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PROJECT LOCATION 

                                              

 
 

 

 

 

PROJECT LOCATION
Structure ID:  069‐0018‐0 

NOT TO SCALE 
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PLANNING & BACKGROUND DATA 

Project Justification Statement:   

This bridge (Structure ID 069‐0018‐0; SR 32 over Hurricane Creek) was built in 1955.  The bridge consists 
of five spans of steel beams on concrete caps and steel H‐piles.  The overall condition of this bridge 
would be classified as poor to satisfactory.  The deck is in poor condition due to advanced concrete 
cracking and deterioration.  The superstructure is in satisfactory condition with some minor steel 
deterioration.  The substructure is in satisfactory condition due to some minor concrete cracking.  Due 
to the structural integrity, based on the condition of the bridge deck, replacement of this bridge is 
recommended. 

Description  of  the proposed  project:  This project is the replacement of the existing bridge on SR 
32 @ Hurricane Creek approximately 0.4 miles west of Nichols, Georgia.  The current Bridge 
Sufficiency Rating is 57.57 and will be replaced with a wider bridge that meets current GDOT 
Guidelines.  The proposed approaches will consist of two‐12 ft. travel lanes. 10 ft. shoulders with 
4ft. paved and open ditches.  This project is located in the 6th Land District, Land Lot 499 and GMD 
1170.  The proposed project will be approximately 0.30 miles in length.  Traffic will be maintained 
by an on‐site detour. 
 
Federal Oversight:   Full Oversight   Exempt  State Funded   Other 
 
MPO:       N/A    MPO ‐ Choose   

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

RC Project ID #            
 
Congressional District(s):  1   
 
Projected Traffic:  AADT 
Current Year (2009):   4410    Open Year (2017):   5250  Design Year (2037):  7200 
 
Functional Classification (Mainline):  Rural Minor Arterial 
 
Is this project on a designated bike route?     No     YES  
 
Is this project located on a pedestrian plan?     No     YES   
 
Is this project located on or part of a transit network?   No     YES   
 

CONTEXT SENSITIVE SOLUTIONS 
 
Issues of Concern:   None 
 
Context Sensitive Solutions:  N/A 
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DESIGN AND STRUCTURAL DATA 
 
Mainline Design Features:   
Roadway Name/Identification:  SR 32 
Use additional copies of table below as needed for other major roads, sideroads, etc. 

Feature  Existing  Standard*  Proposed 
Typical Section       
‐ Number of Lanes   2  2  2 
‐ Lane Width(s)  12.0’  12.0’  12.0’ 
‐ Median Width & Type  N/A    N/A 
‐ Outside Shoulder Width & Type  4’ Grass  10’ (4’ paved)  10’ (4’ paved) 
‐ Outside Shoulder Slope  6%  6.0%  6% 
‐ Inside Shoulder Width & Type  N/A    N/A 
‐ Sidewalks   N/A    N/A 
‐ Auxiliary Lanes   N/A    N/A 
‐ Bike Lanes  N/A    N/A 
Posted Speed  55/45 mph    55/45 mph 
Design Speed  N/A  55mph  55 mph 
Min Horizontal Curve Radius  N/A    N/A 
Superelevation Rate  N/A    N/A 
Grade  0.20%  7.0% Max (Rolling)  0.50% 
Access Control       
Right‐of‐Way Width  100.00’‐200.00’  N/A  125.00’  –

200.00’ 
Maximum Grade – Crossroad  N/A    N/A 
Design Vehicle       
Additional Items as needed       

*According to current GDOT design policy if applicable 
 
Major Structures:  (If no major structures on project, N/A and delete table below) 

Structure  Existing  Proposed 
069‐0018‐0 
Sr  32  @ 
Hurricane 
Creek 

135’  x  28’  Concrete  Bridge,  two  12ft. 
travel lanes with 2’ shoulders. 
Sufficiency rating = 59.70 

150’ x 40’ two 12ft. travel lanes with 8’ 
shoulders.   

Temporary 
Detour Bridge 

N/A  125’ Temporary Detour Bridge  located 
on the North side of existing alignment. 

Other  N/A  N/A 
 
Major Interchanges/Intersections:  Detour bridge will be located on‐site on the North side of current 
alignment. 
 
