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PROJECT LOCATION

P.l. Number: 0010323

PROJECT LOCATION MAP
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PLANNING & BACKGROUND DATA

Project Justification Statement:

The Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue Intersection Improvements project in the City of Atlanta, Dekalb &
Fulton Counties, Georgia is included in the Livable Centers Initiative (LCl) Pre-Qualified List of Transportation
Projects which encourages local jurisdictions to plan and implement strategies that link transportation
improvements with land use development strategies to create sustainable, livable communities consistent with
regional development policies.

In March of 2008, the City of Atlanta Bureau of Planning developed the South Moreland Avenue Livable Centers
Initiative Program (LCI) Study. Among the list of the plan’s priorities was improving the efficiency and safety of
multi-modal facilities, and promoting a pedestrian friendly urban environment for the South Moreland Avenue
Corridor. The proposed Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue Intersection Improvement ,(Pl1 0010323) located in
the City of Atlanta; DeKalb & Fulton Counties ,was included among the pre-qualified list of transportation
improvements recommended by the plan to meet these priorities. The proposed improvements were also later
adopted into the 2008 Connect Atlanta Plan Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP).

The study specifically identifies the need to reduce the number of occurrences of motor vehicle accidents at
Glenwood and Moreland Avenue. The current configuration of the intersection at Glenwood and Moreland is
offset by approximately seventy feet between its east and west movements. Vehicles currently have to make two
consecutive turn movements in order to cross Moreland Avenue from Glenwood Avenue. In 2007, this intersection
experienced 139 accidents with 41 injuries — a large percentage of the accidents were angle accidents.

Other recommended improvements within the corridor included multimodal mobility/efficiency, visual aesthetics
and improved traffic signal operations. The current Glenwood and Moreland Avenue intersection is near several
residential communities, as well as retail establishments and restaurants. Neighborhoods along Moreland Avenue
are well connected by local streets and have a small block pattern with neighborhood retail stores and a
pedestrian oriented street atmosphere. As a result of the project’s location and surrounding land uses, the South
Moreland Avenue LCI Study noted that Moreland Avenue would benefit from a series of pedestrian crossings
(signalized and unsignalized) throughout the Corridor to create safer and more regular pedestrian crossings and
where feasible landscaped islands that prompt traffic calming and pedestrian refuge.

Therefore, in support of the plan’s recommendations, the existing intersection at Moreland and Glenwood Avenue
will be realigned to reduce crash frequency and severity. Additional supportive improvements will include traffic
signal upgrades, and the provision of sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, and streetscapes. In addition, shared use
lanes will be provided along Glenwood Road from west of Moreland Ave (Fulton County) to the East Atlanta
Village area, east of Moreland Ave. (DeKalb County). The shared use lanes will tie into existing bicycle lanes that
currently terminate east of Moreland Ave. The shared use lanes are proposed because of right of way restrictions
and existing lane widths.
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Description of the proposed project: SR 260/Glenwood Avenue will be realigned to the south in order
to eliminate the approximate seventy foot offset that currently exists as it crosses US 23/SR
42/Moreland Avenue and will accommodate a twelve foot shared use lane for bicycle connectivity.
Glenwood Avenue will also be restriped to accommodate a 10 foot left turn lane on the eastern
(westbound movement) leg of the intersection and will maintain the existing 30 mph design speed. The
approximate length of the realignment is 750 feet. This intersection is located within the City of Atlanta
and Dekalb and Fulton Counties.

Federal Oversight: X] Full Oversight [ ] Exempt [ ]state Funded [ ] other

MPO: [ IN/A X] MPO - Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC)
MPO Project TIP # AT-241

Regional Commission: [ | N/A [X] RC — Atlanta Regional Commission
RC Project ID # AT-241

Congressional District(s): 5
Projected Traffic: ADT

SR 260/Glenwood Avenue
Current Year (2012): 6,400 Open Year (2016): 6,600 Design Year (2036): 8,900

US 23/SR 42/Moreland Avenue
Current Year (2012): 24,700 Open Year (2016): 25,900 Design Year (2036): 34,500

Functional Classification (Mainline):
Urban Minor Arterial Street — SR 260/Glenwood Ave. (Dekalb); SR 42/Moreland Ave.
Urban Collector Street — Glenwood Ave. (Fulton)

Is this project on a designated bike route? [ ]No X] YES
Local Route — City of Atlanta

Is this project located on a pedestrian plan? [ ]No X] YES
Is this project located on or part of a transit network? |:| No |Z| YES

CONTEXT SENSITIVE SOLUTIONS

Issues of Concern: Issues of concern are pedestrian safety/connectivity and bicycle connectivity
along SR 260/ Glenwood Ave. west of SR 42 to east towards the East Atlanta Village neighborhood
where bicycle lanes resume.

Context Sensitive Solutions: This project will include pedestrian and roadway lighting, street
landscaping (rows of trees), street furnishings and twelve foot shared use lanes for bicycle
connectivity.



Project Concept Report — Page 5
Counties: Dekalb/Fulton

DESIGN AND STRUCTURAL DATA

Design Features
Roadway Name/Identification:

SR 260/Glenwood Ave.

P.l. Number: 0010323

Feature Existing Standard* Proposed
Typical Section
- Number of Lanes 3 (west leg), 2 (east leg) N/A 3 (both
directions)

- Lane Width(s) 2-11 ft lanes w/10 ft 10-12 ft 2-12 ft lanes

turn lane (west leg); w/10 ft turn
lane (both

One 12 ft lane - directions)
westbound and one 20
ft lane - eastbound
(east leg)

- Median Width & Type N/A N/A N/A

- Outside Shoulder Width | Urban shoulder Urban Urban Shoulder

& Type Shoulder, 10 ft and 14.5 ft

10-16ft

- Outside Shoulder Slope 2% 2% (max) 2% (max)

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

Type

- Sidewalks 5’ 5’ 6’ and 10’

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

- Bike Lanes none none none

Posted Speed 30 mph 30 mph

Design Speed 30 mph 30 mph

Min Horizontal Curve N/A 250 ft 250 ft

Radius

Superelevation Rate 4% max 4% max 4% max

Grade 7% max 7% max 7% max

Access Control By permit By permit By permit

Right-of-Way Width 60’ min 60’ min

Maximum Grade - 7% max 7% max 7% max

Crossroad

Design Vehicle BUS-40 BUS-40
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Major Structures: N/A
Major Interchanges/Intersections: N/A

Utility Involvements:

City of Atlanta Water & Sewer
Georgia Power Power

AT&T Telephone
Atlanta Gas & Light Gas

Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure recommended (Utilities)? |:| YES |X| NO
SUE Required: [ ]Yes X No
Railroad Involvement: None

Complete Streets - Bicycle, Pedestrian, and/or Transit Warrants:
Warrants met: [_] None X Bicycle X] Pedestrian X Transit

The Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue Intersection Improvements project is a result of the “South
Moreland Avenue Livable Centers Initiative Program (LCI) Study” sponsored by the City of Atlanta and
adopted into the the 2008 Connect Atlanta Plan Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP). These planning
documents summarize proposed recommendations that are included in this project which meets
warrants for Complete Streets — some of which are listed below:

e Urbanized area with pedestrian travel generators located along project
o Need identified in City of Atlanta adopted planning study (South Moreland Avenue Livable
Centers Initiative Program (LCl) Study)

e Provides connectivity to existing bicycle path
e MARTA bus route is located along US 23/SR 42/Moreland Avenue

Right-of-Way:
Required Right-of-Way anticipated: |E YES |:| NO |:| Undetermined
Easements anticipated: |:| Temporary |E Permanent |:| Utility |:| Other

(check all easement types that apply)

Anticipated number of impacted parcels:
Anticipated number of displacements (Total):
Businesses:
Residences:
Other:

oo r rFr oo

Location and Design approval: |:| Not Required |X| Required
Off-site Detours Anticipated: [X] No [ ]Yes [ ] Undetermined

Transportation Management Plan [TMP] Required: [ ]No X Yes
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If Yes: Project classified as: X] Non-Significant [ ] significant

TMP Components Anticipated: & TTC |:| TO |:| P

Design Exceptions to FHWA/AASHTO controlling criteria anticipated:

Appvl Date
FHWA/AASHTO Controlling Criteria YES (if applicable) NO Undetermined
1. Design Speed [] X []
2. Lane Width [] X []
3. Shoulder Width [ ] X [ ]
4. Bridge Width [ ] P} [ ]
5. Horizontal Alignment [ ] X [ ]
6. Superelevation [ ] X [ ]
7. Vertical Alighment [] X [ ]
8. Grade [] X []
9. Stopping Sight Distance [] X []
10. Cross Slope [] X []
11. Vertical Clearance [ ] X [ ]
12. Lateral Offset to Obstruction [ ] P} [ ]
Design Variances to GDOT standard criteria anticipated:
Reviewing Appvl Date
GDOT Standard Criteria Office YES | (if applicable) | NO [Undetermined
1. Access Control DP&S [] X []
- Median Opening Spacing
2. Median Usage & Width DP&S [ ] X [ ]
3. Intersection Skew Angle DP&S [ ] P} [ ]
4. Lateral Offset to Obstruction DP&S [ ] P} [ ]
5. Intersection Sight Distance DP&S : X :
6. Bike & Pedestrian Accommodations DP&S : X :
7. GDOT Drainage Manual DP&S [] X []
8. Georgia Standard Drawings DP&S [] X []
9. GDOT Bridge & Structural Manual Bridge [] X []
Design
10. Roundabout lllumination DP&S [ ] X} [ ]
11. Rumble Strips DP&S [ ] X [ ]
12. Safety Edge DP&S [ ] P} [ ]
VE Study anticipated: [X] No [ ]vYes [ ] completed — Date:
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
Anticipated Environmental Document:
GEPA: [ ] NEPA: [X] Categorical Exclusion [ ] EA/FONSI [ ]EIs

Air Quality:
Is the project located in a PM 2.5 Non-attainment area? [ ]No X Yes
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Is the project located in an Ozone Non-attainment area? [ INo X Yes

This project is exempt from the conforming plan. The project’s type is “Roadway/Operations &
Safety”, which is exempt under “40 CFR 93.126 - Exempt projects.”

This project is in the The FY 2012-2017 Transportation Improvement Program. The FY 2012-2017 TIP is
the $7.6 billion TIP for the Atlanta region under the PLAN 2040 Regional Transportation Plan. Adoption
by the ARC Board of the FY 2012-2017 TIP occurred on July 27, 2011 with GRTA Board approval on
August 18th, 2011. ARC received a conformity determination from the US DOT on September 6th, 2011.

MS4 Compliance - Is the project located in an MS4 area? [ ]No X Yes

Environmental Permits/Variances/Commitments/Coordination anticipated:
Permit/ Variance/ Commitment/
Coordination Anticipated YES

U.S. Coast Guard Permit [ ]
Forest Service/Corps Land

CWA Section 404 Permit
Tennessee Valley Authority Permit
Buffer Variance

Coastal Zone Management
Coordination

7. NPDES

8. FEMA

9. Cemetery Permit

10. Other Permits

11. Other Commitments

12. Other Coordination

Remarks

O WIN I

XIS &

OO CeE

DXL

Is a PAR required? X No [ ]ves [ ] completed — Date:

NEPA/GEPA:
Early Coordination letters were mailed on April 23, 2012. There are no known NEPA/GEPA issues
present on this project.

Ecology:
An environmental survey of this project has been performed:

Natural Resources

The project is located in the Upper Ocmulgee River basin (Hydrologic Unit Code 03070103). The
Upper Ocmulgee River basin has been designated as a priority watershed by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). This project occurs in an urban area of the Piedmont
Physiographic Region of Georgia. No invasive plant species were identified within the project area.

Threatened and Endangered Species

No threatened or endangered species listed by the USFWS website or the DNR website as
potentially occurring within Fulton and DeKalb Counties were observed during the initial field
survey. Furthermore, there was no potential habitat for any of the species listed in Fulton County or
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DeKalb County. Critical habitat is not listed for any species within Fulton County or DeKalb County.
Therefore, informal Section 7 coordination would not be required for the proposed project.

Waters of the US

The project area was surveyed for jurisdictional Waters of the US, including streams and wetlands,
as required by the provisions of the Executive Order 11990 and subsequent federal regulations. No
jurisdictional Waters of the US were identified within the project area.

