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COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
Mike Mason, Mayor 

Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member               Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 

Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member              Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member 

Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member              Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
 

March 21, 2017                        COUNCIL AGENDA      7:00 PM 
PEACHTREE CORNERS CITY HALL 

147 TECHNOLOGY PARKWAY, PEACHTREE CORNERS, GA  30092 

 

A)   CALL TO ORDER  

 

B)   ROLL CALL     

 

C)   PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

 

D)   MAYOR'S OPENING REMARKS    

 

E)   CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES – February 27, 2017 & March 6, 2017 

          

F)   CONSIDERATION OF MEETING AGENDA 

     

G)   PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 

H)  PRESENTATIONS AND REPORTS 

    

1. Proclamation Arbor Day 

 

I)    CONSENT AGENDA 

 

1. APH 2017-03-050 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Peachtree Café & Bakery 

Inc, 3975 Holcomb Bridge Rd. 

2. APH 2017-03-051 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Blazing Wings Inc DBA: 

Buffalo Wild Wings, 6135 Peachtree Pkwy, Ste 601. 

3. APH 2017-03-052 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Crown Sports Grill DBA: 

Crown Sports Bar & Grill, 7075 Jimmy Carter Blvd. 

4. APH 2017-03-053 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Hot Rocks Grill, LLC, 4941 

South Old Peachtree Rd, Ste F. 

5. ACTION ITEM Consideration of approval for a construction contract for Pedestrian Crossing 

(Peachtree Corners Circle at Eastman Trail). 

6. ACTION ITEM Consideration of a Change Order for a State Route 141 Corridor Study. 

7. ACTION ITEM Consideration of an Agreement for Ad Valorem Tax, Streetlight and Sanitation Fee 

Billing and Collection with Gwinnett County. 
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J)  PUBLIC HEARING   

 

1. PH2017-002 Consideration of an Application for a Metropolitan River Protection Act 

Certificate to authorize construction of a new home and landscaping on 1.46 

acres located at 4348 Riverview Drive, Dist. 6. Lot 2, Block A, of Riverview 

Estates Subdivision (within the Chattahoochee River Corridor), Peachtree 

Corners, GA. 

 

K)  ITEMS UNDER CONSIDERATION   

 

1. ACTION ITEM Consideration of approval of the Comprehensive Transportation Plan. 

 

 

L)  EXECUTIVE SESSION   

 

M)  ADJOURNMENT 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Minutes  

 

02/27/17 

&  

03/06/17 
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS 
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 

 FEBRUARY 27, 2017 @ 7:00PM  
 
The Mayor and Council of the City of Peachtree Corners held a Council Meeting 

at City Hall, 147 Technology Parkway, Suite 200, Peachtree Corners, GA, 30092. 
An audible copy of the meeting is available from the City Clerk’s office.  The 

following were in attendance:  
 
   Mayor   Mike Mason 

   Council Member  Phil Sadd – Post 1  
   Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2  

   Council Member   Alex Wright – Post 3  
   Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4  
   Council Member  Lorri Christopher – Post 5 

   Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6 
  
   City Manager  Brian Johnson 

   City Clerk   Kym Chereck  
   Com. Dev. Director Diana Wheeler 

   City Attorney  Bill Riley 
   Public Works Director Greg Ramsey 
   Finance Director  Brandon Branham 

    
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  Mayor Mason led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
 

MAYOR’S OPENING REMARKS:  Mayor Mason informed the public that 
tonight he will be presenting the city’s first Vision Award.  The vision Award 
was created by a group of student government inters.  Three entrepreneurs 

submitted for the award and the leading business proposal was awarded a 
$2,500 grant from the city and three free months of space at the Prototype 

Prime incubator.    
  
MINUTES:   

 
MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES FROM THE JANUARY 17, 2017 
COUNCIL MEETING. 
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By:  Council Member Gratwick 

Seconded by:  Council Member Christopher 
Vote:  (7-0) (Gratwick, Christopher, Mason, Sadd, Christ, Wright, 

Aulbach) 

 
MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES FROM THE FEBRUARY 21, 2017 
SPECIAL CALLED COUNCIL MEETING. 

By:  Council Member Christopher 
Seconded by:  Council Member Gratwick 

Vote:  (7-0) (Christopher, Gratwick, Mason, Sadd, Christ, Wright, 
Aulbach) 

 

 
CONSIDERATION OF MEETING AGENDA:  There were no changes. 

 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  Mr. Teddy Murphy introduced himself as a new resident 

of Peachtree Corners.  Mr. Murphy stated that he is excited to be a resident 
and is looking forward to becoming involved in the city. 
 

 
PRESENTATIONS AND REPORTS: 

 
Presentation – Morgan Drake/Vision Award 
 

Mayor Mason presented Morgan Drake with the city’s first Vision Award.   
Mr. Drake received a $2,500.00 grant and three free months of space at the 

Prototype Prime incubator.  Mr. Drake graduated from Norcross High School 
and earned his bachelor’s degree from Georgia State University. 

 

Staff Activity Report – Community Development 
 

Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director, provided her report on staff 
activities that occurred during the period of January 27, 2016 – February 17, 

2017.  These activities included, among other items, meetings with attorneys 
and consultants to finalize agreements in preparation for a 2/28 closing, 

meeting with an Atlanta Paving representative to discuss an upcoming rezoning 
application, meeting with the Green Committee to plan for Arbor Day, and 
meeting with the Arts Master Plan consultant to plan for the first Arts 

Community Meeting.   
 

Staff Activity Report – Public Works 
 
Greg Ramsey, Public Works Director, provided his report on staff activities that 
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occurred in the period ending with February 8, 2017.  These activities 
included, among other items, meeting with Meadow Rue Lane Homeowners 

Association and meetings concerning the Bid Opening for a pedestrian crossing 
on Peachtree Corners Circle.  Mr. Ramsey informed the Mayor and Council 
that Peachtree Corners earned a ‘National Recognition Award’ in the American 

Council of Engineering Companies 2017 Engineering Excellence Awards 
competition for its Geospatial Asset Inventory Project. 
 

 Presentation – Innovation Hub Master Plan project overview 
 

Misters Shawn Williams and Chris LeTourneur of MXD and Mr. Jonathan 
Linkus of Callison TKL presented a project overview on the Innovation Hub 
Master Plan.  There are three phases to the project, Re-Imaging, Reinvigorate, 

and Re-Brand.  After the overview, the consultants stated that they will return 
with another overview in April 2017.  

 
 Presentation – Comprehensive Transportation Plan  
 

Mr. Eric Lusher of Pond and Company gave a brief overview of the 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan.  A copy of the Plan will be released to the 
public in the Spring, as it is currently in the development phase. 

 
 

CONSENT AGENDA: 
 
 APH 2017-02-048 

Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Hubbell & Hudson 
Management, LLC dba Black Walnut Café, 5242 Peachtree Parkway, 

Peachtree Corners, GA 30092. 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE APH 2017-02-048. 

By:  Council Member Gratwick 
Seconded:  Council Member Aulbach 
Vote:  (7-0) (Gratwick, Aulbach, Mason, Sadd, Christ, Wright, 

Christopher) 
 

 
APH 2017-02-049 
Approval of the application for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, and 

Sunday Sales Beverage License for S & F Group, LLC dba Lon U 5005 
Peachtree Pkwy, Ste 860. 

 
MOTION TO APPROVE APH 2017-02-049. 
By:  Council Member Gratwick 

Seconded:  Council Member Aulbach 
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Vote:  (7-0) (Gratwick, Aulbach, Mason, Sadd, Christ, Wright, 
Christopher) 

 
 
OLD BUSINESS:   

 
 O2017-01-84 

PH2016-008 Holcomb Bridge Road Corridor Redevelopment Overlay.  

Second Read and Consideration of amending the zoning code in order to 
add Sec. 1320 to establish regulations for the redevelopment of property 

within the Holcomb Bridge Road Corridor. 
 

Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director, gave a brief overview of the 

Holcomb Bridge Road Corridor Redevelopment Overlay.   
 

Mayor Mason opened the floor for anyone wanting to speak in favor or 
opposition of the Ordinance.  Mr. Bob Howard stated that he in favor of the 
Ordinance but has a few questions.  One question he had concerned how the 

overlay will change the density and therefore, the natural habitat.  Ms. Mim 
Harris expressed concerns with the density increasing traffic and, stated that 
she would like for Council to protect the citizen’s quality of life.  Mr. Teddy 

Murphy stated that he is not opposed to the Ordinance and supports the 
higher density. 

  
MOTION TO APPROVE O2017-01-84. 
By:  Council Member Sadd 

Seconded:  Council Member Christopher 
Vote:  (7-0) (Sadd, Christopher, Mason, Christ, Wright, Aulbach, 

Gratwick) 
 

 

NEW BUSINESS: 
 

ACTION ITEM 

Consideration of a construction contract with the most responsive bidder 
for PTC 16.04, LMIG Sidewalk Installation for Technology Parkway & Jay 

Bird Alley. 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH CMEC, 

LLC FOR AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO THE BUDGET OF $325.924.96. 
By:  Council Member Sadd 

Seconded:  Council Member Aulbach 
Vote:  (7-0) (Sadd, Aulbach, Mason, Christ, Wright, Christopher, 

Gratwick) 
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ACTION ITEM 

Consideration of a contract with an On Call Consultant for PTC 17.01, 
LMIG 2017 Sidewalks for Corners Pkwy., Technology Pkwy. South, 
Peachtree Corners Cir. & Frank Neely Rd. 

 
MOTION TO APPROVE A CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH 
KECK & WOOD, INC., FOR $76,695.00 FOR PTC 17.01, LMIG 2017 

SIDEWALKS FOR CORNERS PARKWAY, TECHNOLOGY PARKWAY 
SOUTH, PEACHTREE CORNERS CIRCLE & FRANK ROAD. 

By:  Council Member Christopher 
Seconded:  Council Member Sadd 
Vote:  (7-0) (Christopher, Sadd, Mason, Christ, Wright, Aulbach, 

Gratwick) 
 

 
R2017-02-73 
Resolution in support of House Bill 369. 

 
MOTION TO APPROVE R2017-02-73 
By:  Council Member Christopher 

Seconded:  Council Member Gratwick 
Vote:  (7-0) (Christopher, Gratwick, Mason, Sadd, Christ, Wright, 

Aulbach) 
 

 

EXECUTIVE SESSION:   
 

MOTION TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR ONE REAL ESTATE 
ITEM. 
By:  Council Member Sadd 

Seconded by:  Council Member Gratwick 
Vote:  (7-0) (Sadd, Gratwick, Mason, Christ, Wright, Aulbach, 

Christopher) 

 
MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

By:  Council Member Christopher 
Seconded by:  Council Member Sadd 
Vote:  (7-0) (Christopher, Sadd, Mason, Wright, Christ, Aulbach, 

Gratwick) 
 

 
ADJOURNMENT:  
 

MOTION TO ADJOURN AT 10:37 PM. 
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By:  Council Member Sadd 
Seconded by:  Council Member Christopher 

 
Vote:  (7-0) (Sadd, Christopher, Mason, Christ, Wright, Aulbach, 

Gratwick) 

 
 
Approved,       Attest: 

 
 

 
___________________________________       __________________________________ 
Mike Mason, Mayor    Kymberly Chereck, City Clerk 

       (Seal) 
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Mike Mason, Mayor 

Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member               Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 

Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member              Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member 

Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member              Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
 

March 6, 2017                        WORK SESSION MINUTES                             7:00 PM 
PEACHTREE CORNERS CITY HALL – Council Chambers 

147 TECHNOLOGY PARKWAY, PEACHTREE CORNERS, GA  30092 

 

The Mayor and Council of the City of Peachtree Corners held a Work Session at City Hall, 
147 Technology Parkway, Suite 200, Peachtree Corners, GA, 30092.  The following were in 
attendance:  

 
   Mayor   Mike Mason 

   Council Member  Phil Sadd – Post 1  
   Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2  
   Council Member   Alex Wright – Post 3  

   Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4  
   Council Member  Lorri Christopher – Post 5 

   Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6 
  
   City Manager  Brian Johnson 

   City Clerk   Kym Chereck  
   City Attorney  Bill Riley 
   City Attorney  Joe Leonard 

   Public Works Director Greg Ramsey 
   Finance Director  Brandon Branham 

 
 

1. Overview of HB 369 – Brian Johnson, City Manager, gave a brief overview of House 
Bill 369. 
 

2. Public Comment:  - Ms. Mim Harris expressed concern with HB 369 being approved, 
and requested that the citizens receive information in a timelier manner.  Ms. Harris 
also requested that the Transportation Plan be available to the public. 

 
3. Agreement for Ad Valorem Tax, Streetlight and Sanitation Fee Billing and 

Collection with Gwinnett County. -  This item will move forward to the March 
Council Meeting. 

 

4. Comprehensive Transportation Plan - This item will move forward to the March 
Council Meeting. 
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5. Construction bids for Pedestrian Crossing, Peachtree Corners Circle at 
Eastman Trail. - This item will move forward to the March Council Meeting. 

 
6. State Route 141/Peachtree Parkway Corridor Study update. - This item will move 

forward to the March Council Meeting. 
 

7. Financial Management Ordinance - This item will be place on the April work 
session for further discussion. 

 
8. Licensing & Revenue Services - This item will move forward to the March Council 

Meeting. 
 

9. Executive Session  
 

MOTION TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR ONE REAL ESTATE 

ITEM. 
By:  Council Member Sadd 

Seconded by:  Council Member Gratwick 
Vote:  (7-0) (Sadd, Gratwick, Mason, Christ, Wright, Aulbach, 

Christopher) 

 
MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

By:  Council Member Christopher 
Seconded by:  Council Member Gratwick 
Vote:  (7-0) (Christopher, Gratwick, Mason, Sadd, Wright, Christ, 

Aulbach) 
 

10. Work session adjourned at 10:20 PM. 
 

 

 
Approved,          Attest: 
 

 
 

___________________________________          __________________________________ 
Mike Mason, Mayor    Kymberly Chereck, City Clerk 
                (Seal) 

 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Proclamation 

 

Arbor Day 



 
 

 
 

 
 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS                  PROCLAMATION   2017-03-01 

 

Proclamation 
A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 

DECLARING MARCH 24, 2017 AS ARBOR DAY  
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree Corners is committed to celebrating the 
importance of an urban tree canopy and recognizing the 

improved care of vital trees; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree Corners recognizes the work of the Green 

Committee and the need to help the environment through the 
growth of trees, which remove carbon dioxide from the air and 

release oxygen into the atmosphere. 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree Corners recognizes the important value of 

trees, which offer cooling shade in the summer months, block 
cold winter winds, increase property values, and reinvigorate 

neighborhoods. 
 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED by the Mayor of the City of 
Peachtree Corners that Arbor Day shall be celebrated on March 24, 2017. 

  
 SO PROCLAIMED AND EFFECTIVE, this 21st day of March, 2017. 
 

 
Attest:       Approved: 

 
 
 

________________________   ____________________ 
Kym Chereck, City Clerk    Mike Mason, Mayor 
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Mike Mason, Mayor 
Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member 
Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 
Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
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To:  Mayor and City Council 

 

Cc:  Brian Johnson, City Manager 

 

From:  Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director 

 

Date:   March 21, 2017, City Council Meeting 

 

Agenda Item: APH 2017-03-050 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for 

Peachtree Café & Bakery Inc, 3975 Holcomb Bridge Rd. 

 

Applicant Nardo R Sanmartin Gomez is applying for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, 

and Sunday Sales License.  

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Approve the application for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, and  

Sunday Sales Beverage License for Peachtree Café & Bakery Inc, 3975 Holcomb Bridge  

Rd. 

 

Background: 

Applicant submitted a completed application on February 21th, 2017.  Required 

advertising for the application was published in the Gwinnett Daily Post on March 10th , 

and March 17th.  Applicant has passed the background investigation and meets all 

requirements. 

 

Discussion: 

New Business 

Staff has reviewed this application and recommends approval. 

 

Alternatives: 
None 

 

 

http://www.peachtreecornersga.gov/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Consent Agenda 

 

APH-2017-03-051 



 
 

Mike Mason, Mayor 
Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member 
Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 
Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
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To:  Mayor and City Council 

 

Cc:  Brian Johnson, City Manager 

 

From:  Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director 

 

Date:   March 21, 2017, City Council Meeting 

 

Agenda Item: APH 2017-03-051 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for 

Blazing Wings Inc DBA: Buffalo Wild Wings, 6135 Peachtree Pkwy, Ste 601. 

 

Applicant Anthony Sledge is applying for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, Distilled 

Spirit, and Sunday Sales License.  

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Approve the application for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, Distilled Spirits, and  

Sunday Sales Beverage License for Blazing Wings Inc DBA: Buffalo Wild Wings, 6135 

Peachtree Pkwy, Ste 601. 

Background: 

Applicant submitted a completed application on February 22th, 2017.  Required 

advertising for the application was published in the Gwinnett Daily Post on March 10th , 

and March 17th.  Applicant has passed the background investigation and meets all 

requirements. 

 

Discussion: 

New Business 

Staff has reviewed this application and recommends approval. 

 

Alternatives: 
None 
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Mike Mason, Mayor 
Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member 
Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 
Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
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To:  Mayor and City Council 

 

Cc:  Brian Johnson, City Manager 

 

From:  Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director 

 

Date:   March 21, 2017, City Council Meeting 

 

Agenda Item: APH 2017-03-052 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for 

Crown Sports Grill DBA: Crown Sports Bar & Grill, 7075 Jimmy Carter Blvd. 

 

Applicant Theo K. Mollie is applying for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, Distilled 

Spirit, and Sunday Sales License.  

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Approve the application for Consumption on Premise, Beer, Wine, Distilled Spirits, and  

Sunday Sales Beverage License for Crown Sports Grill DBA: Crown Sports Bar & Grill, 

7075 Jimmy Carter Blvd. 

Background: 

Applicant submitted a completed application on February 27th, 2017.  Required 

advertising for the application was published in the Gwinnett Daily Post on March 10th , 

and March 17th.  Applicant has passed the background investigation and meets all 

requirements. 

 

Discussion: 

New Business 

Staff has reviewed this application and recommends approval. 

 

Alternatives: 
None 
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Mike Mason, Mayor 
Phil Sadd – Post 1, Council Member  Eric Christ – Post 2, Council Member 
Alex Wright – Post 3, Council Member  Jeanne Aulbach – Post 4, Council Member 
Lorri Christopher – Post 5, Council Member  Weare Gratwick – Post 6, Council Member 
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To:  Mayor and City Council 

 

Cc:  Brian Johnson, City Manager 

 

From:  Diana Wheeler, Community Development Director 

 

Date:   March 21, 2017, City Council Meeting 

 

Agenda Item: APH 2017-03-053 Approval of Alcoholic Beverage License Application for Hot 

Rocks Grill, LLC, 4941 South Old Peachtree Rd, Ste F 

 

Applicant Bassam T. Kahwach is applying for Consumption on Premise, Beer, and Sunday 

Sales License.  

 

Staff Recommendation: 

Approve the application for Consumption on Premise, Beer, and  

Sunday Sales Beverage License for Hot Rocks Grill, LLC, 4941 South Old Peachtree Rd, Ste F 

Background: 

Applicant submitted a completed application on March 6th, 2017.  Required advertising 

for the application was published in the Gwinnett Daily Post on March 10th, and March 

17th.  Applicant has passed the background investigation and meets all requirements. 

 

Discussion: 

New Business 

Staff has reviewed this application and recommends approval. 

 

Alternatives: 
None 

 

 

http://www.peachtreecornersga.gov/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Consent  

Agenda 

 

Action Item 



  Page 1 of 1 
 

                           

MEMO 

TO:     Mayor & Council 

CC:    Brian Johnson, City Manager 

FROM:   Greg Ramsey, P.E., Public Works Director 

DATE:   March 6, 2017 

SUBJECT:  PTC 15.11A Construction Contractor Recommendation 

 

The City of Peachtree Corners advertised for construction bids for the Pedestrian Crossing Improvements 

on Peachtree Corners Circle at Eastman Trail.  Two construction companies responded to the solicitation, 

and the bid tabulation is attached for your review.  Our engineer’s letter of recommendation is also 

attached for your information.  Excellere Construction was the lowest bidder, and we have used their 

services previously on the construction of pedestrian improvements along Winters Chapel Road. 

 

Staff recommends authorizing the Mayor & City Attorney to enter into a construction contract with the most 

responsive bidder, Excellere Construction, LLC., for an amount of $130,400.00. 

 



 

 

March 2, 2017 
 
Mr. Greg Ramsey, P.E. 
Public Works Director 
City of Peachtree Corners 
147 Technology Parkway NW, Suite 200 
Peachtree Corners, GA 30092 
 
 
 
Subject:     Peachtree Corners Circle Midblock Crossing Contractor Recommendation 
 
Pond has reviewed the two bids submitted to the City by Excellere Construction, LLC and Tople 
Construction & Engineering, Inc. for construction services to install a mid-block crossing, pedestrian 
refuge island, and Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon assembly on Peachtree Corners Circle. After 
review of the bid amounts, Excellere Construction, LLC provided the lowest bid price, at $130,400.00.  
 
Pond has determined that this is a realistic fee based on the contractor’s quantities and unit cost. Pond 
has also verified work performance from Excellere Construction, LLC’s former clients and those 
references support Pond’s recommendation. 
 
In conclusion, Excellere Construction, LLC’s bid was evaluated against the engineer’s estimate and 
found to be within an acceptable range. Prior work experience has resulted in positive references. 
Therefore, we believe that the bid submitted by Excellere Construction, LLC is acceptable and we are 
pleased to recommend them to the City as the Construction Contractor for this project.  
 

 
Sincerely, 
 
POND & COMPANY 
 
 
 
                                            
 
Graham Malone, P.E.    Arwin Lopez, P.E. 
Design Project Manager    Transportation Engineer 
 
 
 
 



Bid Item 

No
Item Description Unit Qty Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price

1 GRADING COMPLETE LS 1 $28,000.00 $28,000.00 $24,971.14 $24,971.14

2 TRAFFIC CONTROL LS 1 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $1,520.34 $1,520.34

3
GRADED AGGREGATE BASE COURSE 12 IN. INCLUDING 

MATERIAL
SY 80 $45.00 $3,600.00 $36.69 $2,935.20

4

1-1/2 IN. RECYCLED ASPHALT CONCRETE 12.5 MM 

SUPERPAVE, GP 2 ONLY POLYMER MODIFIED BITUM. 

MATL. & H LIME

TN 106 $185.00 $19,610.00 $227.50 $24,115.00

5 MILL. ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT 1-1/2 IN. DEPTH SY 1338 $8.10 $10,837.80 $10.00 $13,380.00

6 CONCRETE SIDEWALK, 6 IN. SY 230 $41.85 $9,625.50 $36.39 $8,369.70

7 CONCRETE MEDIAN, 6 IN. SY 55 $72.00 $3,960.00 $37.11 $2,041.05

8 CONCRETE HEADER CURB 6 IN., TYPE 7 LF 150 $15.00 $2,250.00 $16.69 $2,503.50

9 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER 6 IN. x 30 IN., TYPE 2 LF 275 $18.00 $4,950.00 $20.75 $5,706.25

10 CLASS B CONCRETE BASE OR PAVEMENT WIDENING CY 11 $285.00 $3,135.00 $220.76 $2,428.36

11 5 IN. SOLID WHITE THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 140 $0.80 $112.00 $1.17 $163.80

12 5 IN. SKIP WHITE THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE GLF 160 $0.75 $120.00 $0.72 $115.20

13 5 IN. SOLID YELLOW THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 440 $0.80 $352.00 $0.98 $431.20

14 8 IN. SOLID WHITE THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 130 $2.65 $344.50 $5.20 $676.00

15 24 IN. SOLID WHITE THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPE LF 22 $6.00 $132.00 $9.75 $214.50

16 THERMOPLASTIC TRAFFIC STRIPING, YELLOW SY 130 $6.00 $780.00 $7.15 $929.50

17 ARROW, TYPE 2, WHITE EA 2 $103.00 $206.00 $149.50 $299.00

18
REMOVE EXIST SOLID TRAFFIC STRIPE, 8 IN. 

THERMOPLASTIC
LF 190 $2.00 $380.00 $2.54 $482.60

19 REMOVE SIGN EA 6 $115.00 $690.00 $44.97 $269.82

20 RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS, TYPE 1 EA 32 $6.00 $192.00 $5.20 $166.40

21
HIGHWAY SIGN, TYPE 1 MATERIAL, REFLECTIVE SHEETING 

TYPE 9
SF 25.5 $22.00 $561.00 $20.80 $530.40

22 GALVANIZED STEEL POSTS, TYPE 7 LF 90 $10.00 $900.00 $16.25 $1,462.50

23 PERMANENT GRASSING AC 1 $1,225.00 $1,225.00 $0.01 $0.01

24 AGRICULTURAL LIME TN 1 $198.00 $198.00 $0.01 $0.01

25 FERTILIZER MIXED GRADE TN 1 $525.00 $525.00 $0.01 $0.01

26 FERTILIZER NITROGEN CONTENT LB 100 $3.00 $300.00 $0.01 $1.00

27 MULCH TN 21 $400.00 $8,400.00 $0.01 $0.21

28 SOD SY 120 $15.75 $1,890.00 $12.69 $1,522.80

29 TREE PROTECTION FENCE LF 450 $3.00 $1,350.00 $2.41 $1,084.50

30 SILT FENCE - NS LF 400 $3.70 $1,480.00 $3.95 $1,580.00

31
14 FEET PEDESTAL POLE WITH BREAKAWAY BASE (BLACK 

POWDER COAT FINISH)
EA 3 $2,500.00 $7,500.00 $975.00 $2,925.00

32
PEDESTAL POLE MOUNTED PEDESTRIAN PUSH BUTTON 

STATION WITH BUTTON AND SIGN
EA 3 $400.00 $1,200.00 $292.50 $877.50

33 PEDESTAL POLE MOUNTED RAPID FLASH BAR EA 4 $850.00 $3,400.00 $260.00 $1,040.00

34
PEDESTAL POLE MOUNTED WIRELESS RADIO NETWORK 

CONTROLLER
EA 3 $1,470.00 $4,410.00 $1,950.00 $5,850.00

35
PEDESTAL POLE MOUNTED SOLAR PANEL ENERGY 

SOURCE
EA 3 $1,125.00 $3,375.00 $1,950.00 $5,850.00

36 MISC MATERLIAN TO COMPLETE INSTALLATION LS 1 $1,470.00 $1,470.00 $650.00 $650.00

37
HIGHWAY SIGN, TYPE 1 MATERIAL, REFLECTIVE 

SHEETING, TYPE 11
SF 33 $38.00 $1,254.00 $39.00 $1,287.00

38
RECTANGULAR RAPID BEACON ASSEMBLY INSTALLATION 

NUMBER 1
LS 1 $6,100.00 $6,100.00 $13,110.50 $13,110.50

39 TESTING - RECTANGULAR RAPID BEACON ASSEMBLY LS 1 $1,350.00 $1,350.00 $650.00 $650.00

40 TRAINING - RECTANGULAR RAPID BEACON ASSEMBLY LS 1 $1,575.00 $1,575.00 $260.00 $260.00

TOTALS = $152,739.80 $130,400.00

Excellere Construction, LLCTople Construction & Engineering, Inc.

