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17.0 Project Prioritization

In order to aid GDOT and County staff, potential improvements were ranked by mode
based on several evaluation factors. The following sections document the prioritization of
improvements for Jones County.

17.1 Corridor Prioritization

Qualitative and Quantitative Evaluation Factors were established so that the potential
improvements for Jones County could be evaluated objectively by County staff. These
factors were developed by the study team with the assistance of the SAG (See Section
13.0, p. 78), public comment, and GDOT. This evaluation serves as a ranking for potential
projects, resulting in a prioritization of improvement options to meet the County’s
transportation needs. Prioritization criteria were developed for four types of projects —
roadway capacity, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, intersections, and bridges.

Qualitative Criteria

Qualitative criteria were established to evaluate the deficient corridors based on various
conditions or standards established through the study process. The following list
documents the qualitative criteria established for the roadway network improvement
evaluation. These correspond to the vision established in the Goals and Objectives
documented in Section 14.0.

e Continuation of Existing Road Widening Project

e Governor’'s Road Improvement Program (GRIP) / National Highway System
e Supports Comprehensive Plan

* Right of Way Protection Corridor

e Connectivity

e Construction Designs in Progress

o Parallel Relief

* Protection of Downtown

e Ideal Typical Section

e Development Conditions

By comparing potential projects to these established criteria, it was possible to determine
which projects scored highest against these critical measures. This information was used
as an input for prioritizing projects. Table 17.1.1 displays the qualitative criteria and the
associated scoring. The total points established by the Qualitative Criteria range from 0 to
36 points. These points were added to the points received from the Quantitative Criteria,
which are documented on the following pages.
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Table 17.1.1
Qualitative Criteria and Scoring

Continuation of Existing Road Widening Project No = 0
Is the proposed project a continuation of any previously completed or current project 0 __
o o . . Yes =4
providing added lanes to the specific transportation corridor?
Governor’s Road Improvement Program/National Highway System No=0
Is the project identified as a GRIP Corridor or part of the National Highway System? Yes =2
Supports Comprehensive Plan No=0
Does the proposed project support the Comprehensive Plan? Yes=3
Right of Way Protection Corridor No =
. . . . . 0=0
Is the proposed project located in a developing area where right of way protection or Yes = 3
early acquisition is needed?
Connectivity No = 0
Does the proposed project improve access between activity centers or link existing Yes = 4
or proposed projects or provide regional connectivity?
Construction Designs in Progress No = 0
Are the design plans for the proposed project already complete or in the process of Yes = 2
being completed?
Parallel Relief No=0
Does the proposed project provide relief to parallel congested/ deficient corridors? Yes=4
Protection of Downtown No=0
Does the proposed project enhance the quality of life in downtown areas? Yes =4
Ideal Typical Section No=0
Does the proposed project address upgrading sub standard roadway segments? Yes=4
Development Conditions
A - Is the proposed project located within a development area, or, is the specific No = 0
project part of an approved plan for the redevelopment or revitalization of a _
o . X . Yes =2
developed area, or does the specific project provide access infrastructure to a
mixed-use project area?
B - Does the proposed project maintain the distinct rural or suburban areas of the \l(\leos—:oz
County?
C - Has the proposed project coordinated with, or support, land use decisions in the \l(\leos—:oz
area?
Sub-Total Possible Points 36

Quantitative Criteria

Quantitative criteria were set up to evaluate the deficient corridors based on various
measurable conditions. The following list documents the quantitative criteria established
for the roadway network improvement evaluation.

e Volume to Capacity Ratio
e Ratio of Corridor Crash Rate (Number of Crashes per 100 Million Vehicle Miles
Traveled) to Statewide Crash Rate Average
e Number of Fatalities
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Table 17.1.2 displays the quantitative criteria and the associated scoring. The total points
established by the Quantitative Criteria range from 0 to 25 points.

Table 17.2
Quantitative Criteria and Scoring

Volume to Capacity Ratio

0.00 - 0.349 0.00
0.350 - 0.399 2.00
0.400 - 0.449 2.50
0.450 - 0.499 3.00
0.500 - 0.549 3.50
0.550 - 0.599 4.00
0.600 - 0.649 4.50
0.650 - 0.699 5.00
0.700 - 0.749 5.50
0.750 - 0.799 6.00
0.800 - 0.849 6.50
0.850 - 0.899 7.00
0.900 - 0.949 7.50
0.950 - 1.049 8.00
1.050 - 1.149 9.00
1.150 - 1.249 10.00
1.250 - 1.349 11.00
1.350 - 1.449 12.00
1.450 - 1.549 14.00
1.550 - 1.649 16.00

1.650 - 18.00

Ratio of Corridor Crash Rate to
Statewide Crash Rate

0.01-0.49 0..50
0.50-0.99 1.00
1.00-1.99 1.50
2.00-2.49 2.00
2.50-2.99 2.50
3.00-3.99 3.00
4.00-5.99 3.50
6.00 4.00
Number of Fatalities
1 1
2 or more 3
Sub-Total Possible Points 25

The total points that a facility can receive for both the qualitative and quantitative criteria is
61 points. Based upon the identified improvements and the evaluations made during the
guantitative and qualitative evaluation, a set of recommended near, mid, and long-term
transportation projects was established. The scoring for the deficient corridors is displayed
in Table 17.1.3.
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Table 17.1.3
Corridor Prioritization

Segment Limits

Project
Ref. Facility
No.

Connectivity
Parallel Relief
Protection of Downtown
Ideal Typical Section
Development Conditions
Community Preservation

National Highway System
Number of Fatalities

Part of Comprehensive Plan
Right of Way Protection Corridor
Construction Designs in Progress
Transportation Land Use Linkage
Sub-Total Qualitative Criteria

Quantitative Criteria
Sub-Total Quantitative Criteria
Total Score for Project

o
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=
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o
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=
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=
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©
=
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=
=
o
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Governor's Road Improvement Program /

Expected 2035 Volume/Capacity Ratio
Ratio of Corridor Crash Rate to Statewide Crash