History:

This project is located within two historical districts:
1. Ormewood Park Historic District
2. East Atlanta Historic District

Work within the historic districts will require coordination with the State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO).

Archaeology:
No archaeological sites are located within 3,000 feet of the intersection.

Air & Noise:
An Air & Noise Assessment will be completed as part of the special studies for this project.

Public Involvement:
City of Atlanta, Council Districts 1 & 5 — Public Meeting Held May 19, 2009 (Public Meeting
Comments/Responses are attached)

Major stakeholders:

1. Traveling public
Georgia Department of Transportation
City of Atlanta (Council Districts 1 & 5)
Fulton County
Dekalb County
Atlanta Beltline, Inc.

o e wN

CONSTRUCTION

Issues potentially affecting constructability/construction schedule: none

Early Completion Incentives recommended for consideration: X No [ ]vYes

PROJECT RESPONSIBILITIES

Project Activities:

Project Activity Party Responsible for Performing Tasks
Concept Development City of Atlanta Department of Public Works
Design City of Atlanta Department of Public Works

Right-of-Way Acquisition City of Atlanta Department of Public Works
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P.l. Number: 0010323

Utility Relocation

City of Atlanta Water & Sewer Department
Georgia Power

AT&T

Atlanta Gas Light

Letting to Contract

City of Atlanta Department of Public Works

Construction Supervision

City of Atlanta Department of Public Works

Providing Material Pits

N/A

Providing Detours

N/A

Environmental Studies, Documents, & Permits

City of Atlanta Department of Public Works

Environmental Mitigation

None anticipated

Construction Inspection & Materials Testing

City of Atlanta Department of Public Works

Lighting required: |:| No

|X| Yes

A Lighting Commitment Letter (attached) was executed on May 15, 2013 between the City of
Atlanta and GDOT. A Lighting Agreement between the City of Atlanta and the Georgia Department
of Transportation has not been initiated as of the date of this Concept Report submittal.

Concept Meeting: held November 27, 2012 (minutes attached)

Other projects in the area:

e East Atlanta Village Streetscapes, CM-0006-00(717), P.l. No. 0006717 (under construction)

Other coordination to date:

e  Public Information Meeting Held May 19, 2009 (Comments and Responses Attached)

Project Cost Estimate and Funding Responsibilities:

Breakdown of Environmental
PE ROW Utility CST* Mitigation Total Cost
By Whom | Federal/Local Local Local Federal/Local TBD
S Amount | $256,000/ $582,988 $513,811 $1,198,511/ | not anticipated | $3,084,364
$64,000 $299,628
Date of | 8/26/2011 8/29/2012 6/29/2012 8/18/2012
Estimate

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

ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION

Alternative selection:

Two constructible alternates were laid out for the intersection.

1. South realignment
2. North realignment
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The alternatives and “No Build” Alternative are below and can be seen in Attachment 3.

Preferred Alternative (Alternative 1): SR 260/Glenwood Avenue will be realigned to the south in order
to eliminate the approximate seventy foot offset that currently exists as it crosses US 23/SR
42/Moreland Avenue and will accommodate a shared use lane for bicycle connectivity. Glenwood
Avenue will also be restriped to accommodate a left turn lane on the eastern (westbound movement)
leg of the intersection.

Estimated Property Impacts: | 1 displacement Estimated Total Cost: $1,700,000

Estimated ROW Cost: | $583,000.00 Estimated CST Time: 18 months

Rationale: Alternative 1 was chosen because it met the overall performance goals of the project with
fewer impacts and a lesser overall cost. The overall performance goals of the Moreland Avenue at
Glenwood Avenue project are to reduce crashes, correct the offset intersection and improve pedestrian
and bicycle mobility.

No-Build Alternative: This alternative would maintain the current conditions of the intersection. There is
currently an offset between the east-west movements of the intersection of approximately seventy feet
and no bicycle lane connectivity across Moreland Ave. to the East Atlanta Village area.

Estimated Property Impacts: | none Estimated Total Cost: $0.00

Estimated ROW Cost: | $0.00 Estimated CST Time: 0 days

Rationale: This alternate was not chosen because of existing safety concerns and future intersection
operations conditions. In 2007, this intersection experienced 139 accidents with 41 injuries — a large
percentage of the accidents were angle accidents. The future Level of Service for the no build conditions
drops to a LOS D.

Alternative 2: Realignment of Glenwood Avenue to the northeast quadrant (holding the west leg of
the intersection). Realignment of Glenwood Avenue to the northeast quadrant of the intersection
would require a right of way displacement and an estimated right of way cost of $1.3 Million as
opposed to the alternate presented in this report which has an estimated right of way cost of
$340,000.

Estimated Property Impacts: | 2 displacements Estimated Total Cost: $1,700,000.00

Estimated ROW Cost: | 1,320,000.00 Estimated CST Time: 18 months

Rationale: Alternative 2 was not chosen because it produced more property impacts and the right of way
cost was greater.

Attachments:
1. Concept Layout
2. Typical sections




Project Concept Report — Page 12 P.l. Number: 0010323
Counties: Dekalb/Fulton

3. Alternative Selection Presentation Slides

4. Detailed Cost Estimates:
a. Construction including Engineering and Inspection
b. Completed Fuel & Asphalt Price Adjustment form
c. Right-of-Way
d. Utilities

Traffic & Safety Study

Minutes of Concept Team Meeting

Public Information Meeting/Comments & Responses

PFA

Lighting Commitment Letter
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1. Concept Layout
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2. Typical sections
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3. Alternative Selection
Presentation Slides
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4. Detailed Cost Estimates:

a. Construction
including Engineering
and Inspection
b.Completed Fuel &

Asphalt Price
Adjustment form
c. Right-of-Way
d. Utilities



DATE
PAGE

: 08/18/2012
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STATE HIGHWAY AGENCY

JOB ESTIMATE REPORT

JOB NUMBER : 0010323-01
DESCRIPTION: SR 260/GLENWOOD AT US 23/SR 42/MORELAND

SPEC YEAR: 01

ITEMS FOR JOB 0010323-01

AMOUNT

150-1000
207-0203
210-0100
310-5100
402-3103

402-3121
402-3190

413-1000
441-0018
441-0106
441-5002
500-3101
500-9999
550-1180
634-1200
668-1100
702-0901
900-0039
636-1020
636-2070
652-0120
652-5451
652-5452
652-5701
652-6501
654-1001
615-1200
639-3004
647-1000
647-2140
647-2150
647-3000
647-3100

682-6231
682-6233
935-1113

935-1511
935-3103
935-3602

DESCRIPTION QUANTITY
TRAFFIC CONTROL - 0010323 1.000
FOUND BKFILL MATL, TP 11 110.000
GRADING COMPLETE - 0010323 1.000
GR AGGR BS CRS 10IN INCL MATL 650.000
REC AC 9.5 MM SP,TPIN1,GP2, INCL BM & H 400.000
L

RECYL AC 25MM SP,GP1/2,BM&HL 200.000
RECYL AC 19 MM SP,GP 1 OR 2 ,INC BM&HL 100.000
BITUM TACK COAT 150.000
DRIVEWAY CONCRETE, 8 IN TK 200.000
CONC SIDEWALK, 6 IN 2200.000
CONC HEADER CURB, 6', TP 2 2400.000
CLASS A CONCRETE 150.000
CL B CONC,BASE OR PVMT WIDEN 75.000
STM DR PIPE 18",H 1-10 400.000
RIGHT OF WAY MARKERS 10.000
CATCH BASIN, GP 1 5.000
QUERCUS RUBRA - 0010323 50.000
BRICK PAVERS 6000.000
HWY SGN,TP1MAT,REFL SH TP3 8.000
GALV STEEL POSTS, TP 7 44 _000
PAVEMENT MARKING, ARROW, TP 2 9.000
SOLID TRAF STRIPE, 5 IN, WHITE 1850.000
SOLID TRAF STRIPE, 5 IN, YELLO 2750.000
SOLID TRAF STRIPE, 24", WHITE 125.000
SKIP TRAF STRIPE, 5 IN, WHITE 600.000
RAISED PVMT MARKERS TP 1 50.000
DIRECTIONAL BORE - 0010323 300.000
STEEL STRAIN POLE, TP 1V 4.000
TRAF SIGNAL INSTALLATION NO - 1 1.000
PULL BOX, PB-4 3.000
PULL BOX, PB-5 1.000
INTERNAL ITLLUMIN ST NAME SIGN 4.000
INTERNAL I1LLUMIN ST NAME SIGN CONTR 4.000
ASEM

CONDUIT, NONMETL, TP 3, 1 1/4 IN 100.000
CONDUIT, NONMETL, TP 3, 2 IN 300.000
OUT PLNT FBR OPT CBL,LOOSE TB,SM,24 FBR 200.000
OUT PLNT FBR OPT CBL,DROP,SM,6 FBR 100.000
FIBER OPTIC CLOSURE,UNDRGRD,24 FBR 1.000
FBR. OP. CLOS., FDC PRE-TERM., TYP. A, 1.000
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150000.00
42.86
375000.00
23.74
72.01

77.28
79.47

3.10
41.13
30.67
11.01

458.84
163.24
36.42
112.22
2270.08
285.68
12.04
18.12
10.91
40.89

0.17

0.11

2.23

0.12

4.11
13.45

7658.07
22000.00
1557.88
1292.90
2918.65
783.51

2.51
5.75
4.56

2.58
570.48
651.90

150000.
4715.
375000.
15437.
28805.

15456.
7947 .

465.
8227.
67484 .
26443.
68826.
12243.
14569.
1122.
11350.
14284.
72273.
144.
480.
368.
317.
314.
279.
75.
205.
4036.
30632.
22000.
4673.
1292.
11674.
3134.

251.
1726.
912.

258.
570.
651.



STATE HIGHWAY AGENCY

DATE : 08/18/2012
PAGE : 2
JOB ESTIMATE REPORT
0210 935-4010 EA FIBER OPTIC SPLICE, FUSION 2.000 108.56 217.14
0215 935-5050 EA FIBER OPTIC PATCH CORD, SM 1.000 105.84 105.84
0220 935-6562 EA EXT TRNSCVR,DRP&RPT,1310SM, (SIGNAL 1.000 1888.02 1888.03
JOBS)

0225 937-6050 EA INT VIDEO DET SYS ASMBLY, TP A 6.000 4500.00 27000.00
0230 937-6150 EA PROGRAMMING MONITOR, TP A 1.000 400.00 400.00
0235 937-8000 LS TESTING 1.000 2000.00 2000.00
0325 500-3800 cY CL A CONC, INCL REINF STEEL 55.000 692.29 38076.48
0330 615-1100 LF DIRECTIONAL BORE PIPE - 1 IN 290.000 103.81 30105.73
0335 681-4120 EA LT STD, 12" MH, POST TOP 32.000 2791.77 89336.85
0340 681-4277 EA LT STD, 25" MH, 6" ARM 26.000 4863.48 126450.71
0345 681-6220 EA LUMINAIRE, TP 2, 150W,HP SODIUM 32.000 1300.00 4160000
0350 681-6250 EA LUMINAIRE, TP 2, 250W,HP SODIUM, SPL DES 26.000 1450.00 37700.00
0355 682-6120 LF CONDUIT, RIGID, 2 IN 290.000 12.09 3507.14
0360 682-6233 LF CONDUIT, NONMETL, TP 3, 2 IN 2320.000 4.45 10326.48
0365 682-9000 LS MAIN SVC PICK UP POINT 1.000 8000.00 8000.00
0369 163-0232 AC TEMPORARY GRASSING 1.000 405.96 405.97
0370 163-0240 ™ MULCH 3.000 282.21 846.64
0375 163-0300 EA CONSTRUCTION EXIT 2.000 1567.99 3136.00
0380 163-0550 EA CONS & REM INLET SEDIMENT TRAP 4.000 136.65 546.62
0385 165-0030 LF MAINT OF TEMP SILT FENCE, TP C 2500.000 0.91 2283.15
0390 165-0101 EA MAINT OF CONST EXIT 1.000 525.77 525.78
0394 165-0105 EA MAINT OF INLET SEDIMENT TRAP 4.000 59.81 239.28
0395 171-0030 LF TEMPORARY SILT FENCE, TYPE C 2500.000 3.02 7560.08
0400 700-6910 AC PERMANENT GRASSING 1.000 603.96 603.97
0405 700-7000 ™ AGRICULTURAL LIME 1.000 74.89 74.90
0410 700-8000 ™ FERTILIZER MIXED GRADE 1.000 411.26 411.27
0415 700-8100 LB FERTILIZER NITROGEN CONTENT 1.000 2.73 2.73
0420 702-7501 LF TREE PROTECTION BARRIER,TP 1 100.000 2.22 222.03
ITEM TOTAL 1412227.83
INFLATED ITEM TOTAL 1412227.83
TOTALS FOR JOB 0010323-01

ESTIMATED COST: 1412227.86
CONTINGENCY PERCENT ( 5.0 ): 70611.39
ESTIMATED TOTAL: 1482839.25



CALL NO.

