 0.29 0.15
Excavations paid as specified by
Sections 206 (CUBIC YARD) 0.29 0.156
GAB paid as specified by the ton under "
Section 310 (TON) 74.000 0.29 21.46 0.24 17.76
Hot Mix Asphalt paid as specified by the
ton under Sections 400 (TON) 2.90 0.71
Hot Mix Asphalt paid as specified by the
ton under Sections 402 (TON) 519.000 2.90] 1505.10] 0.71 368.49
PCC Pavement paid as specified by the
square yard under Section 430 (SY) 0.25 0.20
BRIDGE ITEMS | Quantity | Unit Price | QF/1000 | Diesel Factor [ Gatons Dieself] r'®2%8¢  |Ggy0ng Unieaded REMARKS
Bridge Excavation (CY)
Section 211 8.00 1.50
Class __Concrete (CY)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Class __Concrete (CY)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Class __Concrete (CY)
Section 00 8.00 1.50
Superstru Con Class__(CY)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Superstru Con Class__(CY)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Superstru Con Class__(CY)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Concrete Handrail (LF)
Section 500 8.00 1.50
Concrete Barrier (LF) Section
500 8.00 1.50

Page 1of 4




BRIDGE ITEMS Quantity | Unit Price | QF/1000 | Diesel Factor | Galions Dieself] %294 | g0 Unigaded REMARKS
Stru Steel Plan Quantity (LB)
Section 501 8.00 1.50
Stru Steel Plan Quantity (LB)
Section 501 8.00 1.50
PSC Beams (LF)
Section 507 8.00 1.50
PSC Beams, (LF)
Section 507 8.00 1.50
PSC Beams, (LF)
Section 507 8.00 1.50
Stru Reinf Plan Quantity(l B)
Section 511 8.00 1.50
Stru Reinf Plan Quantity(l B)
Section 511 8.00 1.50
Bar Reinf Steel (LB) Section
511 8.00 1.50
Piling___inch (LF) Section
520 8.00 1.50
Piling___inch (LF)  Section
520 8.00 1.50
Piling___inch (LF)  Section
520 8.00 1.50
Piling___inch (LF)  Section
520 8.00 1.50
Piling__inch (LF})  Section
520 8.00 1.50
Piling__inch (LF})  Section
520 8.00 1.50
Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)
Section 524 8.00 1.50
Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)
Section 524 8.00 1.50
Drilled Caisson,___ (LF)
Section 524 8.00 1.50
Pile Encasement,___ (LF)
Section 547 8.00 1.50
Pile Encasement,_ (LF)
Section 547 8.00 1.50
|L_SUM QF DIESEL= ] 1526.56 Il SUM QF UNLEADED= | 386.25
DIESEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT(S) | $6,702.67 |
UNLEADED PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) | $1,464.49 |

Page 2 of 4




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

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

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

ENTER APL 578 ENTER APM
125.00% INCREASE ADJUSTMENT
L.I.N. TYPE TACK (GALLONS) TACK (TONS) REMARKS
413-1000 |PG 67-22] 147 | | 0.6314 |

T™T =| 0.6314 |

PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $437.92

400/ 402 ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 125% MAX

ENTER APL ENTER APM
http:/iwww.dot.ga. gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx
125.00% INCREASE ADJUSTMENT
L.I.N. / Spec Number MIX TYPE HMA JMF AC% AC REMARKS

402-1812 150 5.00 7.50 Leveling
402-3101 9.5 mm SP TP1 188 5.00 9.40
402-3121 25 mm SP 25 5.00 1.25
402-3190 19 mm SP 156 5.00 7.80

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00 _

TMT = 25.95
PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $17,998.92
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ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR
BITUMINOUS TACK COAT(Surface Treatment 125% MAX)

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

http://www.dot.qa.gov/doinqbusiness/Materials/Paqes/asphaltcementindex.asgx

ENTER APLI:' ENTER APM|_—_|

MISSING APL OR APM MISSING APL OR APM
Use this side for Asphait Emulsion Only Use this side for Asphalt Cement Only
L.LN. TYPE ASPHALT EMULSION (GALLONS) L.LN. TYPE TACK (GALLONS)
™T = I | T™T = | |
REMARKS: REMARKS:
MONTHLY PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) MISSING APL OR APM
ADJUSTMENT SUMMARY

FUEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT (ENGLISH 125% MAX)

DIESEL PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $6,702.67
UNLEADED PRICE ADJUSTMENT($) $1.464.49

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT (BITUMINOUS TACK COAT 125%

MAX) 437.92
400 / 402 ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 125% MAX $17.998.92

ASPHALT CEMENT PRICE ADJUSTMENT FOR BITUMINOUS TACK

COAT(Surface Treatment 125% MAX) MISSING APL OR APM
REMARKS:
l TOTAL ADJUSTMENTS $26,604.00
DWM 10/08
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Department of Transportation
State of Georgia

Interdepartmental Correspondence

FILE R/W Cost Estimate OFFICE Atlanta
DATE September 1, 2011

FROM Phil Copeland, Right of Way Administrator
LaShone Alexander, Right of Way Cost Estimator

TO Jason Willingham, District Four Design

SUBJECT Preliminary Right of Way Cost Estimate
Project: CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County
P.1. No.: 0007154
Description: Bridge Replacement SR 216

As per your request, attached is a copy of the approved Preliminary Right
of Way Cost Estimates on the above referenced projects.

If you have any questions, please contact LaShone Alexander at
One Georgia Center 600 West Parkway Street, NW Atlanta, GA 30308,
Right of Way Office at (478) 553-1569 or (478) 232-4045.

~

PC:LA
Attachments
c: File



GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PRELIMINARY ROW COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Date: 9/1/2011 Project: CSBRG-0007-00{154)
Revised: County: Baker County
Pl: 0007154

Description: Bridge Replacement SR 216
Project Termini: Bridge Replacement SR 216
Existing ROW: Varies

Parcels: 5 Required ROW: Varies
Land and Improvements $17,400.00
Aoty Demagr SQ00

Consagmasatiol Damage $0.00
Cost to Cures $0.00

Trade Fixtures $0.00
Improvements W_w

Valuation Services $5,000.00
Legal Services $40,875.00
Relocation $10,000.00
Demolition $0.00

Administrative $45,000.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $118,275.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS (ROUNDED) $119,000.00

Preparation Credits Hours Signature

Prepared By: \~m§§ :, f@ ‘aﬁ Farde o 68 FNGA AN Q'\\ '\\ N\
Approved By: o en-Sia, O 2B Lo 4 A q\ Y\\

NOTE: No Market Appreciation is Included in this Preliminary Cost Estimate




Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/PI CSBRG-0007-00{154) Baker County 0007154

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

A B Cc D
Land and Improvements Agriculture Residential Commerclai Industrial
Estimate Low (ac) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Estimate High (ac) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Estimate Used (ac) $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Fee Simple Area (ac) 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.00
Fee Simple Estimate $0.00 $6,600.00 $0.00 $0.00
Perm Esmt Area (ac) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Perm Esmt Factor 0% 0% 0% 0%
Perm Esmt Estimate $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Temp Esmt Area (ac) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Temp East Factor 0% 0% 0% 0%
Temp Esmt Estimate $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Proximity Damages $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Consequential Damages $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Cost to Cures $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
improvements $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Trade Fixtures $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
PROPERTY TYPE TOTALS $0.00 $11,600.00 $0.00 $0.00
SUB TOTAL PROPERTY TYPES $11,600.00
Counter Offers and Condemnation Increases $5,800.00
GRAND TOTAL LANDS AND IMPROVEMENTS $17,400.00

20f7



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/Pl  CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County 0007154
A B Cc D
Valuation Services Agriculture Residential Commercial Industriai
Appraisals (# of Parcels) 0 5 0 0
Estimated Fees (per Parcel) $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL APPRAISALS $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Slgn Estimates 0 0 0 0
Estimated Fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL SIGN ESTIMATES $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Speciaity Reports 0 0 0 0
Estimated Fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL SPECIALTY REPORTS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Septic/Weil Reports 0 0 0 0
Estimated Fees $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL SEPTIC/WELL REPORTS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TOTAL VALUATION FEES $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
SUB TOTAL VALUATION SERVICES $5,000.00
Updates and Incidentais (Min $2,500 or 25%) $2,500.00
GRAND TOTAL VALUATION SERVICES $5,000.00

