
ORIGINAL TO GENERAL FILES

D.O.T.66

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

P. I. No. 751775-, Clayton County
STP-91O8(5)
Battle Creek Road from Valley Hill Road

/1 Jj2/1S0U~ Pajeway DATE January 25,2006

FROM WMKJglxet (~Assistant Director of Preconstruction
TO (SV- SEE DISTRIBUTION

FILE OFFICE Preconstruction

SUBJECT APPROVED PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Attached for your files is the approval for subject project.

MBP/cj

Attachment

DISTRIBUTION:

Brian Summers
Harvey Keepler
Ken Thompson
Jamie Simpson
Michael Henry
Keith Golden
Joe Palladi (file copy)
Paul Liles
Babs Abubakari
Bryant Poole
BOARD MEMBER
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D.O.T. 66

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEP ARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

FILE P.I. No. 751775-, Clayton County
STP-91O8(5)
Battle Creek Road from Valley Hill Road

/l/~ Southlake Parkway DATE January 20,2006

FROM ~iiIr!areJ::;~., Assistant Director of Preconstruction

TO (ia.f David E. Studstill, Jr., P.E., Chief Engineer .

OFFICE Preconstruction

SUBJECT PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

This project is the widening and reconstruction of Battle Creek Road (CR 1342) from Valley Hill
Road to Southlake Parkway for a total of 2.11 miles. This project will improve the level of
service (LOS) along the roadway by adding additional through lanes along Battle Creek Road as
well as adding additional turn lanes at major intersections. The proposed improvements will
allow each major intersection within the project limits to operate at an acceptable LOS. Based
year (2011) traffic volumes are 15,400 VPD along Battle Creek Road and future design year
(2031) volumes are projected to be 22,900 VPD.

The construction consists of widening Battle Creek RoadiCR 1342 from the existing two lane
facility to four, 12' lanes with a 20' raised median and urban shoulders consisting of2.5' curb and
gutter, 6' grassed strip and 5' sidewalks. The intersection of Battle Creek Road and Valley Hill
Road will be realigned to provide an east-west thru movement from eastbound Valley Hill Road
to eastbound Battle Creek Road. Temporary on-site detour pavement will be utilized at various
locations to facilitate vertical reconstruction of Battle Creek Road.

Environmental concerns include requiring a COE 404 Permit; an Environmental Assessment is
anticipated; a public hearing open house will be held; time saving procedures are not appropriate.

The estimated costs for this project are:

PROPOSED APPROVED EUNDING PRO_GDATE

Construction (includes E&C
and inflation) $9,147,000 $9;147,000 L230 2009

Right-of-Way & Utilities* Local Local Local

*Clayton County signedPMA for PE, right-of-way, and utilities 2-19-02.
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David Studstill
Page 2

P. I. No. 751775-, Clayton
January 20, 2006

I recommend this project concept be approved.

MBP:JDQ/cj

Attachment

CONCUR
atton, P.E., Director of Preconstruction

APPROVE ctJJ? /-~// "7
DavidE. Studstill,Jr., P.E.,ChiefEng~r
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FILE STP-9108(5)
Clayton County
Battlecreek Road from Valley Hill Rd
to Soutblake Parkway
P.I. 751775-

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION r;:::-'~-~,--,-
STATE OF GEORGIA i'.-, .~, r:--:---:_.__..

Ii' ..-'.. ;::::'~I, I .r-. '
INTERDEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE Ilr' . '- -::'/1 II

IU[I DEe 30 2005 I!II~
I ~.- IlL ij

'~ J'-J)
J

OFFICE: Chamblee\Metro

.

DATE: December 23, 2005

FROM: Bryant Poole, District Enginee~

TO: Margaret B. Pirkle, Assistant Director of Preconstruction

SUBJECT: PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Attached is the original copy of the concept report for your further handling for approval in .

accordance with the PDP.

If you have any questions in regards to this concept, please contact Merishia Robinson or
Gerald Ford at (404) 463-4947.

BP\MAL\mkr

cc: Joe Palladi
Jamie Simpson
Harvey Keepler
Keith Golden
Brian Summers
Paul Liles
File
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-91O8(5)
County: CLAYTON

P. I. Number: 751775

Federal Route Number: NtA
State Route Number: NtA

County Route Number: 1342

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKECTH

Recommendation for approval:

DATE ~
J2~DATE

The concept as presented herein and submitted for approval is consistent with that which
is included in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP).

DATE
State Transportation Planning Administrator

DATE
State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE

State Environmental/Location Engineer

DATE

State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE
Project Review Engineer

DATE

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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v Project Concept Report Page 2
Project Nwnber: STP-91O8(5)
P.l Nwnber: 751775
Comty: Clayton

)?- .

6' ~ (: ".,
#0.

N PI # 151775

A
Location Map
0 0.25

Location Map
Project: STP-9108(5) Clayton County PI No: 751775

Description: Widening of Battle Creek Road :tromValley Hill Road to Southlake
Parkway.
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" Pr~ect Concept Report Page 3
Pr~ect Number: STP-91O8(5)
P. I. Number: 751775
COWlty: Clayton

Need and Purpose: PrQject STP-9108(5) consists of widening Battle Creek RQad(CR
1342) in C1aytQnCQunty frQmthe existing two. and fQur lane facility to. fQurlanes with
20-fQotraisedmedian and urbancurb and gutter,beginningat Valley HillRQadand
endingat SQuthlakeParkway.Battle CreekRQadis classifiedas an urbancQllector.

