












 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

















ROW Estimates 

East (Preferred) Alternate Right-of-Way 

Required ROW:  9180 SF / 0.22 AC 

Unit Cost:  $5 SF / $217,800 AC 

ROW Cost Estimate: 9180 SF x $5 = $45,900 

 

West Alternate Right-of-Way 

Required ROW:  3280 SF / 0.08 AC 

Unit Cost:  $5 SF / $217,800 AC 

ROW Cost Estimate: 3280 SF x $5 = $16,400 
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Memorandum 

To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Mark Holmberg 

CC:  John Heath, Rob Dell-Ross 

Date:    7-7-2011    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                             
P.I. No. 0009640  Concept Meeting at CRNRA-Island Ford 

 

This meeting was held to discuss the National Park Service’s requirements and 

preferences for the location of the pedestrian bridge over the Chattahoochee River 

along SR 9. The project managing is shared by the cities of Roswell and Sandy 

Springs, but will be led by Roswell:  

 

1. Rob Dell-Ross opened up the meeting with a brief description of the project. He explained 

that the purpose of the project is to connect the multi-use trails along the Roswell side of 

the Chattahoochee to the Sandy Spring side. He spoke on how the project is envisioned 

to connect with the Gateway project running south from the Roswell square to the bridge. 

It was also noted that the project is federally funded with earmark money for “a SR 9 

bridge over the Chattahoochee River”. 

2. The group discussed the merit of the bridge location (east or west of the roadway bridge). 

a. Patty and Rick mentioned the fact that the parcel in the northeast corner is zoned 

as historic and that landing on that parcel would result in a longer process at a 

minimum and not be possible. 

b. The general consensus of Michael, Patty, and Rick was that the State of Georgia 

owns the river bed. The NPS is charged with management of the river in 

accordance with the enabling Federal legislation. 

c. Scott suggested looking into a possible sewer easement on the southeast 

quadrant that may be a crossing location. However, Rob questioned whether the 

FHWA would consider that location “SR 9”. 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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d. Rob suggested the possibility of a hawk signal at Roberts Dr and SR 9 for 

pedestrian crossing. 

3. Patty mentioned the NPS’s desire to enhance and promote the Ivy and Laurel Mills 

Historic Ruins. 

4. NPS spoke about the importance of all parties following the National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA) procedures. They believe that most likely an Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be required, but will confirm. The process was said to be 

approximately 12 months, and that the process would be easier for a crossing on the 

west side of the existing roadway bridge. 

 

Action required: 

 

1. HLE, in coordination with Roswell, Sandy Springs, GDOT, and NPS, will schedule a 

public meeting to collect citizen input on several alternates. 

2. HLE and Josh Earhart, in coordination with OES, will request to be on the agenda for the 

standard GDOT FHWA meeting in September so that this project and the Gateway 

project may be presented jointly. 

 

 

Attendees: 

John Heath – Heath & Lineback Engineers  

Mark Holmberg – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Patrick Peters – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Rick Slade – National Park Service 

Patty Wissinger – National Park Service 

Nancy Walther – National Park Service 

Richard Lutz – National Park Service 

Scott Pfeninger – National Park Service 

Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman Environmental 

Michael Hester - GDOT 
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Memorandum 

To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Mark Holmberg 

CC:  John Heath, Rob Dell-Ross 

Date:    10/4/2011    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                             
P.I. No. 0009640  Public Meeting Dry Run Meeting 

Attendees: 

Steve Acenbrak - Roswell 

David Low – Roswell 

Franco DeMarco – Roswell 

Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell 

Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs 

Katina Lear – Sandy Springs 

Joe Glujen – Roswell 

Patrick Peters – H&L 

Mark Holmberg – H&L 

 

 

This meeting was held to discuss the public input meetings scheduled for 10/6 and 

10/11.  

 

5. The displays were discussed and Mark Holmberg briefly explained the three alternate 

alignments. 

6. Kristen Wescott questioned the pedestrian hybrid beacon light shown at the intersection 

of SR9 and Roberts Road. (Note: 2009 MUTCD requires 100’ minimum separation 

between side streets and driveways that are controlled by Stop or Yield signs.) 

7. Kristen mentioned that sidewalks along the west side of SR 9 on the Sandy Springs side 

are planned. She said she would check to see if those are planned short or long range. 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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8. David Low asked if benches and observation areas can be incorporated in the project. 