3 4 ‘ 0-2 ‘ 0
J33 SR 22 SR 11 Pinewood Drive . s V| | V|| VY| | V|V ]|V ]2100 0.84| 362 | 0 | 95 | 305
J26 Henderson Road SR 57 Griswoldville Road . |V V|||« |« |V v’ | 11.00 1.82| 0.00 | O 18 29.0
J27 Griswoldville Road Henderson Road SR 49 . s (V| [ V||| VIV |V ]|V ]|17.00 0.82| 074 | 1 8 29.0
J31 Us 129 Joycliff Road Greene Settlement Road . s Ve | Ve [ V||« |V |V ]|V |17.00 077| 054 | 1 | 75 | 285
J35 Lite-n-Tie Road and Garrison Road SR 49 UsS 129 . s (Ve | V|| V|« | VIV |V |V |2100 0.75| 0.70 | 0 | 105 | 275
J32 US 129 Lite-n-Tie Road Jackson Avenue . s (Ve | V| | V|V |« | V|V |V |2100 071] 130 | 0 | 85 | 255
J30 Joycliff Road SR 49 Us 129 . s V| (Ve | Ve V|V ]|V ]|17.00 0.80| 1.36 | 2 8 25.0
J29 SR 49 SR 18 Bowen Hill Road v s (V| |V || x| =] s« |V ]|V ]|1500 095| 058 | 0 | 75 | 245
J36 US 129 Greene Settlement Road Lite-n-Tie Road . s (Ve | V|| V| e |« | VIV |V |17.00 055 | 267 | 1 9 24.0
J38 Cumslo Road SR 18 US 129 . s | Ve (Ve | VY| V|V ]|V ]2100 027 | 676 | 0 | 15 || 225
J43 Greene Settlement Road US 129 RL Wheeler Road . s Ve (Ve | YV VIV |V ]|« |19.00 025|079 | O 1 20.0
J45 Howard Roberts Road/Dye Road/Wheeler Road | SR 11 SR 18 . s Ve [ Ve | YV | V|« | V]|« |17.00 035|029 | 0 | 25 || 195
Ja6 Stagecoach Road Upper River Road Graham Road . s Ve | Ve [ Ve | V|« | V]V 1900 023|015 | 0 | 05 | 195
Ja4 Olive Green Road Greene Settlement Road SR 11 . s V| e | V| e | V|« |V |« | V| = |17.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 1 1 18.0
J42 Morton Road SR 18 Turner Woods Road . s (V||| e | s VIV |V ]|V ]1300 030| 154 | 0 | 15 || 145
J39 Huckabee Road Graham Road SR 18 . s (V| s || = |« |« |V ]|« |V |V |11.00 036 | 061 | O 3 14.0
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The prioritization resulted in the following ranking of top roadway improvements:

e SR 22 from SR 11 to Pinewood Drive

e Henderson Road from SR 57 to Griswoldville Road

e Griswoldville Road from Henderson Road to SR 49

e US 129 from Joycliff Road to Greene Settlement Road

e Lite-N-Tie Road and Garrison Road from SR 49 to US 129
e US 129 from Lite-N-Tie Road to Jackson Avenue

e Joycliff Road from SR 49 to US 129

e SR 49 from SR 18 to Bowen Hill Road

e US 129 from Green Settlement Road to Lite-N-Tie Road

¢ Cumslo Road from SR 18 to US 129

Corridors with higher points are considered to achieve more of the goals and objectives
established for the LRTP. The points are not meant to be the final decision on whether a
project should be implemented or not. Instead these rankings should be employed in
conjunction with input from key technical staff from the County and GDOT; input from
political decision makers; and, public comment. However, the total points, from the
Qualitative and Quantitative scoring, could be used to establish a priority ranking.

17.2 Bicycle & Pedestrian Prioritization

Criteria were established to evaluate the potential bicycle and pedestrian improvements
based on various conditions or standards established through the study process. The
following list documents the criteria established for the bicycle and pedestrian evaluation.
These correspond to the established Goals and Objectives and project evaluation factors.

e Is the project within a bicycle or pedestrian priority area (1-mile buffer around
schools, parks & libraries)?

e Did a bicycle or pedestrian related injury or fatality occur in the proposed project
area?

e Does the proposed project improve access between activity centers or link
existing or proposed projects or provide regional bicycle and pedestrian
connectivity?

e Was the proposed project previously identified (STIP, RDC Bike/Ped Plan,
Comprehensive Plan)?

e Does the proposed project link to a major bicycle or pedestrian origin or
destination?

By comparing potential projects to these established criteria, it was possible to determine
which projects scored highest against these critical measures. This information was used
as a means for prioritizing projects. Table 17.2.1 documents the scoring used for the
bicycle and pedestrian prioritization and Tables 17.2.2 and 17.2.3 display the scoring
applied to the proposed pedestrian and bicycle improvements.
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Table 17.2.1
Bicycle & Pedestrian Scoring Criteria

Bike Ped Priority Area No=0
Is the project within a bicycle or pedestrian priority area (1-mile buffer around Partial =5
schools, parks & libraries)? Yes =10
Injury or Fatality None =0
Did a bicycle or pedestrian related injury or fatality occur in the proposed Injury =5
project area? Fatality = 10
Connectivity
Does the proposed project improve access between activity centers or link No=0
existing or proposed projects or provide regional bicycle and pedestrian Yes=5
connectivity?
Previously Identified Improvement No = 0
Was the proposed project previously identified (STIP, RDC Bike/Ped Plan, Yes = # *
. es=#%*2

Comprehensive Plan)?
Origin & Destination No = 0
Does the proposed project link to a major bicycle or pedestrian origin or Yes = # *

o es=#%*2
destination?

# * 2 — the number of projects or origins/destinations multiplied by 2

The prioritization scoring resulted in the following ranking of bicycle and pedestrian
improvements:

Pedestrian:
e SR 18 E (Gray) from Gray Station Middle School to Allen Green Drive
e Allen Green Drive from SR 18 to the Jones County Central Rec. Complex
e Stewart Avenue from US 129 to Railroad Street
Gordon Street from Railroad Street to US 129
Martin Luther King, Jr. from SR 11 to Maggie Califf Street
Dolly Street from North Madison to Coolidge Street
Highview Street from US 129 to Martin Luther King, Jr.
e Maggie Califf Street from Dolly Street to Highview Street
¢ North Madison Street from US 129 to Martin Luther King, Jr.
e SR 49 from the Jones County South Rec. Complex to Mattie Wells Drive
e J. Alvin Andrews, Sr. Dr from Mattie Wells Drive to Mattie Wells Elementary
School Parking Lot

e Gray Connector Bicycle Route — Railroad Street/Cumslo Road from SR 22 to
the inactive Norfolk Southern Rail Line

e Central Georgia Rails to Trails — Along the inactive Norfolk Southern Line from
Bibb County NE to the Baldwin County Line

e Ocmulgee-Piedmont Scenic Byway — SR 11 from the Jasper County Line to SR
22 in Gray
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e From Upper River Road along Stagecoach Road to Graham Road

The remaining bicycle and pedestrian improvements scored lower and, at this time, should
be considered a lower priority. Some bicycle projects that exist along corridor widening
project routes can expect earlier implementation due to GDOTs procedure of bike lane
inclusion during programmed widening projects.
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Table 17.2.2
Pedestrian Prioritization

June 2008

Gray Station Middle _ v v v v 23
SR 18 E (Gray) School Allen Green Drive
_ Jones County Central Rec. v v v v 23
Allen Green Drive SR 18 Complex
Stewart Avenue UsS 129 Railroad Street \ v \ 21
Gordon Street Railroad Street US 129 v v v 21
Martin Luther King, Jr. SR 11 Maggie Califf Street v v v 21
Dolly Street North Madison Coolidge Street v v v 21
Highview Street US 129 Martin Luther King, Jr. v v v 21
Maggie Califf Street Dolly Street Highview Street v v v 21
North Madison Street US 129 Martin Luther King, Jr. v v v 21
Jones C_ounty South _ ' v v v 19
SR 49 Recreational Complex Mattie Wells Drive
Mattie Wells Drive SR 49 J. Alvin Andrews, Sr. Dr. v v v 19
Mattie Wells Elementary v v v 19
J. Alvin Andrews, Sr. Dr. Mattie Wells Drive School Pk lot
Jones County High
School Stadium v v 16
Railroad Street Entrance UsS 129
Huckabee Road Katherine Drive SR18W \ \ 14
Dames Ferry Elementary 14
SR 18 W Huckabee Road School entrance
Dames Ferry v v 14
SR18W Elementary School Trotters Ridge Trail
Gray Station Middle v v 14
GA18E GA 18 Connector School
Bibb County Line (Sun v v 14
New Clifton Road (Macon) Old Stage Coach Valley Road)
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Table 17.2.2

Pedestrian Prioritization (cont.)