Invitation to Bid PTC 15.11 Peachtree Corners Circle at Eastman Trail Pedestrian Improvements

Friday, February 17, 2017
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MEMO 

TO:     Mayor & Council 

CC:    Brian Johnson, City Manager 

FROM:   Greg Ramsey, P.E., Public Works Director 

DATE:   March 6, 2017 

SUBJECT:  PTC 15.08 SR 141 Corridor Study - Change Order Request 

 

The City of Peachtree Corners received a grant from the Atlanta Regional Commission in Spring 2016 for 

$200,000 for a State Route 141 Corridor Study.  There is a match requirement of $50,000, so the total 

project budget is $250,000.  This project is a coordinated effort on the same corridor with the City of Johns 

Creek.   

 

On September 20, 2016, Mayor & City Council approved a contract with Wolverton & Associates for 

$232,800.  After the contract was signed, the Georgia Department of Transportation’s (GDOT) project 

managers added out of scope items to their traffic data and analysis procedures. 

 

In order to accommodate the additional scope items required by GDOT, staff is requesting approval of a 

Change Order in the amount of $17,200 to the original contract with Wolverton & Associates.  That will 

bring the total project fee up to the previously approved budget of $250,000.   

 

Please see the attached for an updated schedule for the project. 

 

 
 



Notice to Proceed  ‐ November 1, 2016
Data Collection
Environmental Screening
Existing Volume Diagrams
Existing Volume Diagrams Submitted to GDOT ‐ March 3, 2017
Projection Methodology Memo
Projection Methodology Memo Submitted to GDOT ‐ March 3, 2017
Approval of Methodolgy by GDOT ‐ Mar 24, 2017
First Public Impormation Meeting ‐ Apr 12, 2017 6‐8PM
Projected Volume Diagrams
Projected Volume Diagrams Submitted to GDOT ‐ Apr 14, 2017
Approval of Volume Diagrams ‐ May 12, 2017
Existing, No Build Analysis
Needs Memo
Preliminary Alternatives and Analysis Memo
Second Public Information Meeting ‐ August 2017
VISSIM Models and Concept Schematics
Final Recommendations Report ‐ Nov 17, 2017

2017

SR 141 Corridor Study ‐ Schedule
PI 001508

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov
2016

Nov Dec
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CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER CORRIDOR CERTIFICATE PH2017-002 

 

 

METROPOLITAN RIVER PROTECTION ACT CERTIFICATE 
 
4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE 
RIVERVIEW ESTATES 
LOT 2, BLOCK ‘A’; 6TH DISTRICT, LAND LOT 330  
 

 
The Mayor and City Council of the City of Peachtree Corners while in Regular Session on March 
21, 2017 approved the Application for Metropolitan River Protection Act Certificate (PH2017-
002) for the referenced property with the following conditions:  
 

1. Applicant shall file the certificate in the real estate records of Clerk of Superior Court of 
Gwinnett County.  

 
2. Applicant shall provide as built survey and affidavit confirming the built conditions prior to 

issuance of certificate of occupancy. 

 
 

APPLICANT: KIP TAYLOR 
  
ARC REVIEW: CONSISTENT 
  
DATE OF CITY COUNCIL HEARING: MARCH 21, 2017 
  
ACTION TAKEN: APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS 
  
DATE OF CERTIFICATE: MARCH 21, 2017 
  
 

 

Approved: 
 
       

_______________________________ 
      Mike Mason, Mayor  
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________(SEAL) 
Kym Chereck, City Clerk 
 



 

 

CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 

 

APPLICATION FOR METROPOLITAN RIVER PROTECTION ACT 

CERTIFICATE 

 

 

CASE NUMBER:    PH2017-002 

 

LOCATION:    4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE (6330 010) 
  
   

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:   CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW SINGLE FAMILY   

DETACHED RESIDENCE      

 

CONTACT:     KIP TAYLOR 

 

OWNER:     KIP TAYLOR 

   PO BOX 386 

   DOUGLASVILLE, GEORGIA 30133 

       

    

RECOMMENDATION:   APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS 

 

REQUEST SUMMARY 

 

The property is located in the Riverview Estates subdivision and consists of one single family 

home on a 1.46-acre lot.  The owner has demolished the existing house in order to build a new 

single family detached residence.  

 

The applicant requests certification of this property in accordance with the Metropolitan River 

Corridor Protection Act (MRPA).  

 

HISTORY 

 

In 1973, in response to growing concerns about the Chattahoochee River, the Georgia General 

Assembly enacted the Metropolitan River Protection Act (Georgia Code 12-5-440 et seq.). It 

established a 2000-foot Corridor along both banks of the Chattahoochee and its impoundments 

for the 48 miles between Buford Dam and Peachtree Creek. 

 

The Act requires the Atlanta Regional Commission to protect the Chattahoochee River 
Corridor and to review new development proposals. The act requires local governments along 

the corridor to implement the ARC plan by issuing permits based on ARC findings, monitoring 

land-disturbing activity in the corridor and enforcing the act and the plan. Permit submittals for 



PH2017-002 

  2 

 

new homes and additions within the Chattahoochee River Corridor must show legal 

compliance with the plan. 

The existing residence was built prior to the Metropolitan River Corridor Protection Act 

(MRPA).  The owner has demolished the existing home in order to build a new residence.  The 

development must obtain a Chattahoochee River Corridor Certificate, since this property 

currently does not have one.   There will not be an increase in land use density as a result of 

this approval. 

The applicant submitted plans for the proposed new residence to The Atlanta Regional 

Commission (ARC).  The ARC reviewed the plans for clearing limits and for the creation of 

impervious surfaces based on vulnerability categories and found this project to be compliant 

with MRPA.  The City confirms the ARC’s findings through approval of the certification. 

 

FINDINGS 

 

After review of the applicant’s proposal, it is recommended that the Metropolitan River 

Protection Act Certificate for 4348 Riverview Drive be approved with the following conditions: 

 
1. Applicant shall file the certificate in the real estate records of the Clerk of Superior 

Court of Gwinnett County.  

2. Applicant shall provide as-built survey and affidavit confirming the built conditions prior 

to issuance of certificate of occupancy. 

 

 



 
 

 

Digital signature 
Original on file 

 
 
 
 
DATE: February 6, 2017 ARC REVIEW CODE: V1702061 
 
 
TO:  Mayor Mike Mason, City of Peachtree Corners 
ATTN TO: Melissa Schwartz, Planning and Development Manager 
FROM:  Douglas R. Hooker, Executive Director, ARC  
 
The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) has received the following proposal and is initiating a regional 
review to seek comments from potentially impacted jurisdictions and agencies. The ARC requests your 
comments related to the proposal not addressed by the Commission’s regional plans and policies.  
 
Name of Proposal: RC-17-01PC 4348 Riverview Drive 
Review Type: Metro River (MRPA) 
MRPA Code:  RC-17-01PC  
         
Description: An application for a Metropolitan River Protection Act (MRPA) Certificate for the construction of 
a single family residence with a pool and basketball court. 
 
Preliminary Finding: ARC staff has begun the review of the application for a MRPA Certificate for this 
proposed project in the Chattahoochee River Corridor. ARC's preliminary finding is that the proposed 
project is consistent with the Chattahoochee Corridor Plan. 
 
Submitting Local Government: City of Peachtree Corners       
Land Lot: 329, 330 District: 6 
Date Opened: February 6, 2017          
Deadline for Comments: February 16, 2017 
Earliest the Regional Review can be Completed: February 16, 2017 
 

THE FOLLOWING LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND AGENCIES ARE RECEIVING NOTICE OF THIS REVIEW: 
 
ARC COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT     ARC NATURAL RESOURCES GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES          
CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVERKEEPER  GEORGIA CONSERVANCY NATIONAL PARK SERVICE/CRNRA  
 

If you have questions regarding this review, please contact Andrew Smith at asmith@atlantaregional.com or 
(404) 463-5581. If ARC does not receive comments from you on or before February 16, 2017, we will 
assume that your agency has no additional comments and will close the review. Comments by e-mail are 
encouraged. The ARC review website is located at http://www.atlantaregional.com/land-use/planreviews. 

 
Attached is information concerning this review. 

mailto:asmith@atlantaregional.com
http://www.atlantaregional.com/land-use/planreviews


 
 

 

ARC STAFF NOTICE OF REGIONAL REVIEW AND COMMENT FORM 
DATE: February 6, 2017                                     ARC REVIEW CODE: V1702061 
 
TO:   ARC Community Development, Natural Resources Division Managers 
FROM:  Andrew Smith, Extension: 3-5581 

 
Reviewing staff by Jurisdiction: 

Community Development: Smith, Andrew  Natural Resources: Santo, Jim  
 
Name of Proposal: RC-17-01PC 4348 Riverview Drive   
Review Type: Metro River (MRPA)        
Description: An application for a Metropolitan River Protection Act (MRPA) Certificate for the construction of 
a single family residence with a pool and basketball court. 
Submitting Local Government: City of Peachtree Corners 
Date Opened: February 6, 2017  
Deadline for Comments: February 16, 2017 
Earliest the Regional Review can be Completed: February 16, 2017 
 

Response: 
1) Proposal is CONSISTENT with the following regional development guide listed in the comment section. 
2) While neither specifically consistent nor inconsistent, the proposal relates to the following regional 
 development guide listed in the comment section. 
3) The proposal is INCONSISTENT with the following regional development guide listed in the comment 
 section. 
4) The proposal does NOT relate to any development guide for which this division is responsible. 
5) Staff wishes to confer with the applicant for the reasons listed in the comment section. 

 
COMMENTS: 
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BOUNDARY REFERENCE: SURVEY FOR KIP TAYLOR
BY: VANSAT-CAMPBELL SEE SHEET 1
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SITE SITE

FLOOD HAZARD STATEMENT:
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT NO PORTION OF THIS SITE LIES  WITHIN A
FEDERALLY DESIGNATED 100 YEAR FLOOD HAZARD AREA AS SHOWN ON THE
F.I.R.M. MAP OF GWINNETT COUNTY (CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS), GEORGIA
PANEL # 1315C0053H, EFFECTIVE 3/4/2013

ZONING: R-100
MIN. FRONTAGE 100 FT

MINIMUM LOT AREA (SEPTIC): 25,500 SF

R-100 SETBACKS
AS PER PLAT

FRONT: 35 FT
FRONT (PER PLAT): 100 FT

SIDE: 10 FT
SIDE (PER PLAT): 20 FT

REAR: 40 FT
BUILDING HEIGHT: 35 FT
MINIMUM F.A.R.: 1,400 SF

THE SURVEYOR IN NO WAY INTENDS TO INTERPRET OR
MAKE CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ZONING AND

SETBACK DESIGNATION SHOWN HEREON. THIS
INFORMATION IS REPORTED FROM PUBLIC INFORMATION

OBTAINED FROM CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING
DEPARTMENTS.

OWNER
KIP TAYLOR

4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE
PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 30092

DESIGNER
MICHAEL SWILLEY

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN
(678) 380-3804

MSWILLEY@COMCAST.NET

BUILDER /
EMERGENCY CONTACT

LEWIS REEVES PROPERTIES, INC.
(404) 219-2151

GENERAL NOTES:
1. TOTAL AREA: 1.459 ACRES / 63,554 SQUARE FEET
2. BOUNDARY REFERENCE: SEE SHEET
3. FLOOD HAZARD STATEMENT:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THIS SITE DOES NOT LIE WITHIN A
FEDERALLY DESIGNATED FLOOD HAZARD AREA AS SHOWN ON THE
F.I.R.M. MAP OF CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS AS SHOWN ON
PANEL: 13115C0053H, EFFECTIVE 3/4/2013

4. PROJECT NARRATIVE:
SITE LOCATION: 

4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE
PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 30092

CONSTRUCTION OF A SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE
SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS FOR MORE DETAIL

5. SANITARY SEWER IS PROVIDED BY PUBLIC SEWER SYSTEM
6. DRAINAGE STRUCTURES DO NOT EXIST ON THIS PROPERTY
7. CREEKS OR DRAINAGE SWALES DO NOT EXIST ON THIS PROPERTY
8. NO NEW STORM DRAIN PIPES ARE PROPOSED
9. THIS PROPERTY DOES LIE WITHIN THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER CORRIDOR
10. THIS PROPERTY IS NOT ON OR WITHIN 200 FEET OF WATERS OF THE STATE
11. ALL DEBRIS WILL BE REMOVED FROM THE SITE AND DISPOSED OF THE DEBRIS

IN AN AUTHORIZED LANDFILL OR AS DIRECTED BY GEORGIA DNR / EPD.
12. CONSTRUCTION MAY NOT PROCEED BEYOND THE BUILDING OFFICIAL

APPROVED DEMOLITION STAGE UNTIL THE CITY HAS ISSUED A VALID
BUILDING PERMIT FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION.

SHEET LEGEND
1 OF 4 EXISTING CONDITIONS SURVEY

2 OF 4 SITE PLAN

3 OF 4 SITE PLAN DETAILS

4 OF 4 GRASSING NOTES

1 OF 1 SEPTIC PLAN
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10.2'
20.4'

ELJEN
DROP BOX

BASKETBALL
COURT

FFE:  917.0

+918.03

TRENCH
DRAIN

71.1'

16.2'

NEW ADDITION TO PLANS
SEE ARCHITECTURAL
DRAWINGS FOR MORE DETAIL

235 S.F.

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCE

Co

Sd1-S

Ds1   Ds2

Ds3   Ds4

Tr
Cw

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCE Tr

Sd1-S

Sd1-S

Sd1-S

Sd1-S

SA

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCE Tr

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCE Tr

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCETr

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCETr

Ds1   Ds2

Ds3   Ds4

LIMIT OF
DISTURBANCETr

WALK

Ds1   Ds2

Ds3   Ds4

C2

C2

C2

C2

C1
C3

C4

C5

PREVIOUSLY
DISTURBED AREA
(STORAGE AREA)

2 CAR

GARAGE

922.5 X X
X X

X

X

X

20
TRANSPLANT TREE
TO ANOTHER LOCATION
DIRECTED BY
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.

DRIVE

DRIVE

LAWN AREA
TYP.

LAWN AREA
TYP.

LAWN AREA
TYP.

DRIVE

ACCENT PAVING

SOD AREA

SELF-CLOSING
SELF-LATCHING
GATE (TYP.)

SELF-CLOSING
SELF-LATCHING
GATE (TYP.)

SELF-CLOSING
SELF-LATCHING
GATE (TYP.)

SITE SITE

IF THERE ARE ANY CONFLICTS OR DISCREPANCIES IN THE
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS OR THE FIELD CONDITIONS, THE CONTRACTOR MUST
NOTIFY THE ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY, AND SHALL NOT COMMENCEOR CONTINUE
OPERATIONS UNTIL THE CONFLICTS, DISCREPANCIES, OR OTHERS ARE RESOLVED.

DISTURBED AREA:
39,217 SF / 0.90

PRIOR TO LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITIES,
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL

 SCHEDULE A PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING
WITH THE AREA EROSION

CONTROL INSPECTOR.

USE EXISTING WATER, SEWER
AND GAS CONNECTIONS

CITY ARBORIST'S OFFICE
MUST BE NOTIFIED IF ANY

NEW UTILITY LINES ARE TO
BE INSTALLED

EROSION CONTROL SEDIMENT NOTES:

1. THE ESCAPE OF SEDIMENT FROM THE SITE SHALL BE PREVENTED BY THE INSTALLATION OF
EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES AND PRACTICES PRIOR TO, OR CONCURRENT
WITH, LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITIES.

2. EROSION CONTROL MEASURES WILL BE MAINTAINED AT ALL TIMES. IF FULL
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE APPROVED PLAN DOES NOT PROVIDE FOR EFFECTIVE EROSION
CONTROL, ADDITION EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE
IMPLEMENTED TO CONTROL TO TREAT THE SEDIMENT SOURCE.

3. ANY DISTURBED AREA LEFT IDLE FOR A PERIOD GREATER THAN 14 DAYS SHALL BE
STABILIZED WITH TEMPORARY SEEDING; DISTURBED AREAS IDLE 30 DAYS SHALL BE
STABILIZED WITH PERMANENT VEGETATION.

4. EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSPECTED AT LEAST WEEKLY,
AFTER EACH RAIN AND REPAIRED AS NECESSARY.

5. ADDITIONAL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSTALLED IF
DETERMINED NECESSARY BY ON-SITE INSPECTION.

6. SILT FENCE SHALL MEET REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 171 - TYPE C TEMPORARY SILT FENCE,
OF THE GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS, 1993
EDITION.

SITE NOTES:

1. PRIOR TO LAND DISTURBING CONSTRUCTION, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SCHEDULE A
PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING WITH THE SITE DEVELOPMENT INSPECTOR.

2. ALL CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS TO CONFORM TO THE LATEST STANDARDS AND
SPECIFICATIONS OF GWINNETT COUNTY.

3. CONSTRUCTION EXIT PAD AGGREGATE SIZE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH A.S.T.M. 0448
SIZE #1.

4. NO GRADED SLOPES SHALL EXCEED 2H:1V;
5. THIS PLAN WAS PREPARED FOR PERMIT APPROVAL ONLY. ACTUAL CONSTRUCTION SHALL

BE BASED ON FIELD STAKING.
6. ALL ELEVATIONS ON SITE NEED TO BE VERIFIED PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION.
7. THIS PLAN WAS MADE WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF A CURRENT TITLE COMMITMENT.

EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES MAY EXIST WHICH BENEFIT AND BURDEN THIS
PROPERTY.

8. ELEVATIONS SHOWN HEREON ARE RELATIVE TO THE NAVD 1988 DATUM.
9. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES ARE SHOWN AS PER PAINT MARKINGS BY OTHERS.
10. EXISTING SANITARY SEWER LINE TO REMAIN IN SERVICE. CONTRACTOR TO TAKE

REASONABLE MEASURES TO MAINTAIN AND PROTECT EXISTING SANITARY SEWER
           DURING CONSTRUCTION.

MAIN SEPTIC GSF SYSTEM:

RESIDENTIAL DRAINAGE PLAN
THIS HOUSE LOCATION / RESIDENTIAL DRAINAGE PLAN HAS BEEN REVIEWED FOR GENERAL COMPLIANCE WITH THE ZONING
RESOLUTION AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS OF GWINNETT COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND IS APPROVED FOR ISSUANCE OF A
BUILDING PERMIT FOR THE RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURE AND OTHER IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN HEREON.  NO FRAMING
INSPECTION WILL BE APPROVED UNTIL A CERTIFICATION OF THE ELEVATION OF THE LOWEST FLOOR, AS BUILT, PREPARED
BY A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER, HAS BEEN RECEIVED BY THE DEPARTMENT.  THIS
APPROVAL IS GRANTED WITH THE PROVISION THAT NO CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY SHALL BE ISSUED FOR THE
COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION UNTIL CONFORMANCE TO THIS HOUSE LOCATION / RESIDENTIAL DRAINAGE PLAN HAS
BEEN FIELD VERIFIED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT OF HAS BEEN VERIFIED BY A FOUNDATION
SURVEY PREPARED BY A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR.

_________________________________________________                        ______________________
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES                                                                                    DATE

THIS PLAT HAS BEEN CALCULATED FOR A CLOSURE BY SOLAR LAND SURVEYING COMPANY (LAND SURVEYOR JOHN W.
STANZILIS, JR. GA. RLS #2109, AND IS STATED TO BE ACCURATE WITHIN ON FOOT IN 100,000' +- AND CONTAINS A TOTAL OF
1.065 ACRES.

OWNER:                                                  LOT ADDRESS:                                                       RDP PREPARED BY:
KIP TAYLOR                                         4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE                                        BOUNDARY ZONE, INC.
4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE                    PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 30097          4195 SOUTH LEE STREET, SUITE I
PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 30097                                                                           BUFORD, GA 30518
 (770) 722-4817

A PORTION OF THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF A FLOOD HAZARD ZONE AS PER F.E.M.A. FLOOD
INSURANCE RATE MAPS OF GWINNETT COUNTY, GEORGIA, COMMUNITY PANEL #13135C005 EFFECTIVE DATE MARCH 4, 2013.

TOTAL LOT AREA                                                                             63,554  S.F.
AREA LOCATED OUTSIDE FLOOD PLAIN LIMITS                     63,554  S.F.

FIELD RUN TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION WAS PREPARED BY:
VANSANT-CAMPBELL
8667 BALDWIN PKWY
DOUGLASVILLE, GEORGIA 30134

DATED: 9/10/15.

SITE AREA:  63,554 S.F.
                         1.459 AC.

NO DECKS, PATIOS, OR PERMANENT STRUCTURES PERMITTED IN BUFFERS OR EASEMENTS.
TREES ARE TO BE REMOVED FROM THIS SITE DURING CONSTRUCTION OF THE HOUSE AREA.

A SEPARATE BUILDING PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED PRIOR TO APPROVAL OF A RDP FOR EACH
SITE RETAINING WALL (WHICH EITHER EXCEEDS 4 FEET IN HEIGHT OR WHICH HAS A
BACKFILL SLOPE GREATER THAN 1 FOOT RISE IN 3 FEET HORIZONTAL)  AND FOR EACH
RETAINING WALLATTACHED TO THE HOUSE (WHICH EXCEEDS 6 FEET IN HEIGHT) IN
ACCORDANCE WITH GWINNETT COUNTY CODE SECTION 103.1.1.  A CERTIFICATE OF
COMPLETION SHALL BE ISSUED BY GWINNETT COUNTY BUILDING INSPECTIONS SECTION FOR
ALL WALLS PERTINENT TO THE PROJECT PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A CERTIFICATE OF
OCCUPANCY FOR ANY USABLE STRUCTURE ON SITE.

USE SAME CALCULATIONS FOR RESERVE
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FOR THE  FIRM
BOUNDARY ZONE, INC.

"I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF LAW THAT THIS PLAN WAS
PREPARED AFTER A SITE VISIT TO THE LOCATIONS
DESCRIBED HEREIN BY MYSELF OR MY AUTHORIZED
AGENT, UNDER MY SUPERVISION."