30f7



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/Pl  CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County 0007154
A B Cc D

Legal Services Parcels Estimated Fees TOTALS

Meeting with Attorney 5 $125.00 $625.00
Preliminary Titles 5 $200.00 $1,000.00
Closing and Final Title 5 $300.00 $1,500.00

Recording Fees 5 $50.00 $250.00
Condemnation Filing 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Litigation Costs 1 $25,000.00 $25,000.00
Updates and Incidentials 1 $7,500.00 $7,500.00
GRAND TOTAL LEGAL SERVICES $40,875.00
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/PI CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County 0007154
A B C D
Relocation Displacements Estimated Costs TOTALS
Business Displacement $15,000.00 $0.00
Residential Tenant $20,000.00 $0.00
Residential Owner $40,000.00 $0.00
Pro-Rata Taxes 5 $1,000.00 $5,000.00
Property Pin Replacement 5 $1,000.00 $5,000.00
GRAND TOTAL RELOCATION $10,000.00
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/Pl  CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County 0007154
A B [ D

Demolition Items/Improvements Estimated Costs TOYALS
Residential Structures $15,000.00 $0.00
Commerciai Structures $25,000.00 $0.00
Hotels/Apartments $60,000.00 $0.00
UST's - Dispensers $50,000.00 $0.00
Billboards $8,000.00 $0.00
Signs - Light Standards $1,500.00 $0.00
Water Vaults $15,000.00 $0.00
Gas/Water Service Separation $2,500.00 $0.00
GRAND TOTAL DEMOUITION $0.00

60of7
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14

15

16

17

Georgia Department of Transportation
Preliminary ROW Cost Estimate Worksheet

Project/County/PI CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker County 0007154
A B D
Administrative Parcels Man hours per Parcel TOTALS

Pre-Acquisition 5 40 $10,000.00
Acquisition 5 100 $25,000.00

Relocation 50 $0.00
Administrative Appeals 2 50 $5,000.00
Post-Acquisition 1 100 $5,000.00
GRAND TOTAL INHOUSE $45,000.00
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

FILE
Project No: CSBRG-0007-00(154) OFFICE: Tifton
County BAKER DATE: September 13, 2011
PL# 0007154

Description: SR 216 @ ICHAWAYNOCHAWAY CREEK

A

FROM Tim Warren, P.E_, District Utilities Engineer

TO Randy Rathburn, Project Manager

SUBJECT UPDATED UTILITY COST ESTIMATE

A review of utilities located on the above referenced project has been conducted
without a design concept.. Listed below is a breakdown of the anticipated reimbursable and non-

reimbursable cost.
Utility Owner Reimbursable %—:b ble Estimate Based on
Mitchell EMC $14,000.00 $7, Site Visit / Available Drawings
Bellsouth $496388  $4,963.88 Site Visit / Available Drawings
{ USGS $0.00 $3,000.00 Site Visit / Available Drawings
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
s0.0q so0y
Total $18,963.88  $14,963.88

*# Indicates Potential Utility Aid Request from Local Gov’t

Estimate is based on the best available information at the current stage, unforeseen prior
rights information may provided by the Utility Company at a later date that could cause
some non-reimbursable costs to shift to the reimbursable cost column.

If additional information is needed, please contact me or Bill Cooper, Assistant District Utilities
Engineer at (229) 386-3288.

TW:
c: Jeff Baker, P.E., State Utilities Engineer

Brent Thomas, District Preconstruction Engineer
Angela Robinson, State Financial Management Administrator
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GDOT Page5Scl SummaryQuery Page 1 of 4

QUERY SUMMARY
For Year(s): 2007,2008,2009
Route Route

Beginning ‘ Ending ' No.