Priority

Injury

/

June 2008

Previously

Area

Fatality

Connectivity

Id

0&D)|

Score

Old Clinton Road Green Settlement Road | Washburn Drive \ 9

Jackson Avenue Old Clinton US 129 v 9
Unincorporated sign on Unincorporated sign on v v 6

SR 22 (Haddock) west east

SR 22 (Haddock) Bowen Hill Road Ethridge Road v v 6

SR 22 (Gray) Pinewood Drive Faye Circle \ 4

GA 18 Connector US 129 GA18E v 4

Table 17.2.3
Bicycle Prioritization

Gray Connector Bicycle | Railroad Street/Cumslo Road from SR 22 to inactive Norfolk v v v v 23
Route Southern Rail Lne
Central Georgia Rails to | Inactive Norfolk Southern Line from Bibb county NE to v v v 13
Trails Baldwin County Line
Ocmulgee-Piedmont v v v 11
Scenic Byway SR 11 from Jasper County Line to SR 22 in Gray
Upper River
Road/Stagecoach Road 4 4 9
Bicycle Route Upper River Road to Stagecoach Road to Graham Road
Ocmulgee-Piedmont v v
Scenic Byway Juliette Road from Monroe County Line east to SR 11
Gray Bypass US 129/ SR 22 west of Gray to SR 22 east of Gray v 4
Ocmulgee Heritage v 5
Shared Use Trail Juliette Road to Bibb County Line (Sun Valley Road)
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17.3 Intersection Prioritization

Criteria were established to evaluate the potential intersection improvements based on
various conditions or standards established through the study process. The following list
documents the criteria established for the intersection evaluation. These correspond to the
established Goals and Objectives and project evaluation factors.

What is the Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) on the facility?

How many crashes occurred at the intersection between 2004 and 2006?
Did a fatality occur at the intersection?

Was the intersection currently identified by the County/City?

e Can operational issues be addressed without installing a traffic signal?

By comparing potential projects to these established criteria, it was possible to determine
which projects scored highest against these critical measures. This information was used
as a means of prioritizing projects. Table 17.3.1 documents the scoring used for the
intersection prioritization and Table 17.3.2 displays the scoring applied to the proposed
intersection improvements.

Table 17.3.1
Intersection Scoring Criteria

>6,000=5
AADT 6,000 - 4,000 = 4
What is the Average AADT at the intersection? 4,000 - 2,000 =2
<2,000=0
Crashes 10>_2200_=1g
How many crashes occurred at the intersection between 2002 and 5.10= 2
2004? _
<5=0
Fatality No=0
Did a fatality occur at the intersection? Yes =10
Previously Identified Improvement No=0
Was the intersection currently identified by the County/City? Yes=5
Improvement Opportunities No=0
Can operational issues be addressed without installing a traffic signal? Yes=5
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Table 17.3.2
Intersection Prioritization
Project Intersection Average Active Fatalities @ County/ Improvement Score
Ref. No. AADT Crash Sites City List Opportunity
J18 Us 129 Joycliff Road 8,820 35 0 15
J19 Usi129s SR 18 W 6,358 34 0 15
J20 Us 129 Jackson Avenue 5,126 32 0 14
J21 US 129 RL Wheeler Road 7,909 21 0 10
J22 UsS 129 Greene Settlement Road 6,616 22 0 10
J25 SR 22 Ethridge Road: Haddock area 4,168 4 0 v 9
Jag SR 22 Harris Morton Road 1,654 5 0 v 5
J24 UsS 129 SR 18 3,500 3 0 2
J23 . . Railroad Crossing ID
Lite-N-Tie Rd | 733418p (Norfollg Southern) 3,245 4 0 2
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The prioritization scoring resulted in the following ranking of intersection improvements:

US 129 at Joycliff Road

US 129 SatSR 18 W

US 129 at Jackson Avenue

US 129 at RL Wheeler Road

US 129 at Greene Settlement Road

SR 22 at Ethridge Road - Haddock Community

The remaining intersections scored lower and, at this time, should be considered a lower
priority.

17.4 Bridge Prioritization

Bridges with a sufficiency rating of 75 or lower were recommended for improvements. The
sufficiency rating was also used to prioritize the bridges in need of rehabilitation or
maintenance. The lower the sufficiency rating, the higher the improvement priority.

The prioritization scoring resulted in the following ranking of bridge improvements:

Howard Roberts Road at Chehaw Creek
County Line Road at Commissioner Creek
County Line Road at Commissioner Creek
Folendore Road at Commissioner Creek
Turner Woods Road at Millsap Creek
Shoal Creek Road at Shoal Creek

Hitchiti Road at Falling Creek
Roundoak-Juliette Road at Falling Creek\
SR 49 at Norfolk Southern Railroad
Caney Creek Road at Falling Creek
Dumas Road at Glady Creek

Graham Road at Rock Creek

Graham Road at Sand Creek

US 129 at Cedar Creek

Hadaway Road at Glady Creek

US 129 SB at Rock Creek

US 129 SB at Sand Creek

The remaining bridges have a higher sufficiency rating and, at this time, should be
considered a lower priority.
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17.5 Projects in the MATS Area

The Macon Area Transportation Study (MATS) is responsible for the continuing,
cooperative, and comprehensive metropolitan planning process required by Title 23 U.S.C.
134. lIts planning boundaries include all of Bibb County and a third of Jones County.

The following are the projects that are within the MATS planning area:

Intersections

e US 129 at Joycliff Road
e US 129 at RL Wheeler Road

Roadway Improvements

¢ Henderson Road from SR 57 to Griswoldville Road

e Griswoldville Road from Henderson Road to SR 49

e US 129 from Greene Settlement Road to Lite-N-Tie Road
e Huckabee Road operational improvements

e Stagecoach Road operational improvements

Coordination between Jones County and MATS will be essential to the inclusion of these
projects in the MATS long-range planning process.