GREGORY L. DEAN, LEVEL II DESIGN PROFESSIONAL # 13699

1/25/17

NOT VALID WITHOUT
 ORIGINAL SIGNATURE
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CONSTRUCTION LEGEND
CONSTRUCTION EXIT

CONCRETE WASHDOWN

CONSTRUCT SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE AND GARAGE
(SEE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS)

CONSTRUCTION OF A CIRCULAR DRIVEWAY AND WALK

CONSTRUCT REAR COVERED PORCH

CONSTRUCT SWIMMING POOL AND RELATED DECKING

INSTALLATION OF SWIMMING POOL EQUIPMENT

STAGING AREA FOR DUMPSTER, PORTABLE TOILETS,
MATERIAL STORAGE AND STOCKPILE AREAS

Co

Cw

C1

C2

C3

C4

C5

SA

SI
TE

 P
LA

N
1
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GRID NORTH
GEORGIA WEST ZONE
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GRAPHIC SCALE  -  IN FEET CANTILEVER
CRITICAL ROOT ZONE

PROPERTY CORNER
FOUND (AS NOTED)

FIRE HYDRANT
WATER METER
WATER VALVE
POWER POLE

POWER METER
POWER BOX

GUY WIRE
MANHOLE
CLEAN OUT

WATER LINE
OVERHEAD UTILITY LINE
SEWER LINE

W
U
S

CABLE BOX

TELEPHONE BOX

GAS LINE
CABLE LINE

G
C

TELEPHONE LINET
FENCE LINEX

CONTOUR LINE920

GAS METER
GAS VALVE

LEGEND:

BUILDING SETBACK LINE
LIGHT POLE

SIGN

RIGHT-OF-WAY
R/W MONUMENT

LAND LOT

CONCRETECONC.

A/C UNIT NOW OR FORMERLY
EDGE OF PAVEMENTEOP

1/2" REBAR WITH CAP
SET LSF# 839

YARD DRAINS

FINISH FLOOR ELEVATIONF.F.E.

STRUCTURAL ROOT PLATE
SILT FENCESF
TREE PROTECTIONO

HAY BALES
FLOW WELL LINE

BASEMENT FLOOR ELEVATIONB.F.E.
GARAGE FLOOR ELEVATIONG.F.E.

1036.9 GROUND ELEVATION
1038.69 SURFACE ELEVATION

TW:1069.0 TOP OF WALL ELEVATION
BW:1069.0 BOTTOM OF WALL ELEVATION

TF:1069.0 TOP OF FOOTER ELEVATION
SILT FENCE
DRAINAGE ARROW
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BUFORD
4195 SOUTH LEE STREET, SUITE I
BUFORD, GEORGIA 30518

ATLANTA
235 PEACHTREE STREET NE, SUITE 400
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303

MARIETTA
1870 THE EXCHANGE, SUITE 100
MARIETTA, GA 30339

RALEIGH
2205-C CANDUN DRIVE, APEX
NORTH CAROLINA 27523SURVEYING     LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE     LAND PLANNING

WWW.BOUNDARYZONE.COM       (770) 271-5772       (919) 363-9226

LAND SURVEYING SERVICES
  LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
    LAND PLANNING

TOTAL AREA: 1.459 ACRES / 63,554 SQUARE FEETTHIS SURVEY WAS MADE WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF A
CURRENT TITLE COMMITMENT. EASEMENTS AND
ENCUMBRANCES MAY EXIST WHICH BENEFIT AND BURDEN
THIS PROPERTY.

THIS PLAT WAS PREPARED FOR THE EXCLUSIVE USE OF THE
PERSON, PERSONS OR ENTITY NAMED HEREON AND DOES NOT
EXTEND TO ANY UNNAMED PERSON WITHOUT A
RECERTIFICATION BY THE SURVEYOR NAMING SAID PERSON.

©  COPYRIGHT 2014 - BOUNDARY ZONE, INC.
THIS DRAWING AND IT'S REPRODUCTIONS ARE THE PROPERTY
OF THE SURVEYOR AND MAY NOT BE REPRODUCED,
PUBLISHED OR USED IN ANY WAY WITHOUT THE WRITTEN
PERMISSION OF THIS SURVEYOR.

BOUNDARY REFERENCE: SURVEY FOR KIP TAYLOR
BY: VANSAT-CAMPBELL SEE SHEET 1

R
EV

IS
IO

N
 O

F 
FI

R
ST

 F
LO

O
R

 E
LE

V
A

TI
O

N
 T

O
 9

23
.7

5 
5/

4/
20

16
A

D
D

IT
IO

N
 O

F 
R

EA
R

 P
A

TI
O

 B
EH

IN
D

 IN
D

O
O

R
 B

A
SK

ET
B

A
LL

 C
O

U
R

T
6/

8/
20

16
R

EV
IS

E 
A

R
C

 V
U

LN
ER

A
B

IL
IT

Y
 C

H
A

R
T 

TO
 R

EF
LE

C
T 

N
EW

 IM
PE

R
V

IO
U

S 
SU

R
FA

C
E

6/
29

/2
01

6
A

D
D

 N
O

TE
S 

PE
R

 C
IT

Y
'S

 R
EQ

U
ES

T
7/

28
/2

01
6

M
O

D
IF

Y
 P

O
O

L 
A

N
D

 D
EC

K
IN

G
 L

A
Y

O
U

T
10

/1
3/

20
16

M
O

D
IF

Y
 C

LE
A

R
IN

G
 L

IM
IT

S
11

/1
6/

20
16

M
O

D
IF

Y
 D

R
IV

EW
A

Y
 &

 C
LE

A
R

IN
G

 L
IM

IT
S

1/
3/

17

SHEET
2 OF 4

FLOOD HAZARD STATEMENT:
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT NO PORTION OF THIS SITE LIES  WITHIN A
FEDERALLY DESIGNATED 100 YEAR FLOOD HAZARD AREA AS SHOWN ON THE
F.I.R.M. MAP OF GWINNETT COUNTY (CITY OF PEACHTREE CORNERS), GEORGIA
PANEL # 1315C0053H, EFFECTIVE 3/4/2013

ZONING: R-100
MIN. FRONTAGE 100 FT

MINIMUM LOT AREA (SEPTIC): 25,500 SF

R-100 SETBACKS
AS PER PLAT

FRONT: 35 FT
FRONT (PER PLAT): 100 FT

SIDE: 10 FT
SIDE (PER PLAT): 20 FT

REAR: 40 FT
BUILDING HEIGHT: 35 FT
MINIMUM F.A.R.: 1,400 SF

THE SURVEYOR IN NO WAY INTENDS TO INTERPRET OR
MAKE CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ZONING AND

SETBACK DESIGNATION SHOWN HEREON. THIS
INFORMATION IS REPORTED FROM PUBLIC INFORMATION

OBTAINED FROM CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING
DEPARTMENTS.

OWNER
KIP TAYLOR

4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE
PEACHTREE CORNERS, GEORGIA 30092

DESIGNER
MICHAEL SWILLEY

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN
(678) 380-3804

MSWILLEY@COMCAST.NET

BUILDER /
EMERGENCY CONTACT

LEWIS REEVES PROPERTIES, INC.
(404) 219-2151
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ACTIVITY SCHEDULE

NO. OF MONTHS 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

CLEAR AND GRUB
ROUGH GRADING
FINISH GRADING
UTILITIES
PAVING
GRASSING/CLEAN UP

EROSION CONTROL MEASURES

HOUSE CONSTRUCTION

P205 K20

120-180 120-180

120-180 120-180

120-180120-180

RATE/1000S.F. DATES LIME N

1-1/2 - 2 LBS. 9/1-11/1 1 TON/ACRE 60-90

2-3 LBS. 1 TON/ACRE3/1-6/5 60-90

60-901 TON/ACRE9/1-11/11-1/2 - 2 LBS.

3/1-4/1

SPECIES

FESCUE

*WEEPING
LOVEGRASS

KY 31
WINTER RYE

GRASSING SCHEDULE

(HYDROSEEDING RATES)

SOIL TEST.

*HYDROSEED ON ALL 2:1 SLOPES.

WOOD WASTE, BARK, SAWDUST - 2-3" DEEP (APPROX. 6-9 TONS/ACRE.

FERTILIZER (LBS./ACRE)

*APPLY (1) ONE TON OF AGRICULTURAL LIME EVERY 4-6 YEARS OR AS BY INDICATED BY

NOTE: TEMPORARY STABILIZATION (MULCHING ONLY) WHEN SEEDING WILL NOT HAVE A
SUITABLE GROWING MAY BE ACCOMPLISHED WITH: STRAW OR HAY - 2-1/2 TONS/ACRE.
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"I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF LAW THAT THIS PLAN WAS
PREPARED AFTER A SITE VISIT TO THE LOCATIONS
DESCRIBED HEREIN BY MYSELF OR MY AUTHORIZED
AGENT, UNDER MY SUPERVISION."

GREGORY L. DEAN, LEVEL II DESIGN PROFESSIONAL # 13699
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NOT VALID WITHOUT
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CRUSHED STONE CONSTRUCTION EXIT

EXIT DIAGRAM

ENTRANCE ELEVATION
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STRUCTURAL ROOT PLATE
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TREE PROTECTIONO
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BASEMENT FLOOR ELEVATIONB.F.E.
GARAGE FLOOR ELEVATIONG.F.E.

1036.9 GROUND ELEVATION
1038.69 SURFACE ELEVATION

TW:1069.0 TOP OF WALL ELEVATION
BW:1069.0 BOTTOM OF WALL ELEVATION

TF:1069.0 TOP OF FOOTER ELEVATION
SILT FENCE
DRAINAGE ARROW
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TOTAL AREA: 1.459 ACRES / 63,554 SQUARE FEETTHIS SURVEY WAS MADE WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF A
CURRENT TITLE COMMITMENT. EASEMENTS AND
ENCUMBRANCES MAY EXIST WHICH BENEFIT AND BURDEN
THIS PROPERTY.

THIS PLAT WAS PREPARED FOR THE EXCLUSIVE USE OF THE
PERSON, PERSONS OR ENTITY NAMED HEREON AND DOES NOT
EXTEND TO ANY UNNAMED PERSON WITHOUT A
RECERTIFICATION BY THE SURVEYOR NAMING SAID PERSON.

©  COPYRIGHT 2014 - BOUNDARY ZONE, INC.
THIS DRAWING AND IT'S REPRODUCTIONS ARE THE PROPERTY
OF THE SURVEYOR AND MAY NOT BE REPRODUCED,
PUBLISHED OR USED IN ANY WAY WITHOUT THE WRITTEN
PERMISSION OF THIS SURVEYOR.

BOUNDARY REFERENCE: SURVEY FOR KIP TAYLOR
BY: VANSAT-CAMPBELL SEE SHEET 1

BUFORD
4195 SOUTH LEE STREET, SUITE I
BUFORD, GEORGIA 30518

ATLANTA
235 PEACHTREE STREET NE, SUITE 400
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303

MARIETTA
1870 THE EXCHANGE, SUITE 100
MARIETTA, GA 30339

RALEIGH
2205-C CANDUN DRIVE, APEX
NORTH CAROLINA 27523SURVEYING     LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE     LAND PLANNING

WWW.BOUNDARYZONE.COM       (770) 271-5772       (919) 363-9226

LAND SURVEYING SERVICES
  LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
    LAND PLANNING
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SI
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N
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ET
A

IL
S

EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL PRACTICES
DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION (WITH MULCH ONLY) ESTABLISH TEMPORARY
PROTECTION FOR DISTURBED AREAS WHERE SEEDINGS MAY NOT HAVE A
SUITABLE GROWING SEASON TO PRODUCE AN EROSION RETARDING COVER.

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION (WITH TEMPORARY SEEDING) ESTABLISH A
TEMPORARY VEGETATIVE COVER WITH FAST GROWING SEEDINGS ON
DISTURBED AREAS.

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION (WITH PERMANENT VEGETATION) ESTABLISH
PERMANENT VEGETATIVE COVER SUCH AS TREES, SHRUBS, VINES, GRASSES,
SOD OR LEGUMES ON DISTURBED AREAS.

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION (WITH CERTIFIED SOD) ESTABLISH
PERMANENT VEGETATIVE COVER WITH SOD CUT TO DESIRED SIZE WITHIN ±5%
AND PLANTED WITHIN 36 HOURS OF DIGGING. SOD TO BE PLANTED ACCORDING
TO COUNTY REQUIREMENTS.
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GEORGIA

UNIFORM CODING SYSTEM

FOR SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PRACTICES

GEORGIA SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COMMISSION
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NOTES: : 1. AVOID LOCATING ON STEEP SLOPES OR AT CURVES ON PUBLIC ROADS. AVOID LOCATING ON STEEP SLOPES OR AT CURVES ON PUBLIC ROADS. 2. REMOVE ALL VEGETATION AND OTHER UNSUITABLE MATERIAL FROM THE FOUNDATION AREA, GRADE, AND REMOVE ALL VEGETATION AND OTHER UNSUITABLE MATERIAL FROM THE FOUNDATION AREA, GRADE, AND CROWN FOR POSITIVE DRAINAGE. 3. AGGREGATE SIZE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH NATIONAL STONE ASSOCIATION R-2 (1.5"-3.5" STONE). AGGREGATE SIZE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH NATIONAL STONE ASSOCIATION R-2 (1.5"-3.5" STONE). 4. GRAVEL PAD SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM THICKNESS OF 6". GRAVEL PAD SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM THICKNESS OF 6". 5. PAD WIDTH SHALL BE EQUAL FULL WIDTH AT ALL POINTS OF VEHICULAR EGRESS, BUT NO LESS THAN 20'. PAD WIDTH SHALL BE EQUAL FULL WIDTH AT ALL POINTS OF VEHICULAR EGRESS, BUT NO LESS THAN 20'. 6. A DIVERSION RIDGE SHOULD BE CONSTRUCTED WHEN GRADE TOWARD PAVED AREA IS GREATER THAN 2%.. A DIVERSION RIDGE SHOULD BE CONSTRUCTED WHEN GRADE TOWARD PAVED AREA IS GREATER THAN 2%.. 7. INSTALL PIPE UNDER THE ENTRANCE IF NEEDED TO MAINTAIN DRAINAGE DITCHES. INSTALL PIPE UNDER THE ENTRANCE IF NEEDED TO MAINTAIN DRAINAGE DITCHES. 8. WHEN WASHING IS REQUIRED, IT SHOULD BE DONE ON AN AREA STABILIZED WITH CRUSHED STONE THAT WHEN WASHING IS REQUIRED, IT SHOULD BE DONE ON AN AREA STABILIZED WITH CRUSHED STONE THAT DRAINS INTO AN APPROVED SEDIMENT TRAP OR SEDIMENT BASIN (DIVERT ALL SURFACE RUNOFF AND DRAINAGE FROM THE ENTRANCE TO A SEDIMENT CONTROL DEVICE). 9. WASHRACKS AND/OR TIRE WASHERS MAY BE REQUIRED DEPENDING ON SCALE AND CIRCUMSTANCE.  IF WASHRACKS AND/OR TIRE WASHERS MAY BE REQUIRED DEPENDING ON SCALE AND CIRCUMSTANCE.  IF NECESSARY, WASHRACK DESIGN MAY CONSIST OF ANY MATERIAL SUITABLE FOR TRUCK TRAFFIC THAT SUITABLE FOR TRUCK TRAFFIC THAT  FOR TRUCK TRAFFIC THAT REMOVE MUD AND DIRT.   10. MAINTAIN AREA IN A WAY THAT PREVENTS TRACKING AND/OR FLOW OF MUD ONTO PUBLIC MAINTAIN AREA IN A WAY THAT PREVENTS TRACKING AND/OR FLOW OF MUD ONTO PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAYS. THIS MAY REQUIRE TOP DRESSING, REPAIR AND/OR CLEANOUT OF ANY MEASURES USED TO TRAP SEDIMENT.
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NOTES: : 1. USE STEEL POSTS OR AS SPECIFIED BY THE EROSION, SEDIMENTATION, AND USE STEEL POSTS OR AS SPECIFIED BY THE EROSION, SEDIMENTATION, AND POLLUTION CONTROL PLAN. 2. HEIGHT (27") IS TO BE SHOWN ON THE EROSION, SEDIMENTATION, AND POLLUTION HEIGHT (27") IS TO BE SHOWN ON THE EROSION, SEDIMENTATION, AND POLLUTION CONTROL PLAN.

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
E

AutoCAD SHX Text
S

AutoCAD SHX Text
C

AutoCAD SHX Text
G

AutoCAD SHX Text
G

AutoCAD SHX Text
C

AutoCAD SHX Text
T

AutoCAD SHX Text
A

AutoCAD SHX Text
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AutoCAD SHX Text
Controlling surface and air movement of dust on construction site, roadways and  similar sites.
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DEFINITION
Applying plant residues or other suitable materials, produced on the site if
possible, to the soil surface.

CONDITIONS
Mulch or temporary grassing shall be applied to all exposed areas within 14
days of disturbance. Mulch can be used as a singular erosion control device
for up to six months, but it shall be applied at the appropriate depth,
depending on the material used, anchored, and have a continuous 90%
cover or greater of the soil surface.  Maintenance shall be required to
maintain appropriate depth and 90% cover.  Temporary vegetation may be
employed instead of mulch if the area will remain undisturbed for less than
six months. If an area will remain undisturbed for greater than six months,
permanent vegetative techniques shall be employed.

SPECIFICATIONS
MULCHING WITHOUT SEEDING
This standard applies to grades or cleared areas where seedings may not
have a suitable growing season to produce an erosion retardant cover, but
can be stabilized with a mulch cover.

SITE PREPARATION
1. Grade to permit the use of equipment for applying and anchoring mulch.
2. Install needed erosion control measures as required such as dikes,

diversions, berms, terraces and sediment barriers.
3. Loosen compact soil to a minimum depth of 3 inches.

MULCHING MATERIALS
Select one of the following materials and apply at the depth indicated:
1. Dry straw or hay shall be applied at a depth of 2 to 4 inches providing

complete soil coverage.  One advantage of this material is easy
application.

2. Wood waste (chips, sawdust or bark) shall be applied at a depth of 2 to 3
inches. Organic material from the clearing stage of development should
remain on site, be chipped, and applied as mulch. This method of
mulching can greatly reduce erosion control costs.

3. Cutback asphalt (slow curing) shall be applied at 1200 gallons per acre
(or 1/4 gallon per sq.yd.).

4. Polyethylene film shall be secured over banks or stockpiled soil material
for temporary protection. This material can be salvaged and reused.

APPLYING MULCH
When mulch is used without seeding, mulch shall be applied to provide full
coverage of the exposed area.
1. Dry straw or hay mulch and wood chips shall be applied uniformly by

hand or by mechanical equipment.
2. If the area will eventually be covered with perennial vegetation, 20-30

pounds of nitrogen per acre in addition to the normal amount shall be
applied to offset the uptake of nitrogen caused by the decomposition of
the organic mulches.

3. Cutback asphalt shall be applied uniformly. care should be taken in areas
of pedestrian traffic due to problems of 'tracking in” or damage to
shoes, clothing, etc.

4. Apply polyethylene film on exposed areas.

ANCHORING MULCH
1. Straw or hay mulch can be pressed into the soil with a disk harrow with

the disk set straight or with a special “packer disk.” disks may be smooth
or serrated and should be 20 inches or more in diameter and 8 to 12
inches apart.  The edges of the disk should be dull enough not to cut the
mulch but to press it into the soil leaving much of it in an erect position.
straw or hay mulch shall be anchored immediately after application.
Straw or hay mulch spread with special blower-type equipment may be
anchored with emulsified asphalt (Grade AE-5 or SS-1).  The asphalt
emulsion shall be sprayed onto the mulch as it is ejected from the
machine.  Use 100 gallons of emulsified asphalt and 100 gallons of
water per ton of mulch.  Tackifers and binders can be substituted for
emulsified asphalt.  Please refer to specification Tb
-Tackifers and Binders. Plastic mesh or netting with mesh no larger than
one inch by one inch shall be installed according to manufacturer's
specifications.

2. Netting of the appropriate size shall be used to anchor wood waste.
Openings of the netting shall not be larger than the average size of the
wood waste chips.

3. Polyethylene film shall be anchor trenched at the top as well as
incrementally as necessary.

Ds1

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION

(WITH MULCHING ONLY)

DEFINITION
The establishment of temporary vegetative cover with fast growing
seedings for seasonal protection on disturbed or denuded areas.

CONDITIONS
Temporary grassing, instead of mulch, can be applied to rough graded
areas that will be exposed for less than six months. Temporary vegetative
measures should be coordinated with permanent measures to assure
economical and effective stabilization. Most types of temporary vegetation
are ideal to use as companion crops until the permanent vegetation is
established.

SPECIFICATIONS
GRADING AND SHAPING
Excessive water run-off shall be reduced by properly designed and installed
erosion control practices such as closed drains, ditches, dikes, diversions, sediment
barriers and others.  No shaping or grading is required if slopes can be stabilized
by hand-seeded vegetation or if hydraulic seeding equipment is to be used.

SEEDBED PREPARATION
When a hydraulic seeder is used, seedbed preparation is not required. When using
conventional or handseeding, seedbed preparation is not required if the soil
material is loose and not sealed by rainfall.  When soil has been sealed by rainfall
or consists of smooth cut slopes, the soil shall be pitted, trenched or otherwise
scarified to provide a place for seed to lodge and germinate.

LIME AND FERTILIZER
Agricultural lime is required unless soil tests indicate otherwise.  Apply
agricultural lime at a rate of one ton per acre. Graded areas require lime
application.  Soils can be tested to determine if fertilizer is needed.  On reasonably
fertile soils or soil material, fertilizer is not required.  For soils with very low
fertility, 500 to 700 pounds of 10-10-10 fertilizer or the equivalent per acre (12-16
lbs./1,000 sq. ft.) shall be applied.  Fertilizer should be applied before land
preparation and incorporated with a disk, ripper or chisel.

SEEDING
Select a grass or grass-legume mixture suitable to the area and season of the
year.  Seed shall be applied uniformly by hand, cyclone seeder, drill, cultipacker
seeder, or hydraulic seeder (slurry including seed and fertilizer).  Drill or
cultipacker seeders should normally place seed one-quarter to one-half inch
deep.  Appropriate depth of planting is ten times the seed diameter.  Soil should
be “raked” lightly to cover seed with soil if seeded by hand.

MULCHING
Temporary vegetation can, in most cases, be established without the use of mulch.
Mulch without seeding should be considered for short term protection.  Refer to
Ds1 - Disturbed Area Stabilization (With Mulching Only).

IRRIGATION
During times of drought, water shall be applied at a rate not causing runoff and
erosion.  The soil shall be thoroughly wetted to a depth that will insure germination
of the seed.  Subsequent applications should be made when needed.

Ds2

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION

(WITH TEMPORARY SEEDING)

SEEDING RATES FOR TEMPORARY SEEDING

SPECIES RATE PER
1,000 SF

RATE PER
ACRE*

PLANTING
DATES**

RYE 3.9 POUNDS 3 BU. 9/1 - 3/1
RYEGRASS 0.9 POUNDS 40 LBS. 8/15 - 4/1
ANNUAL

LESPEDEZA 0.9 POUNDS 40 LBS. 1/15 - 3/15

WEEPING
LOVEGRASS 0.1 POUNDS 4 LBS. 2/15 - 6/15

SUDANGRASS 1.4 POUNDS 60 LBS. 3/1 - 8/1
BROWNTOP

MILLET 0.9 POUNDS 40 LBS. 4/1 - 7/15

WHEAT 4.1 POUNDS 3 BU. 9/15 - 2/1

* Unusual site conditions may require heavier seeding rates
** Seeding dates may need to be altered to fit temperture

variations and  conditions.

Ds3

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION

(WITH PERMANENT VEGETATION)

DEFINITION
The planting of perennial vegetation such as trees, shrubs, vines, grasses, or legumes on
exposed areas for final permanent stabilization.  Permanent perennial vegetation shall be
used to achieve final stabilization.

CONDITIONS
Permanent perennial vegetation is used to provide a protective cover for exposed areas
including cuts, fills, dams, and other denuded areas.

SPECIFICATIONS
GRADING AND SHAPING
Grading and shaping may not be required where hydraulic seeding and fertilizing
equipment is to be used.  Vertical banks shall be sloped to enable plant establishment.
When conventional seeding and fertilizing are to be done, grade and shape where feasible
and practical, so that equipment can be used safely and efficiently during seedbed
preparation, seeding, mulching and maintenance of the vegetation.
Concentrations of water that will cause excessive soil erosion shall be diverted to
a safe outlet.  Diversions and other treatment practices shall conform with the
appropriate standards and specifications.

SEEDBED PREPARATION
Seedbed preparation may not be required where hydraulic seeding and
fertilizing equipment is to be used. When conventional seeding is to be used,
seedbed preparation will be done as follows:

BROADCAST PLANTINGS
1. Tillage at a minimum, shall adequately loosen the soil to a depth of 4 to 6 inches;

alleviate compaction; incorporate lime and fertilizer; smooth and firm the soil; allow
for the proper placement of seed, sprigs, or plants; and allow for the anchoring of straw
or hay mulch if a disk is to be used.

