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PLANNING & BACKGROUND DATA 

Project Justification Statement:   

The proposed project will reduce crash frequency and severity along SR 122 from CR 39/Corbitt Rd. to 
CR 68/Pine Valley Rd. In Georgia from 2004-2008, approximately 54% of fatal crashes occurred due to 
roadway departure. Roadway departure is a focus area for the Georgia Department of Transportation. 
Nationally roadway departure crashes account for 53% of all fatal crashes and approximately 72% of 
those crashes are due to a horizontal curve in the road. Crash data from 2004-2008 was analyzed 
resulting in 6 total crashes with 5 injuries and 1 fatalities.  All 6 crashes were lane departure crashes that 
occurred while negotiating the curve.  
 
Crash Analysis 
 
A crash analysis was performed for SR 122 from west of Corbitt Road to east of Pine Valley Road for a six 
year period from 2005 through 2010.  A total of seven crashes occurred on SR 122 within this segment 
of roadway.  Two of the crashes were the result of angle collisions and one crash was the result of an 
overturned vehicle.  Each of these three crashes resulted in a fatality.  Four crashes did not involve a 
motor vehicle, two of which resulted in injuries.  The crash rate on SR 122 was higher than the statewide 
average for rural major arterials in 2006. The injury rates were higher than the statewide average for 
years 2005 through 2007. No statewide information was available for the year 2010.  Since 2005 there 
have been three fatalities due to angle collisions and overturn vehicles.  See the attached Traffic 
Engineering Study dated May 20, 2010 for discussion of accident history (Attachment 6). 
 

Table 1.  Crash Data – SR 122 from west of Corbitt Rd (ML 8.60) 
To east of Pine Valley Rd (ML 10.40) 

 

Year 

Crashes 

Angle Overturn Struck 

Object 

Total Injury Fatal 

2005  1  1 1 1 

2006   4 4 2  

2007 1   1 1 1 

2008       

2009       

2010 1   1 1 1 

 

Year Actual Rates Major Collector Rural Statewide 

Averages 

Crash 

Rate* 

Injury 

Rate* 

Fatality 

Rate* 

Crash 

Rate* 

Injury 

Rate* 

Fatality 

Rate* 

2005 149 149 149.22 197 111 3.23 

2006 591 296 0.00 203 110 3.56 

2007 148 148 147.77 203 109 3.55 

2008 0 0 0.00 194 100 3.39 

2009 0 0 0.00 191 99 2.72 

2010 169 169 169.12 ** ** ** 

* Rate per 100 million vehicle miles. 
** Data not available 
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Description of the proposed project:  
 
The proposed project begins west of Corbitt Road (ML 8.69) and extends to the east of Pine Valley Road 
(ML 9.59) for a distance of approximately 0.9 miles.  The eastern and western termini of the project are 
determined by the existing horizontal reverse curves which this project proposes to improve.  More 
specifically, the proposed project would realign SR 122 to the north to eliminate the sharp reverse 
curves that currently exist between Corbitt Road and Pine Valley Road.  The proposed geometry would 
provide for flatter, longer horizontal curves which will improve sight distance and driver comfort.  
Corbitt Road would need to be extended to connect with the realigned SR 122.   
 
Federal Oversight:  Full Oversight  Exempt State Funded  Other 
 
MPO:    N/A   MPO - Choose  

MPO Project TIP #       
 
Regional Commission:  N/A   RC – Southern Georgia RC  

RC Project ID #       
 
Congressional District(s):  1   
 
Projected Traffic:  ADT 

Current Year (2012):   1,150   Open Year (2015):   1,200 Design Year (2035):  1,600 
Traffic Projections Performed by:   GDOT Office  
 
Functional Classification (Mainline):  Rural Major Collector  
 
Is this a 3R (Resurfacing, Restoration, & Rehabilitation) Project?  No   Yes 

Is this project on a designated Bike Route, Pedestrian Plan, or Transit Network?   

 None   Bike Route   Pedestrian Plan    Transit Network 

SR 122 (Carswell Ave.) is designated State Bicycle Route 10, on the Georgia Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
Statewide Route Network, Updated July 1998 
 

CONTEXT SENSITIVE SOLUTIONS 
 
Issues of Concern:    
The project corridor is surrounded by wetlands so limiting impacts will be an issue of concern.  A 
community resource, Pine Valley Congressional Methodist Church, is also located adjacent to SR 122 so 
impacts to this important resource must also be avoided or minimized.     
 
Context Sensitive Solutions:  
To set the proposed realignment of SR 122 so as to reduce environmental and community resource 
impacts.  Where practical the typical section should be analyzed to aid in impact reductions using 
reduced shoulder widths, smaller lane widths or steeper tie slopes.   
 