_ County Type Number || Milelog | Milelog | Accidents

2007 | Baker || State Route | 021600 | 2.89 |l 5.89 || 2 |l 2 [ 0 I 0 |

2007 SubTotall! 2 |: 2 J 0 || 0 I'
|

| No.

|| Fatalities |/

[
Year i No. l No.

| Vebhicles Injuries

2008 | Baker || StaeRoute | 021600 | 2.89 |l 5.89 | 1 1 | 2 i 0 |

2008 SubTotalI: ! . ! | B I 0 |::

2009 || Baker || State Route | 021600 | 002.89 |l o058 | 0 |! 0 | o ] 0 I
2009 SubTotal] 0 o |1 o | 0 |

All Year(s)Totall 3 ”fl | 2 | . 0 I f

LR i -t -~ - a4 e tem— e — - e - - —— —_ i



GDOT ADTSEC Page 1 of 1

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION for year(s)2007,2008,2009
Accident Data Information System

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2007

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT |Distance Vehicle Miles
2007 | Baker 1 021600 002.89 577 | 450 | 2388 1,296
2007 | Baker 1 021600 577 | 00589 480 | 012 58

Total Vehicle Miles: 1,354 = Total Accidents: 2 = Accident Rate: 405
Average ADT: 451 Total Injuries: 0 Injury Rate: 0

Length in Miles: 3.00 Total Fatalities: 0 | Fatality Rate: 0.00

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2008

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles
2008 = Baker 1 021600 002.89 577 450 | 288 | 1,296
2008 = Baker i 021600 571 | 005.89 480 0.12 58

Total Vehicle Miles: 1,354 = Total Accidents: 1 | Accident Rate: 202
Average ADT: 451 Total Injuries: 2 Injury Rate: 405

Length in Miles: 3.00 Total Fatalities: 0 | Fatality Rate: 0.00

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2009

Year County Rt Type Route Num [Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles
2009 = Baker 1 021600 002.89 577 | 436 2.88 1,256
2009 | Baker [ 021600 5.77 005.89 466 0.12 56

Total Vehicle Miles: 1,312 | Total Accidents: 0 | Accident Rate: 0
Average ADT: 437 Total Injuries: 0 Injury Rate: 0

Length in Miles: 3.00 Total Fatalities: 0 | Fatality Rate: 0.00

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles

e 4w e - P e - —————— - - -
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Department of Transportation
State of Georgia

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

FILE CSBRG-0007-00(154), Baker County OFFICE Planning
P.I. # 0007154
DATE December 21, 2010
FROM Cindy VanDyke, State Transportation Planning Administrator
TO Joe Sheffield, District Engineer, Tifton

Attention: Jason Willingham
SUBJECT Updated Traffic Assignments for S.R. 216 @ Ichawaynochaway Creek.

We are furnishing estimated traffic assignments for the above project as
follows:

TC #0159

2009 ADT = 500
2016 ADT = 600
2036 ADT = 800
D =60%
K=9%
T=10%
24 HR. T.=14%
S.U.=9%
COMB. =5%

If you have any questions conceming this information please contact
Abby Ebodaghe at (404) 631-1923.

CYV/AFE
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Department of Transportation
State of Georgia

Concept Meeting Minutes
July 27,2010

Project No. CSBRG-0007-00(154), Baker Co.

PI No. 0007154

Description Bridge Replacement: SR 216 @ Ichawaynochaway Creek 12.7 miles
northwest of Newton

A Concept Team Meeting was held for the subject project on July 27, 2010. The meeting
was requested and conducted by Ralph S. Griffin, District Design Engineer. The meeting
was held at the GDOT District Office in Tifton and began at 10:00 am. The meeting began
with Ralph S. Griffin reading the project number, county, PI number for the project, and a
brief project description. Jason S. Willingham gave an outline of the Draft Concept Report
including the Need and Purpose. Jason S. Willingham also stated that an on-site detour is
to be used on the project.

Dennis Carter, District Environmentalist, stated that a Categorical Exclusion (CE)
Document, a 404 permit, and an NPDES permit will be needed. He stated that there are no
Underground Storage Tanks (UST). He also stated that there is a sign nearby with the
name “Indian Rapid Settlements”, and that there is a rock formation in the creek that may
or may not be natural. He stated that there could be some archeology. He stated that there
are many endangered species that could be possible to the area and he named them. He
stated that there was a cemetery shown in CAiCE, but as per the survey office, the lifetime
residents say there is no cemetery. He also said that the area may be classified as a critical
habitat and if so will have to go through a formal Section 7.

Geno Hasty, Traffic Operations, was asked if he had any comments and he stated that he
did not have any at this time.