2. Tillage may be done with any suitable equipment.
3. Tillage should be done on the contour where feasible.
4. On slopes too steep for the safe operation of tillage equipment, the soil surface shall be

pitted or trenched across the slope with appropriate hand tools to provide two places 6
to 8 inches apart in which seed may lodge and germinate. Hydraulic seeding may also
be used.

INDIVIDUAL PLANTS
1. Where individual plants are to be set, the soil shall be prepared by excavating holes,

opening furrows, or dibble planting.
2. For nursery stock plants, holes shall be large enough to accommodate roots without

crowding.
3. Where pine seedlings are to be planted, subsoil under the row 36 inches deep on the

contour four to six months prior to planting. Subsoiling should be done when the soil is
dry, preferably in August or September.

PLANTING

HYDRAULIC SEEDING
Mix the seed (innoculated if needed), fertilizer, and wood cellulose or wood pulp fiber
mulch with water and apply in a slurry uniformly over the area to be treated. Apply within
one hour after the mixture is made.

CONVENTIONAL SEEDING
Seeding will be done on a freshly prepared and firmed seedbed.  For broadcast
planting, use a cultipacker seeder, drill, rotary seeder, other mechanical seeder,
or hand seeding to distribute the seed uniformly over the area to be treated.  Cover the seed
lightly with 1/8 to 1/4 inch of soil for small seed and 1/2 to 1 inch for large seed when
using a cultipacker or other suitable equipment.

NO-TILL SEEDING
No-till seeding is permissible into annual cover crops when planting is done following
maturity of the cover crop or if the temporary cover stand is sparse enough to allow
adequate growth of the permanent (perennial) species.  No-till seeding shall be done with
appropriate no-till seeding equipment.  The seed must be uniformly distributed and planted
at the proper depth.

INDIVIDUAL PLANTS
Shrubs, vines and sprigs may be planted with appropriate planters or hand tools.  Pine trees
shall be planted manually in the subsoil furrow. Each plant shall be set in a manner that
will avoid crowding the roots. Nursery stock plants shall be planted at the same depth or
slightly deeper than they grew at the nursery. The tips of vines and sprigs must be at or
slightly above the ground surface.  Where individual holes are dug, fertilizer shall be
placed in the bottom of the hole, two inches of soil shall be added and the plant shall be set
in the hole.

MULCHING
Mulch is required for all permanent vegetation applications. Mulch applied to
seeded areas shall achieve 75% soil cover. Select the mulching material from
the following and apply as indicated:

1. Dry straw or dry hay of good quality and free of weed seeds can be used.  Dry straw
shall be applied at the rate of 2 tons per acre.  Dry hay shall be applied at a rate of 2 1/2
tons per acre.

2. Wood cellulose mulch or wood pulp fiber shall be used with hydraulic seeding.  It shall
be applied at the rate OF 500 pounds per acre.  Drystraw or dry hay shall be applied (at
the rate indicated above) after hydraulic seeding.

3. One thousand pounds of wood cellulose or wood pulp fiber, which includes a tackifier,
shall be used with hydraulic seeding on slopes 3/4:1 or steeper.

4. Sericea lespedeza hay containing mature seed shall be applied at a rate of three tons per
acre.

5. Pine straw or pine bark shall be applied at a thickness of 3 inches for bedding purposes.
Other suitable materials in sufficient quantity may be used where ornamentals or other
ground covers are planted. This is not appropriate for seeded areas.

6. When using temporary erosion control blankets or block sod, mulch is not required.
7. Bituminous treated roving may be applied on planted areas on slopes, in ditches or dry

waterways to prevent erosion. Bituminous treated roving shall be applied within 24
hours after an area has been planted. Application rates and materials must meet
Georgia Department of Transportation specifications.

Wood cellulose and wood pulp fibers shall not contain germination or growth inhibiting
factors. They shall be evenly dispersed when agitated in water.  The fibers shall contain a
dye to allow visual metering and aid in uniform application during seeding.

APPLYING MULCH
Straw or hay mulch will be spread uniformly within 24 hours after seeding
and/or planting.  The mulch may be spread by blower-type spreading equipment,
other spreading equipment or by hand. Mulch shall be applied to cover 75% of
the soil surface.
Wood cellulose or wood fiber mulch shall be applied uniformly with hydraulic
seeding equipment.

ANCHORING MULCH
Anchor straw or hay mulch immediately after application by one of the following methods:
1. Emulsified asphalt can be (a) sprayed uniformly onto the mulch as it is ejected from the

blower machine or (b) sprayed on the mulch immediately following mulch application
when straw or hay is spread by methods other than special blower equipment.
The combination of asphalt emulsion and water shall consist of a homogeneous
mixture satisfactory for spraying. The mixture shall consist of 100 gallons of grade
SS-1h or CSS-1h emulsified asphalt and 100 gallons of water per ton of mulch.
Care shall be taken at all times to protect state waters, the public, adjacent property,
pavements, curbs, sidewalks, and all other structures from asphalt discoloration.

2. Hay and straw mulch shall be pressed into the soil immediately after the mulch is
spread. A special “packer disk”' or disk harrow with the disks set straight may be
used. The disks may be smooth or serrated and should be 20 inches or more in diameter
and 8 to 12 inches apart. The edges of the disks shall be dull enough to press the mulch
into the ground without cutting it, leaving much of it in an erect position. Mulch shall
not be plowed into the soil.

3. Synthetic tackifiers or binders approved by GDOT shall be applied in conjunction with
or immediately after the mulch is spread. Synthetic tackifiers shall be mixed and
applied according to manufacturer's specifications.

Refer to Tb - Tackifiers and Binders.
4. Rye or wheat can be included with Fall and Winter plantings to stabilize the mulch.

They shall be applied at a rate of one-quarter to one half bushel per acre.
5. Plastic mesh or netting with mesh no larger than one inch by one inch may be needed

to anchor straw or hay mulch on unstable soils and concentrated flow areas.  These
materials shall be installed and anchored according to manufacturer's specifications.

IRRIGATION
Irrigation shall be applied at a rate that will not cause runoff.

SEEDING RATES FOR PERMANENT SEEDING

SPECIES RATE PER
1,000 SF

RATE PER
ACRE*

PLANTING
DATES**

BAHIA 1.4 POUNDS 60 LBS. 1/1 - 12/31
BERMUDA 0.2 POUNDS 10 LBS. 2/15 - 7/1

CENTIPEDE BLOCK SOD
ONLY

BLOCK SOD
ONLY 4/1 - 7/1

LESPEDEZA 1.7 POUNDS 75 LBS. 1/1 - 12/31
WEEPING

LOVEGRASS 0.1 POUNDS 4 LBS. 2/1 - 6/15

SWITCHGRASS 0.9 POUNDS 40 LBS. 3/1 - 6/1

* Unusual site conditions may require heavier seeding rates
** Seeding dates may need to be altered to fit temperture

variations and  conditions.

Ds4

DISTURBED AREA STABILIZATION

(WITH SODDING)

DEFINITION
A permanent vegetation using sods on highly erodible or critically eroded lands.

CONDITIONS
This application is appropriate for areas which require immediate vegetative covers, drop inlets, grass
swales, and waterways with intermittent flow.

CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS INSTALLATION

Soil Preparation
· Bring soil surface to final grade. Clear surface of trash, woody debris, stones and clods larger than 1".

Apply sod to soil surfaces only and not frozen surfaces, or gravel type soils.
· Topsoil properly applied will help guarantee stand.  Don’t use topsoil recently treated with

herbicides or soil sterilants.
· Mix fertilizer into soil surface.  Fertilize based on soil tests or Table 6-6.1.  For fall planting of warm

season species, half the fertilizer should be applied at planting and the other half in the spring.

Table 6-6.1. Fertilizer Requirements for Soil Surface Application

· Agricultural lime should be applied based on soil tests or at a rate of 1 to 2 tons per acre.

Installation
· Lay sod with tight joints and in straight lines.  Don’t overlap joints.  Stagger joints and do not

stretch sod.
· On slopes steeper than 3:1, sod should be anchored with wooden or biodegradable pins or other

approved methods.
· Installed sod should be rolled or tamped to provide good contact between sod and soil.
· Irrigate sod and soil to a depth of 4" immediately after installation.
· Sod should not be cut or spread in extremely wet or dry weather.
· Irrigation should be used to supplement rainfall for a minimum of 2-3 weeks.

MATERIALS
· Sod selected should be certified.  Sod grown in the general area of the project is desirable.
· Sod should be machine cut and contain 3/4" ±1/4" of soil, not including shoots or thatch.
· Sod should be cut to the desired size within ±5%.  Torn or uneven pads should be rejected.
· Sod should be cut and installed within 36 hours of digging.
· Avoid planting when subject to frost heave or hot weather if irrigation is not available.
· The sod type should be shown on the plans or installed according to Table 6-6.2.   

See Figure 6-4.1 for your Resource Area.

Table 6-6.2.  Sod Planting Requirements

MAINTENANCE
· Re-sod areas where an adequate stand of sod is not obtained.
· New sod should be mowed sparingly.  Grass height should not be cut less than 2"-3" or as specified.
· Apply one ton of agricultural lime as indicated by soil test or every 4-6 years.
· Fertilize grasses in accordance with soil tests or Table 6-6.3.

Table 6-6.3.  Fertilizer Requirements for Sod

FERTILIZER TYPE
(LBS. / ACRE)

FERTILIZER RATE
(LBS. / ACRE) FERTILIZER RATE SEASON

10-10-10 1000 .025 FALL

GRASS VARIETIES RESOURCE AREA GROWING SEASON
BERMUDAGRASS COMMON M-L, P, C

WARM WEATHER
TIFWAY P, C

TIFGREEN P, C
TIFLAWN P, C

BAHIAGRASS PENSACOLA P, C WARM WEATHER
CENTIPEDE - P, C WARM WEATHER

ST. AUGUSTINE COMMON
C WARM WEATHERBITTERBLUE

RALEIGH
ZOYSIA EMERALD P, C WARM WEATHER

MYER
TALL FESCUE KENTUCKY M-L, P COOL WEATHER

TYPES OF SPECIES PLANTING YEAR
FERTILIZER

(N-P-K)
RATE

(LBS./ACRE)

NITROGEN TOP
DRESSING RATE

(LBS./ACRE)
COOL FIRST 6-12-12 1500 50-100

SEASON SECOND 6-12-12 1000 -
GRASSES MAINTENANCE 10-10-10 400 30
WARM FIRST 6-12-12 1500 50-100
SEASON SECOND 6-12-12 800 50-100
GRASSES MAINTENANCE 10-10-10 400 30

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
E

AutoCAD SHX Text
S

AutoCAD SHX Text
C

AutoCAD SHX Text
G

AutoCAD SHX Text
G

AutoCAD SHX Text
C

AutoCAD SHX Text
T

AutoCAD SHX Text
A



 

 
 

PUBLIC HEARING 

4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE

 

 
CASE NUMBER: 
 

 
PH2017-002 
 

 
 
HEARING DATES: 

 
PLANNING 

COMMISSION 

 
CITY COUNCIL 
1ST READING 

 
CITY COUNCIL
2ND READING

 

N/A  
 

March 21, 2017 
 

N/A 
 

 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 

 
4348 RIVERVIEW DRIVE 
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comprehensive 

Transportation  

Plan 



DRAFT - MARCH 2017



DRAFT - MARCH 2017

TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. Introduction 2

10

38

62

178

II. Existing Conditions + 
Needs Analysis

III. Plan Evaluation

IV. Conclusions

Appendices
A. Traffic Counts

B. Synchro Output

C. Community Engagement

D. Prioritization Matrix



DRAFT - MARCH 2017





INTRODUCTION



3 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

The community now known as the City of Peachtree 
Corners was originally planned as an unincorporated area of 
Gwinnett County, outside of the metro core of Atlanta.  With 
this initial development in the 1960s, an emphasis was put on 
high-tech businesses, executive housing, and preserving the 
natural environment.  Over the next few decades, the area 

continued to grow culminating in a 2011 vote that was held 
to incorporate as a City, leading to the City’s first election in 
March 2012, and official incorporation on July 1, 2012.  For 
reference, the City’s location and incorporated boundaries 
are shown in the map below.

A Brief History of Peachtree Corners
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The Purpose of a Comprehensive 
Transportation Plan

The Comprehensive Transportation 
Planning Process

Existing 
Conditions

Needs
Assessment Recommendations

Final
Recommendations

Stakeholder Group

Online Survey

Community Meetings

The plan contained within this document, acts as the City’s 
first Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP).  A plan such 
as this can be used in a variety of ways but is fundamentally 
intended as an articulation of the transportation initiatives and 
investments needed to support the goals of the community.  
In effect, the CTP is an analysis of all applicable modes of 
transportation to determine existing and future needs, identify 
solutions, and prepare an implementation plan.

In considering the recommendations of the implementation 
plan, it is important to understand that the life cycle of 
transportation decisions and investments can span decades 
– therefore, the plan’s findings and recommendations cover a 
similarly long period of time, from the immediate future and 
stretching out through to the year 2040.   

The CTP process was begun in late Spring 2016 and 
culminated in draft recommendations being presented to the 
community in November 2016, followed by the preparation 
of this document.  In general, this process included four 
major phases:

Existing Conditions
In this phase, the study team focused on fact finding and data 
collection.  This included a review of diverse information 
including analysis of U.S. Census data, understanding 
the legacy of previous planning in Peachtree Corners, and 
specific data collection related to transportation including 
the use of traffic counts, review of crash data, observations 
of transportation conditions, and use of a travel demand 
model, which was used to understand the overall nature of 
transportation demand and phenomena.   The findings of this 
phase are documented in Chapter 2 of this report.

Needs Assessment
In this phase, the study team focused on the data collected 
during the Existing Conditions phase in order to perform a 
variety of analyses and extrapolations of anticipated future 
conditions as a mechanism to articulate the transportation 
needs within the community.  From a process standpoint, 
there was significant overlap between this phase and the 
Existing Conditions phase - for narrative clarity, the findings 
of this phase are also documented in Chapter 2 of this report.

Plan Evaluation
In this phase, initial transportation recommendations were 
identified and subsequently evaluated for their ability to meet 
the goals of the community and other considerations and 
criteria related to transportation.  This phase is documented 
in Chapter 3 of this report.

CHAPTER I: INTRODUCTION
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Assumptions and Scenario Building

The Context of this Comprehensive 
Transportation Plan

Recommendations
In this phase, the findings of the plan evaluation were applied 
to understand the overall benefits of the plan recommen-
dations and develop a proposed implementation plan for the 
City.  This phase is documented in Chapter 4 of this report.

A fifth component of the planning process focused on 
community engagement and was used to inform all four 
phases described.  This community engagement process was a 

multi-pronged effort to understand the community’s collective 
vision for transportation that included administration of an 
online survey, the use of a community stakeholder group to 
periodically guide the study team’s progress, and two public 
community meetings.  Throughout this document, there will 
be many references to how this community engagement 
effort informed plan outcomes.  Nonetheless, a specific 
documentation of the community engagement process is 
included as part of Chapter 2, beginning on Page 10.

While this plan focuses on the transportation conditions 
and needs of Peachtree Corners, a common understanding 
within the planning profession is that transportation 
challenges don’t necessarily stop at a border.  Transportation 
is a regional endeavor and the decisions made regionally, by 
Gwinnett County, and by neighboring communities can all 
impact transportation conditions within Peachtree Corners.  
It is for this reason that the process of collectively making 
transportation decisions is often an ongoing dialogue between 
different communities.  This CTP is a documentation of the 
needs and priorities for the City of Peachtree Corners and 
allows the City to articulate its needs as other transportation 
plans are compiled – whether it be a CTP for the entirety of 
Gwinnett County (a process which happens to be ongoing 
and anticipated to be complete in 2017) or a formal Regional 

Transportation Plan (which is constantly addressed, but is 
updated formally every four years) put together by the agency 
- the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) – responsible for 
documenting our regional transportation needs in order to 
secure federal transportation funding. 

Another important consideration is that there is a balancing 
act between the plan recommendations that are considered 
short-term versus those that are considered mid-term and 
long-term.  The short-term recommendations are in large 
part related to initiatives that have already begun (whether 
through actual funding commitments, actual engineering and 
design, or construction) while the mid-term and long-term 
recommendations are more related to addressing emerging 
transportation needs.   

In the world of transportation, conditions are always changing 
and evolving. The construction of a new transportation project 
can immediately change traffic conditions, a funding surplus 
can provide new opportunities, macro social and economic 
trends change transportation behavior and needs over time, 
or new technologies can change our approach to resolving 
transportation challenges.  Therefore, this Comprehensive 
Transportation Plan is fundamentally a fluid document 
that will likely be updated as appropriate in response to 
changes in conditions.  This first iteration is a snapshot of the 
conditions and reasonable conclusions from the year 2016, 

five years.  Nonetheless, this is a standard practice as it allows 
planning practitioners to focus on the needs and projects that 
are most needed beyond an initial five years of committed 
decision making.

Funding
Similarly, transportation funding 
amounts and structures can 
often change dramatically.  
For proof, one only needs 
to look at the years 
immediately preceding 
the development of this 
plan.  As recently as 2014, 
there were grave concerns 
regarding the availability 
of federal and state 
transportation funds 
due to no long-term 
federal legislative commitments and reliance on 
declining gas tax funds for State funding. 

Since then, a long-term federal transportation authorization 
was passed (FAST act, committing transportation funding 

tied to assumptions of the community’s anticipated 
future.  This includes consideration of the following.

Transportation Projects
As a standard practice in transportation 
planning efforts, only those transportation 
projects that have committed transportation 
funding are to be assumed as part of future 
base conditions, even out to the year 2040.  
This is an inherently conservative perspective 
as the majority of transportation funding 
commitments are only through the next 
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through Federal Fiscal Year 2020) while the State legislature 
passed House Bill 170 to supplement the gas tax with 
additional mechanisms for transportation funding.  In the 
immediate future, there are several developing initiatives that 
may result in legislative and/or voter approved transit funding 
mechanisms at the state, regional, and/or local levels.   While 
all these consideration are likely to affect major infrastructure 
improvements within and surrounding Peachtree Corners, 
the majority of City sponsored transportation projects are 
funded primarily by a local funding mechanism, Gwinnett 
County’s Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST).  
In November 2016, Gwinnett County voters authorized 
a six year SPLOST, after which point several possibilities 
could occur: the SPLOST may be extended by voters for an 
additional period of time, another funding mechanism may 
be identified, or no funding is secured.  Due to the extreme 
speculative nature of how future transportation funding may 
occur, this plan largely assumes that funding sources and 
amounts will continue to be received in the manner in which 
they are today.

Social and Economic Assumptions
There are also macro level events that affect overall 
transportation conditions and demand.  Periods of economic 
uncertainty often recent in reduced travel and transportation 
funding.  Changes in costs of living (and the price of gas and 
other transportation related energy sources) can also have great 
impact on the transportation needs of the future.  Similarly, 
social trends can influence transportation – for instance, 
much has been made of the millennial generation’s attitude to 
transportation, with a perceived desire for more walkable and 
urban communities with a focus on transportation options 
that do not rely as heavily on a privately owned passenger 
vehicle.  As the millennial generation grows older, their 
collective desires may reinforce this (or change entirely) while 
younger generations may 
develop entirely different 
values in regards to 
transportation.  As with the 
majority of mainstream 
transportation planning 
(and consistent 
with the approach 
taken by regional, 
state, and federal 
entities) this plan 
assumes no major 
structural changes 
to our society’s 
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n 
values other 
than presuming 
a continued 
interest in 
m u l t i - m o d a l 

transportation options, a value that the transportation 
planning profession collectively recommends.  Likewise, 
the plan assumes in the long run that periods of economic 
downturn will be offset by periods of economic growth.  
Finally, the plan also assumes that the costs related to using 
transportation will be not be so dramatically changed as to 
result in a major re-organization of transportation priorities.

Autonomous Vehicles
Finally, there has been significant interest in Autonomous 
Vehicles (AV) in recent years and many speculations on how 

that may affect future attitudes to transportation.  As that 
implies, there are a variety of theories on what the impact of 
AV will be.  

Some predict that AV will change patterns of vehicle 
ownership resulting in large portions of society not actually 
owning a personal vehicle but rather using AV as a personal 
on-call transit vehicle.  From that assumption, some predict 
that the amount of total Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) by our 
vehicle fleet will eventually decrease as vehicles are able to 
maximize efficiency in serving ready and nearby passengers. 
From the same agreed upon assumptions, others actually see a 
potential increase in VMT due to the potential for ‘deadhead’ 
trips (basically trips in between serving passenger), despite 
the possibility of each ‘deadhead’ trip being relatively short.  

There is tremendous focus on how AV may change the physical 
capacity of our transportation system, with vehicles being 
able to travel at high speeds in close proximity to each other 
as part of an integrated and coordinated system that manages 
all AV.  In the short-term, car manufactures are focusing 
more on the predicative and automated driving  capabilities 
of vehicles rather than standardizing to a common system 
where vehicles can communicate to each other.  

CHAPTER I: INTRODUCTION
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Given the large number of uncertainties 
related to AV, this plan makes the 
assumption that through the year 2040, 
AV will not have any substantial impact 
on travel behavior, the capacity of our 
transportation system, or the land use 
and character of the community.   This 
is consistent with the current approach 
to the transportation planning activities 
of the City’s County, Regional, State, 
and Federal agencies.

Nonetheless, this assumption should 
not be interpreted as a dismissal of the 
impacts that AV will one day have to 
our transportation system.  Rather, it 
is an acknowledgment that at the time 
of the plan’s completion (2016), the 
technology and its impacts were far 
too speculative to directly incorporate 
into its recommendations.  As with any 
of the other macro assumptions made, 
future iterations of this plan should be 
sensitive to changing conditions and emerging research and 
to the degree possible, consensus on likely futures.

On this note, the City of Peachtree Corners should strive to be 
a leader and at the forefront of appropriate public investment 
to facilitate the implementation of AV.

There are certainly broader implications 
on how the implementation of AV may 
change land use patterns and attitudes 
to multi-modal travel.  Some suggest 
that AV will allow us to dedicate less 
physical space to vehicles resulting 
in denser communities that will 
increase walking and biking for local 
trips.  Similarly, an integrated capacity 
boosting AV system may allow 
individuals to live further and further 
away from employment and activity 
areas which could conversely result in 
more urban sprawl.  There are similar 
theories that the ease of AV may make 
walking and biking – as well as public 
transportation – relatively obsolete.  

The rollout of – and access to – AV 
will also greatly influence the type of 
impact possible.  Some of the scenarios 
mentioned (particularly an integrated 
system of AV communicating to each 

other) would effectively require 100 percent compliance and 
the possibility of an entirely different type of transportation 
infrastructure as support.  Likewise, there are equity issues 
associated with AV.  For instance, even if our vehicle 
ownership structure changes to accommodate an AV system 
that represents personal on-call transit vehicles, this still does 
not guarantee that all members of our society can afford of 
will have access to those vehicles. 

For further reading on transportation planning in relation toAutonomous 
Vehicles, a more comprehensive review can be found in “Autonomous Vehicle 

Implementation predictions – Implications for Transportation Planning”, by Todd 
Litman of the Victoria Transport Policy Institute, dated September 2016.
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Previous Planning Efforts

The planning effort began with a substantial data collection 
effort designed to understand the conditions in the community 
affecting transportation.  This phase, referred to as an analysis 
of ‘Existing Conditions’ was subsequently followed by a 
‘Needs Assessment’ – an exercise in using this data for a 
variety of analyses to understand both existing deficiencies 
in the transportation system and where such deficiencies are 
anticipated looking into the future.

This chapter documents both the ‘Existing Conditions’ and 
‘Needs Assessment’ phases of the CTP effort – characterizing 
the work as the sum of three major considerations:

Introduction
A review of Previous Plans was conducted so that the 
study team can understand the legacy of planning within 
Peachtree Corners but also how the efforts conducted 
by other entities may affect Peachtree Corners.

By collecting and applying a variety of data, the study 
team conducted a Technical Assessment in order to 
gauge where transportation needs appear to be the 
most critical.

Finally, the planning process included Community 
Engagement to make sure that both the plan’s progress 
and eventual recommendations reflected the goals of 
the Peachtree Corners community.

Despite being a relatively new City, Peachtree Corners has 
embarked on several studies and plans as indicated below.

Livable Center Initiative (LCI) Study: This study – funded by 
ARC – focused on a variety of land use, transportation, and 
urban design initiatives that could be undertaken to redevelop 
parts of the City (with particular focus on SR 141) as a more 
walkable and bicycle friendly community.

Town Center Plan: The City has partnered with Fuqua to 
develop a town center on SR 141 across from the existing 
Forum development.  

(1)

(2)

(3)
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Winters Chapel Road Corridor Study: This study included two 
elements: one focusing on multi-modal improvements along 
the Winters Chapel Road corridor, and the other functioning 
as a traffic operations assessment of the corridor.