PROJ. NO.
P.I. NO. 0010323
DATE 6/29/2012

INDEX (TYPE) DATE _ INDEX
REG. UNLEADED [ Jun12 [$ 3345
DIESEL $  3.808
LIQUID AC $  633.00

Link to Fuel and AC Index:
http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/Materials/Pages/asphaltcementindex.aspx

LIQUID AC ADJUSTMENTS

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

Asphalt
Price Adjustment (PA) 13293 S 13,293.00
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% S 1,012.80
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) S 633.00
Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 35
ASPHALT Tons %AC AC ton
Leveling 0 5.0% 0
12.5 OGFC 0 5.0% 0
12.5 mm 0 5.0% 0
9.5 mm SP 400 5.0% 20
25 mm SP 200 5.0% 10
19 mm SP 100 5.0% 5
700 35
BITUMINOUS TACK COAT
Price Adjustment (PA) S 244.69 S 244.69
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% S 1,012.80
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) S 633.00
Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 0.644265138
Bitum Tack
Gals gals/ton tons
150 | 232.8234 0.64426514
BITUMINOUS TACK COAT (surface treatment)
Price Adjustment (PA) 1761.781677 S 1,761.78
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 60% S 1,012.80
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) S 633.00
Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 4.638708996
Bitum Tack SY Gals/SY Gals gals/ton tons
Single Surf. Trmt. 1000 0.20 200 232.8234 0.859020184
Double Surf.Trmt. 2000 0.44 880 232.8234 3.779688811
Triple Surf. Trmt 0.71 0 232.8234 0
4.638708996
TOTAL LIQUID AC ADJUSTMENT S 15,299.47







Glenwood Ave. (SR 260) @ Moreland Ave. (SR 42) 29-Jun-12
Utilities Cost Estimate - Concept

Utility Owners Service Contact Phone

1. Georgia Power Electric Transmission and Distribution Seth Collins 404-213-1711
2. AT&T Telephone Arlene Jackson 404.532.7570
3. City of Atlanta Bureau of Watershed Management Water & Sewer Joi L. Crawley 404.546.3315
4. AGL Resources Gas Brian Leavell 404.584.4702

1. Georgia Power

Utility Qty Unit  |Cost per Total Cost
Wood Poles 15| each |$ 10,000.00 | S 150,000.00
Small Wood Poles 3|l each |$ 7,500.00 | $ 22,500.00
Sub-Total:| $ 172,500.00
2. AT&T
Utility Qty Unit  |Cost per Total Cost
Conduit (170 ft) 1| lump | $ 50,000.00 | $ 50,000.00
Copper (incl. Splicing) 1 lump | $ 60,000.00 | S 60,000.00
Manholes 2| each [$ 50,000.00 | $ 100,000.00

Sub-Total:[ $ 210,000.00

3. City of Atlanta Bureau of Watershed Management

Utility Qty Unit  |Cost per Total Cost
6" Water 200| ft S 3522 | S 7,044.00
8" Water 200| ft S 73.76 | S 14,752.00
12" Water 350| ft S 72.74 | S 25,459.00
16" Water 200| ft S 90.14 | $ 18,028.00
Sanitary Sewer Main 500| ft S 90.00 | $ 45,000.00
Sanitary Sewer Manhole 2| each |$ 2,933.82 | $ 5,867.64
Sub-Total:| $ 116,150.64
4. Atlanta Gas Light
Utility Qty Unit  |Cost per Total Cost
2" Gas 350| ft S 3032 | S 10,612.00
4" Gas 150 ft S 3032 | S 4,548.00
Sub-Total:| $ 15,160.00

Grand Total:| $ 513,810.64
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5. Traffic & Safety Study



To: Clint Parker, ASG
From: Scott Moore, Jacobs Engineering Group (JEG)
Subject: Glenwood Avenue at Moreland Avenue 2012 Traffic Volumes Comparison

GDOT Project No. TBD/ARC Project No. AT-241
County: Dekalb/Fulton
GDOT PI No. 0010323

Date: April 19, 2012

As part of the proposed Glenwood/Moreland LCI Project, the Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue
intersection is anticipated be realigned from the current offset intersection to a plus intersection. This
recommended modification was proposed as part of the 2008 Traffic and Safety Study for Moreland
Avenue at Glenwood Avenue prepared by Jordan, Jones and Goulding for Atlanta Services Group.
Jacobs Engineering Group (JEG) has been requested to review updated (2012) traffic volumes within the
study area to determine if there has been any significant change in traffic volumes that will affect the
intersection improvement recommendations.

Atlanta Services Group collected traffic volume data at the intersection in November 2008 to be used in
the original capacity analysis. For this original study, historic Georgia Department of Transportation
(GDOT) counts station data was collected within the study area between the years 2003 and 2007 to
determine the projected opening 2012 and design 2032 year growth rate. The study projected an
annual growth rate of 0.5%, which it applied to the 2008 traffic counts to obtain the opening and design
year volumes.

The projected opening 2012 and design 2032 year traffic data was then used to perform the original
intersection capacity analysis for the no-build and build condition. According to the 2008 study, the
capacity analysis for the build condition resulted in an intersection level of service (LOS) of C during the
AM and PM future conditions. Based on the JEG scope of services, the 2008 report LOS results were
used for the comparison to updated traffic conditions.

JEG has examined historic traffic data available from GDOT count stations at several locations near the
intersection of Moreland Avenue and Glenwood Avenue to determine any significant changes in daily
traffic volumes in the area since 2008. The historic GDOT traffic data was gathered for the following
stations adjacent to the study intersection:

e (#5229) Moreland Avenue 300 feet north of Glenwood Avenue

e (#5227) Moreland Avenue 3,500 feet south of Glenwood Avenue
e (#3728) Glenwood Avenue 550 feet east of Moreland Avenue

e (#0403) Glenwood Avenue 1,400 feet west of Moreland Avenue

1



Table 1
GDOT Historical AADT Growth Rate

5-Year 10-Year 15-Year
Growth Growth Growth
Location | Station # Location Rate Rate Rate
5229 Moreland Avenue north of Glenwood Avenue -1.78% -0.81% -0.60%
5227 Moreland Avenue south of Glenwood Avenue -1.76% -2.27% -0.58%
F;::;: 0403 Glenwood Avenue west of Moreland Avenue -0.92% 0.77% 1.49%
Counties 3278 Glenwood Avenue east of Moreland Avenue 0.31% -5.91% -4.86%
5-Year, 10-Year, and 15-Year Averages -1.43% -1.89% -1.05%
Weighted Average -1.56%

As shown in Table 1, JEG gathered historic GDOT count station data for the last fifteen years available,
from 1995 to 2010. Growth rates were calculated for the latest 5-, 10- and 15-year intervals. As shown
by the 5-year growth rate at count stations directly adjacent to the study intersection, the recent
historical trend analysis indicates the combined average annual growth has been negative (-1.43%). This
negative growth rate is consistent with the historic growth rates for the 10-year and 15-year intervals at
these stations. The historic growth rate indicates that the traffic volumes adjacent to the study
intersection have continually declined over the last fifteen years of available data. Based on the historic
growth tends and the recent economic slow down, the opening year 2012 traffic volume projections are
expected to be lower than previously anticipated. A revision of the opening and design year traffic from
2012 and 2032 to 2016 and 2036, respectively, should be consistent or conservative based on the
growth projected in the 2008 Traffic and Safety Study for Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue.

The existing, 2016 opening, and 2036 design year volumes for the Moreland Avenue at Glenwood
Avenue intersection are detailed in this memorandum for review by the GDOT Office of Planning.
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The proposed project would reconfigure the Moreland Avenue at Glenwood Avenue intersection

in Atlanta, Georgia. The purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic operations and
safety at this important intersection. The project would realign the eastbound and westbound
Glenwood Avenue approaches, removing the approximately 60’ offset between these two
approaches. The existing intersection has experienced a significant increase in the number of
accidents over the past four years. A large percentage of these accidents are angle accidents. By
aligning the eastbound and westbound approaches, this project would provide improved east-
west traffic flow and improve safety.

Existing and Projected Traffic Volumes

The existing traffic data was collected in November 2008. 24-hour tube counts were collected
on all approaches to the Glenwood Avenue and Moreland Avenue intersection. AM and PM
peak hour turning movement counts were also collected at this intersection. Figures 1 and 2, at
the end of this report, illustrate the existing peak hour and average daily traffic volumes for this
intersection.

Table 1 presents the historic GDOT coverage counts collected for the study area roadways to
determine the traffic growth rate in the study area. A linear regression analysis of the historic
traffic counts revealed a growth rate of 0.5% per year. With no widening of Moreland Avenue
or Glenwood Avenue expected in the future, a annual growth rate of 0.5% was utilized to project
opening year (2012) and design year (2032) traffic at this intersection. The opening year (2012)
peak hour traffic and ADTs are presented in Figures 3 and 4 and the design year (2032) traffic in
Figures 5 and 6.

Table 1: Historic Average Daily Traffic

Sation L ocation o ,\Eﬂr_‘g_ County | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007
3776 Bouldercrest Dr 4.25 4.57 Dekalb 8,647 9,201 8,930 10,140 8,390
3278 Glenwood Ave 0 0.21| Dekalb 7,669 7,536 8,400 7,290 8,240
3281 Glenwood Ave 0.22 1.16] Dekalb 8,397 8,551 8,920 7,820 8,470
3118 Moreland Ave 5.53 6.67| Dekalb | 25,366| 24,937 26,074 27,210 25,720
5231 Moreland Ave 3.56 3.9 Fulton 26,543\ 27,017 27,290 27,010 27,040
403 Glenwood Ave 0.61 1.14| Fulton 5,649 5,751 5,440 6,050 6,420
401 Glenwood Ave 0 0.6 Fulton 3,327 3,051 2,600 2,290 2,670

Source: GDOT

Level of Service Analysis

A level of service (LOS) analysis was performed to evaluate the traffic operations for the
intersection using SYNCHRO, Version 6 software. Table 2 presents the results of the analysis
for the existing, opening year (2012) and design year (2032) for No-Build and Build conditions.
As indicated in the table, the Glenwood Avenue at Moreland Avenue intersection currently
operates at LOS C in the AM and PM peak hours. The intersection is expected to operate at LOS
C and D in 2012 and 2032 under the No-Build conditions. The Synchro analysis is provided in
the Appendix.




Table2: LOS Analysis Results

Existing year Opening Year (2012) Design Year (2032)
(2008) No-Build Build No-Build Build
Intersection LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay)
AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM

Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak

Glenwood Ave.

at Moreland Ave. | C@30:5) | C(349) | C(3L3) | D(36.2) | C(232) | C(26.0) | D(39.7) | D(48.6) | C(27.7) | C (32.6)

As presented in Table 2, the intersection is expected to operate at LOS C in the 2012 and 2032
Build conditions. By realigning the Glenwood Avenue approaches, the signal will no longer
have to operate under split side street phasing. By providing left turn lanes and phases for all
approaches and allowing the east-west through movements to operate concurrently, this project
improves the efficiency of the traffic signal and results in an improved LOS.

Laneage RecommendationEigure 7 presents the existing laneage at the intersection. Figure 8
presents the proposed intersection laneage.

Safety Analysis

A crash analysis for the study intersection was prepared for this report. Table 3 presents the total
crashes during 2004-2007 by collision type. During this time period, the number of crashes
increased steadily every year accounting for a 74% increase in crashes for the four year period.
Angle crashes comprised the majority of crashes and accounted for a majority of the injuries
experienced at this intersection. The high number of angle crashes is likely attributed to the
existing offset intersection alignment. By providing additional turn lanes and aligning the
eastbound and westbound approaches this project this project will likely improve traffic flow and
reduce crashes.