Base year 2011 traffic vQlumes are approximately 15,400 Vehicles per Day (VPD) along
Battle Creek Road and future design year 2031 vQlumes are expected to.be apprQximately
22,900 VPD~

Project STP-91O8(5) will improve the Level of Service (LOS) alQngthe roadway by
adding additional thrQugh lanes alQngBattle Creek RQad, as well as adding additional.
turn lanes at major intersectiQns. The prQPQsedimprovements will allQweach majo.r
intersectiQn within the project limits to.Qperate at the design year LOS as shQwn in the
attached traffic analysis summary.

PrQject STP-91O8(5) will also. impro.ve vertical sight distance and prQvide fQradditio.nal
turn lanes and signal upgrades at intersectiQns. Accident rates at each major intersectiQn
alQngBattle Creek RQad are shQwn in the attached traffic analysis summary.

FurthermQre, central ClaytQn CQunty is a heavily develQped area consisting ofa mix Qf
cQmmercia~ residential and industrial land uses with a need fQrimprQved east-west
connectivity. The project will serve this need by recQnfiguring the intersectiQn QfBattle
Creek Ro.ad and Valley Hill RQad to prQvide an east-west thrQugh mQvement. There are
also.three Qtherprojects in the immediate vicinity which will cQmbine with this project to.
create a majQr east-west thQrQughfarein central ClaytQn Co.unty.These pro.jects are the
widening QfVaIley Hill RQad frQmUpper Riverdale Ro.adto Battle Creek Road (ClaytQn
CQuntyPro.ject), the widening QfBattle Creek Ro.ad and Mt. Zio.nBo.ulevard fro.m
SQuthlake Parkway to.SQmerto.nDrive (GDOT P.I. No. 751770) and the widening Mt.
Zio.nBo.ulevard fro.mSo.mertQnDrive to Rex Ro.ad (Clayto.n Co.untyProject).

Also.,existing Battle Creek Road cUITentIyhas intermittent pedestrian facilities alQngthe
project co.n-idQr.Project STP-9108(5) will imprQve pedestrian facilities within the project
limits by pro.viding fo.ran urban sectio.nwith curb and gutter and 5-fo.o.tsidewalks.



T .'

Project Concept Report Page 4
P~ect Number: STP-9108(5)
P. L Number: 751775
County: Clayton

Description ofthe proposed project: Project STP-9108(5) consists of widening Battle
Creek Road (CR 1342) from the existing two lane facility to four 12-foot lanes with a 20-
foot raised median and urban shoulders consisting of2.5-foot curb and gutter, 6-foot
grassed strip and 5-foot sidewalks. The project begins 475 ft west ofthe intersection of
Valley Hill Road and Battle Creek Road (M.P. 0.00) and continues to the intersection of
Battle Creek Road and Southlake Parkway. (M.P. 2.02) The intersection of Battle Creek
Road and Valley Hill Road will be realigned to provide an east-west through movement
ftom eastbound Valley Hill Road to eastbound Battle Creek Road. The total project
length is approximately 11150 feet (2.11 miles)

Is the project located in a Non-attainment area? ...A.-Yes No.
The proposed concept calls for four through lanes with a 20-foot raised median. The
project begins 475 ft west of the intersectionof Battle Creek Road and Valley Hill Road
(M.P. 0.00) and continues to the intersection of Battle Creek Road and Southlake
Parkway. (M.P. 2.02) The total project length is 2.11 miles and the opening year is
2011.

The conforming plan describes the project beginning just west of the Valley Hill
RoadlBattle Creek Road intersectionand continuing along Battle Creek Road for 2.03
miles to SouthlakeParkway. The plan calls for four through lanes with a total project
lengthof2.03 miles and an openingyear of2011.

PDP Classification: Major (X) Minor ( )

Federal Oversight: Full Oversight ( ), Exempt(X), State Funded( ), or Other ( )

Functional Classification: Urban Collector Street

U. S.Route Number(s): None State Route Number(s): ~e

County Route Number(s): 1342

Traffic (ADT):
CurrentYear:(2005): 13,632 Design Year: (2031): 22,890
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-; Project Concept Report Page 5
Pr~ect Number: STP~91O8(5)
P. L Number: 751775
County: Clayton

Existing design features:
. TypicalSection: BattleCreek Road consistsof one travel lane in each direction

with variablewidth rural grassedshoulders.
. Posted speed 40 mph MinimumCurveRadius: 730'
. . Maximum grade: 6% mainline. 8.5% side roads. 17% driveways
. Widthof right of way: Varies 80-175ft.
. Majorstructures: lO8-footlongby 84-footwide reinforcedconcretebridgeon

BattleCreekRoadoverJestersCreek;SufficiencyRating:68.77
. Major intersectionsalongthe project: BattleCreekRoadat:ValleyHill Road;

Tara BoulevardlUS 19/41; Jonesboro RoadiSR 54; Southlake Parkway.. Existinglengthof roadwaysegments:
0 Battle Creek Road: 2.11 Miles beginning at M.P. 0.00

Proposed Design Features:. Proposed typical section(s): Four 12-foot travel lanes (two in each direction)
separatedby a 20~footraisedmedianwith curb and.gutter and 16-footurban
shouldersconsistingof2.5-foot curb and gutter, 6-footgrassedstrip and 5-foot
sidewalk.. ProposedDesignSpeedMainline45 mph. ProposedMaximumgrade Mainline6~ Maximumgrade allowable9%.. Proposed Maximum grade Side Street 11% Maximum gr~de allowable 15%.. Proposed Maximum grade driveway 11%

. ProposedMinimumCurveRadius 730'.

. Right ofway
0 Width Varies 120-175'.