DESIGN AND STRUCTURAL DATA 
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Mainline Design Features:   
Roadway Name/Identification:  SR 122 

Feature Existing Standard* Proposed 

Typical Section    

- Number of Lanes  2 2 2 

- Lane Width(s) 12 ft 11-12 ft 12 ft 

- Median Width & Type Undivided Undivided Undivided 

- Outside Shoulder Width & Type 8 ft (2 ft Paved) 6 ft Overall 8 ft (6.5 ft Paved) 

- Outside Shoulder Slope 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 

- Inside Shoulder Width & Type N/A N/A N/A 

- Sidewalks  N/A N/A N/A 

- Auxiliary Lanes  N/A N/A N/A 

- Bike Lanes N/A Incorporated in 
Paved Shoulder 

Incorporated in 
Paved Shoulder 

Posted Speed 55 MPH  55 MPH 

Design Speed 55 MPH 55 MPH 55 MPH 

Min Horizontal Curve Radius 1400 ft 1060 ft 3700 ft 

Superelevation Rate 5.0% 6.0% Max. 3.3% 

Grade <1% 6.0% Max. 6.0% Max. 

Access Control Permitted Access Permitted Access Permitted Access 

Right-of-Way Width 100 ft 100 ft 100 ft 

Maximum Grade – Crossroad N/A N/A N/A 

Design Vehicle SU SU SU 

*According to current GDOT design policy if applicable 
 
Major Structures:  N/A 
 
Major Interchanges/Intersections:  N/A 
 
Utility Involvements: The following utilities are located on the project corridor: 

o AT&T/Bellsouth 
o Alma Telephone Company 
o Slash Pine REMC 

 
Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure recommended (Utilities)?   YES  NO  
 
SUE Required:     Yes   No 
 
Railroad Involvement: There are no railroads in the vicinity of the project.    
 
Complete Streets - Bicycle, Pedestrian, and/or Transit Warrants:                        

Warrants met:   None          Bicycle         Pedestrian       Transit   

SR 122 (Carswell Ave.) is designated State Bicycle Route 10, on the Georgia Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
Statewide Route Network, Updated July 1998. 
 
Right-of-Way:  
Required Right-of-Way anticipated:    YES   NO   Undetermined 
Easements anticipated:    Temporary  Permanent  Utility  Other 
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Anticipated number of impacted parcels:   3 
Anticipated number of displacements (Total): 0 
 Businesses: 0 
 Residences: 0 
 Other:  0 
 

 
Location and Design approval:   Not Required  Required 
 
Off-site Detours Anticipated:  No   Yes    Undetermined  
 
Transportation Management Plan [TMP] Required:    No   Yes  

If Yes: Project classified as:     Non-Significant  Significant 

TMP Components Anticipated:   TTC   TO   PI 

Design Exceptions to FHWA/AASHTO controlling criteria anticipated: 

FHWA/AASHTO Controlling Criteria YES 
Appvl Date 

(if applicable) NO Undetermined 

1. Design Speed      

2. Lane Width      

3. Shoulder Width      

4. Bridge Width      

5. Horizontal Alignment      

6. Superelevation      

7. Vertical Alignment      

8. Grade      

9. Stopping Sight Distance      

10. Cross Slope      

11. Vertical Clearance      

12. Lateral Offset to Obstruction      

13. Bridge Structural Capacity      

 

Design Variances to GDOT standard criteria anticipated:  

GDOT Standard Criteria 
Reviewing 

Office YES 
Appvl Date 

(if applicable) NO Undetermined 

1.  Access Control  
-  Median Opening Spacing 

DP&S      

2. Median Usage & Width DP&S      

3. Intersection Skew Angle DP&S      

4. Lateral Offset to Obstruction DP&S      

5. Intersection Sight Distance DP&S      

6. Bike & Pedestrian Accommodations DP&S      

7. GDOT Drainage Manual DP&S      

8. Georgia Standard Drawings DP&S      

9. GDOT Bridge & Structural Manual Bridge 
Design 

     

10.  Roundabout Illumination  DP&S      
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11. Rumble Strips DP&S      

12. Safety Edge DP&S      

 
VE Study anticipated:    No   Yes    Completed – Date:    
 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 
 
Anticipated Environmental Document: 
 GEPA:   NEPA:    Categorical Exclusion  EA/FONSI   EIS 
 
Air Quality: 
Is the project located in a PM 2.5 Non-attainment area?   No   Yes 
Is the project located in an Ozone Non-attainment area?   No   Yes 
Is a Carbon Monoxide hotspot analysis required?   No   Yes 

MS4 Compliance – Is the project located in an MS4 area?   No   Yes 

Environmental Permits/Variances/Commitments/Coordination anticipated:     

Permit/ Variance/ Commitment/ 
Coordination Anticipated YES NO Remarks 

1.  U.S. Coast Guard Permit     

2. Forest Service/Corps Land    

3. CWA Section 404 Permit    

4. Tennessee Valley Authority Permit    

5. Buffer Variance   Will be required for nonexempt 
encroachment into the state 
mandated buffer 

6. Coastal Zone Management 
Coordination 

   

7. NPDES    

8. FEMA    

9. Cemetery Permit    

10. Other Permits    

11. Other Commitments    

12. Other Coordination    

 
Is a PAR required?  No   Yes    Completed – Date:  4/11/2013 
PAR report is attached (Attachment 8).  PAR was held 4/11/2013 in Macon and no comments were 
received.   
 
NEPA/GEPA:  Level of documentation would be a Categorical Exclusion.  No significant NEPA issues exist 
on the project corridor other than wetlands (see Ecology below).   
 