Utility Involvements:  
City of Nichols 
GA Power Distribution‐Power 
Mediastream‐Cable TV 
Windstream‐Phone 
 
Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure recommended (Utilities)?    YES   NO  
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SUE Required:      Yes     No 
 
Railroad Involvement:  None 
 
Right‐of‐Way:  
Required Right‐of‐Way anticipated:      YES     NO     Undetermined 
Easements anticipated:     Temporary   Permanent   Utility   Other 
 

Anticipated number of impacted parcels:    4 
Anticipated number of displacements (Total):  0 
  Businesses:  0 
  Residences:  0 
  Other:    0 
 

 
Location and Design approval:     Not Required   Required 
Note:  Location and Design approval is needed for all projects where ROW or easements are to be 
acquired. 
 
Off‐site Detours Anticipated:   No     Yes     Undetermined  
An On‐Site detour is needed for this project due to the lack of on system roadways in the area.  An 
Off‐site detour would cause through traffic to be detoured 32 miles. 
 
Transportation Management Plan Anticipated:       YES    NO  
 
Design Exceptions to FHWA/AASHTO controlling criteria anticipated: 

FHWA/AASHTO Controlling Criteria  YES 
Appvl Date 

(if applicable)  NO  Undetermined 
1. Design Speed          
2. Lane Width          
3. Shoulder Width          
4. Bridge Width          
5. Horizontal Alignment          
6. Superelevation          
7. Vertical Alignment          
8. Grade          
9. Stopping Sight Distance          
10. Cross Slope          
11. Vertical Clearance          
12. Lateral Offset to Obstruction          
13. Bridge Structural Capacity          
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Design Variances to GDOT standard criteria anticipated:  

GDOT Standard Criteria 
Reviewing 
Office  YES 

Appvl Date 
(if applicable) NO  Undetermined

1.  Access Control  
‐  Median Opening Spacing 

DP&S          

2. Median Usage & Width  DP&S          
3. Intersection Skew Angle  DP&S          
4. Lateral Offset to Obstruction  DP&S          
5. Intersection Sight Distance  DP&S          
6. Bike & Pedestrian Accommodations DP&S          
7. GDOT Drainage Manual  DP&S          
8. Georgia Standard Drawings  DP&S          
9. GDOT Bridge & Structural Manual  Bridge 

Design 
        

10.  Roundabout Illumination   DP&S          
11. Rumble Strips  DP&S          
12. Safety Edge  DP&S          

 
VE Study anticipated:     No     Yes     Completed – Date:    
 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 
 
Anticipated Environmental Document: 
  GEPA:     NEPA:     Categorical Exclusion   EA/FONSI     EIS 
 
Air Quality: 
Is the project located in a PM 2.5 Non‐attainment area?    No     Yes 
Is the project located in an Ozone Non‐attainment area?    No     Yes 
 
Environmental  Permits/Variances/Commitments/Coordination  anticipated:    List  all  anticipated 
permits, variances, commitments, and coordination needed –Section 404, TVA, Water Quality, etc.   

Permit/ Variance/ Commitment/ 
Coordination Anticipated  YES  NO  Remarks 

1.  U.S. Coast Guard Permit        
2. Forest Service/Corps Land       
3. CWA Section 404 Permit       
4. Tennessee Valley Authority Permit       
5. Buffer Variance      Need survey to determine 
6. Coastal Zone Management 

Coordination 
     

7. NPDES       
8. FEMA       
9. Cemetery Permit       
10. Other Permits       
11. Other Commitments      Need surveys to determine 
12. Other Coordination       
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Use  this  area  below  the  table  for more  details  on  Permits/Variances/Commitments/Coordination 
Anticipated as needed. 
 
Is a PAR required?   No     Yes     Completed – Date:    
If PAR has been completed, attach PAR report.  Note:  A PAR, if required, should be completed prior 
to Concept Report submission.  
 
NEPA/GEPA:  Early coordination efforts underway; field studies to begin soon. 
  
Ecology:  To be determined. 
 
History:  To be determined. 
 
Archeology:  To be determined. 
 
Air & Noise:  To be determined. 
 
Public Involvement:  Onsite detour, no detour meeting required.   
 
Major stakeholders:  Traveling public, landowners within project limits 
 

 
CONSTRUCTION 
 
Issues potentially affecting constructability/construction schedule:  None 
 
Early Completion Incentives recommended for consideration:        No     Yes   
 

 
PROJECT RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
Project Activities: 

Project Activity  Party Responsible for Performing Task(s) 
Concept Development  GDOT Office, Consulting firm, Local government, etc. 
Design  GDOT District 4 Design 
Right‐of‐Way Acquisition  GDOT 
Utility Relocation  Utility Owners 
Letting to Contract  GDOT 
Construction Supervision  GDOT 
Providing Material Pits  Contractor 
Providing Detours  Contractor 
Environmental Studies, Documents, & Permits  GDOT Task Order 
Environmental Mitigation  GDOT 
Construction Inspection & Materials Testing  GDOT 
 
Lighting required:        No       Yes 
 
Initial Concept Meeting:  N/A 
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Concept Meeting:   May  8,  2012.   Meeting was  held  at  the District  4 Office  in  Tifton, GA.    See 
attached minutes. 
 