Table 3: Total Intersection Crashes (2004-2007)

Y ear 2004
Collision Type Crashes Injuries Fatalities
Angle 35 25 0
Rear Eni 25 15 0
Side Swip 13 2 0
Not a Collision 7 2 0
Total 80 44 0
Y ear 2005
Angle 28 18 0
Rear Eni 29 12 0
Head O 3 1 0
Side swip 27 5 0
Not a Collision 12 6 0
Total 99 42 0
Y ear 2006
Angle 59 32 0
Rear Eni 38 11 0
Head O 4 0 0
Side Swip 25 11 0
Not a Collision 1 0 0
Total 127 54 0
Year 2007
Angle 61 15 0
Rear Eni 37 15 0
Head Ol 5 3 0
Side Swip 26 4 0
Not a Collision 10 4 0
Total 139 41 0

Source GDOT Crash Data (2000-2007)
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ASG Headquarters: 270 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 1600, Atlanta, GA 30303
404-524-5800 (Main) 404-584-1799 (Fax)

CONCEPT TEAM MEETING NOTES

PI 0010323 - DEKALB/FULTON COUNTIES

SR 260/Glenwood Ave at US 23/SR 42/ Moreland Ave
GDOT General Office, 600 West Peachtree Street, Atlanta, GA 30308 — Rooms 403 & 404

November 27, 2012

Introduction — The Concept Team Meeting for the SR 260/Glenwood Ave at SR 42/Moreland Ave
was held on November 27, 2012 in the GDOT General Office, Rooms 403 & 404. In attendance were:

Merishia Robinson, GDOT Project Manager

Daniel Ephraim — City of Atlanta Project Manager

Amy Goodwin — ARC, LCI Projects

Joe Palladi — ARC , LCI Projects

Allen Johnson — Atlanta Services Group Joint Venture/Beyondsites Technology, Inc.
Vicki Gavalas — GDOT District 7 Planning and Programming Engineer
AlvinGutierrez — FHWA

Persephone Goodwin — GDOT District 7 Area 4 Construction

Steve Matthews — GDOT Engineering Services

Russ Danser — Atlanta Services Group Joint Venture/Edwards-Pitman Environmental
Grant Hudson — Atlanta Services Group Joint Venture/Edwards Pitman Environmental
Clint Parker — Atlanta Services Group PM/Beyondsites Technology, Inc.

The purpose of the meeting was to formally present the Concept Report for review and approval. The
meeting was opened by Merishia Robinson (MR) at 1:00 PM.

Welcome/Project Identification — Merisha Robinson, GDOT Project Manager

Introduction of Attendees

Project Presentation — Clint Parker presented a powerpoint presentation of the proposed

improvements

A. Environmental Data — Russ Danser, Edwards Pitman

1. The anticipated document type is a Categorical Exclusion (CE). There are no
anticipated permits required — no ecology exists within the project limits. A CO analysis and
a Noise Impact Assessment will be performed because of the realignment of Glenwood Ave.

Page 10of4
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ASG Headquarters: 270 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 1600, Atlanta, GA 30303
404-524-5800 (Main) 404-584-1799 (Fax)

2. Ecology
a) Survey performed in August 2012. No ecology present within the project limits.
3. Archaeology
b) Survey will be completed in December 2012. No anticipated archaeological
findings.
4. History
a) Eight potential properties

) Church on SE corner

b) Ormewood Park

@) Granite curb, trees, grass strips
5. Public Involvement
a) From an Environmental Justice standpoint, may need another PIOH since
last was held in 2009.
B.  Questions & Comments
1. Joe Palladi, ARC: Need to check whether accident data includes pedestrians.
2. Joe Palladi, ARC: What is the design speed at the intersection? 30 MPH
3. Vicki Gavalas, GDOT: Would like to see an opportunity for another public
meeting before construction.
4. Amy Goodwin, ARC: Is there on-street parking on this project? No.
VL Concept Report Comments
A. Planning — none
B. Right of Way — none
C. Environmental
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ASG Headquarters: 270 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 1600, Atlanta, GA 30303
404-524-5800 (Main) 404-584-1799 (Fax)

1. GDOT - none
2. FHWA: What are the impacts to the church? The project is aligned away from the
church’s property.

D. Traffic Operations

1. Joe Palladi, ARC: Is the left turn capacity on Glenwood adequate? Yes.

E. Utilities
1. GDOT: Check for signal interconnect

F. Construction
1. Persephone Goodwin, GDOT: no comments
2. Vicki Gavalas, GDOT: Who handles UST’s? City of Atlanta/Atlanta Setvices
Group
3. GDOT: City oversight during construction? Yes

VII.  Additional Comments from Attendees

1. Amy Goodwin, ARC: Is Josh Mello at City Planning OK with Bike Sharrows? Yes.

Amy stated that the new form might need a variance. If the document includes why a
sharrow is needed a variance should not be a problem. Signing for shared use lanes is

needed.
2. Joe Palladi, ARC: Is sight distance including near the church adequate? Yes.
3. Joe Palladi, ARC: Reiterated that another opportunity for a Public Information

Open House is probably needed.

VIII.  Final Remarks from Project Manager

A. Action Item Dates
1. Draft minutes due December 4, 2012.
2. Archaeology survey to be completed December 2012
3. Final Concept Report will be submitted for review and approval on January 18,
2013.
B. Other Remarks
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ASG Headquarters: 270 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 1600, Atlanta, GA 30303
404-524-5800 (Main) 404-584-1799 (Fax)

1. ROW Authorization 2014

2. Construction Authorization 2016

3. This project will be full oversight.

4. Merishia Robinson will review the reduced concept report guidelines to see if this

project would be able to utilize the new report format.

IX. Meeting Adjourned
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

The following reflects the City’s responses to questions and comments received as a result of the
Glenwood at Moreland Intersection Improvement Project Public Information Meeting held on May
19, 2009 at Brannon Towers located in the East Atlanta neighborhood of the City of Atlanta.

1. Cantemporary signage be implemented until the permanent intersection improvements
are made?

No, the current signage is per City of Atlanta and Georgia Department of Transportation
requirements.

2. How did the City determine the right of way and the associated impacts?

The right of way and associated impacts were determined by the footprint of the roadway
re-alignment. The roadway typical section included two shared (vehicle and bicycle)
through lanes and a left turn lane along the Glenwood Ave. alignment along with a
planter strip and sidewalks on both sides. The re-alignment was determined by the speed
limit of the roadway and existing constraints (roadway width, sight distance, and
structures).

Two alternates were considered and out of the two, the alternate with the least amount of
right of way impacts and total project costs was chosen as the preferred alternate.

3. Was there a vehicle count/traffic study done? What were the results and how were the
results determined? How did the City come up with the Level of Service (define “level of
service”)? Explain the intersection approaches and the aspects of the study.

A Traffic and Safety Study was prepared in early 2009. Traffic counts were taken at the
existing intersection and on all four approaches in November 2008. The Traffic and
Safety Study examined existing and future traffic conditions at the intersection as well as
the accident history between 2004 and 2007. A level of service (LOS) analysis was
prepared for the existing and future conditions with and without improvements to the
intersection. LOS is a qualitative measure describing operational conditions and driver
perceptions within a traffic stream. According to the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual
(2000 HCM), six LOS are defined. Letters designate each level, from A to F, with LOS A
representing free-flow conditions with minimal delay and LOS F representing gridlock
conditions with severe levels of delay.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Prioritization of projects — is there public comment involvement in this process?

Through the planning process for the South Moreland Livable Center Initiative, the
consultant team and stakeholders identified two priority transportation projects for the
study area. The Moreland/Glenwood intersection and the Moreland/Skyhaven
intersection were identified as the two priority projects.

In addition, thru the development of the Connect Atlanta Plan (CAP), all transportation
projects throughout the City of Atlanta were prioritized based on a set of criteria. The
CAP was developed with broad public participation.

Explain “shared bike lane” and/or aspects of the project related to cyclists.

A shared street would be a common area for motorists and cyclists with minimum 12 feet
width. A separate bike lane would not be striped however on street pavement markers
(shared-use arrows) would be delineated along the limits of the shared street.

A shared street is used on bike routes when the paved area is too constrained or too
narrow to accommodate a minimum width 4 feet bike lane and minimum width 10 feet
roadway.

We are currently looking into reducing the travel lanes to 10 feet and reducing the planter
zone to 4 feet in order to add 4 feet bike lanes to the east-west legs of the intersection
along Glenwood Avenue.

Right of way should be acquired to extend the bike lanes on the west side of the
intersection. Ending a bike lane prematurely before the most dangerous part of the
intersection and adding a different striping mechanism creates confusion for motorists the
best solution will be to acquire more right of way for a bike lane on both sides of
Glenwood Avenue. Also consider a bike box (see drawing submitted by commenter).

We are currently looking into reducing the travel lanes to 10 feet and reducing the planter

zone to 4 feet in order to add 4 foot bike lanes to the east-west legs of the intersection
along Glenwood Avenue.

Is there a storm water management component?
Yes. Storm water management will be included in the engineering design phase of the

project in order to convey storm water runoff in an efficient manner while decreasing
sheet flow and eliminating any flooding that may occur at low points.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Explain relation of this project to the 525 Glenwood Project. Is there a potential for a land
swap?

The southern alternative affects the southwest corner of the Glenwood and Moreland
intersection. This alignment conflicts with the northwest corner of the currently proposed
525 Glenwood building. There is potential for a land swap. This can be considered and
discussed with the property owner during right-of-way negotiations

Are there any Beltline overlay impacts? Have there been conversations about this
project with the Beltline organizers?

Beltline Overlay Zoning District: The zoning regulations have requirements for sidewalks
and street trees. When a property is redeveloped, that property owner is required to
install the new sidewalks and street trees.

Beltline TAD: The Glenwood Avenue right-of-way is located within the Tax Allocation
District (TAD) boundaries. TAD funding may be allocated for infrastructure
improvements, greenspace acquisition, and the provision of affordable housing.
However, TAD funds can not be used for properties located outside of the TAD
boundaries. Therefore, any additional right-of-way acquired from the 525 Moreland
Avenue or Glenwood Avenue properties to facilitate the intersection realignment does not
qualify for TAD funds since these properties are not located within the TAD boundaries.
In addition, TAD funding for infrastructure improvements is intended for transit supportive
improvements and or roadway improvements necessary to off-set the impact of new
development immediately adjacent to the Beltline Transit Corridor area, of which the
Glenwood Avenue/Moreland Avenue intersection is not adjacent to.

Explain impact fees generated by recent development projects in the area.

The City collects impact fees for transportation, parks, police and fire/ems at the time a
building permit is issued. Fees are collected for each housing unit and for each square
feet of non-residential uses. Recently impact fees were collected for 880 Glenwood and
390 Stovall Street.

Please consider “ Bike boxes” at intersection of Glenwood/Moreland( i.e Portland DOT).
Be more prepared with detailed information about project. Please continue bike lane up
to the intersection of Moreland/ Glenwood. In addition, continue bike lanes eastern side
of instersection & ensure necessary right of way exist to do so. While Glenwood Avenue
is a secondary bike route there is no east-west like that is primary. ---Kenneth Rose, 660
Gresham Avenue
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Bike boxes would likely have a slightly negative effect on the operation of this intersection
by introducing more delay for vehicles behind the bike box. It would also prevent cars
from turning right on red, which would also negatively impact the operation of the
intersection.

We are currently looking into reducing the travel lanes to 10 feet and reducing the planter
zone to 4 feet in order to add 4 feet bike lanes to the east-west legs of the intersection
along Glenwood Avenue.

| am unsure of the results of this project. How far along are the results that are critical to
the project?----Katie Mae Peterson, 1200 Glenwood Avenue #315

The project is currently at a conceptual stage. The City of Atlanta is finalizing the
Concept Report per Atlanta Regional Commission requirements to apply for federal
funding under the Livable Centers Initiative Program. However, the city must identify
funding for engineering, right-of-way acquisition and construction in order to qualify for
the federal funding. When funding is received, the project will move onto more detailed
design and environmental clearance.