Ecology:  A delineation of jurisdictional waters of the U.S. and waters of the State has been conducted.  
The project would require an Individual Section 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and 
Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) prior 
to construction due to proposed wetland impacts.  Buffered state waters were observed in the project 
area and a stream buffer variance would be required from Georgia EPD for nonexempt encroachment 
into the 25-foot state mandated buffers on non-trout streams.  However, the extent of buffered state 
waters should be verified by Georgia EPD.  
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The project corridor contains suitable habitat for hooded pitcher plant (Sarraccenia minor), a state 
Unusual species.  Individual hooded pitcher plants were observed during the jurisdictional waters 
delineation, and upon completion of a protected species survey of the entire project area the plants are 
present.  The preferred alternative does not impact the hooded pitcher plant, so the project would have 
a “no significant adverse effect” to the species. 
 
History:  A Historic Resource Survey report and an Assessment of Effects report/No Historic Properties 
Affected report will be prepared for the preferred alignment.  The Pine Valley Congregational Methodist 
Church is over 50 years of age and is located within the project limits.  However the resource does not 
appear to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.  Several additional resources aged 50 
years old or older are located west of the project corridor but are considered outside of the APE. 
 
Archeology:  A Phase I Archaeological Survey will be conducted for the preferred alignment.  No 
cemeteries or previously identified sites are known to occur within the project’s limits. 
 
Air & Noise:  A Noise Impact Assessment and an Air Screen report will be prepared for the preferred 
alignment. 
 
Public Involvement:  None anticipated at this time.   
 
Major stakeholders:  Major stakeholders in the project would be the traveling public, property owners 
along the project corridor, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (wetland impacts) and Georgia Department of 
Natural Resources (pitcher plants).   
 

CONSTRUCTION 
 
Issues potentially affecting constructability/construction schedule:  At this time there are no issues 
that appear to impact the construction schedule in terms of staging or seasonal limitations.   
 
Early Completion Incentives recommended for consideration:     No   Yes   
 

PROJECT RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
Project Activities: 

Project Activity Party Responsible for Performing Task(s) 

Concept Development Atkins 

Design Atkins 

Right-of-Way Acquisition GDOT  

Utility Relocation Utility Owner 

Letting to Contract GDOT 

Construction Supervision GDOT 

Providing Material Pits Contractor 

Providing Detours Contractor 

Environmental Studies, Documents, & 
Permits 

Atkins 

Environmental Mitigation GDOT  

Construction Inspection & Materials Testing GDOT  

 
Lighting required:     No     Yes 



Project Concept Report – Page 9 P.I. Number:  0010293 
County:  Ware 
 

   

Initial Concept Meeting:  Not Applicable 
 
Concept Meeting:  A Concept Team Meeting was held on January 3, 2013.  There were no major 
concerns and the inspection team raised no objections to the Preferred Alternative. 
 
Other projects in the area:   
M004245 – This project is the resurfacing of SR 122 from the Clinch County line to SR 520/US 82. 
 
Other coordination to date:  Not Applicable.   
 

Project Cost Estimate and Funding Responsibilities:   

 Breakdown 
of PE ROW Utility CST* 

Environment
al Mitigation Total Cost 

By Whom GDOT GDOT GDOT GDOT GDOT  

$ Amount $661 K $957,000 $0 $1.70 M $38,100 $3,350,000 

Date of 
Estimate 

1/25/2011 12/17/2012 12/7/2012 7/19/2013 12/1/2012  

*CST Cost includes: Construction, Engineering and Inspection, and Liquid AC Cost Adjustment. 

 
ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION 
 

Alternative selection:   

Preferred Alternative:  Alternate 1 - Shift S.R. 122 to north of existing alignment 

Estimated Property Impacts:   Estimated Total Cost: $3.4 M 

Estimated ROW Cost: $957,000 Estimated CST Time: 12-18 months 

Rationale:  The preferred alternate shift S.R. 122 to the north to soften the existing reverse curves.  This 
alternate utilizes 3,700 ft radii and 1,300 ft of tangent distance between curves to improve the horizontal 
geometry of S.R. 122.  The existing curves on S.R. 22 are 1,400 ft radius with approximately 1,100 ft of 
tangent distance.  This alternate impacts approximately 3.6 acres of wetlands but does not impact Pine 
Valley Congressional Methodist Church, a community resource.  The right-of-way required does not impact 
any structures or residences.  The project length is approximately 0.9 miles.   

 

No-Build Alternative:  S.R. 122 to remain  

Estimated Property Impacts: None  Estimated Total Cost: $0 

Estimated ROW Cost: $0 Estimated CST Time: N/A 

Rationale:  This alternate does not improve the horizontal geometry of S.R. 122 to reduce crash frequency 
and severity.     