Other  projects  in  the  area:    PI  0010407,  Bridge  Replacement  on  SR  32 @  Bear  Creek  4 miles 
southeast of Ambrose.   
 
Other coordination to date:   Local Government Responsibility  letter sent to Coffee County on May 
30, 2012 and City of Nichols on June 4, 2012  (See Attachments). 
 
Project Cost Estimate and Funding Responsibilities:  . 

  Breakdown 
of PE  ROW  Utility CST*

Environmental 
Mitigation  Total Cost

By Whom  GDOT  GDOT  GDOT GDOT GDOT   
$ Amount  $610,920.00 $121,000.00 $0.00 $2,017,290.01 $35,000.00  $2,784,210.01

Date of 
Estimate 

5/19/2011  6/6/2012  5/7/2012 5/21/2012  5/21/2012   

*CST Cost  includes: Construction, Engineering and  Inspection, and Liquid AC Cost Adjustment. 
 
ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION 
 
Alternative selection:  The preferred alternative for this project is to replace the existing bridge at the 
existing location and maintain traffic on an On‐Site detour due to the 32 mile detour for through traffic 
that would be required with an Off‐site detour. 
 
Preferred Alternative:  Replace bridge at existing location with on‐site detour.

Estimated Property Impacts:  4   Estimated Total 
Cost:

$2,138,290.01 (RW & Const)

Estimated ROW Cost:  $121,000.00 Estimated CST Time: 18 months
Rationale:  An on‐site detour is the best alternative due to the lack of on‐system roads in the area.  Using 
an Off‐site detour would require through traffic to be detoured 32 miles.
 
No‐Build Alternative:  

Estimated Property Impacts:  $0.00 Estimated Total Cost: $0.00 
Estimated ROW Cost:  $0.00 Estimated CST Time: N/A 

Rationale:  The No‐Build Alternative will not address the purpose of the project which is to replace the 
existing bridge. 
 
Alternative 1:  Replace bridge in same location with off‐site detour

Estimated Property Impacts:  4  Estimated Total Cost: $1,200,000.00
Estimated ROW Cost:  $33,000.00 Estimated CST Time: 12 months

Rationale:  Using an off‐site detour will cause through traffic to travel an additional 32 miles along on‐
system roadways due to the lack of State Routes in the area.  Due to the length of an off‐site detour and 
possible interruptions to emergency vehicles and school buses this alternative was abandoned.
 
Comments:   

















PROJ. NO. CALL NO.
9/29/2009

P.I. NO.
DATE

INDEX (TYPE) DATE INDEX Link to Fuel and AC Index:
REG. UNLEADED Mar 12 3.670$
DIESEL 4.050$
LIQUID AC 626.00$

LIQUID AC ADJUSTMENTS
PA=[((APM APL)/APL) 0.05]xTMTxAPL
Asphalt
Price Adjustment (PA) 53914.25 53,914.25$
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 50% 939.00$
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 626.00$

Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 172.25

ASPHALT Tons %AC AC ton
Leveling 600 5.0% 30
12.5 OGFC 5.0% 0
12.5 mm 5.0% 0
9.5 mm SP 544 5.0% 27.2
25 mm SP 1431 5.0% 71.55
19 mm SP 870 5.0% 43.5

3445 172.25

BITUMINOUS TACK COAT
Price Adjustment (PA) 1,404.86$ 1,404.86$
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 50% 939.00$
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 626.00$
Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 4.488380463

Bitum Tack
Gals gals/ton tons
1045 232.8234 4.48838046

BITUMINOUS TACK COAT (surface treatment)
Price Adjustment (PA) 0 $
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month placed (APM) Max. Cap 50% 939.00$
Monthly Asphalt Cement Price month project let (APL) 626.00$
Total Monthly Tonnage of asphalt cement (TMT) 0

Bitum Tack SY Gals/SY Gals gals/ton tons
Single Surf. Trmt. 0.20 0 232.8234 0
Double Surf.Trmt. 0.44 0 232.8234 0
Triple Surf. Trmt 0.71 0 232.8234 0

0

TOTAL LIQUID AC ADJUSTMENT 55,319.11$

0010408
5/17/2012

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



Department of Transportation 
               State of Georgia 
         ----------------------     
       Interdepartmental Correspondence 

