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November 8, 2007 
 
 
Ms. Lisa L. Myers 
Design Review Engineering Manager 
Georgia Department of Transportation 
No. 2 Capitol Square, SW, Room 266 
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-1002 
 
re: SR 4/US 1 Widening and Reconstruction  

Project Numbers EDS-545(29, 30, 31, 32), P. I. Nos. 222120, 222150, 222160, 222170 and 
BRST-043-1(58), P. I. No. 232265, Jefferson County 

 Value Engineering Study Report 
 
Dear Ms. Myers: 
 
Lewis & Zimmerman Associates, Inc. is pleased to submit four hard copies and one electronic copy of the 
referenced VE report. The objective of the VE study was to identify opportunities to improve the value of 
the project by fulfilling the basic functions of increasing capacity and improving safety, and where 
logically possible and warranted, reducing capital cost. 
 
The project involves the widening of SR/US 1 from two lanes to four lanes as part of the Governor’s 
Road Improvement Program to promote economic development through an improved transportation 
network.  Project BRST-043-1(58), the bridge replacement over Big Creek, is embedded within EDS-
545(32) but identified as a separate project due to a different funding source. 
 
Although the majority of the corridor follows the existing alignment, two areas depart from the current 
alignment. While these departures are in and of themselves not a problem, the VE team was concerned 
with the resulting increase in cost. This cost increase, as well as potentially using common intersections, 
closing off drives that can pose traffic conflicts, and reducing the amount of sidewalk, were the main 
focus of the VE team. 
 
We appreciate the excellent participation of GDOT staff and Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. design 
team members throughout the study.  Please call us if you have any questions as you review this report 
and determine implementation. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
LEWIS & ZIMMERMAN ASSOCIATES, INC. 
 
 
Luis M. Venegas, PE, CVS, FSAVE, LEED® AP  
Vice President 

Value Consulting Services 
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