 

Alternative 2:  Shift S.R. 122 to south of existing alignment 

Estimated Property Impacts:   Estimated Total Cost: $4.0 M 

Estimated ROW Cost: $1,819,000 Estimated CST Time: 12-18 months 

Rationale:  This alternate shifts S.R. 122 to the south of the existing alignment to soften the existing reverse 
curves.  This alternative utilizes 2,800 ft radii with 240 ft of tangent distance between curves.  This is the 
minimum required to transition superelevation between the curves.  This alternate impacts approximately 
2.4 acres of wetlands.  This alternate requires the displacement of the Pine Valley Congressional Methodist 
Church.  While this alternate reduces wetland impacts it requires the acquisition of a community resource.  
The horizontal alignment correction to S.R. 122 is also less desirable than the preferred alternate.  The 
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CES_7-19-2013.txt
                                                        STATE HIGHWAY AGENCY
DATE  : 07/19/2013
PAGE  : 1

                                                        JOB ESTIMATE REPORT
====================================================================================================================================

  JOB NUMBER : 0010293                 SPEC YEAR: 01
  DESCRIPTION: SR 122 FM CR 39/CORBITT RD TO CR 68/PINE VALLEY RD

                                                    COST GROUPS FOR JOB 0010293

  COST GROUP  DESCRIPTION                                                      QUANTITY          PRICE        AMOUNT  ACTIVE?
  -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  MISC        MISCELLANEOUS (LS)                                                  1.000    50000.00000        50000.00  Y
  DRNGLF      DRAINAGE (LF)                                                    3029.250       30.03649        90988.04  Y
  EROC        EROSION CONTROL (SY)                                            22719.377        3.88899        88355.43  Y
  PVMKPCTO    PAVEMENT MARKING (PERCENT OF JOB)                                2698.158       15.00000        40472.38  Y
  -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ACTIVE COST GROUP TOTAL                                                                                    269815.85
  INFLATED COST GROUP TOTAL                                                                                  269815.85

                                                       ITEMS FOR JOB 0010293

  LINE  ITEM           ALT   UNITS   DESCRIPTION                                             QUANTITY          PRICE        AMOUNT
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  0004  153-1100             EA      FIELD ENGINEERS OFFICE TP 1                                1.000       30000.00        30000.00
  0005  150-1000             LS      TRAFFIC CONTROL - PI 0010293                               1.000       49400.00        49400.00
  0010  210-0100             LS      GRADING COMPLETE - PI 0010293                              1.000      100000.00       100000.00
  0015  310-1101             TN      GR AGGR BASE CRS, INCL MATL                            11400.000          19.19       218804.99
  0020  402-3121             TN      RECYL AC 25MM SP,GP1/2,BM&HL                            5800.000          65.67       380907.00
  0025  402-3130             TN      RECYL AC 12.5MM SP,GP2,BM&HL                            2100.000          80.12       168271.38
  0030  402-3190             TN      RECYL  AC 19 MM SP,GP 1 OR 2 ,INC BM&HL                 2700.000          78.11       210897.22

  0035  413-1000             GL      BITUM TACK COAT                                         2500.000           3.15         7883.80
  0040  456-2015             GLM     INDENT. RUMB. STRIPS - GRND-IN-PL                          2.000        1855.01         3710.03
                                     (SKIP)
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                              1169874.41
  INFLATED ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                     1169874.41

  TOTALS FOR JOB 0010293
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ESTIMATED COST:                                                                                                         1439690.27
  CONTINGENCY PERCENT (  0.0 ):                                                                                                 0.00
  ESTIMATED TOTAL:                                                                                                        1439690.27
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Page 1



0010293 - SR 122 Project Cost Summary

Construction Cost (CES) $1,439,690.27

Engineering & Inspection (5%) $71,984.51

Fuel & Asphalt Adjustment $185,581.20

Total Construction Cost $1,697,255.98

P.E. $661,000.00

Environmental Mitigation $38,100.00

Right-of-Way $957,000.00

Reimbursable Utilities $0.00

Total Project Cost $3,353,355.98
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PROJ. NO. CALL NO.

P.I. NO. 

DATE

INDEX (TYPE) DATE INDEX Link to Fuel and AC Index:

REG. UNLEADED Jul-13 3.352$        

DIESEL 3.772$        

LIQUID AC 572.00$      

LIQUID AC  ADJUSTMENTS

PA=[((APM-APL)/APL)]xTMTxAPL

Asphalt

Price Adjustment (PA) 181896 181,896.00$                 

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% 915.20$              

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 572.00$              

Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 530

ASPHALT Tons %AC  AC ton

Leveling 5.0% 0

12.5 OGFC 5.0% 0

12.5 mm 2100 5.0% 105

9.5 mm SP 5.0% 0

25 mm SP 5800 5.0% 290

19 mm SP 2700 5.0% 135

10600 530

BITUMINOUS TACK COAT

Price Adjustment (PA) 3,685.20$          3,685.20$                      

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% 915.20$              

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 572.00$              

Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 10.7377523

Bitum Tack

0010293

0010293

7/18/2013

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

Bitum Tack

Gals gals/ton tons

2500 232.8234 10.7377523

BITUMINOUS TACK COAT (surface treatment)

Price Adjustment (PA) 0 -$                                

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% 915.20$              

Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 572.00$              

Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 0

Bitum Tack SY Gals/SY Gals gals/ton tons

Single Surf. Trmt. 0.20 0 232.8234 0

Double Surf.Trmt. 0.44 0 232.8234 0

Triple Surf. Trmt 0.71 0 232.8234 0

0

TOTAL LIQUID AC ADJUSTMENT 185,581.20$                 
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• 

GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
PRELIMINARY ROW COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY 

Date: 12/17/2012 

Revised: 

Project: 0010293 

County: Murray 

PI: 0010293 Alt 1 

Description: 39 Corbitt to Valley Road 

Project Termini: 39 Corbitt to Valley Road 

Parcels: 3 

Existing ROW: Varies 

Required ROW: Varies 

Land and Improvements $878,625.00 
-----========---

Proximity Damage $0.00 

Consequential Damage $0.00 

Cost to Cures $0.00 

Trade Fixtures $0.00 

Improvements $l90,000.00 

Valuation Services $4,000.00 -------

Legal Services $39,525.00 
-------

Relocation $6,000.00 
-------

Demolition $0.00 
-------

Administrative $28,500.00 
-------

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $956,650.00 
-------

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS (ROUNDED) $957,000.00 
-------

Preparation Credits Hours Signature 

Prepared By: 

Approved By: 

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



Attachment 3d 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Utilities 

 

 

 

 

 



DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

STATE OF GEORGIA 

 
INTERDEPARTMENT  CORRESPONDENCE 

 

 

 

FILE          None                                                                                                          OFFICE   District 5, Jesup  

 P.I. #               0010293                                                                                                                     DATE   December 07, 2012   

                                                             

FROM   Stephen Thomas, District Utilities Engineer 

 

TO               Charity Belford, Project Manager  

                      

 

SUBJECT     PRELIMINARY UTILITY COST (ESTIMATE)  

 

      As requested by your office, we are furnishing you with a Preliminary Utility Cost  

      estimate of each utility with facilities potentially located within the above project limits .       

                                             

Facility Owner Non-Reimbursable Reimbursable Comments 

AT&T/ Bellsouth   $64,480 $0.00  

Alma Telephone Company   $64,480 $0.00  

Slash Pine REMC   $198,000  $0.00  

    

    

    

    

    

               Totals $326,960 $0.00  

Total Reimbursement  $0.00  

  

 

CC: Angie Robinson, Office of Financial Management;  

       Terry Brigman, Assistant State Utilities Engineer 

       District Office File  

       Utilities Office File    



Attachment 3e 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Environmental Mitigation 

 

 

 

 

 



 
Practical Alternative Review Report December 2012 
P.I. No. 0010293  
Ware County, Georgia Page 1 of 2 

 

 

Table 1. Alternatives Analysis – Realignment of SR 122/Carswell Ave from CR 39/Corbitt Rd to CR 68/Pine Valley Road; P.I. No. 0010293; Ware 

County, Georgia 

Factor 
Alternative 1 

(Preferred 
Alternative) 

Alternative 2 Alternative 3 
Alternative 4 (No 

Build) 
Information 

Source 

Length (miles) 0.89 0.75 0.77 N/A 

Draft 2012 
Concept Report Typical Sections 

Two 12-foot lanes, 
undivided, with 8-

foot shoulder width 
(6.5-foot paved) 

Two 12-foot lanes, 
undivided, with 8-

foot shoulder width 
(6.5-foot paved) 

Two 12-foot lanes, 
undivided, with 8-

foot shoulder width 
(6.5-foot paved) 

Two 12-foot lanes, 
undivided, with 8-

foot shoulder width 
(2-foot paved) 

Displacements 

Residential 0 0 0 0 

Draft 2012 
Concept Report 

Commercial 0 0 0 0 

Institutional 0 1 0 0 

Historic 0 0 0 0 

Total 0 1 0 0 

Other Impacts 

Historic Resource 
Impacts 

0 0 0 0 
Draft 2012 

Concept Report 

Archeological Impacts Low risk Low risk Low risk N/A 
Desktop Review of 

NARHGIS 

Wetlands 

Impacts 3.57 acres 2.31 acres 2.88 acres 0 

Draft 2012 Ecology 
Resource Survey 

and Assessment of 
Effects Report 

No. of 
Impacts 

9 13 13 0 

Estimated 
Mitigation 

Credits 
25.4 16.4 20.4 0 

Non-Exempt Stream 
Buffer Disturbance 

0 4,092 square feet 0 0 
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Table 1. Alternatives Analysis – Realignment of SR 122/Carswell Ave from CR 39/Corbitt Rd to CR 68/Pine Valley Road; P.I. No. 0010293; Ware 
County, Georgia 
 

Factor 
Alternative 1 

(Preferred 
Alternative) 

Alternative 2 Alternative 3 
Alternative 4 (No 

Build) 
Information 

Source 

Streams 

Impacts 0 126 linear feet 0 0 

Draft 2012 Ecology 
Resource Survey 

and Assessment of 
Effects Report 

 