Holcomb Bridge Road Study: This study included a variety 
of transportation recommendations along Holcomb Bridge 
Road and Peachtree Corners Circle.

Multi-Use Trail Study: This study identified possible trail 
routes in the Technology Park area of the City.

Comprehensive Plan – This plan, required by the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs, acts as an overall 
articulation of the City’s vision and the broad steps to achieve 

that vision.  In addition to formulating these goals, the plan 
includes a land use element which is used to direct the types 
of future development in the community through different 
‘character areas’.

In addition to these local plans, partner agencies like the 
Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and Gwinnett 
County have prepared plans that affect Peachtree Corners. 
Wherever possible, these projects have also been included.

Transportation recommendations compiled from these 
studies are shown in Figure 1 while the Character Area map 
from the Comprehensive Plan is reproduced in Figure 2.

Figure 1 - Transportation Projects from Previous Planning Efforts

CHAPTER II: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
+ NEEDS ASSESSMENT
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Technical Assessment
The technical assessment of the transportation system uses 
a combination of transportation planning and engineering 
methods to analyze factual data and anticipate needs.  This 
includes a variety of different assessments and analyses, but 
are organized based on the different transportation modes 
being considered:

Roadway conditions: These analyses focus fundamentally 
on the presence of congestion (or lack thereof) for private 
vehicles.  This includes a broad analysis of the major 
transportation corridors in the community in order to 
ascertain if the number of lanes for each corridor is 
appropriate, a more detailed analysis of specific intersections 
to determine if operational improvements (turn lanes, signal 
timing adjustments, etc.) may be needed, a safety analysis 
using crash data, and finally a consideration of how freight 
needs may affect the community.

Multi-modal conditions: While walking and biking activities 
in Peachtree Corners tend to be limited and recreational 
in nature, there are a variety of emerging reasons why 
communities are putting focus on their pedestrian and bicycle 
networks: as an opportunity to divert short distance trips from 
vehicles that may clog up the roadway system to less intensive 
pedestrian and bicycle trips, as an acknowledgment that there 
are increasingly limited conventional roadway improvements 
(road widenings, major intersection improvements, etc.) that 
can be implemented successfully and without detrimental 
community impact, and an on-going subtle but meaningful 
attitude shift – particularly in younger generations – towards 
walking and biking as an alternate mode of transportation 
while the ongoing aging of the Baby Boomer generation 
is likely to create significant portions of our communities 
that may be increasingly reliant on non-automobile forms 
of transportation.  Due to the relatively limited amounts of 
current walking and biking in the community, this analysis 
tends to be more anticipatory in nature and looks at a variety 
of conditions within the community that are likely to facilitate 
the need for walking and biking facilities.  

Transit: Peachtree Corners is served by Gwinnett County 
Transit (GCT) connecting mostly to employment areas within 
Technology Park and serving the Peachtree Corners Circle 
corridor.  In the next few years, GCT is likely to embark on 
a re-appraisal of their system which may result in changes 
to the local bus route structure and considerations for future 
regional connections.  The community is also served by an 
Xpress bus route (a commuter route connecting into MARTA’s 
heavy rail system with access into Atlanta) operated by the 
Georgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA).  This 
plan’s analysis focuses on the broad transit considerations 
likely to be affecting Peachtree Corners.

Underpinning all of these analyses are the various demographic 
and community characteristics of the community.  Therefore, 
the technical assessment begins with a review of some of the 
overall conditions affecting transportation in the Peachtree 
Corners community.

Demographic and Community 
Characteristics
Fundamentally, all transportation is directly a function of 
where and how people live and travel.  The City of Peachtree 
Corners is a diverse community with areas of relatively high 
and low residential density and many points of interest 
ranging from a regional shopping destination (The Forum) to 
several public and private educational facilities to a regional 
employment center (Technology Park) to other several other 
community resources.

Population Considerations
The U.S. Census estimates the City of Peachtree Corners 
population in 2015 as 40,978 people.  The City’s 
Comprehensive Plan predicts between 42,341 and 49,389 
people in the year 2037, ranging from a conservative to an 
aggressive growth scenario.  As indicated in Figure 3 below, 
the density of population in the community ranges from 
the relatively dense apartment complexes in the vicinity 
of Holcomb Bridge Road and Peachtree Corners Circle to 

Persons per Acre

Figure 3 - Population Density
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau
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relatively low density residential areas along Jones Bridge 
Road.  The central areas of the community also show low 
population density, but this is primarily due to the majority of 
those areas being dedicated to employment uses.

A more direct focus on the ages of the people in the 
community, as shown below, also suggests some revelations.  
Unlike many neighboring suburban communities, Peachtree 
Corners actually has a fairly significant number of young 
adults in their 20s (particularly males) which may relate to the 
employment opportunities in the community.  As suggested 
earlier, shifting attitudes in younger people show a growing 
preference for walking and biking opportunities as a means 
to get around.  Perhaps more significantly is the large number 
of middle aged people who – by the time of the plan’s 
horizon year of 2040 – may possibly have similarly different 
transportation preferences and needs.  

There are several other indicators using population data that 
can suggest the transportation needs of a community.  Among 
the more straightforward is analyzing two intertwined statistics, 
poverty and vehicle ownership as shown in Figures 4 and 5.  

While Peachtree Corners is generally an affluent community 
(the average household income is $85,563), the poverty rate 
in the community is 13 percent and a fourth of households 
earn less than $35,000 a year.  As the maps indicate, the 
southwestern portion of the community has relatively large 
concentrations of residents under the poverty line, indicating 
parts of the community that may be more vulnerable to even 
subtle changes in the cost of transportation, particularly the 
costs associated with vehicle ownership.  Correspondingly, 
this part of the community does show pockets where there are 
upwards of 15 percent of households not owning a vehicle.

These areas also have an overlap with concentrations of 
households that speak limited English and have minority 
concentrations, as shown in Figures 6 and 7.

More directly, the American Community Survey – administered 
by the U.S. Census – is used to estimate travel behavior to 
work.  As shown in Figure 8, the majority of the community 
drives alone to work but there are areas with relatively high 
levels of individuals carpooling and taking alternative modes 
of transportation to work.

23
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Figure XX Peachtree Corners Educational Attainment

Figure XX Population by Age and Gender

Source: 2010-2014 American Community Survey
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Figure 4 - Percentage of People Living below the Poverty 
Level

Figure 5 - Percentage of People Living without Access to a 
Vehicle

Figure 6 - Percentage of Households Which Speak 
Limited English

Figure 7 - Racial Distribution Within and Near 
Peachtree Corners
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau Source: U.S. Census Bureau
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PEACHTREE CORNERS
Comprehensive Transportation Plan

Figure XX Existing Transportation Network

Figure XX Density by Race
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Bike and Pedestrian 
Suitability
In order to identify target areas for bike and pedestrian 
improvements, and to rank potential bike and pedestrian 
projects, a bike and pedestrian suitability analysis was 
conducted. This analysis used a network of streets, off-road 
bike and pedestrian facilities, and proposed off-road bike and 
pedestrian facilities within three miles of the City limits of 
Peachtree Corners. 

Attractions
Nullam imperdiet ac nibh quis suscipit. Ut id arcu ut neque 
sagittis elementum. Suspendisse vel tristique ipsum. Curabitur 
id nunc nibh. Aliquam fermentum accumsan velit, sit amet 
venenatis lectus scelerisque ut. Nulla ut risus vestibulum, 
accumsan libero quis, tristique urna. Maecenas vitae tempor 
enim. Suspendisse potenti. Nunc ut libero id ipsum congue 
tempus et vitae neque. Nulla vulputate in velit ut sollicitudin. 
Nullam auctor turpis eu est viverra, ut cursus nibh egestas. Cras 
fringilla scelerisque lacinia. Duis mi orci, posuere non pulvinar 
sed, lacinia eu eros. Vivamus dui neque, tincidunt eget rhoncus 
sed, suscipit non purus.

Demand
Duis suscipit eros gravida bibendum imperdiet. Mauris non elit 
dolor. Duis tempus, justo a molestie mattis, orci odio pretium 
massa, eu tristique turpis lectus et turpis. Fusce ipsum nunc, 
scelerisque quis risus eget, vulputate viverra justo. Nullam in 
lacinia ante. Vivamus fermentum nulla sed dui fermentum, ac 
alquam sapien auctor. Phasellus a neque malesuada, volutpat 
turpis in, auctor ipsum.

Character
Nullam augue leo, ultricies sit amet arcu nec, laoreet congue 
lacus. Duis ut nisi eu leo faucibus sagittis. Vivamus eu nibh 
vulputate, bibendum ipsum non, imperdiet est. Nulla ac nisi 
ut arcu porta mattis ut eget mi. Fusce id eleifend metus. Fusce 
egestas ullamcorper tortor, ac venenatis nunc dapibus vel. 
Praesent imperdiet interdum condimentum. Mauris volutpat 
lacinia ligula pharetra auctor. Vivamus sagittis, sapien hendrerit 
tristique auctor, metus felis ullamcorper nisl, quis lobortis tellus 
lorem vitae lorem. Sed ut ullamcorper enim, quis faucibus 
risus. Donec orci enim, molestie id commodo ut, volutpat sed 
risus. Suspendisse sagittis, lorem sit amet maximus commodo, 
enim mauris accumsan arcu, dictum tincidunt nisi nisi sit amet 
ligula. Nam scelerisque aliquet bibendum. Aenean ornare 
iaculis sem, ac fringilla lorem fermentum in. Duis semper ex 
ac nisl hendrerit auctor. Donec felis mi, facilisis et tempor et, 
ultricies quis odio.

Future Needs
Sed eget nisl eget neque tempus hendrerit sed eget enim. 
Nullam eget magna semper, ullamcorper massa id, faucibus 
neque. Nunc vulputate, lorem vel imperdiet fermentum, risus 

Source: U.S. Census BureauSource: U.S. Census Bureau
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Figure 8 - Commuting Mode Choice
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36,180
daily commuters into 

Peachtree Corners

Community Points of Interest
There are many local and regional points of interest in the 
Peachtree Corners community.  As indicated earlier, Peachtree 
Corners is a regional employment center of about 38,000 
employees with significant concentrations of employment in 
the Technology Park area as shown in Figure 9.

Despite the large population and employment base in the 
community, there is a mismatch between the people who live 
in Peachtree Corners and those in work in Peachtree Corners, 
with relatively little overlap.  This inbalance – large amounts 
of people commuting from Peachtree Corners everyday while 
large amounts of people commute in – has direct transportation 
impacts.  If more people lived and worked within Peachtree 
Corners there will be more opportunities to minimize traffic 
congestion through a combination of non-motorized options 
and use of more local streets where commuters may not have 
to mix with regional commuter movements as much.  

In addition to the attraction of employment in the community, 
there are many community amenities that require 
transportation access.  As shown in Figure 10 this includes 
schools, retail areas, and parks.

Figure 9 - Location of Job Centers

Number of Jobs at Location
100 1,000500

Figure 10 - Locations of Retail Center, Schools, and Parks
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Roadway Conditions
The analysis of roadway conditions was conducted in 
three major phases.  The first two phases focus on levels of 
congestion (articulated by traffic engineers as a ‘Level of 
Service’ with a scale of A to F as indicated in the graphic 
below) – with one assessment looking at the overall amount 
of congestion along major segments of the community and 
the second focusing on specific congestion at individual 
intersections.  The third phase focuses on the safety of the 
transportation system through a review of crash data.

Major Roadway Segment Analysis
To conduct the major roadway segment analysis, a travel 
demand model was utilized.  This tool was initially 
developed by the ARC to conduct regional planning and 
air quality assessments using a combination of land use and 
transportation data to estimate where and how travel demand 
occurs throughout the Atlanta region.  In the case of this CTP, 
a modified version of ARC’s original model was utilized that 
was edited to better reflect conditions in Gwinnett County as 
part of the development of the County’s CTP.  

As shown in Figures 11 and 12, this model assumes certain 
characteristics of the transportation system including the 
number of lanes on major roadway segments as well as 
posted speed, both directly affecting the capacity of each 
segment to process and accommodate traffic demand.  
Using existing and anticipated land use data (population, 
household, and employment figures), the travel demand 
model is then able to estimate how traffic will both react to 
the capacity of the transportation system and subsequently 
cause traffic congestion.  For the year 2040, population and 
employment estimates developed by ARC were utilized while 
the transportation system reflects an ‘Existing + Committed’ 
scenario – in which only those transportation projects that 
have committed funding over the next five years are assumed 
to be constructed.

Using this tool, we are able to understand the Level of Service 
in both the AM and PM peak periods (6-10 AM and 3-7 PM, 
respectively) during existing conditions (the year 2015) and 
conditions in the year 2040.  These results, shown in Figure 
13 show a transportation system that experiences significant 
congestion today on major routes (the PM period indicating 
more congestion than the AM period) that culminates in a 
system that is overwhelmingly congested by the year 2040.  
While widening every corridor in the community is likely to 
have negative impacts on the quality of life in the community, 
the results clearly show that certain major corridors may 
need to be prioritized for widening projects.  Likewise, the 
results suggest that opportunities to provide new roadway 
connections – however small – may be necessary to take 
pressure off major routes.

Figure 11 - Existing Model Roadway Network by Number of 
Lanes

Figure 12 - Existing Model Roadway Network Speed Limit

Source: ARC

Source: ARC
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2015 AM Period 2040 AM Period

2040 PM Period2015 PM Period

Figure 13 - No-Build Model Level of Service (LOS)
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Individual Intersection Analysis
While major deficiencies in roadway segments are likely 
to have regional implications for the transportation system, 
the operations of individual intersections can also have a 
dramatic amount of influence on the overall performance of a 
transportation system.   Therefore, several major intersections 
in the community were analyzed for their intersection Level of 
Service performance including a review of locations analyzed 
in previous plans and locations that were specifically analyzed 
for this CTP.  The intersection reviewed and analyzed include:

• Buford Highway and Amwiler Road

• Buford Highway and Jones Mill Road/Button Gwinnett 
Drive

• Peachtree Industrial Boulevard and Holcomb Bridge 
Road

• Peachtree Industrial Boulevard and Technology Parkway 
South

• Peachtree Industrial Boulevard and Medlock Bridge Road

• Peachtree Industrial Boulevard and S Old Peachtree Road

• S Old Peachtree Road and Lou Ivy Road

• Medlock Bridge Road and Spalding Drive/S Old 
Peachtree Road

• Spalding Drive at Technology Parkway

• Spalding Drive at Peachtree Corners Circle

• Spalding Drive at Jay Bird Alley

• Peachtree Corners Circle at Jay Bird Alley

• Peachtree Corners Circle at West Jones Bridge Road

• Medlock Bridge Road at Bush Road

• Technology Parkway at Technology Parkway South

• Winters Chapel Road at Spalding Drive

• Winters Chapel Road at Nesbit Ferry Road

• Winters Chapel Road at Newton Drive

• Winters Chapel Road at Dunwoody Club Drive

• Winters Chapel Road at Fontainebleau Way

• Winters Chapel Road at Sumac Drive

• Winters Chapel Road at Jones Mill Road

• Winters Chapel Road at Peeler Road

• Winters Chapel Road at Womack Drive

• Winters Chapel Road at Spring Drive

• Holcomb Bridge Road at Jimmy Carter Boulevard

• Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners Circle

• Holcomb Bridge Road at Spalding Drive

• Peachtree Parkway at Spalding Drive

• Peachtree Parkway at Peachtree Corners Circle

• Peachtree Parkway at Medlock Bridge Road

• Medlock Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners Circle

• Peachtree Corners Circle at Jones Mill Road

• Peachtree Parkway at Forum Drive

• Peachtree Parkway at Jay Bird Alley/Technology Parkway

A map of these locations is shown in Figure 14.

This list does exclude several intersections on Peachtree 
Parkway and SR 141 due primarily an ongoing Corridor 
Study effort that will include a more detailed review of these 
locations.

Traffic Volumes
When available, traffic counts from previously conducted 
studies were used in this analysis. Traffic counts were taken 
from the following studies:

• Holcomb Bridge Road Corridor Study (counts from 2014)

• Peachtree Corners Livable Center Initiative Study (counts 
from 2014)

• Traffic Engineering Report for Proposed Roadway 
Improvements SR 141/Peachtree Parkway (counts from 
December 2015)

• Winters Chapel Road Traffic Operations Analysis (counts 
from March 2015)

Additional turning movement counts were taken at all other 
intersections on Wednesday, May 11, 2016. 

In order to understand future traffic demand, traffic growth 
– consistent with levels indicated from the aforementioned 
travel demand model – were applied to the existing traffic 
conditions to estimate 2040 traffic volumes.



22DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Figure 14 - Analyzed Intersections by Control Type and Count Source
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Analysis Methodology
The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) defines LOS at 
signalized intersections in terms of average control delay 
per vehicle, which is composed of initial deceleration delay, 
queue move-up time, stopped delay, and final acceleration 
delay.   Unsignalized intersection LOS is defined in similar 
terms, but with lower delay thresholds.  

The HCM 2010 states that unsignalized intersections are 
associated with more uncertainty for users, as delays are 
less predictable than they are at signals, which can reduce 
a user’s tolerance to delay.  Unfortunately, limitations in 
the methodology also assume uniform gaps in traffic on 
major streets which often results in the analysis showing a 
significantly more conservative delay result for side street stop 
approaches.

Roundabouts share similar basic control delay formulation 
with two-way and all-way stop-controlled intersections, and 
as a result they share the same LOS thresholds as unsignalized 
intersections.  Table 1 presents LOS thresholds for all three 
intersection types.

Analysis of the signalized and unsignalized intersections 
along the corridor was conducted with Synchro 9.1, utilizing 
HCM 2010 methodology, except at the intersections of 
Technology Parkway South at Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
and Holcomb Bridge Road at Jimmy Carter Boulevard. HCM 
2010 analysis was not compatible with those intersection 
configurations, so HCM 2000 methodology was used instead.  
Roundabout analysis was conducting utilizing the Georgia 
Department of Transportation (GDOT) Roundabout Analysis 
Tool 3.1.

Analysis Results
The results of this detailed show that intersections along 
major corridors like Peachtree Parkway and Holcomb Bridge 
Road are already suffering from poor operations. Many 
other intersections which operate acceptably today will also 
degrade to unacceptable levels in the future without any type 
of improvements, as shown in Figure 15.  For detailed results, 
see the Synchro output included in Appendix B. 

LOS Signalized Intersection Unsignalized Intersection

A ≤10 sec ≤10 sec

B 10–20 sec 10–15 sec

C 20–35 sec 15–25 sec

D 35–55 sec 25–35 sec

E 55–80 sec 35–50 sec

F >80 sec >50 sec

Table 1 - Average Delay Thresholds for Level of Service (LOS)

AM Period

PM Period

Figure 15 - Intersection LOS in the Year 2016 No-Build 
Condition

Stop, A/B

Signal, A/B

Stop, C/D

Signal, C/D

Stop, E/F

Signal, E/F
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The resulting crash rates were then calculated for the 
major corridors in Peachtree Corners and compared to 
statewide averages compiled by the Georgia Department 
of Transportation for similar roadways.  As shown in Figure 
17, there are several corridors in the City with crash rates 
considerably over the statewide average.  In subsequent 
engineering studies, the City should consider more detailed 
corridor analyses that may reveal patterns in the crashes 
(time of day, crash types, etc.) that in turn suggests specific 
design elements that can improve safety.  For the purposes of 
this CTP, the crash rates are helpful in understanding where 
improvements may generally be needed.

Safety Considerations
Another important consideration is the safety of the 
transportation system.  To accomplish this, all reported crashes 
in Peachtree Corners from 2012 to 2014 were compiled and 
reviewed, as shown in Figure 16.

A high volume of crashes does not in and of itself indicate 
safety issues as the number of crashes needs to be understood 
in relation to the amount of travel in the locations where they 
occur.  Traffic engineers typically think of crashes in terms of 
crash rates, where the number of crashes are normalized by 
miles traveled using this equation:

Figure 16 - Crashes 2012-2014

R=C  x100,000,00
V N Lx x x365

where:

R = Crash Rate (crashes per hundred million vehicles miles)

C = Total Number of Crashes

V = Average Daily Roadway Volume

N = Number of Years of Crash Data Included

L = Length of Roadway
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Source: GDOT

Fatal Crash Injury Crash Property Damage 
Only Crash

Figure 17 - Crash Rate on Selected Segments, 2012-2014
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10 times GDOT 
Average or more
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Multi-Modal Conditions
In order to identify target areas for bike and pedestrian improvements, and to rank potential bike and pedestrian projects, a 
bike and pedestrian suitability analysis was conducted. This analysis used a network of streets, off-road bike and pedestrian 
facilities, and proposed off-road bike and pedestrian facilities within three miles of the City limits of Peachtree Corners. This 
analysis measures suitability across four categories: access to attractions, proximity to demand, existing facility character, and 
future needs in the area. 

Attractions
This category measures each facility’s access to places that people may want to travel to. Each segment is assigned a score based 
on how close it is to various points of interest, including schools, retail, parks, transit stops, and employment. Distances to 
these attractions are measured as actual travel distance along roads and trails, not as direct “as the crow flies” distances, which 
add an understanding of the network’s constraints to the analysis. Unsurprisingly, this group highlights the areas near Peachtree 
Parkway and Peachtree Corners Circle, as those corridors have substantial retail, employment, and civic land uses.
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Demand
Using population data from the U.S. Census Bureau, this measure identifies where people who may be more likely to use bike 
and pedestrian facilities live. Higher scores are given to those facilities in areas with higher concentrations of people who use 
alternative modes to commute, the elderly, and households without access to a vehicle. This metric yielded very low scores 
along Peachtree Parkway, due to the low residential density in those areas. The highest scores were seen along Peachtree 
Corners Circle and Holcomb Bridge Road, which currently has transit service and has a higher population density than many 
other parts of the city.
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Character
In order to identify the most comfortable and safest places to encourage bike and pedestrian facilities, the character of existing 
facilities was considered. This category gave higher scores to segments that are near existing bike and pedestrian facilities, and 
lower scores to facilities on hilly roadways, among other characteristics. 
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Block Size
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Future Needs
This category uses projections of future population and employment growth created by the Atlanta Regional Commission, as 
well as the City’s Comprehensive Plan to anticipate where needs will arise in the future. The central and southern portions of 
the city scored highest in this group because they contain the areas where the most growth is anticipated by ARC and where 
future growth is being directed by the City of Peachtree Corners, as shown in their Comprehensive Plan.

Cha
racter Area

C
ha

ng
e 

in
 Em

ployment Density
Change in Population D

ensity

Highest 
Suitability Score

Mid-Range 
Suitability Score

Low Suitability 
Score

CHAPTER II: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
+ NEEDS ASSESSMENT

CUMULATIVE SCORE



29 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Total Score
To create a comprehensive understanding of the four measurement categories, scores for each category were normalized and 
added together to create a total score. Facilities within and near the area bounded by Peachtree Corners Circle, Spalding Drive, 
Technology Parkway, and SR 141 (Peachtree Industrial Boulevard and Peachtree Parkway) scored the highest. Overall, higher 
scoring segments generally fall along the Peachtree Parkway and Peachtree Corners Circle corridors, near shops, offices, and 
apartment complexes. Scores are lowest at the northern and northwestern fringe of the City, in areas that are almost entirely 
residential and are comparatively far from destinations.
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Transit
The City of Peachtree Corners is served directly by two transit 
agencies: (1) Gwinnett Community Transit (GCT), which 
provides local bus service through Technology Park and 
along Peachtree Corners Circle via Route 35 with service 
headways ranging from 30 to 60 minutes, depending on the 
time of day and day of the week, and (2) the Georgia Regional 
Transportation Authority (GRTA), which provides express bus 
service along the SR 141 corridor via Route 408 which is 
limited to weekday peak period service with headways of 
approximately an hour. Both of these routes provide service to 
the Doraville MARTA station, connecting Peachtree Corners 
into the regional transit network. These routes are indicated in 
Figures 18 and 19, respectively.

For more information, visit XpressGA.com

Route 408 Johns Creek to Doraville

Figure 19 - GRTA Xpress Route 408 Map
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Gwinnett County Transit (GCT) 
Customer Service:

3525 Mall Blvd Suite 5-C; 
Duluth, GA 30096
770.822.5010

www.gctransit.com

Todos los autobuses estan equipados con cameras de video

If you have trouble using a standard phone dial 7-1-1 
to set up a Georgia Relay call. Language assistance is 
available for persons with limited English proficiency.

Customer Service Representatives (CSR) are 
available from 6am-8pm Monday-Friday, and 
Saturday 7am-8pm. Please call one of GCT’s CSRs 
for help with the following (but not limited to):

 

Gwinnett County Transit is committed to ensuring 
that no person is excluded from the participation in, 
or denied the benefits of, or discriminated under any 
of its programs, activities or services on the basis of 
race, color, or national origin, as protected under 
Title VI.