It appears that the 525 Moreland project has not been included in the proposed plan or
anticipated ROW costs. Please explain and clarify. Be better prepared to discuss the
specifics of funding status and the technical details of the project(s) discussed.—Dale
Kartusmyn, 1122 Moreland Place

The 525 Moreland project was taken into account in the design. However, the most cost
effective option for the City potentially affects this property, In addition, right-of-way case
law dictates that the right-of-way agent value the land at the time of the take and cannot
speculate as to future uses. Comparable sales were used for unimproved land i.e., the
parking lot at 525 Moreland, together with the sq ft of the condition and age of the China
Buffet structure.

The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) Livable Centers Initiative (LCI) process dictates
funding status and technical details. The concept presented is as required by ARC and
meets State and National design standards. This concept is the first step to apply for
funding for the project.

Would funding need to come from the community? Would funding this project detract
from other projects and if so, which ones? What detriment does performing this present
to the community? Does the cost include environmental impact/ clean-up of the gas
station? Bring more documentation and supplementary info or review the data completely
sa to be able to answer specific questions instead of primary relying on the presentation.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Images on projection should be larger. Handouts of proposed intersection for better
review by community. ----John Maxwell, 779 Stokewood Avenue

The City of Atlanta will have to provide funding for engineering, right-of-way, and
construction. The funding impacts to other projects have not been determined, but this
should not affect other projects. The environmental costs were determined conceptually.
Detailed impacts would be reviewed during environmental analysis in the design phase.
The data shown at the presentation follows the guidelines of the Georgia Department of
Transportation Plan Development Process. The presentation actually went beyond
normal requirements for a Public Information Open House. The community will have
another opportunity to review the project in more detail during the environmental
clearance process.

Why would you call a meeting if there is little chance that funding may be available?---
Tony Joanson, 779 Stokewood Avenue.

The City of Atlanta is following the procedures set forth by the Atlanta Regional
Commission for the Livable Centers Initiative program. This presentation was required to
meet one of the qualifying criteria to apply for funding.

COA should coordinate carefully with the Cartel Properties and their proposed 525
Moreland Development or risk foreclosing on available alternative and increasing
displacements and cost.—Alexander Levy, 779 Stokeswood Avenue.

The City of Atlanta will coordinate with Cartel Properties.

How long approximately with the project take once it has begun. When will the project
begin once funded?---Lis| Kuegeman, 1448 Newton Avenue.

Design, environmental clearance and right-of-way acquisition should take two years and
construction should a year. Executing agreements between the City and GDOT and
between the designers and contractors and the City can add another 18 months.
Construction could start between three and four years of design authorization from
GDOT. Once funding is obtained, the total projected time for completion is 5 to 6 years.

Will left turn lane have separate Traffic signals or will they yield to on-coming traffic?—
Tim Balog, 992 Prospect Avenue.

Based on existing traffic volumes, none of the left turn lanes would meet the required
Georgia Department of Transportation thresholds for a left turn phase (left turn arrow)
upon completion of the project. As traffic volumes increase in the area, the need for left
turn phases would need to be reevaluated.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

The development for 525 is priority over realignment. | prefer Alternate 2, realigning from
the eastside. 525 is a multimillion dollar project that will bring additional people to East
Atlanta Village and OP. The City of Atlanta needs better communication between
departments.---Kevin Spigner, 1637 Breaburn Drive.

Comment noted.

| consider the redevelopment of the 525 Moreland parcel to be far higher priority than the
realignment of this intersection. | would consider it a shame if redevelopment of this
intersection causes the 525 Moreland parcels to languish as an underutilized tract in a
state of disregard for years to come. The DPW should consider the detrimental impact of
the QOL of OP & EAV residents if this realignment negatively impact proposed
redevelopment of the 525 project.—Steve Devore, 1637 Breaburn Drive.

Comment noted.

| think this realignment should be top priority for the southside’s transportation plan. COA
nees to find creative solutions for funding this project. Also, this meeting was well don
but, you really need to make sure your position is being accurately communicated to an
official city rep. If Enrique had the correct info or had communicated the correct info to the
ZRB, we might have been able to have the 525 project deferred until we knew more
about the funding and plans for this project. It also would have been helpful to have had
an agenda with names and titles of COA staff attending the meeting—Marcia
Killinsworth, 1020 Eden Avenue

Comment noted.

| hope it is possible that both sides of Glenwood (East & West) can have bike lanes
designated(not shared). | think this project will be great for my neighborhood. | thought
the meeting was very informative. | would like updates to be sent out about this project.—
Robby Stiles, 1645 May Avenue

We are currently looking into reducing the travel lanes to 10’ and reducing the planter
zone to 4’ in order to add 4’ bike lanes to the east-west legs of the intersection along
Glenwood Avenue.

The City of Atlanta stated that they started studies last August- why did you not tell the
Department of Planning or adjacent landowners so they could account for this possibility
in their plans. Include Public notice of study as one of the 1* steps not last and the $
amount of impact fees from local project.—Elizabeth Clhon, 482 Hemlock Creek.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

The Department of Planning has been involved in the development of the concept from
the beginning. However, changes in the Department’s staff may have contributed to the
disruption of this process.

Work on property swap with Cartel Properties who owns both sides of Glenwood (north
and south). Be more timely regarding zoning progress.—Bob Titus, 1121 Portland
Avenue.

Comment noted.

This is an extremely important project, both in terms of vehicular and pedestrian traffic
facilitation and safety. It is crucial that this issue be resolved ASAP(and should have
already) due to pending zoning issues @ 525.—Rod Lee, 648 Woodland Avenue

Comment noted.

1. Of the $620k needed, can you explain more as to where the matching funds might or
might not come from? | didn't understand that the ARC has money but, it's not for this
project. 2. Will this plan be sent to the applicable departments(Council, ZRB,etc..) with
recommendation for alternate 1 before the decision is made on the 525 application? 3.
What are the possible places that we can get money for this $620k estimated cost? —
Stephen Norman, 1088 Sanders Avenue

The Atlanta Regional Commission has set aside federal transportation funds for the
implementation of priority transportation projects identified in Livable Center Initiatives
study areas. The Atlanta Regional Commission issues a call for projects every year or
two. If ARC selects this project for funding, then the City Atlanta will have to provide
funding for engineering, right-of-way and construction. Possible sources of funding are
impact fees, quality of life bond fund or from the general fund.

| like the concept of the realignment. | question how would the city be able to find the fund
to get this project off ground? —Zachary Juno, 723 Schuyler Ave

The City of Atlanta will make application to the Atlanta Regional Commission for federal
funds for this project. If ARC selects this project for funding, then the City Atlanta will
have to provide funding for engineering, right-of-way and construction. Possible sources
of funding are impact fees, Quality of Life Bond Fund or from the City’s General Fund.

Page 7 of 16



28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

(1) Can you please expand on the schedule that will be followed on a “Best Case
Scenario™? (2) Will a nonconforming lot be created by version 1? (3) Will more public
input be saught before continuation? (4) Without traffic calming on Glenwood west, | don't
want this!!! Too many speeders already.. This needs to happen much earlier'—Michael
Snyder, 476 Flordia Avenue.

(1) Design, environmental clearance and right-of-way acquisition should take two years
and construction should a year. Executing agreements between the City and GDOT
and between the designers and contractors and the City can add another 18 months.
Construction could start between three and four years of design authorization from
GDOT. Once funding is obtained, the total projected time for completion is 5 to 6 years.
(2) No

(3) Yes, during the environmental process

(4) Comment noted.

This seems to be excessive for the benefits compared to Skyhaven/ Moreland
intersection.—Mark Turcolte, 875 Ormewood Terrace

Comment noted.

Obviously, a road correction that would prevent an accident every three days should be
high priority! However, the Planning Dept and ZRB have approved a 5 story apt Bldg for
that site. The Planning Dept told a group of residents at a recent ZRB Mtg that DPW does
not place priority on this project and has no money for it. Working in advance with
Planning Dept so those development projects strongly opposed by taxpaying, voting
residents are not shoved through in advance of important public safety initiative like this.
Valeri Bell-Smith did a great job facilitating the meeting and calling on people in order.---
Sandy Lee, 648 Woodland Avenue

Comment noted.

Is there wheel chair safety in the plans?—Iris G. Dyer, 1200 Glenwood Avenue

All legs of the intersection will incorporate ADA ramps at pedestrian crosswalks in order
to accommodate wheel chairs. All sidewalk slopes and widths within the project limits will
be ADA compliant for wheel chair safety.

Unless you analyze the actual accident data you don’t know if this expensive project is
warranted. Realignment will have a lot of unintended consequences including, increased
speeders. Perhaps a cheaper and more effective solution to the safety issue is feasible. |
thought the meeting was well conducted overall.---Kate Sweeney, 1117 Glenwood
Avenue
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

We are looking into decreasing the lane widths to 10’ which will act as a traffic calming
measure to reduce any speeding through the intersection.

COA has not taken into account the 525 Moreland Project and the land value of the 2
rezoned properties on the Southside of Glenwood. The value is much higher than figures
you have used. All alignment needs to be done on the eastside of Moreland only. | would
like to see alternate 2 go through.—Rick Hudson, 343 Atlanta Avenue

Right-of-way case law dictates that the right-of-way agent value the land at the time of
the take, and cannot speculate as to future uses. Comparable sales were used for
unimproved land i.e., the parking lot at 525 Moreland, together with the sq ft of the
condition and age of the China Buffet structure. If this alternate is chosen, a professional
GDOT/COA approved appraiser will be hired to produce a full appraisal report of the
project’s affect to the property and the recommended Estimated Just Compensation due
the property owner. A written offer will be submitted to the property owner to consider.

Safety of intersection, light timing, bike lanes continued through intersection should all be
considered. Other overlapping meeting the same night; need to start on time. —Russell
Baggett, 433 Oakland Avenue

An intersection safety analysis was performed for the intersection as well as a traffic
study that incorporated signal timing improvements. The recommendations that came out
of the traffic and safety study resulted in an increased Level of Service and a safer
intersection with the re-alignment and additional left turn lane to the westbound leg of
Glenwood Avenue.

We are currently looking into reducing the travel lanes to 10 feet and reducing the planter

zone to 4 feet in order to add 4 feet bike lanes to the east-west legs of the intersection
along Glenwood Avenue.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Responses to Ron Lall’s faxed comments (Dated May 20, 2009):

Cover page

1. Provide 4 weeks notice — at minimum
Comment noted.

2. Do not send invitation on behalf of elected officials
Comment noted.

3. Provide single page summary of key findings and recommendations
Comment noted.

4. If unable to answer a question, then commit to getting an answer — 24 hrs
Comment noted.

5. Do not allow half-answers to questions — or we don’t know responses
Comment noted.

6. Record the meeting — audio and/or video and post on web site
Comment noted.

7. When dealing with LCl issues, have ARC staff at meeting to speak to ARC issues
Comment noted.

8. Fewer staff at meeting
Comment noted.

Detailed comments:

1. Level of service - the change in level of service was discussed at the meeting. Can LOS
be described for Moreland Avenue (AM and PM peaks) and for Glenwood Avenue (AM
and PM peaks) discretely? This would help users of all travel directions through the
intersection understand the lull impact of realignment.

Below are the level of service results for the intersection as well as for each approach.
These results present the improvement the proposed intersection project will have on
each approach to the intersection.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project
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May 19, 2009

LOS Analysis Results for Intersection

Opening Year (2012)

Design Year (2032)

Existing year
(2008) No-Build Build No-Build Build
I nter section LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay)
AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak
Glenwood Ave.
c C C D D D c c
&l M/f\;j ad | 305) | (349 | (313) | @62 | €@ | C@O | 397 | wse) | @77 | (326)
Table 2: LOS Analysis Results for Intersection Approaches
Existing year Opening Year (2012) Design Year (2032)
(2008) No-Build Build No-Build Build
I nter section LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay)
AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak Peak
Glenwood Ave. E E E E E E D E
Easbound | (58.6) | (64.1) | (585) | (61.4) | D “68) | DO29 | g3y | (788) | (a7.1) | (605)
Glenwood Ave. E E E E E E D D
Westbound | (633) | (623) | (634) | (640) | P20 | DM | a5 | (793 | (534) | (532)
Moreland Ave. C C C C C D C C
Northbound | (21.4) | (26.4) | (225) | (27.9) |B(153) | B9 | 539 | (373) | (214) | (243)
Moreland Ave. C C C C C D B C
Southbound | (207) | @75) | @17y | (29.4) | BN | BASD | arg | a21) | (9.9) | @7)
2. Level of service - how does the LOS analysis take into account the impact (delay) to a
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driver who is far enough back in the stack that they don’t make it through the intersection
in a single light change cycle? Does LOS only apply to cars at the front of the stack?