No. of 
Impacts 

0 1 0 0 

Estimated 
Mitigation 

Credits 
0 554.4 0 0 

Protected Species 
Present 

No No Yes N/A 

Cost Estimates 

Construction $1,748,598.27 $1,550,817.91 $1,501,035.27 0 
Draft 2012 

Concept Report 

Mitigation 

Wetland $38,100 $24,600 $30,600 0 Draft 2012 Ecology 
Resource Survey 

and Assessment of 
Effects Report 

Stream 0 $11,340 0 0 

Total $38,100 $35,940 $30,600 0 

Right-of-Way 
To be provided by 

GDOT 
To be provided by 

GDOT 
To be provided by 

GDOT 
0 

Draft 2012 
Concept Report 

Total * * * 0 N/A 

 

*Awaiting right-of-way cost from GDOT to calculate total cost estimate 
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QUERY SUMMARY

For Year(s): 2005 thru 2010

Year County Route Type Route Number

Beginning 

Milelog Ending Milelog No. Accidents No. Injuries No. Fatalities

2005 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 1 1 1

1 1 1

2006 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 4 2 0

4 2 0

2007 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 1 1 1

1 1 1

2008 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 0 0 0

0 0 0

2009 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 0 0 0

0 0 0

2010 Ware State Route 012200 8.60 10.40 1 1 1

1 1 1

7 5 3All Year(s)Total

2006 SubTotal

2005 SubTotal

2010 SubTotal

2007 SubTotal

2008 SubTotal

2009 SubTotal



ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION for year(s) 2005 thru 2010

Accident Data Information System 

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2005

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles

2005 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 1,020 1.80 1,836

Total Vehicle Miles: 1836 Total Accidents: 1 Accident Rate: 149 Statewide Accident Rate: 197

Average AADT: 1020 Total Injuries: 1 Injury Rate: 149 Statewide Injury Rate: 111

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 1 Fatality Rate: 149.22 Statewide Fatality Rate: 3.23

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles. 

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2006

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles

2006 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 1,030 1.80 1,854

Total Vehicle Miles: 1854 Total Accidents: 4 Accident Rate: 591 Statewide Accident Rate: 203

Average AADT: 1030 Total Injuries: 2 Injury Rate: 296 Statewide Injury Rate: 110

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 0 Fatality Rate: 0.00 Statewide Fatality Rate: 3.56

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles. 

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2007

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles

2007 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 1,030 1.80 1,854

Total Vehicle Miles: 1854 Total Accidents: 1 Accident Rate: 148 Statewide Accident Rate: 203

Average AADT: 1030 Total Injuries: 1 Injury Rate: 148 Statewide Injury Rate: 109

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 1 Fatality Rate: 147.77 Statewide Fatality Rate: 3.55

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 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 980 1.80 1,764

Total Vehicle Miles: 1764 Total Accidents: 0 Accident Rate: 0 Statewide Accident Rate: 194

Average AADT: 980 Total Injuries: 0 Injury Rate: 0 Statewide Injury Rate: 100

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 0 Fatality Rate: 0.00 Statewide Fatality Rate: 3.39Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 0 Fatality Rate: 0.00 Statewide Fatality Rate: 3.39

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 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 910 1.80 1,638

Total Vehicle Miles: 1638 Total Accidents: 0 Accident Rate: 0 Statewide Accident Rate: 191

Average AADT: 910 Total Injuries: 0 Injury Rate: 0 Statewide Injury Rate: 99

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 0 Fatality Rate: 0.00 Statewide Fatality Rate: 2.72

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles. 

ACCIDENT RATE CALCULATION 2010

Year County Rt Type Route Num Low Milelog High Milelog ADT Distance Vehicle Miles

2010 Ware 1 012200 8.60 10.40 900 1.80 1,620

Total Vehicle Miles: 1620 Total Accidents: 1 Accident Rate: 169 Statewide Accident Rate: N/A

Average AADT: 900 Total Injuries: 1 Injury Rate: 169 Statewide Injury Rate: N/A

Length In Miles: 1.80 Total Fatalities: 1 Fatality Rate: 169.12 Statewide Fatality Rate: N/A

NOTE: Rates are per 100 Million Vehicle Miles. 
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Department of Transportation 
State of Georgia 

__________________________________________
_____________  

 
INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE 

 
 

FILE              Ware County              OFFICE Planning 
                 P.I. # 0010293 
                                                                                                               DATE    May 7, 2012 
 
FROM           Cindy L. Van Dyke, State Transportation Planning Administrator 
 
TO                 Bobby K. Hilliard, P.E., State Program Delivery Engineer 
                    Attention: Charity Belford 
                  
SUBJECT  Design Traffic for SR 122 FROM CR 39/CORBITT ROAD TO CR 68/PINE 

VALLEY ROAD. 
 

The Design Traffic for the above project are attached in 0010293.pdf & 
0010293.dgn.   

 
 If you have any questions concerning this information please contact  
 Abby Ebodaghe at (404) 631-1923. 
 
 
 
 
 
CLV/AFE 
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Traffic Engineering Study dated 

May 20, 2010 
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Meeting Minutes 
 

SR 122 from CR 39/Corbitt Rd to CR 68/Pine Valley Rd 

Ware County 

P.I. No. 0010293 

 
 

Date:  January 3, 2013 
 
Location/Time: Waycross Area Office / 10:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. 
 