HOLIDAY SCHEDULE:
GCT does not operate on the following holidays; New 
Year’s Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor 
Day, Thanksgiving Day, & Christmas Day. 

GCT’s CONSTANT CONTACT NEWSLETTER:
To receive up to date information regarding Gwinnett 
County sign up for the Gwinnett County Newsletter 
online at www.gctransit.com.

• Comments & Suggtions 
• Ticket/Pass Sales
• Trip Planning
• Lost & Found
• Google Transit

• Routes & Schedules
• Load Breeze cards
• Paratransit Eligibility
• Half Fare Eligibility
• Mobile App & Website

All GCT buses are equipped with video surveillance

Si usted tiene problemas utilizando una esfera es-
tándar de teléfono, oprima 7-1-1 para establecer una 
llamada del Relevo de Georgia, asistencia de idioma 
esta disponible para personas con habilidad limitada 
en ingles. 

Representantes de servicio al cliente están dis-
ponibles de 6am-8pm, lunes a viernes y sábado de 
7am-8pm. Favor de llamar a uno de los represent-
antes de servicio al cliente de GCT para ayuda con lo 
siguiente (pero no limitado a):

Gwinnett County Transit se ha comprometido a 
garantizar que ninguna persona sea excluida de 
la participación en, o negado los beneficios de, 
o discriminado en cualquiera de sus programas, 
actividades o servicios sobre la base de raza, color u 
origen nacional, que se protegen en Título VI.

HORARIO DE DIAS FESTIVOS:
Año Nuevo , Memorial Day, Día de Independencia, 
Labor Day, Día de Gracias, y Navidad.

NOTICIAS QUE USTED PUEDE UTILIZAR:
Para recibir información sobre las noticias actuales 
de GCT, agregase para recibir la Carta Informativa en  
www.gctransit.com.            

• Comentarios, y sugerencias
• Venta de boletos/pases
• Planificación de viaje
• Objetos perdidos 
• Tránsito de google
• Recorrido y Horarios 
 

• Recargar la Tarjeta Brisa
• Elegibilidad de Paratransito
• Elegibilidad de Tarifa   
 Reducida
• Aplicación móvil y del sitio  
 web

FARES
LOCAL FARES** REGULAR HALF FARE*

One Way, 
Cash Fare $2.50 $1.25

10-Ride 
Ticket Book $22.50 $12.50

Monthly Pass $80.00 N/A
Breeze Card $2.00 $2.00

* Half Fare - Persons 65 years of age or older, with disabilities, and/
or possess a valid Medicare card. For more information on eligibility 
please contact GCT’s Customer Service office.

 ** On Local service only, Children shorter than the height of GCT’s fare 
box ride free when accompanied by a fare-paying customer. **Fare is 
required for all other passengers. No discounts apply.

GCT fare boxes accept EXACT FARE ONLY. No refunds/ No exceptions. 
DO NOT insert monthly passes or Breeze cards into the fare box .

PLEASE REMEMBER:
-  Not all stops are “timed stops”; check time stops    
 before and after your stop to get a general idea    
 of when your bus will arrive.
- Arrive at least 10 minutes before scheduled 
 departures. 
- Please occupy one seat only.
- No food or uncapped beverages.

TRANSFERS:
Transfers within GCT are free for 3 hours from the start of a trip, for up 
to 3 transfers, where the current route is different from the last route. 
Up charges apply when transferring to a higher fared service.  GCT pa-
per transfers are only valid at transfer points. Free Transfers from GCT 
to MARTA requires the use of a Breeze card. Cash patrons and paper 
ticket/pass holders will not receive a free transfer to MARTA.

BREEZE CARDS:
Passengers may also use a Breeze card to pay GCT Fare. Breeze cards 
can be purchased and loaded at any Breeze Vending Machine located 
at MARTA rail stations (under regional partners), online at www.
breezecard.com, or at GCT’s Customer Service office. Transfers from 
GCT to MARTA are free and automatically uploaded on your Breeze 
card.

PURCHASE GCT PASSES/TICKETS:
Passes and tickets can be purchased at the GCT Customer Service 
office, at Breeze vending machines (located at Marta Train Stations), 
and online at www.breezecard.com (allow 24-48 hours processing 
time).

TARIFAS
Tarifas del 
Servicio Local**

Mitad de 
Tarifa*

Solo una Via $2.50 $1.25
Talonario de 10 
boletos $22.50 $12.50

Pase Mensual $80.00 N/A

Tarjeta de Brisa $2.00

Regular

* Mitad de Tarifa - Personas de 65 aos o mas, Personas incapacitadas, y perso-
nas con tarjetas de Medicare. Para mas informacion sobre elegibilidad favor de 
contactar la oficina de Servicio al Cliente de GCT. 
 
** Solo en los servicios Locales, niños no mas altos que la caja de pago viajan 
gratis cuando van acompañados con un cliente que ha pagado.

Las cajas de pago de GCT aceptan SOLO TARIFA EXACTA. No Habrá reembolsos 
ni excepciones. No inserte pases mensuales ni su tarjeta Brisa en la ranura de 
la caja de pago. Los operarios no tienen acceso a la caja. 

FAVOR DE RECORDAR:
- No todas las paradas son “paradas calculadas”
 averigüe el calculo de las paradas para tener una idea    
 general de cuando llegara su autobús.
- Llegue por lo menos 10 minutos antes de la hora 
 indicada en el horario.
- No hay de haber y refrescos sin tapa.

TRANSFERENCIAS:
Transferencias dentro de GCT son gratis por 3 horas desde el comienzo de su 
viaje, hasta 3 transferencias, donde la ruta actual es diferente de la ultima ruta, 
y entre medio de servicios iguales (expreso a expreso, local a local). Transfer-
encia a un servicio donde la tarifa es mas de lo que ya pagó requiere un pago de 
diferencia para poder usar el servicio.

TARJETAS DE BRISA:
Los pasajeros también pueden utilizar una tarjeta de Brisa para pagar la tar-
ifa de GCT. La tarjeta de Brisa debe ser cargada con valor en dinero o pro-
ducto de GCT. Puede comprar una tarjeta y cargarla en cualquier vendedor 
automático de Brisa indicado en estaciones del tren de MARTA, en línea en 
https://is.breezecard.com/marta/ o en la oficina del Servicio al Cliente de GCT. 
Las transferencias son gratis y automáticamente cargadas en su tarjeta de Brisa. 

ORDENAR PASES/BOLETOS:
Los pases y los boletos para los servicios expreso, locales, el pago de mitad de 
tarifa y servicios de Paratransito pueden ser comprados a través del teléfono 
llamando la oficina del Servicio al Cliente de GCT. Boletos no son reembol-
sables. GCT no es responsable por los pases perdidos ni robados cuando son 
enviados a través de correo. Por favor permita 5 días hábiles para el procesa-
miento y envío.

$2.00

Figure 18 - GCT Route 35 Map

Source: GCT

Boarding and alighting data on the GCT system, shown in 
Figure 20, indicates 1,167 daily weekday and 447 daily 
weekend boardings and alightings in Peachtree Corners.

Through this plan’s community involvement, immediate 
transit needs for the community appear to be being met 
through current services which are structured around where 
transit dependency is greatest (along Peachtree Corners Circle) 
and where employment opportunities are present.   However, 
further long term transit investments and connections to 
other parts of the Atlanta region are likely to become more 
necessary as the region grows.  In recent years, there has 
been an increasing amount of interest in transit expansion 
and consolidation in the Atlanta region, articulated most 
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1,701
daily commuters 

who live and work in 
Peachtree Corners

36,180
daily commuters into 

Peachtree Corners

16,334
daily commuters out of 

Peachtree Corners

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

Figure 20 - Daily Boardings and Alightings

Average Daily Boardings 
and Alightings

5

10

25

Source: GCT

Route Provider

GRTA Xpress

Gwinnett County Transit

Metropolitan Atlanta 
Rapid Transit Authority

Source: ARC

http://www.atlantaregional.com/transit

Network depicted as modeled by the 
Atlanta Regional Commission, November 2012

Map is not to scale 
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Figure 21 - Excerpt from “Concept 3” Regional Transit Vision

Source: ARC
http://www.atlantaregional.com/transit

Network depicted as modeled by the 
Atlanta Regional Commission, November 2012
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strongly by “Concept 3”, shown in Figure 21. As this concept 
indicates, Peachtree Corners isn’t explicitly planned for the 
regional transit framework.

Other initiatives have included several planning efforts 
focusing along the I-85 corridor (to the south of Peachtree 
Corners) into Gwinnett and a comprehensive review of GCT 
is expected over the next few years, to be possibly be followed 

by specific legislation, voting, and/or funding mechanisms 
that may consider further transit in Gwinnett County.   

Particularly, as an employment center, the City should 
continue to support maximizing mobility options to and from 
the community, with particular regard to the commuting 
patterns to and from the other activity center in metropolitan 
Atlanta.  
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The community engagement component of the CTP was 
used to help guide the overall planning process, confirm the 
transportation needs of the community, and vet the plan’s 
recommendations.  In addition to an online survey to direct 
the study team, two community meetings were held, and 
a community stakeholder group convened three times to 
discuss the  study process.

Committed to involving the community, opportunities to 
involve the general public were identified throughout the 
process and included updates in the community newsletter, 
advertisements via community bulletin, and passing of 
project fact sheets at community events such as the Peachtree 
Corners Festival.

Stakeholder Group
The stakeholder group was comprised of community and 
business leaders and met three times during the planning 
process.  This group was responsible in assisting the planning 
team by representing diverse interests in the community, 
spreading awareness of the plan to the general public, and 
vetting recommendations. The group was comprised of  one 
representative from each of the following organizations:

• The Forum on Peachtree Parkway

• Cornerstone Christian Academy

• Planning Commission of Peachtree Corners

• Peachtree Corners Baptist Church

• Wesleyan School

• Pickneyville Middle School

• United Peachtree Corners Civic Association

• Peachtree Corners Business Association

• Downtown Development Authority of the City of 
Peachtree Corners

• Gwinnett County SPLOST Citizens Community

This group met the following three times to discuss different 
issues facing the City and the CTP:

July 14, 2016: to discuss the general planning process and 
outline the community’s transportation vision and goals.

August 25, 2016: to discuss the findings of the transportation 
needs assessment.

November 9, 2016: to discuss the plan’s preliminary 
recommendations and the proposed methodology to 
objectively prioritize the recommendations.

Summaries of these meetings are provided in Appendix C.

CHAPTER II: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
+ NEEDS ASSESSMENT

The City of Peachtree Corners has begun a 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan to guide 
transportation improvements and investments in the 
city. The Plan will consist of recommendations for 
transportation improvements to maintain and expand the 
City’s infrastructure while fostering a healthy, livable city. 
The plan will consider: 

PEACHTREE CORNERS
Comprehensive Transportation Plan

To improve our efforts, we would like to get input from 
YOU, those who live, work, shop and choose to unwind 
in Peachtree Corners.  There are several opportunities to 
help us shape this Plan, and your participation in any 
or all portions will help strengthen the Plan 
to move the city through the next 20 years. 
Please see the back of this card and the 
website listed below for opportunities to 
get involved.

www.peachtreecornersga.gov/CTP2016

• Intersection improvements
• Roadway widenings
• Sidewalks

• Bike facilities
• Trails
• Transit

What’s Happening?

How to Get Involved:

Community Engagement
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Table 2 - Transportation Goals Results from Community 
Meeting #1

Goal
Placed 
Dots

Identify transportation projects and policies to 
improve transportation safety

22

Prioritize asset management and maintenance of 
the existing transportation system

18

Use the City’s transportation system to maximize 
economic development opportunities

30

Make transportation decisions that improve the 
quality of life in the community

42

Consider projects that enhance and protect the 
City’s natural and cultural environment

26

Accommodate all users of transportation 17

Leverage technology as a mechanism to improve 
the transportation system

34

Facilitate east-west movements across Peachtree 
Corners

24

Other 2

PEACHTREE CORNERS
Comprehensive Transportation Plan

November 17, 2016 Public Meeting

Meeting Agenda
Tonight’s meeting will consist of a short presentation discussing the work that has already been 
done, followed by an open house in which you will be asked for your comments on the draft plan 
recommendations.

At approximately 6pm, the City of Peachtree Corners and the consultant team will give a short 
presentation that will discuss:

• Technical analysis that has been performed

• Community feeback received so far

• Project prioritization process

• Next steps in the planning process

After the presentation, all meeting attendees will be welcomed to the other room to review draft 
projects. All projects have been organized into four categories:

Major Corridor 
Improvements

Roadway Sidenings

New Roadways

 

Intersection 
Improvements

Operational Intersection 
Improvements

Intersection Safety 
Improvements

Bike and 
Pedestrian 

Improvements

Pedestrian Improvements 
(sidewalks, streetscapes)

Bike Improvements 
(bike lanes, cycle tracks)

Multi-Use Trails

Other 
Improvements

Additional Studies

Corridor Safety 
Improvements

Other Projects

Each attendant will be able to select up to three projects from each category they support the 
most and indicate them on their comment form. These comments will be used in the priortization 
process, as discussed during the presentation. If you have any additional comments on any projects, 
please indicate them on this form as well.

PEACHTREE CORNERS
Comprehensive Transportation Plan

November 17, 2016 Public Meeting
Comment Sheet

Major Corridor 
Improvements

Intersection 
Improvements

Bike and 
Pedestrian 

Improvements

Other 
Improvements

Please indicate below up to three projects from each category that you would most like to see 
completed. Please list the Project ID (e.g. CTP_01, WCR_02, TPT_21, etc.) and any additional 
comments you have about your selections or other projects.

Project 
Category

Top 
Project IDs

Additional Comments

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

Community Meetings
Community Meeting #1 was held on August 11, 2016.  
This first meeting was used to introduce and summarize 
the overall planning process.  Participants were then asked 
to indicate which transportation goals they prioritized (the 
tabulated results are shown in Table 2 below based on the 
goals developed for the plan, a process summarized on Page 
51 of this document) as well as indicate on a map locations 
where they regularly encountered transportation challenges.  
A compiled map of these locations is shown in Figure 22.  A 
detailed summary of this meeting and the input received is 
provided in Appendix C.

Community Meeting #2 was held on November 17, 2016 
to review the initial findings and recommendations of the 
plan. In addition to soliciting general comments on the 
development of the plan, meeting attendees were asked to 
identify the transportation recommendations they favored the 
most.  A summary of this meeting and the input received is 
provided in Appendix C.
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CHAPTER II: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
+ NEEDS ASSESSMENT

Figure 22 - Areas of Transportation Needs Identified as part of Community Meeting #1



35 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Online Survey
Additionally, an online survey was developed so that City 
residents and visitors could indicate their transportation 
preferences and areas with perceived need. This survey was very 
successful, with a relatively high response rate. In total, 1,243 
responses were received with respondents answering a variety 

Of particular interest, is that most survey respondents prioritized vehicular 
movements as their biggest concern.  However, when those same respondents were 
asked what their follow up concerns in the community are, addressing multi-modal 
transportation needs are shown to still be a large concern within the community.

“Sort the following priorities from the most important to you...to the least 
important to you”

of questions to help support the planning team’s understanding 
of transportation needs, community preferences, and overall 
context.  Select responses are indicated in the graphics below.  
The full survey results are provided in Appendix C. 
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CHAPTER II: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
+ NEEDS ASSESSMENT
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EVALUATION
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The transportation vision and goals for the CTP process were 
initially culled from local, regional, state, and federal goals 
isolating key words and concepts – as shown below and on 

Transportation Vision & Goals

FEDERAL - US DOT Strategic Plan (FY12-16) - Goals

• Safety - Improve public health and safety by reducing 
transportation-related fatalities and injuries

• State of Good Repair – Ensure the US proactively 
maintains critical transportation infrastructure in a state 
of good repair

• Economic Competitiveness – Promote transportation 
policies and investments that bring lasting and 
equitable economic benefits to the nation and its 
citizens

• Livable Communities – Foster livable communities 
through place-based policies and investments 
that increase transportation choices and access to 
transportation services

• Environmental Sustainability – Advance environ-
mentally sustainable policies and investments that 
reduce carbon and other harmful emissions from 
transportation sources

REGION - The Atlanta Region’s Plan (2016) Transpor-
tation-Related Goals and Supporting Action

• Maintain existing transportation system

• Improve transit and non-single occupant vehicle 
options

• Strategically expand transportation system

• Foster the application of technology

• Accessible and equitable transportation

• Support reliable movement of freight and goods

• Focus resources in areas of need

• Invest in access to a variety of housing options

• Improve quality of life at the neighborhood, city, 
county and regional levels

Comprehensive Plan (2013) – Vision & Goals

To advance Peachtree Corners as a Premier City by:

• Offering a high quality of life for residents,

• Providing a competitive environment for businesses,

• Creating a strong sense of community for all, and

• Accommodating the best opportunities to live, work, 
learn, play, and stay.

• Build and strengthen a united and family-friendly 
multicultural community

• Maintain a high-quality natural and cultural 
environment

• Integrate transportation and accessibility into 
development decisions

• Enable redevelopment and capture high-quality new 
development

• Emerge as the most desirable and advantageous 
community in the Atlanta region

Livable Centers Initiative (LCI) Plan (2015) - 
Strategies

• Address traffic issues, especially along the city’s main 
spine of Peachtree Parkway

• Facilitate more housing choices to accommodate a 
wider variety of residents, from seniors wanting to “age 
in place” to a younger workforce demanding smaller 
unit types

• Refresh & redevelop aging commercial, retail and 
especially office stock

• Amenitize & connect the district through an integrated 
trail system and network of new open spaces

• Create remarkable spaces that establish a new “center” 
of the city and are emblematic of the unique assets of 
the new City

the following page - in order to tally the number of concepts 
suggested, as shown in Table 3.
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Using this tally, the planning team and stakeholder committee worked together to develop Peachtree Corners specific goals 
(while retaining relationships to partner agencies) as indicated below.

Transportation Goals Federal State Region County
Comprehensive 

Plan LCI Total

Safety & Security 1 1     2

Maintenance/Resources 1 1 2 1   5

Economic Competitiveness 1 1 1 1 2  6

Livable Communities 1  1 1 2 1 6

Environmental Sustainability 1 1   1  3

Transportation Mode Options   1 1  1 3

Demographic Equity   1  1 1 3

Expand system/connectivity   1 1 1 1 4

Technology/”Embrace” future   1 1   2

CHAPTER III: PLAN EVALUATION

STATE - Statewide Strategic Transportation Plan 
Update (2013) – Goals

• Supporting Georgia’s economic growth and competi-
tiveness

• Ensuring safety and security

• Maximizing the value of Georgia’s assets, getting the 
most out of the existing network

• Minimize impact on the environment

COUNTY - Gwinnett County CTP (in development, 
2017) - Vision and Goals

• Improve connectivity

• Leverage the County’s transportation system to improve 
economic vitality and quality of life

• Improve safety and mobility for all people across all 
modes of travel

• Proactively embrace future transportation opportunities

• Continue to serve as responsible stewards of 
transportation resources

• Identify transportation projects and 
policies to improve transportation safety

• Prioritize asset management 
and maintenance of the existing 
transportation system

• Use the City’s transportation system 
to maximize economic development 
opportunities

• Make transportation decisions that 
improve the quality of life in the 
community

• Consider projects that enhance and 

protect the City’s natural and cultural 
environment

• Accommodate all users of 
transportation

• Leverage technology as a mechanism to 
improve the transportation system

• Facilitate east-west movements across 
Peachtree Corners

Peachtree Corners CTP Goals

Table 3 -Tally of Key Concepts in Transportation Goals



41 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Figure 23 - Major Corridor Improvements

Project Considerations
In addition to the transportation projects derived from 
previous planning efforts in Peachtree Corners, the CTP 
planning team developed several new transportation 
projects as part of the transportation needs assessment and 
in response to community feedback.  These projects focused 
on major long-term widening projects that may be necessary 
for heavily traveled corridors, operational improvements at 
intersections studied in detail, bicycle and pedestrian projects 
focused on enhancing the work already completed as part of 
the Multi-Use Trail Study, and identifying areas or issues that 

may need further study.  Tables 4 through 7 below indicate 
the entirety of projects considered by project type (Major 
Corridor Improvements, Bike and Pedestrian Improvements, 
Intersection Improvements, and Other Improvements), with 
the suffix of project IDs indicating the project’s source (for 
instance, projects listed as CTP originated as part of the 
CTP effort while projects listed as HBR originated as part of 
the Holcomb Bridge Road study).    These projects are also 
provided in Figures 23 through 26.

Major Corridor Improvement

New Roadway
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Project ID Description Category Source

CTP_01
SR 141/Peachtree Parkway Major Capacity 
Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_03
Widen Medlock Bridge Road to 4/5 lanes from SR 
141 to Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_04
Widen Spalding Drive to 4/5 lanes from SR 140/
Holcomb Bridge Road to Peachtree Corners Circle

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_05
Widen Spalding Drive to 4/5 lanes from Peachtree 
Corners Circle to SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_06
Widen Spalding Drive to 4/5 lanes from SR 141/
Peachtree Parkway to Medlock Bridge Road

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_07
Widen S. Old Peachtree Road to 4/5 lanes from 
Medlock Bridge Road to Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_08
Capacity and Safety Improvements on Peachtree 
Corners Circle from SR140/Holcomb Bridge Road 
to Spalding Drive

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_09
Capacity and Safety Improvements on Peachtree 
Corners Circle from Spalding Drive to SR 141/
Peachtree Parkway

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_27
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Capacity 
Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_43
SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Major 
Capacity Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_44
SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard/Holcomb Bridge 
Road Major Capacity Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

GDT_01 SR 141 SB Ramp Widening Major Corridor Improvement GDOT

WCR_08
Spalding Drive Improvements - Winters Chapel 
Road to SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Major Corridor Improvement/ 
Intersection/Operational 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road 
Area Study

CTP_02 Reconnect Jones Mill Road New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_10
Extend West Jones Bridge Road through Peachtree 
Corners Circle to Sun Court

New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_35 Woodhill Drive Extension New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_36 Engineering Drive Extension New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_37 Atlantic Boulevard Extension New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_38 Peachtree Corners East Extension West New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_39 Peachtree Corners East Extension North New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_40 Peachtree Corners East Extension East New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_40 Peachtree Corners East Extension East New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_40 Peachtree Corners East Extension East New Roadway Peachtree Corners CTP

Table 4 -Major Corridor Improvements
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Figure 24 - Bike and Pedestrian Improvements

Bike Improvement

Multi-Use Trail

Pedestrian Intersection Improvement Pedestrian Improvement

Multi-Use Trail/Pedestrian Improvement

Pedestrian Improvement/Bike Improvement
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CHAPTER III: PLAN EVALUATION

Project ID Description Category Source

CTP_11
Bike improvements along East Jones Bridge Road 
from end of Medlock Bridge Road to Jones Bridge 
Park

Bike Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_12
West Jones Bridge Road/Jones Bridge Circle - 
Simpsonwood Park Connecting Trail

Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_16 Jones Bridge Park Connector Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_17
Simpsonwood - Chattahoochee River 
Environmental Education Center Connector

Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_18 Simpsonwood Park - Neely Farm Connector Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_19 Simpsonwood Park - River Valley Connector Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_29 Pickneyville Park Trail Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_30
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Bush Road 
Connector

Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_31
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge 
Road Connector

Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_33
Spalding Drive Multi-Use Trail from Peachtree 
Corners Circle to Holcomb Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_34 Peachtree Corners Circle Multi-Use Trail Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_41 Lou Ivy Road Trail Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_45 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Northside Trail Multi-Use Trail Peachtree Corners CTP

GGP_01
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge 
to Simpsonwood

Multi-Use Trail Gwinnett Greenways Plan

GGP_02
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Simpsonwood to 
Jones Bridge

Multi-Use Trail Gwinnett Greenways Plan

GGP_03
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Jones Bridge to 
Medlock Bridge

Multi-Use Trail Gwinnett Greenways Plan

GGP_04
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Medlock Bridge 
to Berkley Lake

Multi-Use Trail Gwinnett Greenways Plan

HBR_01
Crooked Creek Trail from Spalding Drive to 
Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail HBR Study

HBR_02
Peachtree Corners Circle Trail from Holcomb 
Bridge Road to Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Multi-Use Trail HBR Study

HBR_03
Gas easment trail connecting Crooked Creek 
Trail to intersection of Holcomb Bridge Road and 
Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail HBR Study

HBR_04
Crooked Creek Trail from Peachtree Corners Circle 
to intersection of Holcomb Bridge Road and 
Peachtree Parkway

Multi-Use Trail HBR Study

LCI_01
Connecting Trail from Peachtree Corners Circle to 
Medlock Bridge adjacent to water feature