Butts, Jones & Monroe Counties 126 '.-.,_— = .:-__ HNTB

Multi-Modal Transportation Study Al e il



Jones County Multi-Modal Transportation Plan Technical Memorandum
August 2008

18.0 Funding

Several funding sources will be utilized to implement recommended projects. Eligibility for
funds is typically dictated by the agencies responsible for maintaining and operating the
transportation facility in question. Most major facilities in Jones County are either operated
by GDOT or the County. Should the County desire to accelerate projects on state owned
and maintained facilities, it is highly likely that overmatching of local funds could accelerate
the process.

Funding for most transportation projects in the County comes in part through GDOT. To
understand the ability of GDOT to continue to provide funds to Jones County, it is useful to
understand the components of GDOT funding. Key components include:

Federal Title | Apportionments;

State Motor Fuels Taxes; } Accounts for approximately 98% of the budget
State License Tag Fees;

State Title Registrations;

State Motor Carrier Fuels Tax;

State Personal Property Tax; and,

Tax Allocation Districts.

While detailed analysis of these funding sources is beyond the scope of this study, it is
useful to point out that all of the revenue streams identified as key components of GDOT
funding have positive growth rates historically, and it is anticipated that they will continue to
grow in the future.

While GDOT funding components have positive growth rates, the Department is
experiencing some funding challenges. Construction costs have increased up to 65% over
the past two to three years forcing the Department to continually assess which projects it
can reasonably fund. It is anticipated that in the future local funding sources will become
more significant. A review of project implementation shows that locations with a Special
Purpose Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) have been in the best position to leverage funds and
ultimately construct projects.

18.1 Federal Funding Sources for Transportation

A substantial portion of GDOT funding comes from the Federal Government through
Federal Title 1 Apportionments. The primary funding source for Title | is the Federal
gasoline tax collected at the state level. The US Congress authorizes federal
transportation funding to the states and other public entities, generally every six years. The
previous authorization was known as the “Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21st
Century” or TEA 21. The reauthorization of TEA 21 in August 2005 was SAFETEA-LU
which authorizes the Federal surface transportation programs for highways, highway
safety, and transit for the 5-year period 2005 through 2009.
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Based on the reauthorization, Table 18.1 illustrates funding levels for major highway
transportation programs and apportionments and allocations to Georgia over the five-year
time frame (FY 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008, and 2009).

Table 18.1
Estimated Five-Year SAFETEA-LU Highway Apportionments and Allocations

Area Georgia* us*
Interstate Maintenance $922 $25,202
National Highway System $859 $30,542
Surface Transportation System $1,119 $32,550
Bridge Replacement & Rehabilitation $272 $21,607
Congress Mitigation & Air Quality $186 $8,609
Appalachian Development Highway System $90 $2,350
Recreational Trails $10 $370
Metropolitan Planning $37 $1,481
Safety $141 $5,064
Rail Highway Crossings $30 $880
Safe Route to Schools $18 $612
High Priority Projects $350 $14,832
Equity Bonus $2,324 $40,896
Total $6,356 $183,466

* In millions of dollars (rounded to the nearest million) for FY 2005 through 2009.
Source: US Department of Transportation

Federal funding for the majority of highway system improvements (excluding interstate
highways) planned in Jones County is expected to come from the Surface Transportation
Program (STP) and Minimum Guarantee Program. Locally-sponsored projects within the
County will generally require a 20% local funding commitment to match federal funds. The
local government is also generally responsible for completing the planning and design of
the projects as well. Federal and state funds are programmed by GDOT for right of way
and construction costs. State-sponsored projects generally require a 10%-20% local
funding match.

As part of the federal apportionment and allocation, there are opportunities for local
governments to collaborate with GDOT on special transportation projects. These programs
include:

Scenic Byway Program - GDOT has initiated a Scenic Byways Program to help
communities preserve and promote the cultural and historic resources found along
the roadways in Georgia. Once a road becomes designated as a Georgia Scenic
Byway, it becomes eligible for federal Scenic Byway funds. Funds can be used to
develop corridor management plans to protect the natural and cultural assets along
the route.
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Transportation Enhancement Program (TE Funds) - Currently, the TE Grant Program
provides federal transportation funds through GDOT to local governments through a
competitive process for non-highway projects. Eligible projects include bicycle and
pedestrian facilities, multi-use trails, the preservation of historic sites related to
transportation, etc.

18.2 Federal Funds for Public Transportation

The need for better mobility and access to transportation extends far beyond city limits. In
Jones County, a very limited amount of public transportation services are available for
people who cannot or choose not to drive their private autos. As the population grows and
demographic trends change with a larger percentage of the population being elderly, the
needs for special public transit to serve seniors and disabled people will grow.

In addition, as the study area urbanizes and households with workers are formed, there will
be growing demands to serve commuter travel needs. Commuter-oriented public
transportation services, such as vanpooling programs and express bus services as well as
transit facilities, such as park and ride lots will be needed in the area. All of these programs
are eligible for federal funding, with the local share ranging from 10 percent for transit
vehicle purchases and the construction of park and ride lots up to 50 percent for rural
transit operating assistance.

As Jones County evolves, the County should monitor its needs for local and regional public
transportation services and identify opportunities to tap into the available federal sources
for these programs. Table 18.2 shows the estimated federal funds included in SAFETEA-
LU. Generally, for public transit projects proposed in Jones County, the federal funding
programs will be the Non-Urbanized Area Program; the Rural Transit Assistance Program;
Transit for Elderly and Disabled Persons, Job Access and Reverse Commute; and
SAFETEA-LUs New Freedom Program.

Table 18.2
Four-Year Apportionments and Allocations for Public Transportation

Urban Areas $308 $12,723
Fixed Guideway Motorization $150 $6,076
Non-Urbanized Areas $62 $1,880
Rural Transit Assistance Program (RTAP) $1 $29
Job Access/Reverse Commute Program $13 $603
Elderly & Persons with Disabilities $12 $490
New Freedoms $10 $339
Metropolitan Planning $9 $343
State Planning $2 $72
Total $567 $22,598

* In millions of dollars (rounded to the nearest million) for the period from FY 2006 — 2009.
Source: US Department of Transportation
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18.3 State Funding Sources for Transportation
State funding for transportation projects in Georgia is derived from the following sources:

e State tax on motor fuels (7.5 cents per gallon)(provides majority of revenue);
e State license tag fees;

e State title registrations;

e State motor carrier fuels tax; and,

e State personal property tax.

It is also useful to note that Georgia currently has one of the nation’s lowest state motor
fuels taxes, excluding sales taxes. Even when including the additional 4% sales tax,
Georgia’s motor fuel taxes are the third lowest in the US.

A major element of Georgia’s Statewide Transportation Plan is the Governor's Road
Improvement Program (GRIP). The program is viewed as a priority funding program for
GDOT. The GRIP program was started in 1989 through action by the Georgia Legislature.
The program’s goal is to connect 95% of the state’s cities with a population of 2,500 or
more to the Interstate Highway System through a four-lane facility.

18.4 Local Funding Sources for Transportation

Local governments (cities and counties) receive revenues from a number of sources to
support the public facilities and services they provide to citizens. These sources include
federal and state funds, “own source” funds, such as property tax revenues and other
monies, and discretionary grant funds from federal and/or state agencies.