FILE R/W  Cost Estimate                                         OFFICE Atlanta
DATE June 06, 2012

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

TO Krystal E. Stovall-Dixon, Project Manager 

   
SUBJECT Preliminary Right of Way Cost Estimate      

Project: Coffee County    
P.I. No.:  0010408 
Description: Bridge Replacement

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

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

`
PC: LA 
Attachments 
c: File 









1

Griffin, Ralph (Sandy)

From: Westberry, Lisa
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 11:34 AM
To: Griffin, Ralph (Sandy); Carter, Dennis
Subject: RE: Mitigation Estimate for PI 0010407 and PI 0010408
Attachments: PI 0010408 Wetlands Mapper May212012.pdf; PI 0010407 Wetlands Mapper May212012.pdf

Sandy,

PI 0010407 is located on SR 32 near Ambrose in Coffee County and PI 0010408 is located on SR 32 in Nicholls also in Coffee
County. I reviewed the NWI mapping and based on the plans, wetlands, open waters, and possibly streams would be
impacted. Mitigation for these impacts would be required. For PI 0010407, the estimated cost for mitigation is $30,000 and
for PI 0010408 the estimated cost is $35,000.

DISCLAIMER: This information is solely based on a desk top review of the information available. Only after a field
reconnaissance can project impacts be determined and the exact number of credits required for mitigation calculated.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to ask.

Thank you,
Lisa Westberry
Georgia Department of Transportation
600 West Peachtree Street, NW, Atlanta, GA 30308
404 631 1772

From: Griffin, Ralph (Sandy)  
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 10:43 AM 
To: Carter, Dennis; Westberry, Lisa 
Subject: RE: mitigation estimate 

Dennis/Lisa,

I have two projects; 0010407 & 0010408 Coffee County. The location map and pdfs of the plan sheets are attached.

Thanks,

Ralph S. (Sandy) Griffin
District Design Engineer
Georgia Dept. of Transportation
District 4, Tifton
229 386 3618

From: Carter, Dennis  
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 10:39 AM 
To: Griffin, Ralph (Sandy) 
Subject: FW: mitigation estimate 

FYI….see below.

From: Westberry, Lisa  
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2012 10:32 AM 
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NO BUILD = BUILD 
Department of Transportation 

State of Georgia 
______________________________________________

_________  
 

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE 
  
FILE               Coffee County              OFFICE Planning 
                   P.I. # 0010408 
                                                                                                          DATE     August 19, 2011 
 
FROM           Cindy VanDyke, State Transportation Planning Administrator 
 
TO                 Bobby Hilliard, P.E., State Program Delivery Engineer  

Attention: Krystal Stovall-Dixon 
 
SUBJECT  Traffic Assignments for S.R. 32 @ Hurricane Creek Approx. 0.4 Mi. W. of 

Nichols.  
 

We are furnishing estimated Traffic Assignments for the above project as 
follows: 

TC# 
0276 

2009 AADT 4410 
2017 AADT 5250 
2037 AADT 7200 
2009 DHV 400 
2017 DHV 475 
2037 DHV 650 

D 60% 
K 9% 
T 9% 

S.U. 5.5% 
COMB. 3.5% 

24 HR. T. 12% 
S.U. 7% 

COMB. 5% 
 

                     If you have any questions concerning this information please contact 
                     Micheal Word at (404) 631-1959. 
 
CLV/MTW 



�
���
��
�	

��

�
�
��
�
��
��
��
��
�

��

��
��
��
��
�	


��
�
��
��
��
��
�

��
��
�
��
��
�
	�
���
��
	�
��
��
�	�
��

		�
��
��
��
��
	�



� ��
��
��
��
	


���
�
��

��
��
��

��
�
���


�
��
�

���

���
��
�
���

���
��
��
��
���
	


�

��
�
���

��
�

��
��
�
��
��

��

��
�
���

��
���
��
��
��
��

��

��
���
�� 

��
��
��
��

��
���
��!