Attendees: Charity Belford  GDOT – Program Delivery 
   Aghdas Ghazi  GDOT – Program Delivery 
   Christy Lovett  GDOT – Engineering Services 
   John Royal   GDOT – Utilities 
   Cynthia Phillips  GDOT – Traffic Operations 

Maggie Yoder GDOT – District Planning and 
Programming 

   Brad Saxon   GDOT – District Pre-Construction Engr. 
Cory Knox GDOT – Assistant District Construction 

Engineer  
   Jack Walker   GDOT – Waycross Area Engineer 

Jimmy Brown Ware County Board of Commissioners 
(Chairman) 

   Victor Aldridge  Ware County Board of Commissioners 
   Paul Smith   Ware County 
   Cory Hull   Southern Georgia Regional Commission 
   Mike Moseley   Atkins 
   Jason Kunkle  Atkins 
   Wendy Dyson  Atkins 
 
Minutes By: Mike Moseley  
 
The following items were discussed at the meeting:   

1. Charity Belford, the GDOT Project Manager, started the meeting with 
introductions and an overview of the project.  She also notified all of the 
meeting participants that Aghdas Ghazi would be taking over as Project 
Manager.  Charity will remain involved but the project is officially being 
transferred to Ms. Ghazi as the PM.   
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2. Ms. Belford then turned the meeting over to Mike Moseley with Atkins, the 
consultant project manager.   

3. To begin the meeting Mike Moseley opened the roll plots of the concept 
alternatives.  Each of the alternatives was discussed and the reasoning for 
the preferred alternative was presented.  To summarize Alternative 1 is the 
preferred alternative due to its geometry, constructability and lack of impact to 
the Pine Valley Congressional Methodist Church.  Alternative 2 would require 
the displacement of the church and its geometry is less desirable.  Alternative 
3 would require the closure of SR 122 for some portion of time to construct 
and would relocate SR 122 closer to the church building negatively impacting 
a community resource.  There were no comments on the concept 
alternatives.   

4. The meeting then moved onto the agenda items per the PDP: 

a. Project Justification – The project justification statement as 
prepared by the GDOT Office of Traffic Operations states the 
purpose of the project is to “reduce crash frequency and severity” 
along the proposed project corridor.  There were two comments on 
the project justification statement.  The comments suggested 
rewording two portions of the crash analysis section.    

b. Logical Termini – The logical termini is tied to the limits of the 
proposed geometric improvements.  There were no comments on 
the logical termini.   

c. Planning Concept/STIP project definition – The proposed project is 
in conformance. 

d. Project Background – Crash frequency and severity. 

e. Location of Environmental Resources 

i. Wetlands, open waters, streams and buffers – The project is 
surrounded by wetlands and two buffered streams begin 
south of SR 122. 

ii. Park lands – There are no park lands. 

iii. Historic properties, potential archaeological sites – The Pine 
Valley Congressional Methodist Church does not appear to 
be an eligible resource.  The project corridor does not 
appear to have a high probability for archaeological 
resources but the archaeology survey cannot begin until the 
PAR is complete. 

iv. Cemeteries – There are no cemeteries in the project limits.  

v. Location of potential hazardous waste sites – None have 
been observed. 

vi. Underground storage tank sites – None have been 
observed.  

vii. Threatened and endangered species – The Hooded Pitcher 
Plant has been found within the project survey area, which is 
a State Unusual Species.  The preferred alternative does not 
impact the survey population of Hooded Pitcher Plant. 
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f. Public Involvement – Public involvement would not be required 
unless Alternate 3 is chosen and a detour is required.   

g. Alternates considered – See initial discussion of alternatives.   

h. Design Criteria Proposed – SR 122 is designed to meet the current 
speed posting of 55 mph.  The criterion for the County Roads is 25 
mph.   

i. Horizontal and Vertical criteria – Meet AASHTO for 55 mph on SR 
122 and 25 mph on County Roads. 

j. Typical Section – The discussion surrounding the typical sections 
was to remove the labeling of the bike lane.  The suggestion was to 
keep the provision for the bike lane but not label as such.  The 
proposed construction plans would also not mark the bike lane as 
well.  The new Complete Streets Policy was discussed and it was 
noted that the previously completed Traffic Engineering Report 
discussed that no pedestrians were observed on the corridor.   

k. VE Study – Not applicable. 

l. Access Control – By permit, existing driveways would be replaced 
in the same location.   

m. Practical Alternative Report – Due to the wetlands located in the 
project corridor a PAR is required.  The PAR has been prepared 
and GDOT Ecology has requested an Ecology Survey Report prior 
to review of the report.  The preparation of this report is currently 
underway. 

n. Type of Environmental Document anticipated – Categorical 
Exclusion and a Corps of Engineers Individual Permit due to 
wetland impacts.   

o. Environmental permits/studies required – Section 404/Corps of 
Engineers Individual Permit, NPDES Permit are required and a 
stream buffer variance may be required depending on the chosen 
alternative. 

p. Project Framework Agreement – Not applicable. 