Increasingly, counties in Georgia, like Jones, have enacted a Special Purpose Local Option
Sales Tax, or SPLOST, to fund specifically identified capital projects. SPLOST taxes
require voter approval and are time-limited. SPLOST funds can be used for transportation
projects, including matching federal and/or state transportation funds. Cities and counties
may also use Local Option Sales Taxes (LOST) for transportation purposes, including
providing local matching funds for GDOT projects. Other local sources of transportation
funding include impact fees or other exactions paid by developers according to local
ordinances and the creation of self-taxing entities, such as Community Improvement
Districts. In addition, counties in Georgia may issue general obligation bonds to support
transportation capital projects.

County governments use a portion of their own revenues for transportation-related
purposes, including capital projects, and operations and maintenance of transportation
facilities within their own jurisdiction. A key determinant of the ability to improve an area’s
transportation facilities is the availability of local funds to match state and/or federal
transportation funds. Data on the County’'s expenditures for transportation were not
available.
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According to the Georgia Department of Community Affairs (DCA), the County’s “own
source” revenues, including revenues from property taxes, sales taxes, excise and special
use taxes and service charges and fees were estimated. Own source revenues are
relevant because a portion of these funds could be provided as local matching funds for
federally and state-funded transportation improvements or for locally-funded projects,
depending on the County’s other funding priorities. Table 18.4 illustrates this data. In
2004, Jones County had per capita own source amounts of $468, which is less than the
statewide average of $631.

Table 18.4 Own Source Revenues

{0(0]0) 2004 % Change

Own Source Own Source from 1996
Revenues Revenues to 2000 Per Capita Amount*

Jones County $9.8 million $12.3 million 25.2% $468

* Statewide per capita amount equals $631.
Source: Georgia Department of Community Affairs

18.5 GDOT State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

Each year, GDOT develops its State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), a listing
of all projects and project phases anticipated to be funded with federal and state funds
within the current three-year period. The STIP also contains “lump sum” projects for
transportation activities that benefit more than one county jurisdiction, for example,
roadway beautification projects.

In its 2008-2011 STIP, GDOT estimated that nearly $9.5 billion were allocated for various
transportation functions throughout Georgia. Table 18.5.1 shows the allocation of these
funds across major functional areas.

Table 18.5.1
STIP Fund Allocations (2008 — 2011)

New Construction $1,273,880,000 13.47%
Reconstruction and Rehabilitation $3,239,680,000 34.25%
Bridges $969,770,000 10.25%
Safety $560,049,000 5.92%
Maintenance $911,204,000 9.63%
Transportation Enhancement $495,397,000 5.24%
Transit $957,176,000 10.12%
Other $1,052,411,000 11.13%
Total $9,459,567,000 100.00%
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Additionally, GDOT develops a Construction Work Program, a listing of projects expected to
be funded within a six-year period (current year plus five subsequent years). The fourth,
fifth, and sixth years of the CWP are viewed as an expression of GDOT'’s intention to
proceed with the projects as funding becomes available to develop the projects (complete
engineering design, acquire right-of-way, if needed, and construct the improvement).
These projects are documented in this Plan.

According to GDOT's latest STIP for Jones County, a total of 5 major projects have been
programmed utilizing nearly $130 million in federal and state funds. Table 18.5.2
summarizes these programmed amounts.

Table 18.5.2
GDOT 2008-2011 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

Total Funds

Project Programmed
SR 44/Gray Bypass to CR 104/Mathis Road $38,433,000
SR 22/Gray Bypass to SR 29 $9,558,930
SR 49 from Griswoldville Road to SR 18 $47,225,000
SR 899/Gray North Bypass from SR 18 NE to SR 22 $26,367,000
SR 44 from Mathis Road to US 441/Putnam $8,246,560
TOTAL PROGRAMMED FUNDS $129,830,490

18.6 Future Transportation Funding Needs

A combination of federal, state, local, and private funding sources should be pursued for
individual projects to improve transportation facilities in the study area. These sources
should be pursued depending on GDOT (state), regional and local investment priorities
considering the safety, convenience, and economic benefits of the projects throughout the
planning period.

18.7 Effective Use of the Plan

This LRTP Document identifies potential projects for implementation based on local
transportation needs and verified by technical analysis. This is an important step towards
implementation but additional steps are necessary in order to advance projects into the
Georgia Department of Transportation’s Project Development Process and / or to identify
and solidify funding commitments from the state, if desired. The project implementation
process for Georgia outside of an MPO area begins with support from local elected
officials. Each County should begin with a thorough review of their LRTP priority projects.
If funding is desired beyond what is available locally, the following steps are recommended:
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Step 1: Gather letters of support from local elected officials highlighting the need for the
project(s) and the merits of the project(s).

Step 2: Assess the level of funding support that may be provided by the County as a local
match and / or for specific project phases (i.e. PE, ROW, etc.).

Step 3: Contact your GDOT District Office and coordinate with the GDOT District Engineer
regarding the project. Depending on project type, the GDOT District may know of state aid
resources that could be used for feasibility studies and potentially for additional match
funding sources.

Step 4: The GDOT District Office typically serves as the project sponsor and submits a
project information package to GDOT’s Project Nominating Review Committee (PNRC) for
consideration. The information included in the long-range plan and the project sheet, in
addition to any supporting information resulting from additional study, is included in this
package.

Step 5: Projects approved by the PNRC are programmed into GDOT’s Long-Range
Program. As funding is identified, the project will move into GDOT'’s six-year Construction
Work Program (CWP).
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19.0 Conclusions

Growth in Butts, Jones and Monroe Counties has resulted in increased travel demand
through the 3-County Region. GDOT Office of Planning, in conjunction with these three
Counties, initiated the Butts, Jones, Monroe Counties Multi-Modal Transportation Study to
develop a LRTP to serve the 3-County Region through the planning horizon, 2035.
Recommended projects for Jones County were identified by analyzing -current
transportation deficiencies and selected based on local goals and objectives with the intent
of enhancing the quality of life for County residents and visitors. Efforts were taken to
ensure that proposed projects impacted the community as little as possible while providing
maximum benefits. Analysis was conducted to ensure that the projects benefited and did
not disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities. Ultimately, the study
identified multi-modal improvements and prioritized project implementation in the form of a
Long Range Transportation Plan.

HNTB coordinated with GDOT, Butts, Jones, and Monroe Counties, cities including the City
of Gray, citizens, and other partners in the planning, development, review, and approval of
potential improvements. Additionally, a comprehensive and interactive public involvement
program was conducted. This ensured that alternative transportation improvements were
not only coordinated with various governments, but afforded individual citizens and
interested groups the opportunity to provide their input in developing and evaluating
potential improvements to each County’s transportation network.

The end product for this study is this LRTP document, providing for the efficient movement
of people and goods within and through Jones County through the horizon year of this
study, 2035. Interim year analysis was conducted for the year 2015. As part of this effort
existing and future operating conditions were documented for the following modes:
highways and bridges, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, freight, transit, railways and
airports.