0 Easements: Temporary (X), Permanent (X), Utility ( ), Other ( ).
0 Type of access control: Full ( ), Partial ( ), By Permit (X), Other ( ).
0 Number of parcels: 65 Number of displacements:

0 Business: 1
0 Residences: 2
0 Mobile homes: None
0 Other: None

MinimumRadius Allowable643'.

. Structures:
0 Bridges: The existing bridge on Battle Creek Road over Jesters Creek will

be rehabilitated to improve load rating and allow for the removal of the
existing load posting.

0 Retaining walls: Gravity walls may be utilized at various locations
throughout the project to minimize impacts to adjacent properties.

. Major intersections:Battle CreekRoad at: ValleyHill Road; Tara BoulevardlUS
19/41; Jonesboro RoadiSR 54; Southlake Parkway.



:;:

Project 'Concept Report Page 6
Project Nwnber: STP-9108(5)
P.l Nwnber: 751775
County: Clayton

. Trafficcontrolduringconstruction:
0 The intersectionof BattleCreekRoad andValley Hill Road will be closed

to throughtrafficduringconstruction.Trafficwill be routedon an off-site
detourutilizingTara Boulevard,Upper RiverdaleRoad, LamarHutcheson
Parkwayand ValleyHill Road.

0 Tara Roadwill be closedto trafficat Battle CreekRoad during
construction.Trafficwill be routedon an off-sitedetourutilizingO'Hara
DriveandJonesboroRoad.

0 Temporaryon-sitedetourpavementwill be utilizedat various locationsin
order to facilitateverticalreconstructionof Battle CreekRoad.

. Design Exceptions to controlling criteria anticipated:
UNDETERMINED

HORIZONTALALIGNMENT: ( )
ROADWAYWIDTH: ()
SHOULDERWIDTH: ( )
VERTICALGRADES: ( )
CROSSSLOPES: ( )
STOPPINGSIGHTDISTANCE: ()
SUPERELEVATIONRATES: 0
HORIZONTALCLEARANCE: ()
SPEEDDESIGN: ( )
VERTICALCLEARANCE: ( )
BRIDGEWIDTH: ( )
BRIDGESTRUCTURALCAPACITY: ( ). DesignVariances:

0 Design variances will be required at various median openings along the
project for substandard left turn storage length due to the spacing of
median openings. These locations include the median openings on Battle
Cre~k Road at Tara Road and Clayton County Fire Station No.3.. Environmental concerns:

0 It is anticipated that an Individual Permit will be required for impacts to
the two streams (Jesters Creek and Jesters Creek Tributary) on the project
corridor. There are three USTs along the project corridor, one of which is
considered a LUST. At this time, it is not known how many of these
UST's will be impacted by the project. A finding of No Historic
Properties Affected is expected for the history and archaeology studies.

. Level of environmental analysis:
0 Are Time Savings Procedures appropriate? Yes ( ), No (X ),
0 Categorical exclusion ( ),
0 Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact(FONSI):

Anticipated
0 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) ( ).

YES
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()
()

!ill
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
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Project Concept Report Page 7
~ectNumber: STP-91O8(5)
P. L Number: 751775
County: Clayton

. Utility involvements:
0 Utility facilities located within the project limits include natural gas,

phone, power, cable TV, Clayton County ITS systems, and water/sewer.

Project responsibilities:
0 Design: Clayton County
0 Right of Way Acquisition: Clayton County
0 Relocation of Utilities: Clayton County
0 Letting to contract: GDOT Office of Contract Administration
0 Supervision of construction: GOOT Construction
0 Providing material pits: Responsibility of the Construction Contractor
0 Providing detours: Clayton County; Construction Contractor to complete

detours as shown in final plans.

Coordination
. InitialConceptMeeting4/1112005:See attachedminutes.. ConceptTeamMeeting 11/10/2005:See attachedminutes.
. P. A. R. meetings,dates and results:None Required
. FEMA,USCG,andlorTVA:. Public involvement.A PublicInformationOpenHousewas heldon June 7, 2005

at JonesboroHigh School in Jonesboro,GA 109people attendedthe PIOH and a
. total of 51 commentswere received.Of these comments,S were opposedto the

project, 16were in supportof the project, 7 were uncommittedand23 were
conditional. Localgovernmentcomments:See attachedConceptTeamMeetingMinutes

. Otherprojects in the area:
0 STP-9108(4)Wideningof Battle Creek Road ftom SouthlakeParkwayto

Mt. Zion Boulevardand WideningofMt. Zion BoulevardfromBattle
CreekRoad to SomertonDrive.

0 ClaytonCountyProject:Wideningof ValleyHill Road fromUpper
RiverdaleRoad to BattleCreek Road.. Othercoordinationto date: N/A

Scheduling- Responsible Parties' Estimate
. Timeto completethe environmentalprocess: 18Months.
. Timeto completepreliminaryconstructionplans: 10Months.
. Timeto completeright of wayplans: 5 Months.
. Time to completethe Section404 Permit:8 Months.
. Timeto completefinalconstructionplans: 5 Months.
. Time to purchaseright ofway: 25 Months.
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Project Concept Report Page 8
Project Number: STP-9108(5)
P. I. Number: 751775
COlmty: Clayton

Other alternates considered: (1) WidenBattle CreekRoad to four lanes,reconstructthe
ValleyHillRoadfBattIeCreekRoad intersectionto provide a throughmovementfrom
eastboundValleyHill Road to eastboundBattle CreekRoad andrehabilitatethe
westboundsection of the existingbridgeover Jesters Creekto improvethe bridge load
rating. (2) WidenBattle CreekRoad to four lanes,reconstructthe ValleyHill
RoadlBattleCreekRoad intersectionto providea throughmovementfromeastbound
ValleyHillRoad to eastboundBattle CreekRoad and replace the existingwestbound
sectionof the bridgeoverJesters Creekwith a new bridge. (3) WidenBattle CreekRoad
to four lanesand allowthe ValleyHill RoadlBattleCreekRoad intersectionin its current
configuration. (4) No Build.