q. Right of Way – There are 3 parcels for the preferred alternative and 
the only displacement is in alternative 2.  The Ware County 
Commission asked about the abandoned R/W in the Preferred 
Alternative 1.  One property owner is in the process of planting 
blueberry plants and wanted to know if some of the abandoned 
R/W could be acquired by the landowner impacted by the re-
alignment of SR 122.  The GDOT District informed the County 
Commission that the surplus R/W is generally publicly advertised 
and sold to the highest bidder.   

i. Estimated R/W costs: 

1. Preferred Alternative 1 - $957,000 (3 parcels) 

2. Alternative 2 - $1,819,000 (5 parcels) 

3. Alternative 3 - $461,000 (6 parcels) 
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ii. GDOT is responsible for purchase of R/W 

r. Accident history – The request was made to include 2010 crash 
date in the concept report. 

s. Potential soil conditions – Sandy/wet soil and a soil survey will be 
required.  The PM is going to start the process of requesting the 
soil survey. 

t. Construction limits – The R/W limits for each alternative were 
based on the conceptual construction limits. 

u. Maintenance of Traffic – Staged construction would be required on 
each alternative.  Alternative 3 would require the temporary closure 
of SR 122 to construct.   

v. Maintenance problems existing along project – None. 

w. Preliminary capacity analysis for the “Build Alternative” and “No-
Build Alternatives” – Not applicable, no added capacity.   

x. Potential improvements recommended for intersections along 
project – Not applicable. 

y. Constructability of proposed project – The preferred alternative 1 
and alternative 2 can be staged constructed with minor disruption to 
the traveling public.  As noted earlier Alternative 3 would require 
temporary closure of SR 122 and there is no feasible detour route. 

z. Work zone safety and mobility requirements – Standard safety 
procedures will be utilized. 

aa. Preliminary construction cost estimate (including R/W, Utilities, 
Construction cost and Environmental Mitigation) 

i. Preferred Alternative 1 - $3.3 M 

ii. Alternative 2 - $4.0 M 

iii. Alternative 3 - $2.6 M 

bb. Project assignments – Concept report is accurate. 

cc. Project schedule – Environmental approval in September 2013. 
R/W authorization in January 2014. 

dd. Utility –  

i. AT&T/Bellsouth – underground fiber/telephone 

ii. Alma Telephone Company – overhead on power poles 

iii. Slash Pine EMC – 22 poles would require replacement 
based on preferred alternative 1.  

ee. Proximity and probable impacts to railroad and railroad R/W – Not 
applicable. 

ff. Proximity and probable impacts to airports and/or flight paths – Not 
applicable. 
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gg. Public Interest Determination findings and the recommended Utility 
Risk Management Plan – A Public Interest Determination Policy 
and Utility Risk Management Plan are not required.   

 

Action Items:  

1. Request 2010 accident data (Charity Belford) – Completed 1/4/2013 

2. Request soil survey for Preferred Alternative 1 (Charity Belford) 

3. Place pdf of Concept Alternatives on GDOT ftp site for Aghdas Ghazi (Mike 
Moseley) – Completed 1/4/2013 

 

Attachments: Initial Concept Team Meeting Agenda, Sign-in sheet  

 



 
 
S.R. 122 from C.R. 39/Corbitt Road to C.R. 68/Pine Valley Road 
P.I. Number:  0010293 
Ware County 
 
Initial Concept Team Meeting Agenda based on PDP: 

 Introductions 
 Project Justification 
 Logical Termini 
 Planning Concept/Conforming plan’s project description and network schematic 

showing through lanes /STIP project definition. 
 Project background 
 Location of Environmental resources: 

o Wetlands, open waters, streams and buffers 
o Park Lands 
o Historic properties, potential archaeological sites 
o Streams and their buffers and open waters 
o Cemeteries 
o Location of potential hazardous waste sites 
o Underground storage tank sites 
o Threatened and endangered species 

 Public involvement 
 Alternatives considered and rejected to date sufficient for inclusion into the 

environmental document 
 Design criteria proposed 
 Horizontal and vertical alignments criteria 
 Typical sections 
 VE study results or recommendations 
 Access control 
 Practical Alternative Report (PAR) 
 Type of environmental document anticipated 
 Environmental permits/studies required 
 Project Framework Agreement 
 Right of Way requirements/estimate including easements: 

o Potential Number of parcels 
o Number of Relocatees 
o Estimated R/W cost 
o Who is responsible for purchase of R/W? 

 Accident history 
 Potential soil conditions 
 Construction limits 
 Maintenance of Traffic (detour, closed or constructed under traffic) 
 Maintenance problems existing along project 



 
 Preliminary capacity analysis for the “Build Alternative” and “No-Build 

Alternatives”. 
 Potential improvements recommended for intersections along project 
 Constructability of proposed project 
 Work zone safety and mobility requirements 
 Preliminary construction cost estimate 
 Project assignments 
 Project schedule 
 Utility 

o Name/size/location 
o Utility cost estimate 
o Need for Overhead/SUE investigation 

 Proximity and probably impacts to railroad and railroad R/W. 
 Proximity and probable impacts to airports and/or flight paths.  
 Public Interest Determination findings and the recommended Utility Risk 

Management Plan (if applicable) 
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Practical Alternatives Report 

 

 






















