Ken Cheek, Utilities Office, stated the utilities on the project to be Mitchell EMC,
Bellsouth, and USGS. He also stated that there would be $28,000 reimbursable costs and
$20,350 non-reimbursable.

Joe Cowan, District Construction Engineer, asked about a possible relocation and
superelevation problems on the roadway. He also asked if the shoulders should be
narrowed, specifically the paved shoulders, seeing the lane widths are going to be 11°. He
also asked the distance between the mainline bridge and the detour bridge. He noted
concern about R/W but said it was ok.



Shane Pridgen, District Planning and Programming Engineer, was asked if he invited the
locals and if he had any comments, and replied that he did invite the locals but didn’t have
any comments.

Joe Sheffield, District Engineer, stated that the length of the detour bridge was long
relative to the mainline bridge and that too much money would have to be spent on the
detour bridge. He stated that he was concerned about the difference in elevations of the
two bridges and how it would affect the transition from the mainline to the detour
roadway. He also stated if the bridge department lengthens the mainline bridge that it
would probably get into the superelevation transitions on the mainline.

Brent Thomas, District Preconstruction Engineer, stated that the sufficiency rating on the
bridge needed to be checked. He stated that the project length also needs to be checked
and the one on the concept report and the one on the status report should match. He stated
that Wendy Vickers should be contacted if the project length on the status report needs to
be changed. Brent Thomas also stated that a baseline schedule change needs to be
requested and that the project would not meet the current dates.

Darin Purvis, GDOT Construction Estimator Liaison, was asked if he had any comments
and he replied that he didn’t.

Some discussion went on between Joe Sheffield, Brent Thomas, Joe Cowan, Sandy
Griffin, and Jason Willingham about the existing spiral in the roadway, about the detour
alignment, and about realigning the roadway upstream of the bridge and letting the existing
alignment serve as the detour. Joe Sheffield wanted to look at realignment. Brent Thomas
and Sandy Griffin stated that we need to avoid extending bridge projects any further than
necessary. Joe Sheffield stated that realigning the roadway on the upstream side of the
bridge could possibly help lessen the environmental impacts.

Meeting was adjourned at 10:40 a.m.

4

iialph . Griffin, Disn%/esign Engineer
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Department of Transportation

HAROLD E. LINNENKOHL - LARRY E. DENT
COMMISSIONER State Qf Georgia _ DEPU;I;YM c;o&lggslonen
(100 66 o200 - #2 Capitol Square, S.W. o
E. STUDSTILL, JR., P.E. ) EARL L. MAHFUZ
DAWDOHISF%NGINL&; _ Atlanta, Georgia 30334-1002 TREASURER
(404) 6565277 _ ; (404) 656-5224
June 06, 2006
Mr. T E. Moye
Commission Chairman, Baker County
P.O.Box 607 - :
Newton, GA 39870
Dear Chairman Moye:

Subject: Local Government Responsibilities

Project No, CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker Co. P 0007154
SR 216 @ ICHAWAYNOCHAWAY CREEK

The Office of Financial Management has added the subject project to the Deparunexit's Construction
Work Program. ' :

In an effort to improve project delivery, the Department has decided to adopt a new policy in regards to
Local Government responsibility and commitment requirements. For projects generated by a State
Highway System need, the Department will no longer request upfront Local Government commitments
nor require Local Governments to bear costs for third parties. These projects will be classified as
“Department Projects” hereon. The Department will assume the eligible costs for all utilities and
railroads holding a property interest.

However, utility adjustment / relocation costs associated with any utility that was originally installed
within a public right of way shall remain the responsibility of each respective utility owner (Office Code
of Georgia Annotated 32-6-171). Please ensure that adequate funding is budgeted for the adjustment /
relocation of such utility facilities owned by your Local Government (including any associated
Authority’s facilities). The Department’s District Utilities Office will contact you to determine the
potential impacts to your facilities. ' '

Also, in an effort to improve project coordination, the Department strongly urges all Local Governments
and associated Authorities that own water and sewer facilities to include such relocation work in the
project by notifying the Department’s District Utilities Office as early as possible in the project’s
development, - : o -
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Project No. CSBRG-0007-00(154) Baker Co. PI# 0007154 - - June 06, 2006
Page 2