Multi-Use Trail LCI Study

LCI_02
Multi-Use Trail connecting Peachtree Parkway to 
the Corners Parkway via alleys, easments, and 
creekbeds

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_03
Gas easment trail from The Corners Parkway east 
past Parkway Lane

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

Table 5 -Bike and Pedestrian Improvements
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Table 5 continued -Bike and Pedestrian Improvements

LCI_04
Gas easment trail from Peachtree Corners Circle 
east to The Corners Parkway

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study, Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trails Study, & HBR 
Study

LCI_05
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easment trail 
north of Peachtree Parkway

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_06
Trail from west of Peachtree Parkway to Medlock 
Bridge along gas easment, waterways, and other 
buffers

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_07
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree 
Industrial Boulevard along Technology Parkway 
South and buffer areas between buildings

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_08
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree 
Industrial Boulevard along Saturn Court, private 
roadways, and buffer areas between buildings

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_09
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easment trail 
north of Peachtree Parkway via waterways and Sun 
Court

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_10
Connecting trail between Spalding Drive and 
LCI_08

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_11
Trail along northern boundary of Wesleyan campus 
using Technology Parkway and adjacent creekbed

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_12
Trail connecting intersection of Peachtree Corners 
Circle with West Jones Bridge Road to Spalding 
Drive

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_13
Trail along buffer space and local waterways 
connecting Spalding Drive near Post Office with 
Forum

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_14
Multi-Use Trail near the Forum and Town Center, 
including a grade-separated crossing of Peachtree 
Parkway

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_15 Jay Bird Alley multi-use trail Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_16 Technology Parkway multi-use trail west Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_17 Technology Parkway multi-use trail east Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_18
Spalding Drive multi-use trail from Peachtree 
Parkway to Medlock Brige Road

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_19
Spalding Drive Trail from east of Engineering Drive 
to Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_20
Spalding Drive Trail from east of Engineering Drive 
to Peachtree Parkway

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_21
Trail along north side of Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard from Technology Parkway South to 
Medlock Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

Project ID Description Category Source
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Table 5 continued -Bike and Pedestrian Improvements

CHAPTER III: PLAN EVALUATION

LCI_22
Multi-use trail along south side of Peachtree 
Corners Circle from Jay Bird Alley to West Jones 
Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_23
Multi-use trail along north side of Peachtree 
Corners Circle from West Jones Bridge Road to 
Medlock Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

LCI_24 Connecting trail from LCI_01 to Spalding Drive Multi-Use Trail
LCI Study & Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

TPT_01
Creekbed multi-use trail from LCI_02 to gas 
easment trails

Multi-Use Trail
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail 
Study

TPT_02
Trail in buffer areas around buildings from LCI_09 
just north of Engineering Drive to Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail 
Study

WCR_09 Winters Chapel Trail and Sidewalk Improvements
Multi-Use Trail/
Pedestrian 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

HBR_06
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, 
Spalding Drive to Peachtree Corners Circle

Pedestrian 
Improvement

HBR Study

HBR_07
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, 
Peachtree Corners Circle to SR 141/Peachtree 
Industrial Boulevard

Pedestrian 
Improvement

HBR Study

LCI_25
Technology Parkway "Innovation District" 
Streetscape

Pedestrian 
Improvement

LCI Study

LCI_26
Peachtree Parkway at Peachtree Corners Circle 
Signal Retiming and Pedestrian Refuge

Pedestrian 
Improvement

LCI Study

CTP_28 Bush Road Bike/Ped Improvements
Pedestrian 
Improvement/Bike 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Project ID Description Category Source
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Figure 25 - Intersection Improvements

Intersection Safety Improvement

Operational Intersection Improvement
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Project ID Description Category Source

CTP_23
SR 141/Peachtree Parkway at Jay Bird Alley/
Technology Parkway Lane Alignment

Intersection Safety Improvement Peachtree Corners CTP

GDT_02
Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB Intersection 
Improvements

Intersection Safety Improvement GDOT

LCI_27 Align Forum/Ingles Driveways Intersection Safety Improvement LCI Study

LCI_29
Spalding Drive at Peachtree Parkway Left Turn 
Lane Extension

Intersection Safety Improvement LCI Study, GDOT

LCI_30
Woodhill Drive on Peachtree Parkway Left Turn 
Guides

Intersection Safety Improvement LCI Study

CTP_21
Technology Parkway at Technology Parkway 
South Roundabout

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_22
Medlock Bridge Road at Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_24
Peachtree Corners Circle at Spalding Drive 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_25
S. Old Peachtree Road at Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

CTP_26
Medlock Bridge Road at Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

GDT_03
Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners 
Circle Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

GDOT

HBR_10
Spalding Dr at Holcomb Bridge Rd Intersection 
Improvements

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

HBR Study

MBR_01
Medlock Bridge Road and Peachtree Corners 
Circle Roundabout

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

PTC Circle at Medlock 
Bridge Rd Concept Report

WCR_04
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel 
Road Intersection Improvement (NBL Turn Lane)

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road 
Area Study

WCR_05
Winters Chapel Road and Spalding Drive 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road 
Area Study

WCR_06
Winters Chapel Road and Sumac Drive 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road 
Area Study

WCR_07
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel 
Road Intersection Improvement (Roundabout)

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

Winters Chapel Road 
Area Study

Table 6 -Intersection Improvements
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Figure 26- Other Improvements

Additional Study

Other

Additional Study

Corridor Safety Improvement

Other
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Project ID Description Category Source Notes

CTP_32

Holcomb Bridge Road at 
Spalding Drive and River 
Exchange Drive/Station Mill 
Drive Improvements

Additional 
Study

Peachtree 
Corners CTP

Study additional lanes and/or innovative 
operational and safety improvements to improve 
section of Holcomb Bridge Road between 
Spalding Drive and River Exchange Drive/Station 
Mill Drive; may include encouraging indirect 
lefts away from Spalding Drive onto River 
Exhchange Drive

CTP_42
Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Access Study

Additional 
Study

Peachtree 
Corners CTP

Perform detailed study for freeway access points 
on SR 141 and SR 141 Connectors (Winters 
Chapel Road, Peachtree Corners Circle, Jimmy 
Carter Boulevard, etc.)

HBR_11
Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB 
Intersection Improvements

Additional 
Study

HBR Study Study and implement innovative improvement

WCR_02
Restripe Winters Chapel 
Road with Two-Way Left Turn 
Lane

Corridor 
Safety 
Improvement

Winters 
Chapel Road 
Area Study

Re-stripe Winters Chapel Road between Peeler 
Road and Winter Rose Court to include a 
Two-Way Left Turn Lane

CTP_20
Norcross Bike and Pedestrian 
Connectivitiy

Other
Peachtree 
Corners CTP

Coordinate with the City of Norcross to enhance 
bike and pedestrian connectivity to Downtown 
Norcross

HBR_05 Deerings Lane Access Other HBR Study
New access to Holcomb Bridge Road for 
Deerings Lane community

LCI_31
Peachtree Parkway SB 
Directional Signage

Other LCI Study
Overhead signage in advance of SR 141 and SR 
140 split on Ptree Pkwy SB between Woodhill 
Dr. and Holcomb Bridge Road

LCI_32
Peachtree Parkway NB 
Advance Warning Signage

Other LCI Study
Advance warning signage of signal of Peachtree 
Parkway at HBR on 141 NB

WCR_01
Winters Chapel Road 
Reflective Pavement Markers

Other
Winters 
Chapel Road 
Area Study

Install and maintain RPMs throughout corridor

Table 7 -Other Improvements
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A prioritization process was developed to reflect the two main sources of evaluation criteria for the project considerations: (1) 
Analysis and Data and (2) Community Engagement.  As indicated below, five criteria under these two sources were developed 
so that the overall weights reflected 50% of the prioritization reflecting Analysis and Data and the other 50% reflecting 
Community Engagement.

The following section summarizes the considerations of this prioritization process.  For a more detailed summary, please see 
Appendix C.

Prioritization Process

Technical Analysis
The technical analysis considerations derive entirely from technical data.  Depending on the project type, the analysis was 
developed from the travel demand model analysis (documented in the Major Roadway Assessment on Page 19), the intersection 
analysis (documented on Page 21), the safety analysis (documented on Page 24), or the bicycle and pedestrian suitability 
analysis (documented on Page 25). Please note that for project classification purposes, the projects listed as Safety Improvements 
below are actually indicated as Intersection Improvements – however, the separate analysis indicated was used to evaluate the 
project’s specific ability to address safety issues as safety was the driving force in conceiving these projects.
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Feasibility Analysis
The feasibility analysis was developed to help articulate the likely challenges that may be encountered in implementing each 
project.

CHAPTER III: PLAN EVALUATION

Project Type Preference
This analysis reflects the stated project type preferences from the Online Survey results (documented on Page 35).  The weights 
for each of the categories are derived directly from these survey results.
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Ability to Support CTP Goals
This analysis reflects how successful each of the projects are addressing the CTP goals (which were stated previously on Page 
40).  The weighting for each of the goals is related directly to community input received at the first Community Meeting, as 
documented previously on Page 33.

Public Support
This analysis reflects directly the community input received at the first Community Meeting, where attendees were asked to 
indicate on a map where transportation needs existed, a process previously documented on Page 33.  This analysis also reflects 
the support for individual projects received by the community at the second Community Meeting.  This process was previously 
documented on Page 34. 

Please note that the top priority project in each category may not necessary reflect the timing of how and when 
projects should be implemented.  Rather, the priority reflects how important each project is through the year 2040. 

The actual timing and implementation of projects is heavily influenced by financial commitments already made 
by the city, the ease of implementation, available funding, and future opportunities that may make some projects 

easier to implement than others.

A proposed implementation plan is included in Chapter 4 starting on Page 64.
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Project Evaluation
Using the prioritization process, the transportation projects were evaluated for their ability to meet the various transportation 
needs, feasibility, overall goals, and community support criteria developed.  Tables 8 through 10 below indicate the overall 
priority for the individual transportation projects sorted by category (Major Corridor Improvements, Bike and Pedestrian 
Improvements, Intersection Improvements, and Other Improvements). 
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CTP_04
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - Western 
Segment

7.25 5.00 9.00 2.00 9.00 70.88

GDT_01 SR 141 SB Ramp Widening 5.75 9.50 6.00 2.00 9.00 69.38

CTP_01 SR 141/Peachtree Parkway Major Capacity Improvement 5.25 8.50 6.00 2.00 10.00 69.13

CTP_03 Widen Medlock Bridge Road 6.75 6.00 9.00 3.00 8.00 68.63

CTP_27 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Capacity Improvement 5.50 8.00 9.00 3.00 7.50 65.75

CTP_06
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - East 
Central Segment

5.75 5.00 7.00 3.00 8.00 61.63

CTP_05
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - West 
Central Segment

5.25 4.50 7.00 3.00 8.00 59.13

CTP_44
SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard/Holcomb Bridge Road 
Major Capacity Improvement

6.00 3.00 9.00 2.00 7.50 59.00

CTP_08
Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity and Safety 
Improvements - Southwestern Segment

4.75 6.00 9.00 2.00 6.50 56.13

CTP_02 Reconnect Jones Mill Road 4.25 10.00 9.00 3.00 3.50 52.38

CTP_43
SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Major Capacity 
Improvement

3.50 3.00 9.00 2.00 8.00 51.75

CTP_10 West Jones Bridge Road Extension 4.25 3.50 9.00 9.00 4.50 51.63

CTP_09
Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity and Safety 
Improvements - Northeastern Segment

4.25 5.50 7.00 3.00 6.00 51.13

CTP_35 Woodhill Drive Extension 6.00 3.50 9.00 9.00 1.50 48.75

CTP_39 Peachtree Corners East Extension North 4.00 3.00 9.00 9.00 4.00 48.50

CTP_40 Peachtree Corners East Extension East 3.50 3.00 9.00 9.00 4.00 46.75

CTP_36 Engineering Drive Extension 5.25 4.50 9.00 10.00 0.50 45.63

CTP_07
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - Eastern 
Segment

5.00 5.50 9.00 2.00 2.50 44.25

CTP_38 Peachtree Corners East Extension West 3.50 3.00 9.00 9.00 0.50 36.25

CTP_37 Atlantic Boulevard Extension 3.50 3.00 10.00 9.00 0.00 35.75

Table 8 - Major Corridor Improvements by Prioritization Score
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HBR_04 Crooked Creek Trail South 6.75 6.00 3.00 8.00 7.00 64.63

HBR_07
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, 
Peachtree Corners Circle to SR 141/Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard

6.25 5.00 5.00 5.00 7.00 60.38

CTP_11 East Jones Bridge Road Bike Improvement 4.00 9.00 0.00 6.00 8.50 59.00

HBR_06
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, Spalding 
Drive to Peachtree Corners Circle

4.75 7.50 5.00 5.00 7.00 58.88

LCI_28
Medlock Bridge Road at East Jones Bridge Road Pedestrian 
Retiming

8.25 7.50 0.00 6.00 4.00 58.13

LCI_14
Multi-Use Trail near the Forum and Town Center, 
including a grade-separated crossing of Peachtree Parkway

5.50 5.50 3.00 9.00 6.00 57.50

HBR_09
Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB NB Intersection 
Improvements

6.75 9.00 6.00 9.00 1.50 56.63

HBR_08
Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB SB Intersection 
Improvements

6.75 8.50 6.00 9.00 1.50 55.88

LCI_02
Multi-Use Trail connecting Peachtree Parkway to the 
Corners Parkway via alleys, easements, and creekbeds

6.50 4.50 3.00 8.00 5.00 55.50

LCI_13
Trail along buffer space and local waterways connecting 
Spalding Drive near Post Office with Forum

6.00 3.50 3.00 8.00 6.00 55.25

CTP_33
Spalding Drive Multi-Use Trail from Peachtree Corners 
Circle to Holcomb Bridge Road

4.00 5.50 5.00 5.00 7.50 54.75

LCI_21
Trail along Peachtree Industrial Boulevard from 
Technology Parkway South to Medlock Bridge Road

5.25 8.00 5.00 5.00 4.50 53.88

HBR_03
Gas Easement Trail - Crooked Creek to Holcomb Bridge 
Road

5.50 3.50 3.00 8.00 6.00 53.50

HBR_01
Crooked Creek Trail from Spalding Drive to Peachtree 
Corners Circle

4.00 6.50 3.00 8.00 6.00 52.75

LCI_18 Spalding Drive Trail East 5.00 3.00 5.00 6.00 6.50 52.50

LCI_22
Multi-use trail along Peachtree Corners Circle from Jay 
Bird Alley to West Jones Bridge Road

4.75 7.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 52.13

CTP_19 Simpsonwood Park - River Valley Connector 6.75 4.50 3.00 8.00 3.50 51.88

LCI_04
Gas Easement Trail - Holcomb Bridge Road to The Corners 
Parkway

4.75 4.00 3.00 8.00 6.00 51.63

LCI_23
Multi-use trail along north side of Peachtree Corners 
Circle from West Jones Bridge Road to Medlock Bridge 
Road

4.75 4.00 5.00 6.00 6.00 51.63

CTP_34 Peachtree Corners Circle Multi-Use Trail 4.75 6.50 5.00 5.00 5.00 51.38

CTP_31
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge Road 
Connector

3.50 8.00 5.00 8.00 4.50 50.75

Table 9 - Bike and Pedestrian Improvements by Prioritization Score
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Table 9 continued - Bike and Pedestrian Improvements by Prioritization Score

LCI_26
Peachtree Parkway at Peachtree Corners Circle Signal 
Retiming and Pedestrian Refuge

7.00 7.50 0.00 6.00 3.00 50.75

CTP_12
West Jones Bridge Road/Jones Bridge Circle - 
Simpsonwood Park Connecting Trail

5.50 9.00 3.00 5.00 3.00 49.75

LCI_25 Technology Parkway "Innovation District" Streetscape 3.75 7.00 5.00 6.00 5.00 49.63

GGP_01
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge to 
Simpsonwood

3.50 7.50 3.00 8.00 5.00 49.50

LCI_19 Spalding Drive Trail Center 5.25 3.50 5.00 5.00 5.00 48.63

CTP_28 Bush Road Bike/Ped Improvements 1.25 8.50 7.00 5.00 6.50 48.63

LCI_06
Gas Easement Trail - Peachtree parkway to Medlock 
Bridge Road

3.00 5.50 3.00 9.00 5.50 47.25

HBR_02
Peachtree Corners Circle Trail from Holcomb Bridge Road 
to Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

5.25 5.50 5.00 5.00 3.00 45.63

LCI_03
Gas Easement Trail - The Corners Parkway to east of 
Parkway Lane

4.00 6.00 3.00 8.00 3.50 44.50

LCI_10 Connecting trail between Spalding Drive and LCI_08 5.00 6.00 3.00 5.00 3.00 43.50

LCI_20
Spalding Drive Trail from east of Engineering Drive to 
Peachtree Parkway

4.50 3.50 5.00 6.00 3.50 42.50

LCI_01 Town Center Southeast Connector 3.50 3.50 3.00 8.00 4.50 42.00

LCI_17 Technology Parkway multi-use trail east 4.50 6.50 5.00 5.00 2.00 41.50

CTP_41 Lou Ivy Road Trail 4.00 7.50 5.00 5.00 2.00 41.25

LCI_09
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easement trail 
north of Peachtree Parkway via waterways and Sun Court

4.75 4.00 3.00 8.00 2.50 41.13

LCI_15 Jay Bird Alley multi-use trail 3.25 7.50 5.00 6.00 2.50 41.13

LCI_11 Wesleyan Campus Trail 4.50 7.50 3.00 5.00 2.00 41.00

GGP_02
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Simpsonwood to Jones 
Bridge

3.75 6.00 3.00 8.00 2.50 40.63

LCI_12 West Jones Bridge extension trail 6.00 2.50 3.00 8.00 1.50 40.25

TPT_01
Creekbed multi-use trail from LCI_02 to gas easement 
trails

4.50 5.50 3.00 8.00 1.50 39.50

CTP_17
Simpsonwood - Chattahoochee River Environmental 
Education Center Connector

4.00 3.50 3.00 8.00 3.00 39.25

CTP_18 Simpsonwood Park - Neely Farm Connector 4.00 4.50 3.00 8.00 2.50 39.25

LCI_24 Spalding Terrace Trail 4.00 8.00 3.00 5.00 1.50 38.50

TPT_02
Trail in buffer areas around buildings from LCI_09 just 
north of Engineering Drive to Spalding Drive

5.25 4.50 3.00 5.00 1.50 37.63
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LCI_08
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard along Saturn Court, private roadways, and 
buffer areas between buildings

3.75 4.00 3.00 5.00 3.00 36.13

LCI_07
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard along Technology Parkway South and buffer 
areas between buildings

3.25 4.00 3.00 8.00 2.50 35.88

LCI_05
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easement trail 
north of Peachtree Parkway

3.50 5.00 3.00 8.00 1.50 35.25

CTP_45 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Northside Trail 3.50 2.50 5.00 5.00 3.00 35.00

LCI_16 Technology Parkway multi-use trail west 2.50 6.50 5.00 5.00 2.00 34.50

GGP_03
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Jones Bridge to Medlock 
Bridge

1.75 7.00 3.00 9.00 1.50 33.13

CTP_30 Chattahoochee River Greenway - Bush Road Connector 0.50 6.50 3.00 8.00 3.50 33.00

GGP_04
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Medlock Bridge to 
Berkley Lake

1.50 7.00 3.00 9.00 1.50 32.25

WCR_09 Winters Chapel Trail and Sidewalk Improvements 3.00 4.00 5.00 0.00 3.00 30.50

CTP_16 Jones Bridge Park Connector 3.50 3.50 3.00 8.00 0.00 28.50

Table 9 continued - Bike and Pedestrian Improvements by Prioritization Score
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GDT_02 Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB Intersection Improvements 8.67 8.50 9.00 0.00 7.00 73.08

WCR_05
Winters Chapel Road and Spalding Drive Intersection 
Improvement

5.67 9.00 9.00 2.00 6.00 62.33

GDT_03
Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners Circle 
Intersection Improvement

6.67 4.50 9.00 2.00 6.50 60.58

HBR_10
Spalding Drive at Holcomb Bridge Rd Intersection 
Improvements

4.67 5.00 9.00 2.00 8.50 60.33

MBR_01
Medlock Bridge Road and Peachtree Corners Circle 
Roundabout

6.00 7.00 7.00 3.00 6.00 59.50

WCR_04
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel Road 
Intersection Improvement (NBL Turn Lane)

6.67 9.50 9.00 2.00 3.00 57.58

WCR_07
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel Road 
Intersection Improvement (Roundabout)

7.00 6.00 9.00 3.00 2.50 53.00

CTP_23 Jay Bird Alley/Technology Parkway Lane Alignment 4.00 6.50 7.00 2.00 5.50 49.25

CTP_22
Medlock Bridge Road at Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree 
Road Intersection Improvement

4.33 7.50 7.00 2.00 4.50 48.92

CTP_26
Medlock Bridge Road at Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Intersection Improvement

3.00 5.50 9.00 2.00 5.50 46.25

LCI_30 Woodhill Drive on Peachtree Parkway Left Turn Guides 5.33 10.00 0.00 0.00 4.00 45.67

LCI_29
Spalding Drive at Peachtree Parkway Left Turn Lane 
Extension

4.00 6.00 0.00 0.00 7.50 45.50

LCI_27 Align Forum/Ingles Driveways 2.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 8.50 44.50

CTP_25
S. Old Peachtree Road at Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Intersection Improvement

3.67 5.50 9.00 2.00 4.00 44.08

CTP_24
Peachtree Corners Circle at Spalding Drive Intersection 
Improvement

2.00 3.50 7.00 2.00 6.50 40.75

WCR_06
Winters Chapel Road and Sumac Drive Intersection 
Improvement

5.00 6.50 7.00 2.00 0.00 36.25

CTP_21
Technology Parkway at Technology Parkway South 
Roundabout

1.00 6.50 7.00 3.00 3.00 32.25

Table 9 - Intersection Improvements by Prioritization Score
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HBR_11 Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB Intersection Improvements 0.00 10.00 9.00 3.00 8.00 51.00

WCR_02
Restripe Winters Chapel Road with Two-Way Left Turn 
Lane

6.00 9.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 49.50

CTP_32
Holcomb Bridge Road at Spalding Drive and River 
Exchange Drive/Station Mill Drive Improvements

0.00 6.00 9.00 3.00 9.00 48.00

LCI_31 Peachtree Parkway SB Directional Signage 0.00 10.00 6.00 0.00 7.50 43.50

LCI_32 Peachtree Parkway NB Advance Warning Signage 0.00 9.50 6.00 0.00 7.50 42.75

CTP_42 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Access Study 0.00 10.00 0.00 2.00 8.50 42.50

CTP_20 Norcross Bike and Pedestrian Connectivity 0.00 10.00 7.00 0.00 5.50 38.50

WCR_01 Winters Chapel Road Reflective Pavement Markers 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 5.50 31.50

HBR_05 Deerings Lane Access 0.00 1.50 0.00 0.00 8.00 26.25

Table 10 - Intersection Improvements by Prioritization Score
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CHAPTER III: PLAN EVALUATION





CONCLUSIONS
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Plan Performance
If the entire plan were to be implemented, the City of Peachtree Corners would see significant improvements in a variety of 
transportation metrics.

The implementation of the major corridor proposed widening and new roadway projects would result in the addition of 
approximately 43 additional lane miles of capacity in the community.

Similarly implementation of the recommended intersection operational improvements would significantly decrease the amount 
of delay at these various choke points in the community.  Table 11 below compares the LOS and the average reduction in delay 
experienced at each studied intersection comparing the years and scenarios of 2015, a 2040 Do Nothing scenario, and a 2040 
scenario in which the intersection recommendations are implemented.

Finally, the implementation of the bicycle and pedestrian projects would increase the number of miles of trails in the community 
from 6 miles to 37 miles.  Furthermore, the implementation would result in 87.8 percent of the top quartile of community miles 
from the bicycle and pedestrian suitability analysis being served by appropriate facilities, compared to only 81.4 percent today.
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Medlock Bridge Road and Spalding 
Drive/S Old Peachtree Road

34 C 80 E 75 F -5 46 D 123 F 87 F -36.1

Technology Parkway at Technology 
Parkway South

14 B 22 C 14 B -8 36 E 41 E 15 B -26.1

Winters Chapel Road at Spalding 
Drive

44 D 118 F 87 F -31 145 F 263 F 135 F -128.7

Winters Chapel Road at Dunwoody 
Club Drive

42 D 790 F 98 F -692 36 D 126 F 65 E -61.0

Winters Chapel Road at Sumac Drive 73 F 504 F 472 F -32 59 F 379 F 335 F -44.4

Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree 
Corners Circle

66 E 194 F 116 F -78 50 D 140 F 88 F -51.6

Holcomb Bridge Road at Spalding 
Drive

51 D 120 F 115 F -5 76 E 150 F 138 F -12.4

Medlock Bridge Road at Peachtree 
Corners Circle

18 C 43 E 11 B -33 678 F 2727 F 71 F -2656.4

Table 11 - Delay and LOS of Selected Intersections in No Build and Improved Conditions
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Implementation Plan
Implantation of the entire plan will require significant 
coordination and cooperation with local, state, and federal 
partners.  The prioritization analysis presented previously 
on pages 51 through 59 is intended to help the community 
understand the relative merits of each of the transportation 
projects when compared to each other.  However, the actual 
implementation and phasing of improvements is a slightly 
different consideration, where those projects that are easy 
to implement, have already undergone significant study 
and/or design, or may simply be inexpensive need to be 
considered beyond just their prioritization score.  Conversely, 
there are projects that may eventually be of great need to the 
community, but have not undergone the years-long scrutiny of 
more detailed analysis to understand environmental impacts, 
detailed traffic analysis, and/or vetting through significant 
design work.