Mark responded yes, and ideas like that is the purpose of the public input meeting. 

9. Steve Acenbrak suggested showing pictures of several different types of bridges for the 

public to view and discuss. 

10. The group stated that there should be no mention of a preference in alignments and that 

we should be completely neutral in the public input meeting. 

11. The group discussed Alternate 2B, which includes a ramp on National Park Service 

property. 

12. Katina Lear suggested that we formulate a list of pros and cons for each alternate. She 

also mentioned describing the existing bridge section with regards to pedestrian and 

bicycle access. 

13. Rob Dell-Ross mentioned that there are currently six different intersection options being 

considered at SR 9 and Riverside Rd/Azalea Dr. Because of that he mentioned the 

possibility of the project including a second phase which would be a spur continuing up 

SR 9. 

14. Steve mentioned his concern about the possibility of buzzing power lines being a 

negative to the west side alignment. 

15. David spoke on constructability issues on replacement or widening of the existing SR 9 

bridge. Mark responded that there are no plans to replace the bridge and the sufficiency 

ratings of the arch bridge and the AASHTO girder widening are acceptable. 

16. Mark suggested that we record comments on newsprint. 

17. Katina suggested that we also bring sticky notes for citizen comments to be attached to 

displays.     

 

Action required: 

 

3. Rob Del-Ross will contact Rick Slade and ask if he plans to attend the meetings. 

4. Rob will review handout information and let H&L know if changes are necessary. 

5. H&L will bring bridge type displays to the 10/6 meeting. 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
October 25, 2011

SR 9 @ Chattahoochee River Enhancements 
 

LOCATION:  Roswell City Hall 
 

Attendees:  Charner Rodgers – GDOT  
  Steve Acenbrak – Roswell 
  Franco DeMarco – Roswell 
  Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs  
  Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell  
  Walt Rekuc – Sandy Springs  
  Katina Lear – Sandy Springs 
  Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman  
  Mark Holmberg – H&L  

  
The meeting was held to discuss public input from the 10/6 and 10/11 meetings and 
the next steps for Concept Development and Environmental Assessment.  
 

• Public comments received to date are all in favor of the project and all prefer the east side 
Alternate 2A or 2B alignments. 

• The group discussed the environmental ramifications of the east side alignment and coordination 
with the National Park Service. Josh Earhart said that the east alignment will likely take much 
longer to permit compared to a west side alignment.  

• Steve Acebrack and Rob Dell-Ross suggested a trail alignment paralleling Riverside Drive east to 
the park on the north side of the river. This alignment will require an additional bridge spanning the 
creek. 

• The group discussed the PIOH meeting. We agreed that two meeting will be held, in Roswell at 
the Roswell Landing venue and one at a location in Sandy Springs. Mark Holmberg will send an e-
mail to Charner Rodgers requesting that Jonathan Cox and OES provide guidance if both PIOH 
meetings need to be advertised per GDOT requirements. 

• H&L will submit a draft Concept Report prior to requesting the PIOH meeting. 
 
Action Items: 

1. Mark Holmberg sent an e-mail the Charner requesting OES input. No response from Jonathan 
Cox as of 10/27/11. 

2. H&L will complete the bridge type study, coordinate recommendations with Roswell and 
Sandy Springs and finalize the Concept Report following that coordination. 

3. H&L revised the project schedule to include two years for EA approval following Concept 
approval. This pushed the projected let date approximately seven months to 12/2014. Mark 
sent Rob Dell-Ross a revised schedule.  

 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 



Concept Team Meeting Minutes 
To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Patrick Peters 

CC:  John Heath, Mark Holmberg, Josh Earhart, Rob Dell-Ross, 
Kristen Wescott 

Date:    4-17-2012    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                             
Concept Team Meeting at Roswell City Hall                            
P.I. No. 0009640 

This meeting was held to review the Concept Report and discuss potential issues 

with the pedestrian and bicycle bridge over the Chattahoochee River along SR 9. 

The project managing is shared by the cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs, but is 

led by Roswell:  

 

1. Rick Slade said the National Park Service has discussed the project and likes the idea of 

the bridge on the east side of the SR 9 roadway bridge. He stated that the bridge 

appearance would be a big deal and that he has some information he will pass on to the 

team from a landscape architect within the NPS that shows examples of what the NPS 

would be looking for. 

2. Steve Acenbrak mentioned Roswell would like architectural features to be studied for 

dressing up the bridge. He mentioned a pedestrian bridge in Greenville, SC as an 

example. 