We hope this new pdlicy will eliminate soin_e of the uncertainties for Local Governments when making
early commitments for often unknown costs; and the scheduled delivery of each project will be more
reliable. . ' _ -

If you have any questions, feel free to call me at (404) 463-0966 or Joe Sheffield, District Engineer in
Tifton at your convenience. , :

Sincerely yours,

(= 2 e / - 141474444-/&—
o James T. Simpson _
JTS:RR:kp of Financial Management Administrator

cc: Joe Sheffield - District 4 Engineer

cc: Tim Warren - District 4 Utilities Engineer
- cc: Jeff Baker - State Utilities Engineer
cc. Ralph Griffin - Project Manager, District 4
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CSBRG-0007-00(154)
Baker Co., PI: 0007154

Detour Route on State Routes

*This is the detour on state routes that is approximately 40 miles from one side of the bridge
to the other.

Totat| 39.93 MILES
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CSBRG-0007-00(154)
Baker Co., Pl: 0007154

Detour Route on Local Roads

*This is a detour route on local roads that is approximately 9.5 miles from one side of the
bridge to the other.
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GEORGIA

IDEPARIIMENT QF NATURAL RESOURCES

WILDLIFE RESOURCES DIVISION

MARK WILLIAMS DAN FORSTER
COMMISSIONER DIRECTOR

July 7, 2011

Stephanie Sorensen
Ecologist

Ecological Solutions
630 Colonial Park Drive
Suite 200

Roswell, GA 30075

Subject: Known occurrences of natural communities, plants and animals of highest
priority conservation status on or near SR 216 Bridge Replacement over Ichawaynochaway
Creek, Baker County, Georgia

Dear Ms. Sorensen:

This is in response to your request of May 24, 2011. According to our records, within a three-
mile radius of the project site there are the following Natural Heritage Database occurrences:

GA Elliptio arctata (Delicate Spike) approx. 2.0 mi. NW of site in Mill Creek
GA Elliptio purpurella (Inflated Spike) approx. 2.5 mi. W of site in Mill Creek
GA Elliptio purpurella (Inflated Spike) [HISTORIC] on site in Ichawaynochaway Creek
GA Etheostoma parvipinne (Goldstripe Darter) on site in Ichawaynochaway Creek
US Hamiota subangulata (Shinyrayed Pocketbook) approx. 2.5 mi. W of site in Mill Creek
US Hamiota subangulata (Shinyrayed Pocketbook) on site in Ichawaynochaway Creek
Hygrophila lacustris (Hygrophila) on site in Ichawaynochaway Creek
US Medionidus penicillatus (Gulf Moccasinshell) [HISTORIC?] approx. 2.5 mi. W of site
Necturus beyeri complex (Gulf Coast Waterdog) on site in Ichawaynochaway Creek
US Pleurobema pyriforme (Oval Pigtoe) approx. 2.5 mi. W of site in Mill Creek
Tyto alba (Barn owl) approx. 3.0 mi. W of site
Utterbackia peggyae (Florida Floater) approx. 2.0 mi. NW of site in Mill Creek
Ichawaynochaway Creek [High Priority Stream] on site

* Entries above proceeded by “US” indicates species with federal status (Protected, Candidate or
Partial Status). Species that are federally protected in Georgia are also state protected; “GA”
indicates Georgia protected species.

Recommendations:

NONGAME CONSERVATION SECTION
2065 U.S. HIGHWAY 278 S.E. | SOCIAL CIRCLE, GEORGIA 30025-4743
770.918.6411 | FAX 706.557.3033 | WWW.GEORGIAWILDLIFE.COM



A federally listed species, Hamiota subangulata (Shinyrayed Pocketbook) a state listed species,
Etheostoma parvipinne (Goldstripe Darter) and several species of concern are found on site.
Before bridge work begins, mussel populations should be identified and relocated if necessary.
Please consult with Jason Wisniewski (jason.wisniewski@dnr.state.ga.us or 770-918-6411) with
any questions regarding this work. Section 9 of the Endangered Species Act states that taking or
harming of a listed species is prohibited. We recommend all requestors with projects located
near federally protected species consult with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. For
southeast Georgia, please contact Strant Colwell (912-265-9336, ext.30 or
Strant_Colwell@fws.gov). In southwest Georgia, please contact John Doresky (706-544-6999
or John_Doresky@fws.gov). In north Georgia, please contact Robin Goodloe (706-613-9493,
ext.221 or Robin_Goodloe@fws.gov).