��
�!
�"
���
��
�

��
��
�#

�

��$
%�

��
�

��
&�
���
�"
'


��
��
��
��

(

�

��
��

!
��

�

��
�
��
��
��
��
���
���

"'
��
�

(�

!
��

�

��
�
�)
��


�
*
��

�
���

"'
��
�

(�
�

!
��

�

��
�
�+
�%

�
�,
'�
-��
�"
'�
��

(

�
!
��

�

��
��
���
��
��
��
�
��

��
�.
��

&�
.�

�� �
/
�
�
��
�
/
/
0

� ,
�
��

�1
�

,
�
�1
�

�
$
$
�2
�3
��,

/
�+
��
�
3
�
�
+
,
/

2 ��
&&

�2
&�

4&
54
��

&&

�
��

4�
&4
&�

�&

�
��

4�
&4
&�

�&

�
��

4�
&4
&�

�&

��
��

�

��
���
	

��

�
�
��
�
�
��
��
� 
!�

&

"�
#�
�

1

�
��
��

�
��

�

&

$
�%
&�
��

�
���
��
�

�

��
�1

�

�

�'
(�
��
��
���
��
�

�'
)�
��


��
���
��
�

5�
�6
�-
2�

1�

1&
� 11

-�
6�

�

*+
���
�
�
��
���
���
��
�

��
�

**
���
	�
�$
�%
&�
��

��
��

��
��

��
��

��
�

�'
,,
�-
"�
.
/
$
0"
�

�

'1
���
�
��
��
/
��
23
��
�$
��
3
�
4�

'5
.
��
�
-�
	

��

�
�
��
�
�
��
�

'5
�
�-
�&
�	

��

�
�
��
�
�
��
�

�

',
'�
#�
��
���
��-
���
��
��
��

�

�'
,1
��
���
��
�

�
6
�"
��
66
��
�

�

�1
(�
��
�
��
	

��

�
�
��
7
���
��
�
��

�1
,+
�	

�#
��
��

�
.
��
��

2
	

���
��
��
�0
8�

���
���
��0

�
�

��
�9�
�	

���
��
��

��
#

��
���
�
��
��

�
	�
�$
�

��
�.
��

�1
�!

.�
�2

-�
1/

�'
,�
�/
��
23
��
�-
��
��
%
�

�1
(�
�8
�

��
�

�
���
��
��
�6�
��
��

�

��

�1
,�
�8
��
��
��
��
�
��
�"
�#
��

�
�
��

��
1�

&

�'
,�
�8
��
��
��
��
�

��
�/
��
23
��
�

�'
',
�"
��
�4
��
�
��
�

1,
,(
�-
�2

���
��
��
�
��
�

1'
)�
�
�

�2
%
��
4�
0�
��
��
�

�

��
6�

-�
�

1'
+�
�
��
�%
�

&

�'
*�
�
�#
��
���
�

��
2�

&&

�1
,�
"
���

1

�1
'�
7
��

�
�

�

��
�

�&

�1
1�
�
3

�
��

�&

�5
'�
�
��
��

�
�
��
�

6

5)
�/
��
�
���
��
�-
��

�
6��
�

��
�

6

1,
��
�


��
��
��


��
��
��
���
��
�

�&

1)
�:
��
���


��
��
��
��
�

&�
66

',
(�
:
��
���
��


��
��
��
��
�

��
��

55
��
���
��
�7
��
��
%
�

�

5�
�-
4�
3
�

��

5�
�-
���
��
��
��
8�
��
��
�

�

5+
�$
��
��
��
�

�
�


��
��

�

1'
5�
-#
��
��
��-
��
��
��
��
��

�

�

1(
)�
"�
#�
�
6��
��

�
�

�

��
1�
"�
#�
�
6�-
��
��
��
��

�

&

���
���
"�
#�
�
6�-
��
��
��
� 

�
��
�

1'
��
7
�
�&
��
��
���
��
�

�6

1,
5�
"�
#�
��
���
��
�

�6
��
$
��

�/
��
�"

�


�
�

/ �

�2
1�
,
���

��
��

�
7�
'


�3
��
��

2
��

26
��
�-
,
'�

�"
�3
��
��

��
2

22
�,
���

��
��

�
7�
'


��
''

��
�

��

2�
��
��
,
'�

�"
��
''

��
��

��

&&
&�
'�

�
�$
��
�

��
��
�

��
��
�
���
	


��
��
8

�9
��
:

�

&�
��
!

�
;�
,
���

��
��

�
7�
'


�
&

&�
5�
<

�

���
	�
,
���

��
��

�
7�
'


�
&

���
���
��3


�
=�
��


�
7�
'


�

���
���
��!


�
;�
$
��
�

��
��
��

� 5

11
��
0;
#�

�
�

�
<
�

��"
�#
��

9
3
3
,
�$
�

�>
�,
�

9
3
3
,
�,
�
�>
��
��
3
$
�2
-�
1

��
2-
�6

��
&�

�1
��

�

���

��

�2
��
!