3. Charner Rodgers-Register, on behalf of Jonathan Cox with OES, asked if the project was 

a water trial. Rick responded yes, but that it was not a 4(f) impact. 

4. Rick mentioned that the project limits need to remain in existing right-of-way and to 

expect coordination with the NPS to add to the project schedule. 

5. Mark Holmberg gave a brief overview of the project and the Concept Report. 

a. He mentioned that the project was 80% funded with a Federal earmark with the 

rest being split between the cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs totaling $3.5 

mm. 

6. Charner stated that there are no plans to widen the SR 9 roadway bridge (sufficiency 

rating is 77.50). 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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7. Walt Rekuc verified that the south termini of the project should be the intersection of 

Roberts Road – Steve and Rob agreed. Walt also said the city would like the 10-foot trail 

to continue to Roberts Drive, and not taper down to the five-foot sidewalk.  Mark 

mentioned that there could be increases in cost and environmental impacts. 

8. Mark requested the most recent concept of the Gateway project that the pedestrian 

bridge will tie-in to; Rob said he would supply. 

9. The team agreed with the proposed 12-foot width of the bridge. The team discussed the 

best way to separate pedestrians and bicyclists for safety and comfort across the bridge. 

Some of the suggestions are as follows: 

a. Striped centerline 

b. Striped lanes designating one-way bike lanes and two-way pedestrian lane 

c. Signing on bridge ends indicating low speeds for bikes 

d. Physical barrier separating bicyclists from pedestrians 

10. Walt mentioned the possibility of stairs on the north side of the Chattahoochee River to 

connect walkers with the existing trail until the Gateway project is built. The team agreed 

to leave stairs out for now since they create additional challenges. 

11. Walt asked if “bulb-outs” or observation areas would be incorporated into the design of 

the bridge. Mark replied that one observation area was currently proposed at the center 

of the bridge with the current budget. Steve stated his desire for multiple observation 

areas along the bridge. 

12. Mark verified with the team that all right-of-way would be acquired using local money. 

13. Josh Earhart told Rick that Jennifer with FHWA had been introduced to the project and 

agreed to a single EA document, with the NPS as lead agency with FHWA requesting 

review and comment to the document. 

14. The team discussed holding the PIOH prior to the approval of the Concept Report. 

Charner suggested that the team wait until she had received all comments on the 

submitted Concept Report before scheduling the PIOH. Rick mentioned the importance 

of NPS involvement in the PIOH, and Rob verified that there would be only one PIOH 

meeting. 

15. Several comments were made about the Concept Report: 

a. There are a couple of typos at the bottom of page 7 

b. FHWA and Upper Chattahoochee Riverkeeper should be added to the Major 

Stakeholders list 
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16. Mark mentioned the potential difficulties with construction of the project. He stated the 

options for construction would be a temporary work bridge or rock jetties. He discussed 

dismissing the use of a barge due to the normal water depth of the channel (6-8’). 

However, Rick mentioned that coordination with the Corps might be possible to discuss 

additional discharge from Lake Lanier to be able to support a barge in the channel. 

17. Rick expressed his concern of potential staging equipment and clearing on the NPS 

property on the northeast quadrant of the project that would be required for the rock 

jetties and bridge construction.  Whichever option is preferred for construction of the 

bridge, the impacts will need to be discussed with the NPS beforehand, and impacts from 

the temporary construction discussed fully in the EA. 

18. Mark discussed the cost estimate of the project. He mentioned that the current estimate 

was approximately $700,000 over the project budget. Kristen Wescott and Walt said they 

would discuss potentially paying more with the Sandy Springs city council. Steve and Rob 

had left the meeting prior to the cost discussion. 

 

Action required: 

1. H&L will revise Concept Report and send out meeting minutes to attendees for review. 

2. H&L will submit revised Concept Report to GDOT. 

3. EPEI to coordinate a meeting with GDOT, FHWA, and NPS to discuss environmental 

issues and NEPA document requirements. 

 

Attendees: 

Mark Holmberg – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Patrick Peters – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Rick Slade – National Park Service 

Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman Environmental 

Steve Acenbrak – Roswell 

Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell 

Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs 

Walt Rekuc – Sandy Springs 

Charner Rodgers-Register - GDOT 

J:\2011011\admin\2011011.017 Concept Team Meeting Minutes.doc 












































































































































