This document should be reviewed and updated periodically to ensure that the planning
factors and other assumptions are still relevant and effectively address transportation
needs. This document should serve as the foundation for Jones County’s transportation
planning efforts and a starting point for addressing transportation needs.
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

Data Collection

The Butts, Jones, and Monroe Counties Transportation Study includes multi-modal analysis of
existing conditions and future transportation needs related to roadways, bridges, public
transportation, freight, airports, railroads, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities for development of a
long-range transportation plan with a horizon year of 2035. HNTB, with assistance from the
Georgia Department of Transportation’s (GDOT) Office of Planning, has worked with various
contacts at GDOT, the Middle Georgia Regional Development Center (RDC), McIntosh Trail RDC,
Butts, Jones, and Monroe Counties, and City governments as appropriate to obtain relevant
information for use in the existing and future conditions analysis. These data sources include
transportation related data and statistics, generated at the federal, state, and local levels, County
and local comprehensive plans, existing and future land use plans, and special studies related to
transportation and development projects, if applicable. This memorandum provides a summary of
the information collected for use in the Butts, Jones, and Monroe Counties Transportation Study.

Land Use, Socioeconomic, Growth and Development Data

Locally developed comprehensive plans provide information on both existing and future land use
within each county and local jurisdiction. The Butts, Jones, and Monroe Counties Transportation
Study will factor in goals, objectives, and policies associated with each relevant comprehensive
plan in order to develop a transportation plan that is consistent with the broader goals and
objectives of each county and appropriately integrates future growth plans and projections.
Information including existing zoning, local developments, county employment, socioeconomic
characteristics, and school related data is also important to understanding county land use and
needs related to future growth.

Table 1 summarizes the relevant materials related to land use, growth, and development that have
been collected for use in the plan’s development.
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Table 1: Land Use, Employment, Growth, and Development Data Sources

Document/Dataset Source Format
Butts County Draft Comprehensive Plan Mclintosh Trail RDC Microsoft Word
Document
JPEG Images

Joint Comprehensive Plan for Jones County and City PDF Document
of Gray - Community Assessment and Community

Participation Program

Middle Georgia RDC

Joint Comprehensive Plan for Jones County and City PDF Document

of Gray - Community Agenda

Middle Georgia RDC

Joint Comprehensive Plan Update for Monroe PDF Document
County and the Cities of Forsyth and Culloden -

Draft Community Agenda for Monroe County

Middle Georgia RDC

Monroe County Existing Land Use Map Middle Georgia RDC PDF Document

Monroe County Future Lane Use Map Middle Georgia RDC PDF Document

Joint Comprehensive Plan Update for Monroe PDF Document
County and the Cities of Forsyth and Culloden

Draft Community Agenda for the City of Forsyth

Middle Georgia RDC

City of Forsyth Zoning Map Middle Georgia RDC PDF Document

The Middle Georgia Joint Regional Plan And PDF Document

Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy

Middle Georgia RDC

Butts County Generalized Water Map Butts County PDF Map

Rosehill DRI Information GDOT PDF Document

School enrollment

GA Dept of Education

PDF Map/DB Tables

2005-2006 County Employment Data

GA Dept of Labor

Microsoft Excel Files

Georgia K-12 Schools (2006)

GA GIS Clearinghouse

GIS Shapefile

Census Blockgroups (2001)

GA GIS Clearinghouse

GIS Shapefile

U.S. Census Bureau Database Tables

Census Journey to Work Data

Roadways and Bridges

Roadway characteristics, functional classification data, and traffic counts are essential to the
existing and future needs analysis as well as the development of the travel demand model. This
information was obtained from GDOT'’s Office of Transportation Data (OTD). Bridge sufficiency and
crash data were also obtained from GDOT for use in the analysis of existing and future deficiencies.
Planned and programmed projects currently included in GDOT’s long-range and construction work
program (CWP) for each of the three counties were also obtained for analysis.

Table 2 summarizes data source related to roadway and bridge information.
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Document/Dataset Source Format
Functional Classification Maps- Butts, Jones, & GDOT OTD PDF Maps
Monroe Counties
Road Characteristics Data GDOT OTD Database Tables
Bridge Sufficiency Data GDOT Database Tables
CARE Crash Data GDOT Database Tables
Macon-Bibb Travel Demand Model GDOT Network Files
ARC Travel Demand Model ARC Network Files
Automatic Traffic Recorder (ATR) Counts GDOT OTD Database Tables
Special Studies Counts for High Falls Rd and SR 16 | GDOT Database

Tables/PDF Docs

Construction Work Program (CWP) — Butts, Jones, & | GDOT Database Tables
Monroe Counties
Pre-construction Status Report — Butts, Jones, and GDOT PDF Document
Monroe Counties
South Jackson Bypass GDOT PDF Document

Concept Report and Potential Corridor Concept
Layout on aerial photography

Transportation Enhancement (TE) Application - Butts
County

Butts County

PDF Document

Roads & Highways — Tiger (2005)

GA GIS Clearinghouse

GIS Shapefile

Bridges — (2000)

GA GIS Clearinghouse

GIS Shapefile

Other Modes

Data relevant to Airports, Railroads, Freight, Public Transportation, Bicycle, and Pedestrian was
collected and compiled to support the development of the multi-modal elements of the plan. Data

sources are presented by mode in Tables 3 through 7.

Table 3: Aviation Data Sources

Document/Dataset Source Format
Airports -Butts & Monroe (1997) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
General Airport Information — GDOT Document
Locations/Characteristics
Table 4: Railroad Data Sources

Document/Dataset Source Format
Railroads — (2000) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Rail lines operating, miles of track, location of GDOT Document
crossings, number of trains per day/week
Georgia Rail Freight Plan (2000) GDOT Document
List of rail crossings with crossing id number, type of | GDOT Database Tables
crossing, location, AADT, safety warning features
Railroad crossing planned improvements (CWP, TIP) | GDOT Database Tables
Rail crossing accident data FRA/GDOT Database Tables
Commuter and Intercity Rail Plan, latest update GDOT/GRTA Document
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Table 5: Freight Data Sources
Document/Dataset Source Format
Freight Routes GDOT/STAA Map
Truck Classification Counts GDOT Database Tables
Freight Traffic Generators GDOT GIS Shapefile
Table 6: Public Transportation Data Sources
Document/Dataset Source Format

Population data including current and projected
population, population aging, disabled population,
low-income population

County Comprehensive
Plans / US Census

Database Tables

Regional Transit Executive Summary MclIntosh Trail RDC Document
Coordinated Human Services Plan Mclntosh Trail RDC/GA | Document
Department of Human
Resources

Park and Ride and other commuting options GDOT Rideshare Document

available/needed in county /MclIntosh Trail RDC
Table 7: Bicycle/Pedestrian Data Sources

Document/Dataset Source Format

Existing Sidewalk Network -City of Gray Middle Georgia RDC PDF Map
MclIntosh Trail Region MclIntosh Trail RDC Document
Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathway Plan
Middle Georgia Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Middle Georgia RDC Document
Middle Georgia RDC / Service Area 6 Middle Georgia RDC PDF Map
Regional Bicycle/Pedestrian
Five Year Plan & Long Range Plan
Middle Georgia RDC- Existing State Bike Route Middle Georgia RDC PDF Map
System
Butts County Community Assessment- Butts County Document
Executive Summary and Data Appendix
Butts County Recreational Paths Butts County Document
Butts County Recreation Master Plan Butts County Document
Butts County FY 08-09 Transportation Enhancement | Butts County Document

Narrative

Base Mapping

Additional shapefiles available from the Georgia GIS Clearinghouse were downloaded and utilized
for base mapping purposes to illustrate geographical features and characteristics within the study

area.