LOS applies to all vehicles approaching the intersection. The improvements are expected
to ensure that all vehicles clear in only one cycle.




Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Level of service - were the number of cars stacking up during AM and PM peaks
measured on Moreland and on Glenwood In all directions respectively?

All traffic travelling through the intersection between 7-9am and 4-6 pm were counted. In
addition, 24 hour counts were performed on all four approaches counting in 15 minute
periods. Queuing traffic was observed but not measured.

Level of service - what is an acceptable depth or length of stack for roadways such as
Moreland Avenue and Glenwood Avenue? Is it permissible to have driveways blocked by
cars that are stacked back from an intersection, and if so, for what duration?

There is no standard regarding acceptable queues of vehicles from intersections in urban
areas. It is the purpose of this project to provide improved intersection operation and
reduce queuing.

Level of service - the analysis presented is based on one day of data according to the
draft report. Is this normal practice when doing this kind of analysis?

Traffic counts at the intersection were taken on a Thursday in early November during the
normal Atlanta Public School year. Traffic counts during summer vacation, holidays, and
weekends are not accepted as typical traffic conditions. It is also good practice to not
utilize Monday or Friday traffic counts due to atypical traffic patterns.

Level of service — what is an acceptable LOS for a pedestrian at this intersection? Is
walking an accepted form of transportation so are there LOS Standard for pedestrians?

Walking is certainly an important mode of transportation on a roadway network. For this
reason, crosswalks with pedestrian signals will be utilized on all four legs of the
intersection. The pedestrian signalization will provide safe crossing and clearance times
for pedestrians to safely travel through the intersection. Upon a field visit, the pedestrian
utilization of this intersection will be safely accommodated by standard pedestrian walk
and clearance times.

Level of service - projections to 2032 were provided in the presentation. The projections
deal with LOS, but not with length of stacks on Moreland and on Glenwood. Why not?

Queuing is an output from the analysis; however, queuing on all approaches is expected
to improve with the implementation of the proposed intersection improvements. For this
reason, queuing was included in the presentation.
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Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project
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Intersection design — since the Beltline Overlay applies to the western side of Moreland
and not to the eastern side, will there be different design standards used on the east and
the west sides of the intersection?

The Beltline Overlay District has certain design guidelines that are to be adhered to which
apply to the streetscapes in the area. Outside of the limits of the Beltline Overlay District,
the Quality of Life Zoning Codes are adhered to. Both guidelines are the same within the
limits of the project. The roadway will have the same guidelines on the east and west
sides of Moreland Avenue — AASHTO, GDOT, and City of Atlanta design guidelines and
standards.

Intersection design — what, if any, advice do the AASHTO guidelines provide for
incorporation of bike lanes through an intersection?

Both American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials’ (AASHTO) A
Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets (2004) and AASHTO’s Guide for
the Development of Bicycle Facilities (3rd Edition) offer guidance on bicycle lanes through
an intersection. AASHTO’'s A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets
recommends that “islands used for channelization should not interfere with or obstruct
bicycle lanes at intersections.” AASHTO’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
(3" Edition) states that “at signalized or stop-controlled intersections with right-turning
motor vehicles, the solid striping to the approach should be replaced with a broken line
with 0.6-m (2-foot) dots and 1.8-m (6-foot) spaces. The length of the broken line section
is usually 15m to 60m (50 feet to 200 feet).”

Transportation impact fees — what is the formula used to calculate these fees and what
kinds of redevelopment projects are charged these fees?

Refer to Chapter 1 - Development Impact Fees in Section 19-1001 of the Municipal
Code. This code Section may be found by typing ‘Impact Fees’ in the search bar at
www.municode.com

Impact fees are defined as:

“Development impact fees means the payment of money imposed upon and paid by new
development as a condition of development approval as its proportionate share of the
cost of system improvements needed to serve such development, and includes parks
and recreation impact fees, public safety impact fees and transportation impact fees.”

Chapter 1 - Development Impact Fees in Section 19-1001 specifies the code
requirements for impact fees, the formula for calculating, and when exemptions are
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Intersection Improvement Project
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May 19, 2009

allowed. Exemptions of fees (full amount or percentage of fee) would apply if one or a
combination of the following were applicable:

1) A project is providing affordable housing; or

2) A project is located within 1,000 feet of a MARTA station; or

3) A projectis in an identified economic development area; or

4) The developer is proposing to construct transportation improvements or donate land

Any person that proposes a development is required to pay impact fees. The formula can
be found in the Code of Ordinance under Chapter 1, Development Impact Fee. Sites
with development are eligible for a credit. The transportation impact fee table is below.

Land Use Type Unit Impact Fee
Single-family 1 Dwelling $987
Multi-family 1 Dwelling $470
Hotel/Motel 1 Room $793
Elementary school 1,000 sf $0
High school 1,000 sf $623
Church 1,000 sf $519
Hospital 1,000 sf $1,424
Nursing home 1,000 sf $124
Office

<50,000 sf 1,000 sf $2,416
<100,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,977
<200,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,608
<500,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,239
500,000 sf + 1,000 sf $1,008
Commercial

<100,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,304
<200,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,189
<300,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,246
<400,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,327
<500,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,408
<600,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,350
<1,000,000 sf 1,000 sf $1,466
1,000,000 sf + 1,000 sf $1,616
Industrial

Industry 1,000 sf $1,025
Warehousing 1,000 sf $748
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11. Transportation impact fees — where can | obtain an accounting of transportation impact
fees assessed/collected by the City in 2008 and 2009 to date?

A financial report for Impact Fees is included in the Appendix of the Capital Improvements
Program. You can view past CIPs at http://www.atlantaga.gov/government/planning/cip.aspx.
The financial report for this year should be available in several months.

12. Transportation impact fees — where can | obtain an accounting of transportation impact
fees spent by the City in 2008 and 2009 to date?

A financial report for Impact Fees is included in the Appendix of the Capital Improvements
Program. You can view past CIPs at http://www.atlantaga.gov/government/planning/cip.aspx.
The financial report for this year should be available in several months.

13. Transportation impact fees — what are acceptable uses for these funds? Are there any
aspects of this realignment project that impact fees could not be used for?

See excerpt from Impact Fee legislation regarding expenditure impact fees.

1) Expenditure of development impact fees shall be made only for the category of
system improvements within the service area for which the development impact fee was
assessed and collected.

(2) Except as provided in subsection 19-1013(d)(4) and subsection 19-1013(e) of this
section 19-1013, development impact fee shall not be expended for any purpose that
does not involve building or expanding system improvements that create additional
capacity available to serve new growth and development. Funds shall be expended in the
order in which they are collected.

(3) No funds shall be used for periodic or routine maintenance or for any purpose not in
accordance with the requirements of section 36-71-8 of the Act.

14. Right of Way — does the City plan to negotiate/secure an easement on the properties
affected by the preferred realignment configuration? If so, how will this be done, and if
not, why not?

Yes. Because this will be a federally funded project, the right-of-way plans must be
approved by GDOT. Following this approval and approval of the environmental
document, the City will receive GDOT Authorization acquire right-of-way. After right-of-
way authorization, the City will use a professional GDOT approved appraiser to produce
a full appraisal report of the project’'s affect to the property and the recommended
Estimated Just Compensation due the property owner. The agent will submit a written
offer for the property owner to consider.
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16.

Glenwood at Moreland
Intersection Improvement Project

Public Information Meeting Comments & Responses

May 19, 2009

Right of Way — does the acquisition cost of the property needed for the preferred
alignment change depending on the zoning of the property? Is R-4 property more or less
valuable than MR2-C zoned property when eminent domain is being contemplated?

Zoning is considered when estimating right-of-way costs. Typically a property with a
multi-family (MR) zoning designation would have a higher market value than a property
with a single-family (R) zoning designation. However, it may not be the case in this
instance with a conditional MR-2-C designation and the fact that the allowable square
footage to be built in an MR-2 district is less than that allowed in an R-4 zoning district.
An appraiser would produce a full appraisal report based on recent sales and the
individual property in question to determine the value.

Right of Way — what are the commonly used approaches/practices to securing the right of
way in situations like this one where there is a proposed redevelopment on adjacent
property which may have an impact on the availability of the needed right of way?

A professional GDOT/COA approved appraiser will be hired to produce a full appraisal
report of the project's affect to the property and the recommended Estimated Just
Compensation due the property owner. A written offer will be submitted to the property
owner to consider.
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Keith Golden, P.E., Commissioner GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

December 20, 2011

The Honorable Kaseem Reed, Mayor
City of Atlanta .

55 Trinity Avenue, S.W., Suite 2400
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Reed:

I am returning for your files an executed agreement between the Georgia Department of Transportation
and the City of Atlanta for the following project:

PROJECT#: Fulton County, P.I. #0010322 and P.I. #0010323

We look forward to working with you on the successful completion of the joint project.
Should you have any questions, please contact the Project Manager Moussa Issa (0010322)
at (404)631-1581 or Project Manager Merishia Robinson (0010323) at (404) 631-1151.

incerely,
Angela Robinson,
Financial Management Administrator

AR: mm
Enclosure

c: Bob Rogers
Bryant Poole — District 7
Vicki Gavalas — District 7
Jonathan Walker — District 7
Jeff Baker — Utilities
Richard Mendoza



Pl # 0010322 & 0010323, City of Atlanta

AGREEMENT
" BETWEEN
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA
| AND
CITY OF ATLANTA
" FOR

TRANSPORTATION FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS

This Framework Agreement is made and entered into this Q\‘k" day of
2 Nen , 20\, by and between the DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, an
agency of the State of Georgia, hereinafter called the "DEPARTMENT”, and the CITY

OF ATLANTA, acting by and through its Mayor and City Council, hereinafter called the

"LOCAL GOVERNMENT".

WHEREAS, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT has represented to the DEPARTMENT
a desire to improve the transportation facility described in Attachment A, attached and

incorporated herein by reference and hereinafter referred to as the "PROJECT"; and

WHEREAS, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT has represented to the DEPARTMENT
a desire to participate in certain activities including the funding of certain portions of the

' PROJECT and the DEPARTMENT has relied upon such representations; and,
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WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has expressed a willingness to participate in

certain activities of the PROJECT as set forth in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Constitution authorizes intergovernmental agreehents whereby
state and local entities may contract with one another *for joint servic‘és, for the
provisioﬁ of services, or for the joint or separate use of facilities or equipment; but such
contracts must deal with activities, services or facilities which the parties are aﬁthorized

by law to undertake or provide.” Ga. Constitution Article IX, §lil, §i(a).

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises made and of the

benefits to flow from one to the other, the DEPARTMENT and the LOCAL

GOVERNMENT hereby agree each with the other as follows:

1. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT has applied for and received "Qualification
Ceﬂificatioﬁ” to administer federal-aid projects. The GDOT Cettification Committee has
reviewed, confirmed and approved the cedtification for the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to
develoﬁ federal project(s) within the scope of its certification using the
- DEPARTMENT'S Local Administered Project Manual procedures. The LOCAL
GOVERNMENT shall contribute o the PRCJECT by funding all or certain portions of
the PROJECT costs for the preconstruction engineering (design) activities, hereinaiter
referred io as “PE”, all reimburseable utility relocations, all non-reimburseable utilitiés
owned by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT, railroad costs, right of way acquisitions and
construction, as specified in Attachment A, attached hereto and incorporated herein i:;y

reference. Expenditurés incurred by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT prior io the execution

2
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of this AGREEMENT or subsequent funding agreements shall not be considered for
reimbursement by the DEPARTMENT. PE expenditures incurred by the LOCAL
GOVEI%‘NMENT after execution of this AGREEMENT shall be reimbursed by the

DEPARTMENT once a written notice o proceed is given by the DEPARTMENT,

2. The DEPARTMENT shall contribute to the PROJECT by funding all or certain -
portions of the PROJECT costs for the PE, right of way acquisitions, r'eimbu'rsable- utility

relocations, raifroad costs, or construction as specified in Attachment A.