We also have the following recommendations for the applicant to consider. Please minimize
disturbance to stream banks, wetlands, and riparian zones during bridge rehabilitation. Conduct
activities from a stable stream bank or reinforced platform that does not cause degradation or
destabilization of stream banks. Prohibit operation of equipment in the channel or use of the
channel as a ford. We recommend that stringent erosion control practices be used during
construction activities and that vegetation is re-established on disturbed areas as quickly as
possible. Silt fences and other erosion control devices should be inspected and maintained until
soil is stabilized by vegetation. Please use natural vegetation and grading techniques (e.g.,
vegetated swales, turn-offs, vegetated buffer strips) that will ensure that the road or ROW does
not serve as a conduit for storm water or pollutants into the stream during or after construction.
No uncured concrete or water used to facilitate curing should be discharged directly into the
stream; curing water should be pumped into filter bags (i.e., "dirt bags") or detention basins
before coffer dams or other diversion structures are dismantled. These measures will help
protect water quality in the vicinity of the bridge crossings as well as downstream.

Before any bridge work is completed, please survey the bridge for roosting birds and bats. If any
are present, please delay bridge work until the birds and/or bats are no longer using the site.

Please keep in mind that this project occurs on Ichawaynochaway Creek, a high priority
waterbody or within a high priority watershed. As part of an effort to develop a comprehensive
wildlife conservation strategy for the state of Georgia, the Wildlife Resources division has
developed and mapped a list of streams that are important to the protection or restoration of rare
aquatic species and aquatic communities. High priority waters and their surrounding watersheds
are a high priority for a broad array of conservation activities, but do not receive any additional
legal protections. We now have GIS ESRI shapefiles of GA high priority waters available on our
website
(http://www.georgiawildlife.com/content/displaycontent.asp?txtDocument=89&txtPage=13).
Please contact the Georgia Natural Heritage Program if you would like additional information on
high priority waters.

NEW - Data Available on the Nongame Conservation Section Website - NEW

NEW Georgia protected plant and animal profiles are available on our website. Originating with
the State Wildlife Action Plan, a strategy guiding conservation in Georgia, the accounts cover

IR 13550



basics like descriptions and life history, as well as threats, management recommendations and
conservation status. Visit hgp://www.georgiawildlife.com/node/2223?cat=6

By visiting the Nongame Conservation Section Website you can view the highest priority species
and natural community information by Quarter Quad, County and HUCS8 Watershed. To access
this information, please visit our GA Rare Species and Natural Community Information page at:
hgp://www.georgiawildlife.com/conservation/species—of—concem?cat=conservation

An ESRI shape file of our highest priority species and natural community data by quarter quad
and county is also available. It can be downloaded from:
http:// georgjawildlife.com/sites/default/ﬁles/uploads/wildlife/nongame/zip/ gnhpds.zip

Disclaimer:

Please keep in mind the limitations of our database. The data collected by the Nongame
Conservation Section comes from a variety of sources, including museum and herbarium
records, literature, and reports from individuals and organizations, as well as field surveys by our
staff biologists. In most cases the information is not the result of a recent on-site survey by our
staff. Many areas of Georgia have never been surveyed thoroughly. Therefore, the Nongame
Conservation Section can only occasionally provide definitive information on the presence or
absence of rare species on a given site. Our files are updated constantly as new information is
received. Thus, information provided by our program represents the existing data in our
files at the time of the request and should not be considered a final statement on the species
or area under consideration.

If you know of populations of highest priority species that are not in our database, please fill out
the appropriate data collection form and send it to our office. Forms can be obtained through our
web site (htm:f’;’www.9.f=orziawildlife.com/nodeir 1376) or by contacting our office. IfIcan be of
further assistance, please let me know.

Sincerely,

jﬁvw}/}’}aw

Katrina Morris
Environmental Review Coordinator
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