These features are included in Table 8 below.
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Document/Dataset Source Format

County Boundaries (2001) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Lakes & Ponds (2001) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Streams & Rivers (2001) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Census Landmark Features (2000) GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Community Facilities GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Conservation Land GA GIS Clearinghouse | GIS Shapefile
Georgia Place Features - Physical and cultural USGS GIS Shapefile
geographic features

Forest Lands USGS GIS Shapefile
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: Griswoldville Road and Henderson Road

PRIORITY:

High

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SR 57 (Twiggs County) to SR 49

P.l. NOS:

TIP #:

COUNTY:

Jones/Twiggs

LENGTH (MI): 3.9 miles |[NUMBER OF LANES

EXISTING:

2 lane

PLANNED:

4 lane

MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT)

2006:

8,652

2035:

10,178

LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#:

FUNDING:

MILE POINT BEGIN: SR 57

END:

SR 49

PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14

FY 16

FY 18

FY 20

TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. $1,560,000

$1,560,000

RIGHT-OF-WAY

$0

UTILITIES

$0

CONSTRUCTION

$14,040,000

$14,040,000

PROJECT COST $0

$0

$0

$15,600,000

FEDERAL COST

$0

STATE COST

$0

LOCAL COST

$0

DOT DISTRICT #: 3

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT:

8

RDC:

MGRDC

COMMENTS

[Tris improvement proposes to widen Griswoldville Road and
Henderson Road from SR 57 to SR 49. This project demonstrates
logical termini due to connectivity and forecasted congestion. The
need and purpose of this project is to maintain the efficient
movement of goods and people. Coordination with Twiggs County
would be required. Without improvements, this facility will operate
at LOS F in 2035. Widening Griswoldville Road and Henderson
Road to 4-lanes is projected to improve operations in 2035.

Griswoldville Road is functionally classified as a minor collector and
Henderson Road is functionally classified as a major collector, each
with a posted speed limit of 45 mph. Land use along this section is

commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and
Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the

prioritization process of this study.

primarily a mixture of agricultural and residential property, with some P

County. This project is considered a high priority through the “____h 2
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: SR 49 PRIORITY: Medium
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SR 18 to Bowen Hill Road P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 8.2 miles NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 2 lane PLANNED: 4 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 8,385 2035: 11,582
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: SR 18 END: Bowen Hill Road
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $3,280,000 $3,280,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $29,520,000 $29,520,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $32,800,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen SR 49, from SR 18 to Bowen
Hill Road. This project demonstrates logical termini due to
forecasted congestion and an extension of an existing widening
project located to the south. It is anticipated that the routes to the

north will satisfactorily service current and future traffic and not

require additional capacity projects. The need and purpose of this
project is to maintain the efficient movement of goods and people.

Widening SR 49 to 4-lanes is projected to improve operations to
LOS Cin 2035.

mixture of agricultural and residential property, with some
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the

the prioritization process of this study.

Without improvements, this facility will operate at LOS D in 2035.[-

SR 49 is functionally classified as a minor arterial with a posted] -
speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is primarily ap-< s

Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate|

County. This project is considered a medium priority through|-
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: Joycliff Road PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SR 49 to US 129 P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 2.9 miles NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 2 lane PLANNED: 4 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 11,676 2035: 13,108
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: SR 49 END: US 129
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $1,160,000 $1,160,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $10,440,000 $10,440,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $11,600,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen Joycliff Road, from SR 49 to
US 129. The section of roadway is currently operating at a LOS D.
This project demonstrates logical termini
congestion and connectivity. The need and purpose is to provide
connectivity between US 129 and SR 49. Without improvements,

this facility will operate at LOS D in 2035. Widening Joycliff Road to |

4-lanes is projected to improve operations in 2035.

Joycliff Road is functionally classified as a local road with a posted

speed limit of 45 mph. Land use along this section is primarily a..u
with some|,

mixture of agricultural and residential property,
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and

Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate |
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the |-
County. This project is considered a high priority through the |4

prioritization process of this study.

due to forecasted| ~
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Joycliff Road to Greene Settlement Road P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 7.1 miles INUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 4 lane PLANNED: 6 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 18,283 2035: 23,959
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: Joycliff Road END: Greene Settlement Road
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $2,840,000 $2,840,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $25,560,000 $25,560,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $28,400,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC
COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen US 129, from Joycliff Road to
Greene Settlement Road. This project demostrates logical termini

due to forecasted congestion and connectivity to Gray and the Gray _ﬁ"' T

Bypass project. There are proposed widening projects to the north
to meet future traffic needs. It is anticipated that the route south of
the proposed improvements will satisfactorily serve current and |-
future traffic needs and not require an additional capacity project.
The need and purpose of this project is to maintain the efficient

movement of goods and people.

will operate at LOS D in 2035.
projected to improve operations in 2035.

US 129 is functionally classified

speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is primarily a
residential
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

mixture of agricultural and

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and [}
Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate

Without improvements, this facility |
Widening US 129 to 6-lanes is |
as a minor arterial with a posted '

property, with some

the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the | )

County. This project is considered a high priority through the
prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Lite-n-Tie Road to Jackson Avenue P.I. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 0.7 mile |[NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 4 lane PLANNED: 6 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 8,194 2035: 13,885
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: Lite-n-Tie Road END: Jackson Avenue
PROJECT PHASE Fy 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $280,000 $280,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $2,520,000 $2,520,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $2,800,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC.: MGRDC
COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen US 129, from Lite-n-Tie Road |
to Jackson Avenue. This project demonstrates logical termini due to
connectivity to Gray and the extension of proposed widening to the
south. It is anticipated that the route north of the proposed
improvements will satisfactorily serve current and future traffic needs
and not require an additional capacity project. The need and
purpose of this project is to maintain the efficient movement of
goods and people. Without improvements, this facility will operate at "'
LOS D in 2035. Widening US 129 to 6-lanes is projected to improve
operations in 2035.