Comments:
Comuarison Summary of Alternates 14

Alternate(I) is recommendedfor thisconcept.Theproposed four lane sectionis
necessaryto provideadequatelevelof servicethroughoutthe BattleCreek Corridorunder
designyear2031 trafficconditions. A bridgeconditionsurveyconductedby the Office
of Maintenanceconcludedthat the existingbridgeshouldbe reinforcedwith external

.carbonfiberstirrupsat the ends of the existingT-beams.

Alternate (2) is not recommended for this concept. A bridge condition survey conducted
by the Office of Maintenance concluded that the existing bridge be reinforced with
external carbon fiber stirrups at the ends of the existing T-beams.

Alternate(3) is not recommendedfor this concept.Projectionsin the trafficcapacity
report indicatethat the majormovementat this intersectionis ttom eastboundValleyHill
Roadto eastboundBattle CreekRoad. Leavingthe ValleyHill RoadfBattleCreekRoad
intersectionin its current configurationdoes not allowthe movementto operateas a
throughmovement,whichwouldresult in a lower levelof servicethan if the intersection
were reconstructedas recommendedin Alternate(I).

Alternate(4) is not recommendedfor this concept.Projectionsin the trafficcapacity
report indicatethat the currenttwo lane facilityalongBattle CreekRoad will failunder
futuretrafficconditions,thus providingan unacceptablelevel of service alongthe
roadway.
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Project Concept Report Page 9
Prqiect Number: STP~91O8(5)
P.l Number: 751775
County: Clayton

Attachments:
1. Cost Estimates:

a. Construction including E&C,
b. Right of Way, and
c. Utilities.

2. Typical Sections
3. Bridge Inventory
4. Conforming plan's network schematics showing through lanes
5. Initial Concept Team Meeting Minutes 4/11105
6. Concept Team Meeting Minutes 11/10/05
7. Summary of Traffic Analysis
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- Erosion Mat 9000 SY (ij) $2 $18,000
Baled Straw 1000 l-F lai- $2 $2,000
Ty 3 Silt Gates 23EA @ $350 $8,050
Sediment Basins 2EA @ $7,000 $14,OOC

e. 1RAFFIC CONTROL lS .$200,000
f. ITS DEVICES lS $408,975
g. TRAFFIC SIGNAL INSTALLATION 4EA @. $75,000 $300,000

SUBTOTAl:C-4 $1 051.525
5. MISCELLANEOUS

a. LIGHTING
b. SIGNING - MARKING

Solid Traff StriPe. 5 IN, White 45000 IF $0.30 $13,500
Solid Traff Strice, 5 IN, Yellow 15000 IF $0.30 $4,500
Skip Traff Stripe, 5 IN, White 25000 GlF $0.20 $5,000
Hiowav Sians, TP 6 Sheeting 750 SF $18 $13,500
GalvS PO$t$,TP7 1000 LF (, $8 $8,000
Raised Pvmt Markers 3OOEA @ $3 $900

c. GUARDRAIL
W Beam 2000 IF J) $15 $30,000
TBeam 84 IF (,v $30 $2,520
Tv 12 AncoIS 5 EA i> $1,300 $6,500
.Tv 1 Anchors 5EA 'i> $440 $2.200

d. CURB AND GUITER
O1rb and Gutter TP 2 30000 LF @ $16 $480,000
O1rb and Gutter TP 7 20000 IF @ $10 $2QO,ooo

SUB-rO-rAl:C.5 $766 620
6. SPECIAL FEATURES

1) AELD ENGINEERS OFFICE TV 3 $65,000
SUBTOTAl:C-6 $55.000

ESTIMATESUMMARY
A. RIGHT-OF-WAY $3,708,487
B. REIMBURSABLE UTILITIES $0
C. CONSTRUCTION

1. MAJOR STRUCTURES $962,093
2. GRADING AND DRAINAGE $1,730,450
3. BASE AND PAVING $2,275,533
4. LUMP ITEMS $1,051,525
5. MISCELLANEOUS $766.620
6. SPECIAL FEATURES $65,000

SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $6,841,221

INFLATION (5% PER YEAR) $1,474,326
NUMBER OF YEARS I 4

E. & C. (10010) $831,555

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $9.147,101

GRAND TOTAL PROJECT COST $12,855,588
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structure ID: 063-0081-Q

Location & Geography

BRIDGE INVENTORY DATA LISTING GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SUFF. RATING

Structure I.D.No:

200 Bridge Infonnation
'" 6A Feature Int:

'" 6B Critical Bridge:

'" 7A Route NUlUberCarried:

'" 7B Facility Carried:

'" 9 Location:

2 DOT District

207 Year Photo:

* 91 Inspection Frequency:

92A Fxact Crit Insp Freq:

92B Underwater lnsp Freq:

92C Other Spc. Insp Freq:
.. 4 Place Code:

* 5 Inventory Route (010):

Type:

Designation:
Number:

Direction:

* 16 Latitude: 33-33.2

'"

*
17 Longitude: 84-21.7

98 BorderBridge: 000

99 ID Number:

'" 100 STRAHNBT: 0

12 Base Highway Network:

13A LRS Inventory Route:

13B Sub Inventory Route:
'" 10 1 Parallel Structure:

* 102 Direction ofTraffic:

'" 264 Road Inventory Mile Post:

* 208 Inspection Area: 03

Engineer's Initial: jal

* Location J.D. No.:

063-0081-0

06
JESTERSCREEK
0
CROI342

BATTLE CREEK ROAD

2 MI N OF JONESBORO

7
2003

24 Date;OS/29/2003
00 Date:02/0111901
00 Date:02/01/1901
00 Date:02/0111901
00000

1
5
1
IJ9108
0

MMS Prefix:

MMSSuffix: MP:

%Shared: 00

000000000000000

1

632134200
0

N

2

000..55

Initials: WBP

063-09108M-OOO.83E

0.00

Si2DS& Attachments

225 Expansion Joint Type:

242 Deck Drains:

243 ParapetLocation:

Height:
Width:

238 CUIb:

239 Handrail:

* 240 MedianBanier Rail:

241 BridgeMedianHeight:
Width:

68.77

Report Date: 3/29/2005 SIA- 1

* 230 GuardrailLocDir Rear:

Fwrd:

Oppo Dir Rear:

Fwrd:

244 ApproachSlab:

224 RetainingWall:

233 PostedSpeedLimit:

236 WarningSign:

234 Delineator:

235 HazardBoards:

237 Utilities Gas:

"
Ele.

Telephone:
S<

LightingStreet:

Naviagtion:
Aerial:

247

* 248 County Continuity No.:

Clayton

* 104 HighwaySystem: 0
* 26 FunctionalClassification: 17
'" 204 FederalRouteType: M No.: 09108

105 FederalLandsHighway: 0
* 110 TruckRoute: 0

206 SchoolBusRoute: 1

217 BenchmarkElevation: 0000.00

218 Datum: 0
* 19 BypassLength: 03
* 20 Toll: 3
* 21 Maintenance: 02
'" 22 Owner: 02
'" 31 DesignLoad: 2

37 HistoricalSignificance: 5

205 CongressionalDistrict: 13
27 Year Constructed: 1964

106 YearReconstructed: 1997

33 BridgeMedian: 0
34 Skew: 00
35 StructureFlared: 0

38 NavigationControl: 0

213 SpecialSteelDesign: 0

267 Typeof Paint: 3
'" 42 Typeof Serviceon: I

5

214 MovableBridge: 0

203 Type Bridge: E-N-O-O
259 PileEncasement: 2

* 43 StructureTypeMain: 1 04

45 No. SpansMain: 003

44 StructureTypeAppr: 0 00

46 No. SpansAppr: 0000
226 BridgeCurveHorz: 1 Vert: 0

111 PierProtection: 0

107 DeckStructureType: 1
108 WearingSurfaceType: 1

M< 0
F 0

02

1

3

2.20

1.10

0.50 1

7 7

0

0.50
16.00

2

2

0

0

3

0

40

0

1

1

21

23

00

00
00

0
0
0

00



Strua:ure ID: O6:MJO81-0

BRIDGE INVENTORY DATA LISTING GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
68.77Clayton SUFF. RATING

Measurements

'" 29 ADr:
109 % Trucks:

'" 28 Lanes On:

210 No. Tracks On:

'" 48 Max. Span Length:
'" 49 Structure Length:

51 Br. Rwdy. Width:
52 Deck Width:

'" 47 Tot Horz. CI:
50 CUIb/SdewIk Width:

32 Approach Rdwy Width:
'" 229 Shoulder Width:

Rear U: 5.00 Type: 8 Rt:
Fwrd Lt: 5.00 Type: 8 Rt:

Pavement Width:

Rear: 24.00 Type: 2
Fwrd: 24.00 Type: 2

, Intersection Rear: 1 Fwrd:

36 Safety Features Br. Rail: 1
Transition: 1

App. G. Rail:
App. Rail End:

53 Minimum C1.Over:

Under: N

* 228 Min. Vertical CI

Act Odm Dir:

Oppo. Dir:
Posted Odm. Dir:

Oppo. Dir:

55 Lateral UndercJ. Rt:

56 Lateral Underc1. Lt:

* 10 Max Min Vert CI:

39 NavVertCI:

116 Nav Vert Cl Closed:

245 Deck Thickness Main:

Deck Thick Approach:

246 Overlay ~ickness:
212 Year Last Painted:

Programming Data
201 ProjectNo.: BHMLB-9108(3)O1
202 Plans Available: 4
249 Prop. Proj.No. 0000000000000000
250 ApprovalStatus: 7000
251 P.I. No.: 0000000
252 ContractDate: 01/28/1998
260 SeismicNo.: 00000
75TypeW~k 00 0
94 BridgeImp.Cost: $ 0
95 RoadwayImp.Cost: $ 0
96 Total ImpCost: $ 0
76 Imp. Length: 0
97 Imp. Year: 0000

114 FutureADT: 019200 Year: 2022

012800

Hydraulic Data
215 WaterwayData

HighwaterElev.: 0000.0 Year: 1999
Avg.StreambedElev.: 0000.0 Freq.: 00
DrainageArea: 00000
AreaOfOpening: 000000

113 ScourCritical; U
216 WaterDepth: 01.3
222 SlopeProtection: 1
221 SpurDikesRear: 0
219 FenderSystem: 0
220 Dolphin: 0
223 CulvertCover: 000

Type: 0
No. Banels: 0

Width: 0.00 Height:
Length: 0 Apron:

* 265 UIWInsp.Area: 0

Hr. Height: IS.7

Fwrd: 0

0.00
0

Diver: ZZZ

* Location I.D. No.: 063-091O8M-000.83E

Year: 2002
2

02 Under: 00
00 Under: 00

0034

Ratings
65 Inventory Rating Method:
63 Inventory Rating Method:

66 Inventory Type: 2 Rating:
64 Operating Type: 2 Rating:

231 Calculated Loads

H-Modified: 15 1
HS-Modified: 19 0

Type 3: 15 I
Type 3s2: 25 0

Timber: 22 1

Piggyback: 00 0
261 H Inventory Rating: 13

262 H Operating Rating: 21
67 Structural Evaluation:
58 Deck Condition:

59 Superstructure Condition:

'" 227 Collision Damage:
60A Substructure Condition:

60B Scour Condition:

6OC Underwater Condition:

71 Waterway Adequacy:
61 Channel Protection Cond;

68 Deck Geometry:
69 UnderClr. HorzlVert;

72 Appr. Alignment:
62 Culvert:

.'

I
1
17
28

102
56.00

86.20
28.00

6.00/6.00

048

5.00
5.00 2

7
7
0
7
8
N
9
8
9
N
8
N

99 ' 99 "

00 ' 00 11

99 ' 99 "
99 ' 99 "
00 ' 00 "
00 ' 00 "

Posting Data
70 BridgePostingRequired: 2
41 StructOpen,Posted,CI; P

'" 103TemporaryStructure: 0
232 PostedLoads H-Modified:15

HS-Modified:00
Type3: 15

Type3s2: 00
Timber: 22

Piggyback: 00
253 NotificationDate 0210111901
253 FedNotifyDate: 02101/1901 0

N 99.90

0.00
99 '99 "Dir: 0

000 Horz: 0000
000

6.00

0.00

0.00

Sup: 0000 Sub: 1998

Report Date: 3/2912005 SIA-2
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Project: STP-91O8(4&5), P.I. No. 751770, 751775, Widening of Battle Creek RoadIMt.
Zion Boulevard, Clayton County

Date: April 11,2005

Attendees: Mike Lobdell
Scott Lee
Gerald Ford
Marshall Troup
Gary Newton
Sean Johnston

GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (KHA)

This meeting was held in the GDOT District 7 Preconstruction conference room to
discuss the level of required public involvement and to determine a preliminary schedule
for public meetings. Some project design issues were also discussed

I. Gary Newton began by stating that the intent of the meeting was to determine
when a public meeting would be held, what kind of format would be required, and
what information would need to be presented to the public. Gary said that KHA's
mapping sq.b-consultant had completed the digital ortho photography, but no other
mapping is currently available.

2. Gary presented a conceptual layout, and described some of the areas of concern
along the project. In particular, he discussed the potential closing of the median
opening at Mt. Zion Boulevard and Mt. Zion Parkway. Gary said that KHA's
traffic analysis shows that closing this intersection would have adverse
operational effects on the nearby Mt. Zion Road intersection, and that it is KHA's
recommendation that the Mt. Zion Parkway intersection remain open.

3. Mike Lobdell agreed that it is desirable to leave Mt. Zion Parkway open, and said
that a design variance would be required. Mike also stated that the number of
through 1anesdesigned on Mt. Zion Boulevard must conform to the current ARC
TIP model

4. Gary raised the question of whether or not surveyors could work on private
property before a public meeting had been held. Marshall Troup stated that he was
unsure if there was any such requirement, and that he would research it.

S. Mike stated that since the project will require an EA instead of a CE, a public
hearing would be required. He also said that a draft EA would be required in order
to hold a public hearing. Marshall confirmed this. Mike and Scott Lee both said
that they believed a public meeting should be held before survey crews are
allowed to work outside the right-of-way. Mike said that the purpose of holding a
public meeting at this time would be to inform the public that the project is
coming in the future and that survey crews will be in the area.



6. Garyaskedwhat infurmationGDOTwanted to show on thepublic meeting
displays.Scott andMikesaid that, in additionto conceptualalignmentsandedges
of pavement,existingproperty linesshouldbe drawnon the display.They
suggestedusing tax mapsas rererencesinceproperty surveyis not yet available.
Garyasked if ownernamesshouldbe shown.Scott said that parcel ID numbers
wouldbe sufficientdata as longas the propertystatisticsspreadsheetisprovided
at the meetingto assistowners in identifyingtheirproperties. SeanJohnstonsaid
that KHAcould havedisplaysready in approximatelysix weeks.

7. Seansuggestedthat, giventhe requirementsoutlinedby Mike and Scott, KHA's
approachwould be to holda Public InformationOpenHouse (pIOR) as soonas
possible (within6-8 weeks), afterwhich surveycrewswouldbe authorizedto
work outsidethe right-of-wayon privateproperty.A PublicHearingwouldbe
held duringpreliminaryplan development,once the surveydatabase is complete
and the draftEA is approved.Oncethe PublicHearingis held and the finalEA is
approved,the projectwouldproceed to PFPR. Mike said that he agreedwiththis
approach.

8. Marshallsaid that he wouldcheckwith GDOTEnvironmentlLocationto
determineif surveyorsmustwait until after a PIOHto work outsidethe right-of-
way.

9. The groupdiscussedotherproject designissues, includingthe locationof median
openingsfor autodealershipson Mt. ZionBoulevardeast ofI-7S.

10.Garysaid that KHAwould coordinatefurtherwith ClaytonCountyandGDOTto
determinea suitabledate for a PIOR, andwould attenda dryrun severaldays
beforethe meeting.