�
;�
!
��
��
"�

&

�2
1�
$
��
�'


�
� 
��
��
��
��

�

���
���
�9

�
	%

��
��

���
���
�<

��
�%
�

��

�1
5�
�
��
=�
9

�
	%

��
�&

���
���
�
��
=�
3
��

�
��
��

&

��
1�

�9
��

��
��
�

&
&

��
2�

�3

�

��
�
��
��
��

���

��
��

�

�2
&�
�
���
	


�3

�

��
��
9

�
	%

��
��

��
���
��
���
	


�3

�

��
��
<
��
�%
�

��

�1
��
?
��

��
��
���
 �

�-
�!
��-
��

�

��
1

���
���
�*

��
�

1

���
���
+
''

�-
�!
��-
��

�

��
�

���
���
+
''

�-
��
*
��
�

�2
2�
�
'�
��

�%
�,
��
=

� 1

��
2�
�

�
��
��
�	

�<
��
��

�

�1
1$

�"
�

��
,
'



�
� 
��
���

66

�1
��
<
��
��
�	

�,
�	
��

�1
2�
!

�
��

�

��
��

&-
��

�-
��

�1
6�
9
�:
:�
��
��
��

��
"�

�&

�1
��
)
���
���

"
�?
�"
�

��

���
���
�<

��

�
�

��

���
���
�/
�

��
���
�

��

���
���
7


�

'%

��

�

��

���
���
,

*


�
�

��

�2
��
 �
	%

���
	�
,
��



�
�

��

���
���
�
�8
�	
��
��
��

���
���
�

�
��
��

��
25

��
��

��
��
�
��

���
��
��
��
�-
�

�� ��

�&

�� �&

��

��
��
���
�	
 
	!
��
��
�"
#$

��
��
�	
 
	%
���
�#
�
��
��

��
��
��
��
�	
�

�
&'
��
��
��
�

�(
))
*	+
%
,�
�
!
	6

�-
12

��
�@

�
���
�

-
�.
.�
�

A
,
%�

�

��
��

$
�	

�
&�
�
��

��
�

� 
��
��
��
��
��
��
�
��

8

�"
��
�"
4�
�3
,

B7
%


���
�
��

��
��
��
��
��
��
�


��
��
��%

�"
��
��

4�

'

��
���
"�
�%

�
'�
�'


�
��
��
�?

!
+
7�
��

��
�
��
��
��
�=

�
�

�

�"

�

���
��
��
��
�%

�
�'
��
��
�*
��%
��

���
%


�*
���
�

��
��
�"

�

���
��
%


�!
��
��
�
�"
��
��
��

-�$
�

�"

�
��
"'
�"

�
�
��%

�"
���
�
��

��
��
��
=�
�"
%�

�

��
�	

��
���

�%

�
��
��

��

�

���
���


�
%�

�-
B



�
���
��
�	

��

�
�
��
�
��
��
��
��
�

��

��
��
��
��
�	


��
�
��
��
��
��
�

��
��
�
��
��
�
	�
���
��
	�
��
��
�	�
��

��
��
��
��
�	
�

�
��

.�
�&

�.
�

��
��
��
�
�
�	
�

�
��
�

1,
'�
��
=
��
��$
�

��
��

��
��

��
��

��
��

��
��

��
��

�

1,
1�
��
�

��.
��
���
&�
��

2

1�
*�
��
#
��
�
=�$
�

�
�
�C1

D��
�5

�C2
D

1�
,�
.
##
�
��
��-
��
��
��

��
��

1�
'�
�	
�$
�%
&�
���

��
��

��
�

1�
1�
�


���
��
��
��
��

��
4�
&4
&�

�&

1(
,�
-�
��
%
��
�$
�

��
��

�

)�
�"
�#
��
>
�
4�

��
�

*�
��
���
��
�	%
#�
��
�
��

E�

*�
��
�
�3
��
�	%
#?
��
�
��

��

*(
�"
�
��
�	%
#�
�
�
��

��

)(
�	%
#�
��

�
�2
�

��
��

��

*)
�	%
#�
:
��
��

��
��

''
�8
��
��
��
.
�
"�

��
25

��
#

�

��1
�1

�


��
��
���

�
��
�

1'
�>
��
��
3
��
��
��
��

���
��9

�	
%�
<
��

�
�/
�

8�

��
6�

-&
#

�

��&
�6

6

���
���

��
��

��/
�

8�

��
��

-�
��

(

��
�

���
���

8	
�,
��


��
=


��
/
�

8�

��
2�

-�

���
��!