3. It is understood and agreed by the DEPARTMENT and the LOCAL
| GOVERNMENT that the funding portion as identified in Attachment "A” of this
Agreement only applies to the PE. The Right of Way and Conétruction funding estimate
levels as specified in Attachment “A” are provided herein for planning purposes and do
not constitute a funding commitment for right of way and construction. The
DEPARTMENT will prepare LOCAL GOVERNMENT Specific Activity Agreements for

funding applicable to Right of Way or Construction when appropriate,

Further, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for repayment of any
expended federal funds if the PROJECT does not proceed forward to completion due to
a lack of available funding in future PROJECT phases, changes _in local priorities or

cancellation of thé PROJECT by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT without concurrence by

the DEPARTMENT.
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4. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for all costs for the continual

maintenance and operations of any and all sidewalks and the grass strip between the

curb and sidewalk within the PROJECT limits.

5. Both the LOCAL GOVERNMENT and the DEPARTMENT hereby
aoknowledge that Time is of the Esserice. ltis agreed that both parties shall adhere to
the schedule of activities currently established in the approved Transportation
improvement Program/Sta’te Transportation Improvement Program, hereinafter referréd
to as "TIP/STIP”. Fuﬁhermore, all parties shall adhere to the detailed project schedule

"as approved by the DEPARTMENT, attached as Attachment B and incorporated herein
by reference. in the completion of ‘respective ‘commitments contained herein, if a
change in the schedule is needed, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall notify the
DEPARTMENT |n writing of-the proposed schedule change and the DEPARTMENT
shall -acknowledge the change through written response letter; provided that the

DEPARTMENT shall have final authority for approving any change.

If, for any reason, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT does not produce acceptable
- deliverables in accordance with the approved schedule, the DEPARTMENT reserves

the right to delay the PROJECT’s implementation until funds can be re-identified for

right of way or construction, as applicable.



P! # 0010322 & 0010323, City of Atlanta

6. Thé LOCAL GOVERNMENT  shall certify that the regulations for
“CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCES WITH FEDERAL PROCUREMENT
REQUIREMENTS, STATE AUDIT REQUIREMENTS, and FEDERAL AUDIT

REQUIREMENTS” are understood and will comply in full with said provisions.

7. -The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall accomplish the PE activities for ihe
PF{OJECT.- - The PE activiies shall be accomplished in accordance with the
DEPARTMENT's Plaﬁ Development Process hereinafter referred to as "PDP”, the
applicable guidelines of the American Associatioﬁ of State -Highway and Transportation
- Officials, hereinafter referred to as “AASHTO, the DEPARTMENT's Standard
Specifications Construction of Transportation Systems, and all applicable design
guidelines and policies of the DEPARTMENT to produce a cost effective PROJECT.
Failure o follow the PDP and all applicable guidelines and policies will jeopardize the
use of Federal Funds in some or all categories outlined in this agreement, and it shall
be the responsibility of the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to make up the loss of that funding.

The LOCAL GOVERNMENT’S responsibility for PE activities shall include, but is not

limited 1o the following items: .

a. Prepare the PROJECT Concept- Report and Design Data Book in
accordance yvith the format used by the DEPARTMENT. ;l'he concept for the
PROJECT shall be developed to accommodate the future traffic volumes as
generated by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT as provided for in paragraph 7b and
approved by the DEPARTMENT. The concept report shall be approved by the
DEPARTMENT prior to the LOCAL GOVERNMENT beginning further

5



Pl # 0010322 & 0010323, City of Atlanta

development of the PROJECT plans. It is recognized by the parties that the
approved concept may be updated or modifiéd by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT as
required by the DEPARTMENT and re-apprO\)ed by the DEPARTMENT during
the course of PE due to updated guidelines, public input, environmental
reqdirements, Value Engineering recommendations, Public Interest

Determination (PID} for utilities, utility/raifroad conflicts, or right of way

considerations.

| b. Prepare a Traffic Study for the PROJECT that includes Average Daily
Traffic, hereinafter referred to as “ADT”, volumes for the base year (year the
PROJECT is expected to be open to traffic) ané design year (base year plus 20
years) along with Design Hour Yolumes, hereinafter referred to as “DHV”, for the
design year. DHV includes morning (AM).and evening (PM) peaks and other
significant peak times. The Study shall show all through and turning movement
volumes at intersections for the ADT and DHV volumes and shall indicate the
percentage of trucks on the facility. The Study shall also include signal warrant

evaluations for any additional proposed signals on the PROJECT.

c. Prepare environmental studies, documentation, reports and complete
Environmental Document for the PROJECT along with all environmental re-
evaluations required that show the PROJECT is in compliance with the
provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act or the Georgia Environmental
Policy Act as per the DEPARTMENT’s Environmental Procedures Manual, as

appropriate to the PROJECT funding. This .shall include any and all

6
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archaeo!ogicaf, historical, ecdlogical, air, noise, community involvement,
environmental justice, flood plains, underground storage tanks, and hazafdous
waste site studies required. The completed Environmental Document apbrovaf
| shall occur prior to Right of Way funding authorization. A re-evaluatioh is
required for any design change as described in Chapter 7 of the Environmental
Procedures Manual. In addition, a re-evaluation document approval shall occur
prior to any Federal funding authorizations if the laiest approved document is
more than 6 months old. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall submit to the
DEPARTMENT all studies, documents and reports for review and approval by
the DEPARTMENT, the FHWA and other eﬁvironmentai resource agencies. The
LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall provide Environmental staff to attend all PROJECT
related meetings where Environmental issues are discussed. Meetings include,

but are not limited to, concept, field plan reviews and value engineering studies.

d. Prepare all PROJECT public hearing and public information dispiays
and conduct all required public hearings and public information meetings with

appropriate staff in accordance with DEPARTMENT practice.

e. Perform all surveys, mapping, soil . investigations and pavement

evaluations needed for design of the PROJECT as per the appropriate

DEPARTMENT Manual.
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f. Perform all work required to obtain all applicable PROJECT permits,
including, but not limited to, Cemetery, TVA and US Ammy Corps of Engineers
permits, Stream Buffer Variances and FederaI_Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) approvals. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall provide all mitigation
required for the project, including but not limited to permit related mitigation. All
mitigation costs are considered PE costs. PROJECT permits and non: :
construction related mitigation must be obtained and completed 3 months prior fo

the scheduled let date. These efforts shall be coordinated with the

DEPARTMENT.

g. Prepare the stormwater drainage design for the PROJECT and any
required hydraulic studies for FEMA Floodways within the PROJECT limits.

Acquire of all necessary permits associated with the Hydraulic Study or drainage

design.

h. Prepare utility relocation pléns for the PROJECT fo!lowing" the
DEPARTMENT's policies and procedures for identification, coordination' énd
conflict resolution of existing and proposed utility facilities on the PROJECT.
These policies and procedures, in part, require the Local Government to submit
all requests for existing, proposed, and relocated facilities to each utility owner
within the project area. Copies of all such correspondence, including executed

- agreements for reimbursable utility/railroad rebcations, shall be forwarded to
| the DEPARTMENT's Project Manager and the District Utilities Engineer and
require that any conflicts with the PROJECT be -resolved by the LOCAL

8
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GOVERNMENT. If it is determined that the PROJECT is located on an on-
system route or is a DEPARTMENT LET PROJECT, the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT and the District Utilities Engineer shall ensuré that permit
applications are approved for each utility company in conflict with the project. If
“it is determined through the DEPARTMENT’s Project Manager and State
Utiliﬁes Office during the concept or design phases the need to uiilize
Overhead/Subsuiface Utility En'gineering,. hereinafter referred to as “SUE”, to

obtain the existing utilities, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for

acquiring those services. SUE costs are considered PE costs.

“i. Prepare, in English units, Preliminary Construction plans, Right of Way
plans and Final Construction plans that include the appropriate sections listed in
the Plan Presentation Guide, hereinafter referred to as "PPG”, for all phases of
the PDP. All drafting and design work performed on the project shall bé done
utilizing Microstation and CAICE - software respectively using the
DEPARTMENT’s Electronic Data Guidelines. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall
further be responsible for making all revisions to the final right of way plans and
construction plans, as deemed necessary by the DEPARTMENT, for whatever

. reason, as needed to acquire the right of way and construct the PROJECT.

j. Prepare PROJECT cost estimates for construction, Right of Way and
Utility/railroad relocation along with a Benefit Cost, hereinafter referred to as
“B/C ratio” at the following project stages: Concept, Preliminary Field Plan

Review, Right of Way plan approval (Right of Way cost only), Final Field Plan

9
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Review and Final Plan submission using the applicable method approved by
the DEPARTMENT. The cost estimates and B/C ratio shall also be updated
yearly if the noted project stages occur at a longer frequency. Failure of the
LOCAL GOVERNMENT to provide timely and accurate cost estimates and B/C
ratib may delay the PROJECT’s implefnentétion until additional funds can be

_identified for right of way or construction, as applicable.

k. Provide certification, by a Georgia Registered Professional Engineer,
that the Design and Construction plans have been prepared under the guidance

of the professional engineer and are in accordance with AASHTO and

DEPARTMENT Design Policies.

. Provide certification, by a Level.ll Certified Design Professional that the
Erosion Control Plans have been prepared under the guidance of the certified

professional in accordance with the current Georgia National Pollutant Discharge

Elimination System.

m. Provide a written ceriification that all appropriate staff (employees and
consultants) involved in the PROJECT have attended or are scheduled to attend
the Department’s PDP Training Course and Local Administered Project Training.
The written certification shall be received by the Department no later than the first

day of February of every calendar year until ali phases have been completed.

10
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8. The Primary Consultant firm or subconsultants hired by the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT to provide services on the PROJECT-shall be prequalified with the
DEPARTMENT in the appropriate area-classes. | The DEPARTMENT shall, on request,
furnish the LOCAL GOVERNMENT with a list of prequalified cohsu[tant'ﬁrms' in the
- appropriate area-classes. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall comply with all applicable
state and federal regulations for the procurement of design services and in accordance
with the Brooks Architect-Engineers Act of 1972, better known as the Brooks Act, for

any consultant hired to perform work on the PROJECT.

8. The DEPARTMENT shall review and has approval authority for all aspects of
the PROJECT provided however this review and approval does not relieve the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT of its responsibiliies under the terms of this agreement. The
DEPARTMENT will work with the FHWA 1o obtain all needed approvals as deemed

necessary with information furnished by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT.

10. The_LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for the design of all
bridgé(s) and preparation of any required hydraulic and hydrological studies within the
limits of this PROJECT in éccordance with the DEPARTMENT's po!iéies and guidelines.
The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall perform all necessary survey efforts in order to
complete the hydraulic and hydrological studies and the design of the bridge(s). The

final bridge plans shall be incorporated into this PROJECT as a part of this Agreement.

11. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT unless otherwise noted in attachment “A” shall

be réspohsible for funding all LOCAL GOVERNMENT owned utility relocations and all

; 11



Pl # 0010322 & 0010323, City of Alanta

other reimbursable utility/railroad costs. The costs include but are not limited to PE,
easement acquisition, and construction activities necessary for the utility/railroad to
accommodate the PROJECT. The terms for any such reimbursable relocations shall be'
laid out in an agreement that is supporteri by plans, specifications, and itemized costs of
the work agreed upon and shall be executed prior to certification by the DEPARTMENT.
The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shaﬁ _certify via written letter to the DEPARTMENT's
Project Manager and District Utilities Engineer that all Utility owners’ exsiting and
proposed facilities are shown on the plans with no conflicts 3 months prior to advertising
the -PROJECT for bids and that any required 'agreements for reimbursable utility/railroad
costs have been fully executed. Further, this certification letter shall state that the
LOCAL GOVERNMENT understands that it is responsible for the costs of any additional

reimbursable utility/railroad confilcts that arise on construction.

12. The DEPARTMENT will be responsible for all railrc_;ad coordination on
DEPARTMENT Let and/or State Route (On-System) projects; the LOCAL
GO\/_ERNMENT shall address concerns, commenis, and requirements to the
satisfaction of the Railroad and the DEPARTMENT. .lf the LOCAL GOVERNMENT is
shown to LET the construction in Attachment “A” on off-system routes, the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for all railroad coordination and addressing

" concerns, comments, and requirements to the safisfaction of the Railroad and the

DEPARTMENT for PROJECT.