US 129 is functionally classified as a minor arterial with a posted
speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is primarily a |
mixture of agricultural and residential property, with some
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and
Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the
County. This project is considered a high priority through the

prioritization process of this study.
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: SR 22 PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SR 11 to Pinewood Drive P.I. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 0.5 mile |NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 2 lane PLANNED: 4 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 8,521 2035: 11,467
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: SR 11 END: Pinewood Drive
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $200,000 $200,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $1,800,000 $1,800,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $2,000,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen SR 22, from SR 11 to
Pinewood Drive. This project demonstrates logical termini due to
forecasted congestion. The need and purpose of this project is to
maintain the efficient movement of goods and people. Without
improvements, this facility will operate at LOS D in 2035. Widening
SR 22 to 4-lanes is projected to improve operations in 2035.

SR 22 is functionally classified as a major collector with a posted
speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is primarily a
mixture of commerical and residential property.

County. This project is considered a high priority through the
prioritization process of this study.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and|._
Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate|
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the
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OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: Lite-n-Tie Road and Garrison Road PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SR 49 to US 129 P.I. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 7.25 milesINUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 2 lane PLANNED: 4 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 3,809 2035: 7,917
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: SR 49 END: US 129
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $2,900,000 $2,900,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $26,100,000 $26,100,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $29,000,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen Lite-n-Tie Road and Garrison
Road, from SR 49 to US 129. This project demonstrates logical
termini due to enhanced connectivity to Gray. The need and

purpose of this project is to maintain the efficient movement of -

goods and people. Without improvements, this facility will operate at
LOS D in 2035. Widening Lite-n-Tie Road to 4-lanes is projected to
improve operations in 2035.

Lite-n-tie Road is functionally classified as a major collector with a
posted speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is
primarily a mixture of agricultural and residential property, with some
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and

Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the

County. This project is considered a high priority through the

prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: Medium
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Greene Settlement Road to Lite-n-Tie Road P.I. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): 0.5 mile |[NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: 4 lane PLANNED: 6 lane
MODEL TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: 13,608 2035: 18,599
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: Greene Settlement Road END: Lite-n-Tie Road
PROJECT PHASE Fy 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $200,000 $200,000
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $1,800,000 $1,800,000
PROJECT COST $0 $0 $0 $2,000,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: RDC.: MGRDC

COMMENTS

This improvement proposes to widen US 129, from Greene|”
Settlement Road to Lite-n-Tie Road. This project demonstrates
logical termini due to connectivity to Gray and the extension of other
proposed widenings located to the north and south. The need and
purpose of this project is to maintain the efficient movement of
goods and people. Without improvements, this facility will operate at
LOS D in 2035. Widening US 129 to 6-lanes is projected to improve

operations in 2035. i

US 129 is functionally classified as a minor arterial with a posted |-
speed limit of 55 mph. Land use along this section is primarily a
mixture of agricultural and residential property, with some
commercial and industrial properties along the route.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones and
Monroe Counties, was completed in August 2008 to evaluate
the need and feasibility for transportation needs across the
County. This project is considered a medium priority through
the prioritization process of this study.

J36




OFFICE OF PLANNING

PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection realignment at US 129 and Joycliff Road P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

The intersection of US 129 and Joycliff Road may
have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 35 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a high priority through the
prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: US 129 S PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection improvements at US 129 S and SR 18 W P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC

COMMENTS

The intersection of US 129 S and SR 18 W may
have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 34 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This -
project is considered a high priority through the |
prioritization process of this study.
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The intersection of US 129 and Jackson Avenue
may have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 32 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for N1
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a high priority through the
prioritization process of this study.

PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: High
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection improvements at US 129 and Jackson Avenue P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC
COMMENTS
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and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a medium priority through the
prioritization process of this study.

RL Wheeler Road™ .

PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: Medium
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection improvements at US 129 and R L Wheeler Road P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC.: MGRDC
COMMENTS
The intersection of US 129 and R L Wheeler Road
may have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 21 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.
A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones JONES
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PROJECT NAME: US 129 PRIORITY: Medium
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: P.l. NOS:
Intersection realignment at US 129 and Greene Settlement Road
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC
COMMENTS

The intersection of US 129 and Greene Settlement
Road may have safety issues. This intersection '
has experienced 22 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It S {
is recommended that a licensed professional N\
engineer review this intersection. :

1
Rd,

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for ™
transportation needs across the County. This . —
project is considered a medium priority through the =
prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: Lite-n-Tie Road

PRIORITY:

Low

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |ntersection improvement at Lite-n-Tie Road and Railroad Crossing
733418D

P.l. NOS:

TIP #:

COUNTY:

Jones

LENGTH (MI): [NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING:

PLANNED:

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA

2035:

NA

LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:

MILE POINT BEGIN: END:

PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18

FY 20

TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR.

$0

RIGHT-OF-WAY

$0

UTILITIES

$0

CONSTRUCTION $250,000

$250,000

PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0

$0

$250,000

FEDERAL COST

$0

STATE COST

$0

LOCAL COST

$0

DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8

RDC:

MGRDC

COMMENTS

The intersection of Lite-n-Tie Road and Railroad
Crossing 733418D may have safety issues. This
intersection has experienced 4 crashes from 2004
to 2006. It is recommended that a licensed
professional engineer review this intersection.

A 4

0‘69\&"“,.-"

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a low priority through the
prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: US 129 N PRIORITY: Low
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection improvement at US 129 N and SR 18 E P.l. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (MI): |NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: |  FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC.: MGRDC

COMMENTS

The intersection of US 129 N and SR 18 E may
have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 3 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a low priority through the
prioritization process of this study.
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PROJECT NAME: SR 22 PRIORITY: Medium
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |ntersection improvement at SR 22 and Ethridge Road - Haddock P.I. NOS:
Community
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (Mi): |NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: | FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC
COMMENTS
The intersection of SR 22 and Ethridge Road may
have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 4 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is Ethrig
recommended that a licensed professional 4 ---9.9_\_8030
engineer review this intersection. i e /

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones |~
and Monroe Counties, was completed in August
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a medium priority through the S
prioritization process of this study. '

JONES
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PROJECT NAME: SR 22 PRIORITY: Low
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Intersection improvement at SR 22 and Harris Morton Road P.I. NOS:
TIP #:
COUNTY: Jones
LENGTH (Mi): |NUMBER OF LANES EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT) 2006: NA 2035: NA
LOCAL RD #: | ST/US#: | FUNDING:
MILE POINT BEGIN: END:
PROJECT PHASE FY 12 FY 14 FY 16 FY 18 FY 20 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY $0
UTILITIES $0
CONSTRUCTION $250,000 $250,000
PROJECT COST $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
FEDERAL COST $0
STATE COST $0
LOCAL COST $0
DOT DISTRICT #: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: 8 RDC: MGRDC
COMMENTS

The intersection of SR 22 and Harris Morton Road
may have safety issues. This intersection has
experienced 5 crashes from 2004 to 2006. It is
recommended that a licensed professional
engineer review this intersection.

A multi-modal transportation study for Butts, Jones
and Monroe Counties, was completed in June
2008 to evaluate the need and feasibility for
transportation needs across the County. This
project is considered a low priority through the
prioritization process of this study.
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