��
��
�	


�
�
�

��

��
��

�

���
���

�

��
�
�+
'


��
�	

�
��

��
1�

&&
1�
,
��
��
��
���
��
��

)

�&
�<

��

�
�!

'

�%
�

�-
6

�
�-9


�
	%

��&
&-
&

��
�,

��
'


�$
��
�

��
��
��

&

��
&,

��
'


�$
��
�

��
��
�

�*
��
�

��

1'
*8
�

��
��-
��
��
%

�

11
,�
�
#2
�

�

�

11
5�
��
��

�
��
�
��
�

��
�

���
���
"�
#�
�

�

���
���
$
?
��
��
��
��
�

�

��
���
>
��
�2
�

��
���
��

�
�2
�

��
-�
�

9

�
	%

���
-�
�

��
�
'�
��

��

1(
��
 
�>
�	

�#
?�.
��
�

�
�
��
��
�@
@@

�
��
��

�
	�
�$
�

��
�.
��

�1
�!

.�
�2

-�
1/

�
��
��
��
�
�	
��
�

�1
*.
�
"

��
1�

2�
#

�

��1
�&

�

',
*A
"�
��
4�
�

��

��
�5

� 
��


"
�+
��
�

��
)
��


�
��
�

�&
��
�
�-
�7
��
�;
"�
+
��

��
)
��


�
��
�

��
25

�3
�>
-�,

'�
��
 


�	
�%

��
��

��
2�

�,
���

��
��

�
 


�	
�%
�

�&
�5

6&
��
�-�
�
*
��
-�<

��
�%

��
�-
5�

6�
�!

�
;�
<
��
�%
�

�1
1-
5�

��
2�

�7
��
-�9

��
�:
-��

��

�,
��
��
&�
��-
��
�3
��
4�
>
��
�2

��
5

��
-�
�

��
-�
�

4
1�

��
''

��
��
%�
�
�*

�-
�<

��
�%

��
��

�,
%�

��
�


��<
��
�%
�

���
���
���
��
���
��

�1
�

�1
-�
�

7�
'


��
�
��1

-�
�

���
���
��8
3
�?
��
��

�1
-�
�
7�
'


��
�
��1

-1
�

���
���
���
��
%
�

�

��>

��
�2
�

���
���
���
��
��

��
1-
��

7�
'


��

��
1-
5�

7�
'


��

���
���
��	

�
��
��
��
�

�
�
��
��

��
�*

��
���
�

1�
,
�

�
��
�


��
��

"
��
�-�
�
��
��

�

���
���
7�
��

"�
���
��

�

���
���

''
-�?

-��
��
��

�

���
���

''
-��

��
��/

��
�

�

61
�3
��
��
��

��
�-�
+
8

���
�

���
��)

��

�
�

��
�F
��
�B

��
F��
��

�B

��
�5

�3
��
��
��

�@

�
���
��
��
�

���
���

��
-�+

��
�!
���
�

���
�+
''

�-
�!
���

��
F��
�B

���
��
�
��
��
�
�%
?��
���

��
F��
�B

���
�+
''

�-
�!
���

��
F��
�B

66
� 
��

�
��
�)
��


�
��
-��

��

6�
� 
��

�
��
�)
��


�
��
-� 

��
��
-�
�

�&
��
3
�>
�3
��
�@

�
���

��
��

F��
��

B�!
���
�

1�
��
�8
�@

�
���

��
��

��
9
��
�:
��
��

�

&&
��
�
�8
�@

�
���

���
��
"

��

��
�

�2
6�
!

�
;�
7%

��
;�

"
"�
3
��
�

��
-�
�

���
���
��!


�
;�
7%

��
;�
�
''

��
��
%�

��
-�
�

�2
��
+
8

���
��
7%

��
;�

"
"�

��
-�
�

�&
��
#

�

�� 
�"
��$

��
��

�

�
,
�'

�&
��

�,
�=

�&
��

�

��
��
�	
�

�
��
�

�6
���

8

��
��
��
�
��
��
	�
3
��
%�

��
&

�1
�+
'


��
���
	�
�
��
��
	�
3

�
%�

��
&

��
���
�8

�

��
��
�7
�'

�

��
�
��
��
	�
��
1

�2
��+

'

��
���
	�
7�
'


�
��
�
��
��
	�
��
1

�1
&�

��
��
��
�

��
 �

��
"�

���
���
/
B7
�
�6�
��
�

�&
��

���
���
9
,
.3

��
��

�

�
1�

��

���
���
7�
'