12
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13. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for acquiring a Value
Engineering Cbnsultant for the DEPARTMENT to conduct a Value Engineering Study if
the total estimated PROJECT cost is. $10 million or more. The Value Engineering Study
cost is considered a PE cost. Thé LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall provide project refated
design data and plans to be evaluated in the study along with appropriate staff to
present and answer questions about the PROJECT fo the study team. The LOCAL
GOVERNMENT shall provide responses fo.the study recommendations indicating
whe{her they will be implemented or not. If not, a valid response for not implementing

shall be provided. Total project costs include PE, right of way, and construction,

reimbursable utility/railroad costs.

14, Th.e LOCAL GOVERNMENT, unless shown otherwise on Attachment A, shall
acquire the Right of way in accordance with the faw and the rules and regulations of the
FHWA including, but not limited to, Title 23, United States Code; 23 CFR 710, et. Seq,,
and 49 CFR Part 24 and the rules and regulations of the DEPARTMENT. Upon the
DEPARTMENT's approval of the PROJECT right of way_p!ans, verification that the
approved environmental document is valid and current, a written notice to proceed will
be provided by the DEPARTMENT for the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to stake the right of
way and proceed with all pre-acquisition right of way activities. = The LOCAL
GOVERNEMENT shall not proceed to property negotiation and acquisition whether or
not the right of way funding is Federal, State or Local, iuntil the right of way agreement
named “Contract for the Acquisition of Right of Way” prepared by tlje DEPARTMENT'’s
Office of Right of Way is executed between the LOCAL GOVERNMENT and the

DEPARTMENT. Failure of the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to adhere to the provisions and

13
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requirements' specified in the acquisition coniract may result in the loss of Federal
funding for the PROJECT and it will be the responsibility of the LOCAL GOVERN_MENT
to make up the loss of that funding. Right of way costs eligible for feimbursement
include land and improvement costs, property damage values, relocation assistance
expenses and contracted property management coéts. Non reimbursable riéht of way
costé include administrative expenses such as appraisal, consultant, atiorney fees and-
any in-house property management or staff expenses. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT
shall certify that-all required right of way is obtained and cleared of obstructions,

' including underground storage tanks, 3 months prior to advertising the PROJECT for

bids.

156. The DEPARTMENT unless otherwise shown in Attachment "A” shall be
responsible for Letting the PROJECT to construction, solely responsible for executing
any agreements with all applicable utility/railroad companies and securing and awarding

the construction contract for the PROJECT when the following items have been -

completed and submitted by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT:

a. Submittal of acceptable PROJECT PE activity deliverables noted in this

agreement.

_b. Certification that all needed rights of way have been obtained and

cleared of obstructions.

14
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C. Ce-rtiﬁcatio_n that the environmental document is current and all needed

permits and mitigation for the PROJECT have been obtained.

d. Certification that all Utility/Railroad facilities, existing and proposed,
within the PROJECT limits are shown, any conflicts have been resolved and

" reimbursable agreements, if applicable, are executed.

If the LOCAL GOVERNMENT is shown to LET the construction in Attachment
“A”, the LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall provide the above deliverables and certifications

and shall follow the requirements stated in Chapter 10 of the DEPARTMENT"s Local

Administered Project Manual.

16. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall provide a review and recommendation by
the engineer of record concerning all shop drawings prior to the DEPARTMENT review

and approval. The DEPARTMENT shall have final authority concerning all shop

drawings.

17. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT agrees that all reports, plans, drawings, studies,
speciﬁca;tions, estimates, maps, computations, computer files and printouts, and any
other data prepared under the terms of this Agreement shall become the property of the
DéPARTMENT if the PROJECT is being let by the DEPARTMENT. This data shall be
organized, indexed, bound, and delivered to the DEPARTMENT no later than the

advertisemenit of the PROJECT for letting. The DEPARTMENT shall have the right to

15
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use this material without restn'ctioh or limitation and without compensation to the LOCAL

GOVERNMENT.

18. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall be responsible for the professional quality,
technical accurécy, and the coordination of all reports, designs, drawings,
specifications, and other services. fumished‘ by or on behalf of the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT pursuant to this Agreement. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT shall correct
or revise, or cause to be corrected or revised, any errors or deficiencies in the reports,
designs, drawings, specifications, and other services furnished for this PROJECT.
Failure by the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to address the errors or deficiencies within 30
days of notification shall cause the LOCAL GOVERNMENT to assume all responsibility
for construction délays caused by the errors and deﬁciencies. All revisions shall be
coordinated with the DEPARTMENT prior to issuance. The LOCAL GOVERNMENT
shall also be responéible for any claim, damage, loss or expense, to the extent allowed
by law that is attributable to errors, émissions, or negligent acts related to the designs,

drawings, specifications, and other setvices furnished by or on behaif of the LOCAL

GOVERNMENT pursuant fo this Agreement.

This Agreement is made and entered into in FULTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, and

shall be governed and construed under the Iéws of the State of Georgia.

- The covenants herein contained shall, except as otherwise provided, accrue to

the benefit of and be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the DEPARTMENT and the LOCAL
GOVERNMENT have caused these presents to be executed under seal by their duly
authorized representatives.

DEPARWSPORTATION CITY OF ATLAN | 7
BY: AR BY: / oy .

COMMISSIONER MAYOR KASIM REED

Ly <l gy Signed, sealgd and deljvered this day
W T T e of %iéf Zj' 20//, in the
.i.fh-.‘. 2 ..:,‘,: N Su e pres e of
EST: -
4/ /

ra NOT PUBLIC
ATTEST:
MUNICIPAL CL (Seal)

M%“\

City Attorney? /

FEIN 58-6000511

RECOMMENDED:

ua € o oo
Ch@i@&ncial Officer

Lt

/ Commissioner, ]')epé of P%c Works
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ATTACHMENT “A”
Project Number: 0010322 & 0010323 — City of Atlanta

Project Preliminary Engincering Right of Way Construction Utility Relocation

) Acqg. Utility Railroad
. ' PE *Funding of ; Letting

(PI#, Project #, . i Acq. | Fund *Fundi Fundi i
Description) Funding Ac:vx.ty Real Property by k2 Hocing by uncing Funding

; Y by by by

P.I # 0010322 (80%) Federal ($469,833) (80%) Federal (82,505.776) '
i 0 s >

SR'8 FMCS (20%) Local Gov. Local (100%) Local Gov. Local | Local | (20%) Local Gov. (§626,444) | Loca | 100% 100%
797 West Laks Ave, (§228,167) Gov. ($514,950) Gov. | Gov Gov. | 0% |1 4 Gov
to Proctor Creek - : i : : >($3,132,220) 100% Local Gov : Gov. :

LCI >(§698,000) 100% Local 1322 -
Gov.
. (80%) Federal ($256,000) (80%) Federal ($1,333,980.80) '

PL#0010323 | (20%) Local Gov. ($64,000) |y o) (100%) Local Gov. Local | Local | (20%) Local Gov. (§333,49520) | Local | 100% 100%
SR 260 @ SR 42/US Gov (§339,075) Gov. | Gov Gov. | =2 |y ocalGov
23 -LCI >($320,000) 100% Local ' . v " | >(51,667.476) 100% Looat Gov - Gov. :
Gov. R !

Note:  Maximum allowable GDOT participating amounts for PE category shall be shown above. Local Government will only be reimbursed the percentage of the
accriied invoiced amounts up to but not to exceed the maximum amount indicated. *R/W and Construction amounts shown are estimates for butiget planaing

purposes only.
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Proposed Project Schedule

Execute
Agreement

Deadlines for
Responsible Parties

Annual Reporting Requirements

ATTACHMENT “B”
0010322 — City of Atlanta

April/2012 January/2013 June/2013
(Approve (Approve Env. (Authorize Right
Concept) Document) of Way funds)

Pl # 0010322 & 0010323, City of Atlanta

April/2014
(Authorize
Const. funds)

The Local Government shall provide a written status report to the Department’s Project Manager with the actual phase completion date(s)
and the percent complete/proposed completion date of incomplete phases. The written status report shall be received by the Department no
later than the first day of February of every calendar year until all phases have been completed.
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ATTACHMENT “B”
0010323 — City of Atlanta

Proposed Project Schedule

Deadlines for Execute April/2012 June/2012 January/2013 August/2013
Responsible Parties Agreement (Approve (Approve Env. (Authorize Right (Authorize
Concept) Document) of Way funds) Const. funds)

Annual Re ortin Re uirements

The Local Government shall provide a written status report to the Department’s Project Manager with the actual phase completion date(s)
and the percent complete/proposed completion date of incomplete phases. The written status report shall be received by the Department no
later than the first day of February of every calendar year until all phases have been completed.
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Kesping Georgia on tha Mave

GEORGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

Contract No. and Name: D.L. HOLLOWELL/MORELAND GLENWOOD LCI PROJECTS
. P.I. NUMBER 0010322 & 0010323
Contractor’'s Name: CITY OF ATLANTA

-STATE OF GEORGIA CONTRACTOR AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Contractor verifies its compliance with O.C.G.A. §13-10-91,
stating affirmatively that the individual, firm, or corporation which is contracting with the Georgia Department of
Transportation has registered with and is participating in a federal work authorization program*, in accordance
with the applicability provisions and deadlines established in 0.C.G.A. 13-10-91.

46710
EEV/E- VerifyTM User Identification Number Date of Authorizatjon
X%&WL& Wb”bux - 117:7/2,0(;
BY: Authorized Officer or Agent Date ‘ !

Shewn G- Mfrlfm/l

Printed Name of Authorized Officer or Agﬂ

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN

)

]

)

[NOTARY SEAL] H
z

My Commission Expires: P s
—--6-'—‘9&Bi:\9—q,—v-. S ES

Notary Public

The undersigned further agrees that, should it employ or contract with any subcontractor(s) in connection
with the physical performance of services pursuant to this contract with the Georgia Department of
Transportation, Contractor will secure from such subcontractor(s}) similar verification of compliance with O.C.G.A. §
13-10-91 on the Subcontractor Affidavit provided in Rule 300-10-01-.08 or a substantially similar form. Contractor
further agrees to maintain records of such compliance and provide a copy of each such verification to the Georgia
Departprent of Transportatiog at the ime the subcontractor(s) is retained to perform such service.

Commissioner
Agent/ Title of Authorized Officer or Agent of Contractor

Richard Mendoza

_ Printed Name of Authorized Officer or Agent

SUBSCRIBED AND SWOBN
BEF E ME ON THIS,

Y OF /m Zy— 201 / [NOTARY SEAL]

%/L{M M My Commission Explres /ﬂ‘ 7’020/ 3/

*any of the electronic verification of work authori P d by the United States Department of Komeland Security or any equivalent federal work avthorizati d
by the United States Department of Homeland Seamytoverﬂ'ymformanonofncwlyhuedmployee, pursuan to the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (IRCA), P.L 99—603

Revised 8/25/10



Project Concept Report - Attachments P.I. Number: 0010323
Counties: Dekalb/Fulton

9. Lighting Commitment
Letter



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INDICATION OF LIGHTING SUPPORT
STREETSCAPE/EHNANCEMENT/L.C.I. PROJECT

Georgia Department of Transportation

ATTN: Brent Story, P.E, State Design Policy Engineer
Office of Design Policy & Support, 26t Floor

600 West Peachtree Street, NW

Atlanta, GA 30308

Location

The City of Atlanta supports the consideration of streetscape/enhancement/L.C.L lighting.

Description: SR 260/Glenwood Avenue @ US 23 /SR 42 /Moreland Avenue

State/County Route Numbers: SR 260

Project: Fulton/DeKalb County (City of Atlanta) P.I. No, 0010323

Associated Conditions

The undersigned agrees to participate in the following maintenance of installed
streetscape/enhancement lighting:

- The full and entire cost to energize the lighting system installed and provide for the
maintenance/operation thereof;
Any maintenance costs associated with the landscaping as approved by the local
government and the Georgia Department of Transportation (after construction is complete)

We agree to participate in a formal Local Government Lighting Project Agreement during the
preliminary design phase. This indication of support is submitted and all the conditions are hereby
agreed to. The undersigned are duly authorized to execute this agreement.

£ /',;,’ 7 21 !
This is the /2 __ day of — ////‘//5/ ,2013
—, A ;
by LALL

el
' Vi
Title: //)/'('/ .»’/’Zf/fug’,/.i, 7z, S

ommissione#, PFublig¢/Works
City of Atlanta