Theseminutescontainthe understandingof KHArepresentativesregardingdiscussions,
decisions,action items,etc. at the meeting.

Copies: Rob Lewis, CH2M HilJ/Clayton County SPLOST Program
Scott Lee, GDOT District 7 Preconstruction
KHA File 019204003,019204004



MINUTES OF MEETING

Project: STP-91O8(4&5), PJ. No. 751770, 751775, Widening ofBatt1e Creek RoadIMt.
ZIDnBou1ev~d,Cm~onCoun~

Date: November 10, 2005

Attendees: Mike Lobdell
Scott Lee
Gerald Ford
Merishia Robinson
Lowell James
Marshall Troup
Lisa Favors
Steve Walker
Andy Adams
Jeff Metarko
David Rutledge
Teny Legvold
Keith Rohling
J. Hamlin
Gary Newton
Sean Johnston
Chris Mroczka

Laura Macgregor

GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GOOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOT District7 Preconstruction
GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOTDistrict7 Preconstruction
GDOT Officeof Environmen~Location
GDOTOffice of Planning
Cla~on County
ClaytonCounry
ClaytonCounty
CH2MHill
CH2MHilI
DiannaHunt andAssociates
Kimley-Hornand Associates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Hornand Associates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Homand Associates,Inc. (KHA)
Kimley-Homand Associates,Inc. (KHA)

This meeting was held in the GDOT District 7 Preconstruction conference room to
discuss the draft concept report prepared by Kimley-Hom and Associates (KHA) for the
above referenced project.

1. Gerald Ford began the meeting by asking for introductions from each attendee.

2. SeanJohnstongavea briefpresentationof the concept myout,discussingproposed
roadwayfeatures,majorutilities,majorstructuresand otherconcerns,as well as the
proposedreconfiguration.oftheintersectionson Battle CreekRoad at ValleyHill
Road andMt. ZionBoulevard.

3. Sean pointed out that while the traffic study recommends a six lane section along Mt.
Zion Boulev~d from Mt. Zion Road to the 1-75 southbound ramps, the project is
currently modeled for four lanes, therefore the proposed concept calls for a four lane
section. Steve Walker stated that the model description could be updated in the
summer of2006 to include the six lane section. This revised model would be
effective until 2012, which would accommodate the proposed opening ye~ of2011.

4. Sean briefly discussed of right-of-way concerns. J Hamlin noted that it would take
approximately 2 years to acquire right-of-way for both projects.



5. Seanbrieflydiscussedutility impacts.These includeimpactsto the Williams
transcontinentalgaspipeline near the intersectionof Battle CreekRoad and Mt. Zion
Boulevard.The reconfigurationof this intersectionwill create impactsto short
sectionsof thepipeline. Most of the costs associatedwith this impactare associated
with the mobilizationand operationof equipmentand resourcesto relocatethe
pipeline.and not the cost of the actualpipeline itself Othermajorutilityconcerns
includethe wideningofthe grade crossingon Battle CreekRoad at the Norfolk
SouthernRailroad.KHAwill coordinatewith the railroadthroughthe GDOToffice
of utilitiesduringpreliminarydesign.

6. Laura Macgregor briefly discussed environmental concerns. Laura stated that an
individual U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 404 pennit would be required for stream
and wetland impacts on both projects. She said tJ;1atno significant archaeological
resources were found within the study area, and that the only historical resource is the
Norfolk Southern Railroad. Mike Lobdell asked what level of environmental analysis
would be required. Laura said that an Environmental Assessment/FONSI would be
required. Laura also noted the presence of nests indicative of migratory bird species
nesting on the Battle Creek Road bridge over Jesters Creek. Bridge construction will
not be allowed to take place during the breeding season (March to August) or ifactive
nests are present. Sean noted that bridge construction will be limited to reinforcement
of the eastbound superstructure with external carbon fiber wraps on the existing
girders.

7. Andy Adamsnotedthat the majorityof these two projectswill be fundedwith
ClaytonCountySPLOSTfunds. These fundsmust be allocatedby December31st,
2008.Thiswill drivethe proje,ctscheduleandrequirethat right-of-wayacquisition
begin no laterthan early2007. Andy asked if it would benefitthe county to shift all of
the federalfundsto the Mt. ZionBoulevardproject (751770)andconstructthe Battle
CreekRoadproject (751775)solelywith SPLOSTfunds.Lisa Favorssaid that this
wouldnot likelyhelp the countymeet its schedulebecause therewouldbe no logical
tennini for the Mt. ZionBoulevardproject,which wouldcreate difficultyin obtaining
an approvedenvironmentaldocument.

8. The schedulefor approvalof the environmentaldocumentwas discussed.Sean
Johnstonstatedthatthe draft EA was scheduledto be completedby Januaryof2oo6,
whichwould allow for the holdingof a public hearingin earlyMay2006, and flnal
approvalofthe FONSIby Augustof2006. This schedulewould allowfor fmalright-
of-wayplans approvalby Decemberof2006.

9. GeraldFordreviewedGDOTcommentsof conceptreportsfor bothprojects. The
need andpurpose statementwas discussedin detail, and it was suggestedthat KHA
shouldadd a more in-depthdescriptionof projects issuesand solutions.A table
showingthe proposedLevelof Service (LOS)will be addedto this section,as well as
a discussionof land use and the need for improvedpedestrianfacilities.



10. Scott Lee asked that KHA provide a project schedule to GDOT District 7 design staff.
Scott said that GDOT would obtain commitments from team members in Right-of-
Way, Environment Location and Design to prioritize the project and expedite reviews
in order to meet the schedule and ensure the county's ability to allocate SPLOST
funds.