�1
�

1�
��

���
���
"�
#�
�5
�1
�

2�
��

���
���
"�
%
&�
��

1�
��

���
���
��
��
�&
��
4�

��
2�

��
&�
9
���

8

��
��
��
�
��
��
	�

�1

��
��
9
�+
'


��
���
	�
�
��
��
	

1�

()
�-
���
��
��
��
�0
��
��
��
�

�

6

�+
��
��
4�
�


��
��

�

2

�*
�-
�#
��
��
��
��
��
��
�


��
��

�

�

��
��

��
�
��
��"
��
��
!
��

�	

�

�

��
�
�,
�=

"�
��
��
��

�
�
��

��
���
��

�

��
�
�,
��
��
��
��

��
���
��

5

��
�
�)
��


�
*
��

�
��
��

��
���
�

�

�&
�<

��

�
*
��
��
�


(�
��
��

�

�&
��
%�

��

�
�$
��
�

��
��
��
�
��

�-
�

�

�5
�!

�
;�
?

�

�

�
��
�

1

��
�)
��


�
�
��-
�9
��
:4
@

�
��

�

��
��
''

�-�
�
��	
��


�
��

�

��
��
��
8

���

�

��
��
���
	


�$
�"
���
	�
�

(

��
�

�

6

2&
�,
���

��
�+
'


�G
�$
�"
�

�G
��
 �

�

��
&�

1�
7


�
'�

��
��
�,
���

��
��

�

�

�1
��
$
�"
�

��
 �

��
"

���
���
�9
.3

��
��

�

�
��

���
���
�9
,
.3

��
��

�

�
��

���
���
�7
�'

�
1�

��

���
���
�7
�'

�
1"
��

��

���
���
�7
��
=


��
��

���
���
�$
�	
	�
=�

�;
��

�6
1�
�
��
��
��
���
��
!
��

�

��
4�
&4
&�

�&

�6
5�
�


��
�
��
��
�!
��

�

�4
&4
&�

�&
��&

��
��

��
��

3

�
��
��

$
�	

�
��
�
��

��
�

� 
��
��
��
��
��
��
�
��

8

�"
��
�"
4�
�3
,

B7
%


���
�
��

��
��
��
��
��
��
�


��
��
��%

�"
��
��

4�

'

��
���
"�
�%

�
'�
�'


�
��
��
�?

!
+
7�
��

��
�
��
��
��
�=

�
�

�

�"

�

���
��
��
��
�%

�
�'
��
��
�*
��%
��

���
%


�*
���
�

��
��
�"

�

���
��
%


�!
��
��
�
�"
��
��
��

-�$
�

�"

�
��
"'
�"

�
�
��%

�"
���
�
��

��
��
��
=�
�"
%�

�

��
�	

��
���

�%

�
��
��

��

�

���
���


�
%�

�-
B



1

Department of Transportation 
State of Georgia 

Concept Meeting Minutes 
May 8, 2012 

PI No. 0010408 

Description Bridge Replacement on SR 32 @ Hurricane Creek Approximately  
                             0.4 miles west of Nichols, Georgia.  

A Concept Team Meeting was held for the subject project on May 8, 2012. The meeting 
was requested by Krystal Stovall-Dixon, GDOT Project Manager and conducted by Ralph 
S. Griffin, District Design Engineer. The meeting was held at the GDOT District Office in 
Tifton and began at 1:00 pm. The meeting began with introductions and Ralph Griffin gave 
an outline of the Draft Concept Report and opened the floor for discussions. 

Dennis Carter, District Environmentalist, stated that the level of the Environmental 
Document will be a C.E. and a NW 404 permit will be required.  A Special Provision 
107.23G for the protection of migratory birds will also be required; nest and birds were 
present at the time of the field visit.  Dennis also stated that a buffer variance may be 
needed if the detour impacts an existing pond on the west end of the project. Other 
environmental commitments are pending the completion of further studies. 

Ken Cheek, District Utility Office stated that due to the amount of utilities present on the 
north side of the alignment that the on-site detour needs to be placed on the south side of 
the road. 

Ralph Griffin said design would look at it but due to Hurricane Creek running parallel to 
the alignment on the south side for a short distance that this may not be feasible.   

Mike Hudson, City of Douglas said it they had not looked at this project. 

Ralph Griffin stated that an on-site detour was needed because an off-site detour would be 
an additional 32 miles for through traffic due to the lack of state routes in the area. 

Joe Sheffield, District Engineer, wanted design to verify that an existing bridge in the area 
on SR 32 was not scheduled for construction during the same timeframe as this project and 
not scheduled to be closed.  If it is it should be let with this project in the same contract. 




