Theseminutescontainthe understandingof KHArepresentativesregardingdiscussions,
decisions,action items,etc. at the meeting.

Copies: Robert Lewis, CH2M Hil1/Clayton County SPLOST Program
KHA File 019204003, 019204004
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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS SUMMARY

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD
PROJECT STP~910S(5),P.I. NO. 751775

Description ofthe proposed project: Project STP-91O8(5) consists of widening Battle
Creek Road (CR 1342) from the existing two lane facility to four 12-foot lanes with a 20-
foot raised median and urban shoulders consisting of2.5-foot curb and gutter, 6~foot
grassed strip and 5-foot sidewalks. The project begins 475 ft west of the intersection of
Valley Hill Road and Battle Creek Road (M.P. 0.00) and continues to the intersection of
Battle Creek Road and Southlake Parkway. (MP. 2.02) The intersection of Battle Creek
Road and Valley Hill Road will be realigned to provide an east-west through movement
from eastbound Vall~y Hill Road to eastbound Battle Creek Road. The total project
length is approximately 11150 feet (2.11 miles)

Level of Service: The following tables illustrate the design year level of service for the
proposed roadway conditions as well as the no-build condition. The results of the traffic
study show that the proposed improvements will allow most major intersections within
the project limits to operate at LOS D or better. The results of the analysis of the no-build
alternative show three of the four major intersections operating at LOS F. The
intersections on Battle Creek Road at Tara Boulevard and Jonesboro Road will still

operate at LOS F in the design year under the proposed conditions, but overall delay at
these intersections will be significantly reduced. Therefore, the proposed improvements
will result in improved Level of Service at each intersection.

Desi
Intersection

Year 2031 Level Of Service

Battle Creek Road at Valley Hill Road
Battle Creek Road at Tara Boulevard (US 19/41
Battle Creek Road at Jonesboro Road (SR 54
Battle Creek Road at Southlake Parkwa

N~Build Desi
Intersection



..

Accident Data: Accidentdata for the intersectionsalongBattle Creek Road was
obtainedfromthe ClaytonCountyDepartmentof Transportationfur years 2003 and
2004.The fullowingtable summarizesaccidentratesper 1millionvehiclesenteringeach
intersectionwithin the project limits.There is no data availablefor statewideaveragesof
accidentsper 1millionvehiclesenteringan intersection,howeverproject STP-9108(5) is
expectedto improvesafetyand reduce accidentsby improvingintersectionsight distance,
upgradingexistingtraffic signalsandprovidingfor additionalturn lanes.

Battle Creek Road Accident llittes*
Intersection 2003 2004

BattleCreekRoad at ValleyHill Road 3.91 3.38
BattleCreekRoad at Tara Boulevard(US 19/41) 17.41 26.35
Battle CreekRoad at JonesboroRoad (SR 54 8.66 12.47
BattleCreekRoad at SouthlakeParkway 2.64 1.85
* Rates are oer.l millionvehiclesenteringthe intersection
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD

I

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-91O8(5)
County: CLAYTON

P. I. Number: 751775

Federal Route Number: N/A
State Route Number: N/A

County Route Number: 1342

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKECTH

Recommendationfor approval:

DATE 1J../lJ/oJ-

DATE 12..~

The concept as presented herein and submitted for approval is consistent with that which
is included in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP).

DATE
State Transportation Planning Administrator

DATE

State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE

DATE~.O(, sm7~<C'
State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE

Project Review Engineer

DATE

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEP ARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

FROM:

P.I. No. 751775 OFFICE: Environment/Location

ill;. . ~ ~c::. DATE: January 18,2006~t!y~fee~r, at~Environmental/LocationEngineer

FILE:

TO: Margaret B. Pirkle, Assistant Director of Preconstruction

SUBJECT: PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT
STP-9108(5) / Clayton County
Battlecreek Rd. from Valley Hill Rd. to Southlake Parkway

The above subject concept report has been reviewed. Due to planned road closures, a detour
meeting will be required.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (404) 699-4401.

HDK/lc

Attachment

cc: Brian Summers

Bryant Poole
Keith Golden
Joe Palladi

Jamie Simpson



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD

PROSECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-9108(5)
County: CLAYTON

P.1. Number: 751775

FederalRouteNumber:NtA
StateRoute Number:NtA

CountyRoute Number: 1342

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKECTH

Recommendationfor approval:

DATE IJ-/J..J/oJ-

DATE Il.~

The concept as presented herein and submitted for approval is consistent with that which
is included in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP).

DATE
State Transportation Planning Administrator

DATE
State Transportation Financial Management
Administrator

DATE
State Environmental/Location Engineer

DATE
State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

DATE

DATE j :J/t;~ Projcz;;;1;?~;r.-
State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

District 7Preconstruction

WIDENING OF BATTLE CREEK ROAD

PROJECT CONCEPT REPORT

Project Number: STP-91O8(5)
County: CLAYTON

P. L Number: 751775

Federal Route Number: NtA
State Route Number: Nt A

County Route Number: 1342

SEE PAGE 2 FOR LOCATION SKECTH

Recommendationfor approval:

DATE ~
12~DATE

The concept as presented herein and submitted for approval is consistent with that which
is included in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP).

State Transportation Planning Administrator

State Traffic Safety and Design Engineer

Project Review Engineer

State Bridge and Structural Design Engineer

DATE.

DATE.

DATE I( /;.. O

DATE.

DATE.

DATE