As a result, the plan is divided into three elements for 
implementation consideration:

Short-Term Projects (2017-2021): these projects consist of 
those where construction is imminent, significant design and 
detailed study has taken place, and/or financial commitments 
have been made by the City and/or other transportation 
partners.  This category also includes projects that are 
anticipated to have relatively minimal complexity and/or 
financial commitment in order to implement.

Mid-Term Projects (2022-2031): These projects are relatively 
more complex or not as far along in the life cycle of 
implementing a transportation project but are also not likely to 
include particularly challenging barriers to implementation, 
including the need for significant right of way or reliance on 
possible state or federal funds.

Long Term Projects (2032-2040+): These consist of the 
remaining projects that are likely to require significant and 
ongoing study and coordination with and funding assistance 
from other agencies in order to implement.  In short, these 
are the most challenging projects and generally consist of 
major road widenings and new location roadways.

Tables 12 through 14 and Figures 27 through 29 present the 
various projects and their identification as either a likely 
short-term, mid-term, or long-term endeavor.  In the tables, 
the projects are sorted by type and prioritization score to assist 
City leaders and decision makers in understanding the relative 
merits of each of the projects within each implementation 
category.  The remaining pages of the plan, starting on page 
73, include detailed cut sheets for all of the recommended 
projects including a summary of the prioritization score and 
planning-level cost estimates.

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

It should be noted that implementation of 
the high priority (but later phased) projects 

will likely require initial investments in 
study and preliminary engineering in 

earlier phases of the plan.  In short, for 
a major transportation widening to be 

constructed in the early 2030s (effectively 
in the long-term phase of the plan), 

initial investments will likely need to be 
considered in just the next few years.
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Figure 27 - Short Term Improvements
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Table 12 - Short Term Improvements

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

GDT_01* SR 141 SB Ramp Widening Major Corridor Improvement 69.38

WCR_05*
Winters Chapel Road and Spalding Drive 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

62.33

MBR_01*
Medlock Bridge Road and Peachtree Corners Circle 
Roundabout

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

59.50

WCR_04
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel Road 
Intersection Improvement (NBL Turn Lane)

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

57.58

LCI_14
Multi-Use Trail near the Forum and Town Center, 
including a grade-separated crossing of Peachtree 
Parkway

Multi-Use Trail 57.50

HBR_09
Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB NB Intersection 
Improvements

Pedestrian Improvement/
Operational Improvement

56.63

HBR_08
Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB SB Intersection 
Improvements

Pedestrian Improvement/
Operational Improvement

55.88

LCI_21
Trail along Peachtree Industrial Boulevard from 
Technology Parkway South to Medlock Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 53.88

LCI_22
Multi-use trail along Peachtree Corners Circle from 
Jay Bird Alley to West Jones Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 52.13

HBR_11 Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB Intersection Improvements Additional Study 51.00

CTP_31
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge 
Road Connector

Multi-Use Trail 50.75

CTP_22
Medlock Bridge Road at Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

48.92

CTP_32
Holcomb Bridge Road at Spalding Drive and River 
Exchange Drive/Station Mill Drive Improvements

Additional Study 48.00

LCI_30
Woodhill Drive on Peachtree Parkway Left Turn 
Guides

Intersection Safety 
Improvement

45.67

LCI_27 Align Forum/Ingles Driveways
Intersection Safety 
Improvement

44.50

LCI_31 Peachtree Parkway SB Directional Signage Other 43.50

LCI_32 Peachtree Parkway NB Advance Warning Signage Other 42.75

CTP_42 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Access Study Additional Study 42.50

LCI_17 Technology Parkway multi-use trail east Multi-Use Trail 41.50

CTP_41 Lou Ivy Road Trail Multi-Use Trail 41.25

LCI_11 Wesleyan Campus Trail Multi-Use Trail 41.00

CTP_20 Norcross Bike and Pedestrian Connectivity Other 38.50

LCI_24 Spalding Terrace Trail Multi-Use Trail 38.50

LCI_16 Technology Parkway multi-use trail west Multi-Use Trail 34.50

GGP_04
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Medlock Bridge 
to Berkley Lake

Multi-Use Trail 32.25

WCR_01 Winters Chapel Road Reflective Pavement Markers Other 31.50

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)
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Figure 28 - Mid-Term Improvements
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Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

GDT_02 Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB Intersection Improvements
Intersection Safety 
Improvement

73.08

HBR_04 Crooked Creek Trail South Multi-Use Trail 64.63

GDT_03*
Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners Circle 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

60.58

HBR_07*
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, 
Peachtree Corners Circle to SR 141/Peachtree 
Industrial Boulevard

Pedestrian Improvement 60.38

HBR_10
Spalding Drive at Holcomb Bridge Rd Intersection 
Improvements

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

60.33

CTP_11 East Jones Bridge Road Bike Improvement Bike Improvement 59.00

HBR_06
Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian Improvements, 
Spalding Drive to Peachtree Corners Circle

Pedestrian Improvement 58.88

LCI_28
Medlock Bridge Road at East Jones Bridge Road 
Pedestrian Retiming

Pedestrian Improvement/
Operational Improvement

58.13

LCI_02
Multi-Use Trail connecting Peachtree Parkway to 
the Corners Parkway via alleys, easements, and 
creekbeds

Multi-Use Trail 55.50

CTP_33
Spalding Drive Multi-Use Trail from Peachtree 
Corners Circle to Holcomb Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 54.75

WCR_07
Dunwoody Club Drive and Winters Chapel Road 
Intersection Improvement (Roundabout)

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

53.00

HBR_01
Crooked Creek Trail from Spalding Drive to 
Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail 52.75

CTP_02 Reconnect Jones Mill Road New Roadway 52.38

CTP_19 Simpsonwood Park - River Valley Connector Multi-Use Trail 51.88

LCI_04
Gas Easement Trail - Holcomb Bridge Road to The 
Corners Parkway

Multi-Use Trail 51.63

LCI_23
Multi-use trail along north side of Peachtree Corners 
Circle from West Jones Bridge Road to Medlock 
Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 51.63

CTP_34 Peachtree Corners Circle Multi-Use Trail Multi-Use Trail 51.38

LCI_26
Peachtree Parkway at Peachtree Corners Circle 
Signal Retiming and Pedestrian Refuge

Pedestrian Improvement 50.75

CTP_12
West Jones Bridge Road/Jones Bridge Circle - 
Simpsonwood Park Connecting Trail

Multi-Use Trail 49.75

LCI_25*
Technology Parkway "Innovation District" 
Streetscape

Pedestrian Improvement 49.63

GGP_01
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Holcomb Bridge 
to Simpsonwood

Multi-Use Trail 49.50

WCR_02
Restripe Winters Chapel Road with Two-Way Left 
Turn Lane

Corridor Safety Improvement 49.50

CTP_23 Jay Bird Alley/Technology Parkway Lane Alignment
Intersection Safety 
Improvement

49.25

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS
Table 13 - Mid-Term Improvements

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)
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CTP_28 Bush Road Bike/Ped Improvements
Pedestrian Improvement/Bike 
Improvement

48.63

LCI_06
Gas Easement Trail - Peachtree parkway to Medlock 
Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 47.25

CTP_26
Medlock Bridge Road at Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

46.25

HBR_02
Peachtree Corners Circle Trail from Holcomb Bridge 
Road to Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Multi-Use Trail 45.63

LCI_29
Spalding Drive at Peachtree Parkway Left Turn Lane 
Extension

Intersection Safety 
Improvement

45.50

LCI_03
Gas Easement Trail - The Corners Parkway to east of 
Parkway Lane

Multi-Use Trail 44.50

CTP_25
S. Old Peachtree Road at Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

44.08

LCI_10
Connecting trail between Spalding Drive and 
LCI_08

Multi-Use Trail 43.50

LCI_09
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easement 
trail north of Peachtree Parkway via waterways and 
Sun Court

Multi-Use Trail 41.13

LCI_15 Jay Bird Alley multi-use trail Multi-Use Trail 41.13

CTP_24
Peachtree Corners Circle at Spalding Drive 
Intersection Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

40.75

GGP_02
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Simpsonwood to 
Jones Bridge

Multi-Use Trail 40.63

TPT_01
Creekbed multi-use trail from LCI_02 to gas 
easement trails

Multi-Use Trail 39.50

CTP_18 Simpsonwood Park - Neely Farm Connector Multi-Use Trail 39.25

TPT_02
Trail in buffer areas around buildings from LCI_09 
just north of Engineering Drive to Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail 37.63

WCR_06
Winters Chapel Road and Sumac Drive Intersection 
Improvement

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

36.25

LCI_08
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard along Saturn Court, private roadways, 
and buffer areas between buildings

Multi-Use Trail 36.13

LCI_07
Trail from Peachtree Parkway to Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard along Technology Parkway South and 
buffer areas between buildings

Multi-Use Trail 35.88

LCI_05
Trail connecting Spalding Drive to gas easement 
trail north of Peachtree Parkway

Multi-Use Trail 35.25

Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

Table 13 continued- Mid-Term Improvements

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)
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GGP_03
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Jones Bridge to 
Medlock Bridge

Multi-Use Trail 33.13

CTP_30
Chattahoochee River Greenway - Bush Road 
Connector

Multi-Use Trail 33.00

CTP_21
Technology Parkway at Technology Parkway South 
Roundabout

Operational Intersection 
Improvement

32.25

WCR_09* Winters Chapel Trail and Sidewalk Improvements
Multi-Use Trail/Pedestrian 
Improvement

30.50

Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS
Table 13 continued- Mid-Term Improvements

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)



71 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Figure 29 - Long Term Improvements
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Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

CTP_04
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - 
Western Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 70.88

CTP_01
SR 141/Peachtree Parkway Major Capacity 
Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement 69.13

CTP_03 Widen Medlock Bridge Road Major Corridor Improvement 68.63

CTP_27
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Capacity 
Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement 65.75

WCR_08*
Spalding Drive Improvements - Winters Chapel 
Road to SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Major Corridor Improvement/ 
Intersection/Operational 
Improvement

61.75

CTP_06
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - East 
Central Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 61.63

CTP_05
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - 
West Central Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 59.13

CTP_44
SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard/Holcomb Bridge 
Road Major Capacity Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement 59.00

CTP_08
Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity and Safety 
Improvements - Southwestern Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 56.13

LCI_13
Trail along buffer space and local waterways 
connecting Spalding Drive near Post Office with 
Forum

Multi-Use Trail 55.25

HBR_03
Gas Easement Trail - Crooked Creek to Holcomb 
Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail 53.50

LCI_18 Spalding Drive Trail East Multi-Use Trail 52.50

CTP_43
SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Major 
Capacity Improvement

Major Corridor Improvement 51.75

CTP_10 West Jones Bridge Road Extension New Roadway 51.63

CTP_09
Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity and Safety 
Improvements - Northeastern Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 51.13

CTP_35 Woodhill Drive Extension New Roadway 48.75

LCI_19 Spalding Drive Trail Center Multi-Use Trail 48.63

CTP_39 Peachtree Corners East Extension North New Roadway 48.50

CTP_40 Peachtree Corners East Extension East New Roadway 46.75

CTP_36 Engineering Drive Extension New Roadway 45.63

CTP_07
Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road - 
Eastern Segment

Major Corridor Improvement 44.25

LCI_20
Spalding Drive Trail from east of Engineering Drive 
to Peachtree Parkway

Multi-Use Trail 42.50

LCI_01 Town Center Southeast Connector Multi-Use Trail 42.00

LCI_12 West Jones Bridge extension trail Multi-Use Trail 40.25

CTP_17
Simpsonwood - Chattahoochee River Environmental 
Education Center Connector

Multi-Use Trail 39.25

CTP_38 Peachtree Corners East Extension West New Roadway 36.25

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS
Table 14 - Long Term Improvements

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)
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Project ID Name Category Total Prioritization Score

Table 14 continued- Long Term Improvements

CTP_37 Atlantic Boulevard Extension New Roadway 35.75

CTP_45 Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Northside Trail Multi-Use Trail 35.00

CTP_16 Jones Bridge Park Connector Multi-Use Trail 28.50

HBR_05 Deerings Lane Access Other 26.25

An askterisk (*) denotes a project that is underway (or comtains some component that is undersay)
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CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$75,554,000

$15,538,000

$51,794,000

$403,000

$7,819,000

69.13

10.00

2.00

6.00

8.50

5.25

Implement recommendations of ongoing 
SR 141 joint study with Johns Creek to add capacity and 
improve operations on SR 141 from Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard split north

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Consistent 6 lanes

4-6 lanes

Northern extent of ongoing study; Johns Creek northern 
city limit

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard freeway split

 21,934 

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway Major 
Capacity ImprovementCTP_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$445,000

$89,000

$297,000

$0

$59,000

52.38

3.50

3.00

9.00

10.00

4.25

Reconnect separated segments of Jones 
Mill Road to create connection between Peachtree Corners 
Circle and Winters Chapel Road

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Connected 2 lane road

Approximately 200 foot gap between 
two segments of Jones Mill Road

Western Jones Mill Road segment, approximately 2200 
feet east of Winters Chapel Road

Eastern Jones Mill Road segment, just west of Green 
Pointe Parkway

 200 

Jones Mill Road

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Reconnect Jones Mill RoadCTP_02



77 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$26,345,000

$5,279,000

$17,595,000

$782,000

$2,689,000

68.63

8.00

3.00

9.00

6.00

6.75

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Consistent 4 lanes with turn lanes

2-4 lanes with center-running two-way 
left turn lane

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway/Medlock Bridge Road

 8,516 

Medlock Bridge Road

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Widen Medlock Bridge RoadCTP_03
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$21,848,000

$3,906,000

$13,020,000

$2,919,000

$2,003,000

70.88

9.00

2.00

9.00

5.00

7.25

Could build consistent center turn lane as 
intermediate improvement

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Consistent 4 lanes with turn lanes

2-4 lanes with center turn lane in some 
places

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 6,302 

Spalding Drive

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road - Western 
Segment

CTP_04
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$19,433,000

$3,855,000

$12,850,000

$750,000

$1,978,000

59.13

8.00

3.00

7.00

4.50

5.25

Could build consistent center turn lane as 
intermediate improvement

Long Term (2032-2040+)

4 lanes with center turn lane

2 lanes with center turn lane in some 
places

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Peachtree Corners Circle

 5,442 

Spalding Drive

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road - West Central 
Segment

CTP_05
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$17,317,000

$3,126,000

$10,420,000

$2,158,000

$1,613,000

61.63

8.00

3.00

7.00

5.00

5.75

Long Term (2032-2040+)

4 lanes with center turn lane

2 lanes with center turn lane

Medlock Bridge Road

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 4,413 

Spalding Drive

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road - East Central 
Segment

CTP_06
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$16,448,000

$2,974,000

$9,913,000

$2,024,000

$1,537,000

44.25

2.50

2.00

9.00

5.50

5.00

Could build consistent center turn lane as 
intermediate improvement

Long Term (2032-2040+)

4 lanes with center turn lane

2 lanes with center turn lane in some 
places

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Medlock Bridge Road

 4,198 

S. Old Peachtree Road

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Widen Spalding Drive/S. Old 
Peachtree Road - Eastern SegmentCTP_07
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$15,210,000

$3,015,000

$10,051,000

$586,000

$1,558,000

56.13

6.50

2.00

9.00

6.00

4.75

Long Term (2032-2040+)

4 lanes with center turn lane and 
possible additional safety improvements

2 lanes with center turn lane

Spalding Drive

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 4,257 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity 
and Safety Improvements - 
Southwestern Segment

CTP_08
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$30,579,000

$5,803,000

$19,343,000

$2,482,000

$2,951,000

51.13

6.00

3.00

7.00

5.50

4.25

Long Term (2032-2040+)

4 lanes with center turn lane and 
possible additional safety improvements

2 lanes with center turn lane in some 
places

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Spalding Drive

 8,191 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners Circle Capacity 
and Safety Improvements - 
Northeastern Segment

CTP_09
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$16,918,000

$2,813,000

$9,377,000

$3,271,000

$1,457,000

51.63

4.50

9.00

9.00

3.50

4.25

Specific alignment may vary; project is 
envisioned as one that creates a direct connectinon between 
West Jones Bridge Road to SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

N/A

Sun Court

Peachtree Corners Circle

 5,700 

West Jones Bridge Road

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

West Jones Bridge Road 
ExtensionCTP_10
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$10,794,000

$2,147,000

$7,155,000

$369,000

$1,123,000

59.00

8.50

6.00

0.00

9.00

4.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Addition of bike facilities, specific type 
yet to be determined

No bike facilities

Jones Bridge Circle

Medlock Bridge Road

 9,184 

East Jones Bridge Road

Bike Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

East Jones Bridge Road Bike 
ImprovementCTP_11
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,679,000

$330,000

$1,101,000

$33,000

$215,000

49.75

3.00

5.00

3.00

9.00

5.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Continuous multi-use path adjacent to 
roadway on one side of road

Existing sidewalk on at least one side of 
road, no bike facilities

Peachtree Corners Circle

West Jones Bridge Road

 18,980 

West Jones Bridge Road/Jones Bridge Circle

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

West Jones Bridge Road/Jones 
Bridge Circle - Simpsonwood 
Park Connecting Trail

CTP_12
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$85,000

$17,000

$57,000

$0

$11,000

28.50

0.00

8.00

3.00

3.50

3.50

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail and bridge linking trail 
systems of parks across the Chattahoochee River

None - parkland and river

Jones Bridge Unit of Chattahoochee River NRA (Johns 
Creek)

Jones Bridge Park (Peachtree Corners)

 984 

Chattahoochee River between Jones Bridge Park (Peachtree 

Corners) and Jones Bridge Unit of Chattahoochee River NRA

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Jones Bridge Park ConnectorCTP_16
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$75,000

$15,000

$50,000

$0

$10,000

39.25

3.00

8.00

3.00

3.50

4.00

Bike/Ped bridge over Chattahoochee 
River connecting Simpsonwood Park in Peachtree Corners 
with the Chattahoochee River Environmental Education 
Center

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail and bridge linking trail 
systems of parks across the Chattahoochee River

None - parkland and river

Chattahoochee River Environmental Education Center 
(Johns Creek/Roswell)

Simpsonwood Park (Peachtree Corners)

 860 

Chattahoochee River between Simpsonwood Park (Peachtree Corners) 
and Chattahoochee River Environmental Education Center (Johns 

Creek/Roswell)

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Simpsonwood - Chattahoochee 
River Environmental Education 
Center Connector

CTP_17
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$120,000

$13,000

$45,000

$53,000

$9,000

39.25

2.50

8.00

3.00

4.50

4.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

New pedestrian access point(s) to 
Simpsonwood Park in the Neely Farm subdivision

None

Neely Farm subdivision

Simpsonwood Park

 772 

No specific corridor dedicated, project refers to the 

connection between residential area and Simpsonwood Park

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Simpsonwood Park - Neely Farm 
ConnectorCTP_18
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$113,000

$13,000

$42,000

$50,000

$8,000

51.88

3.50

8.00

3.00

4.50

6.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

New pedestrian access point(s) to 
Simpsonwood Park in the River Valley subdivision

None

River Valley subdivision

Simpsonwood Park

 731 

No specific corridor dedicated, project refers to the 

connection between residential area and Simpsonwood Park

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Simpsonwood Park - River Valley 
ConnectorCTP_19
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

38.50

5.50

0.00

7.00

10.00

0.00

Coordinate with the City of Norcross to 
enhance bike and pedestrian connectivity to Downtown 
Norcross

Short Term (2017-2021)

Increased bike and pedestrian facilities 
connecting Peachtree Corners with Norcross

N/A

N/A

N/A

 - 

No specific corridor dedicated, project refers to 
the connection between Peachtree Corners and Norcross

Other

Peachtree Corners CTP

Norcross Bike and Pedestrian 
ConnectivityCTP_20
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,734,000

$278,000

$927,000

$344,000

$185,000

32.25

3.00

3.00

7.00

6.50

1.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Single-lane roundabout with an 
eastbound right-turn bypass

All-ways stop controlled intersection

Technology Parkway South

Technology Parkway

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Technology Parkway at 
Technology Parkway South 
Roundabout

CTP_21
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$491,000

$90,000

$300,000

$41,000

$60,000

48.92

4.50

2.00

7.00

7.50

4.33

SBL dual; remove yield-control on EBR 
and WBR and add overlaps

Short Term (2017-2021)

Addition of second southbound left 
turn lane; removal of yield-controlled right turn lanes and 
addition of right turn overlaps

Signalized intersection

Spalding Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road

Medlock Bridge Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Medlock Bridge Road at Spalding 
Drive/S. Old Peachtree Road 
Intersection Improvement

CTP_22
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,472,000

$281,000

$935,000

$69,000

$187,000

49.25

5.50

2.00

7.00

6.50

4.00

Realign lanes to line up with each other

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Realignment of Jay Bird Alley and 
Technology Parkway to improve turn lane queuing and 
lining up through lanes

Signalized intersection

Jay Bird Alley/Technology Parkway

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 N/A 

Intersection

Intersection Safety Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Jay Bird Alley/Technology 
Parkway Lane AlignmentCTP_23
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

40.75

6.50

2.00

7.00

3.50

2.00

A more detailed traffic study will need to 
be completed at this location to determine the exact nature 
of the improvement and its likely cost.

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

0

Signalized intersection

Spalding Drive

Peachtree Corners Circle

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners Circle at 
Spalding Drive Intersection 
Improvement

CTP_24
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

44.08

4.00

2.00

9.00

5.50

3.67

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Operational improvement to be 
defined by Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Study

Signalized intersection

S. Old Peachtree Road

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

S. Old Peachtree Road at 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Intersection Improvement

CTP_25
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

46.25

5.50

2.00

9.00

5.50

3.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Improvement to be defined by 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard Study

Signalized intersection

Medlock Bridge Road

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Medlock Bridge Road at 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Intersection Improvement

CTP_26
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$50,571,000

$10,411,000

$34,703,000

$202,000

$5,255,000

65.75

7.50

3.00

9.00

8.00

5.50

Widen to 6 lanes

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Consistent 6 lanes

4 or 6 lanes

City limit/S. Old Peachtree Road

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard freeway split

 14,696 

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Capacity ImprovementCTP_27
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$8,978,000

$1,847,000

$6,157,000

$0

$974,000

48.63

6.50

5.00

7.00

8.50

1.25

Bike/Ped improvement; could be 
sharrows, bike lanes, a multi-use trail, enhanced sidewalks/
crossings

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Sidewalk on both sides and bike 
facility

Sidewalk on one side or both sides, no 
bicycle facilities

City limit/River Mansion Drive

Medlock Bridge Road

 7,016 

Bush Road

Pedestrian Improvement/Bike 
Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

Bush Road Bike/Ped 
ImprovementsCTP_28
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$417,000

$47,000

$155,000

$184,000

$31,000

33.00

3.50

8.00

3.00

6.50

0.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Creekbed

Bush Road

Chattahoochee River Greenway (GGP_04)

 2,678 

Creekbed between Riveredge Drive and River 
Hollow Run

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Bush Road ConnectorCTP_30
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$411,000

$40,000

$134,000

$210,000

$27,000

50.75

4.50

8.00

5.00

8.00

3.50

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use path on east side of roadway 
with access to Chattahoochee River Greenway (GGP_01)

Continuous sidewalk on east side with 
no access to river

Spalding Drive

Chattahoochee River Greenway (GGP_01)

 2,306 

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Holcomb Bridge Road ConnectorCTP_31
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$350,000

$0

$0

$0

$350,000

48.00

9.00

3.00

9.00

6.00

0.00

Study additional lanes and/or innovative operational 
and safety improvements to improve section of 

Holcomb Bridge Road between Spalding Drive and River Exchange Drive/
Station Mill Drive; may include encouraging indirect lefts away from 
Spalding Drive onto River Exchange Drive

Short Term (2017-2021)

Modified based on results of study

2 through lanes in each direction, center 
turn lane and additional occasional right turn lanes

Spalding Drive

River Exchange Drive

 1,334 

Holcomb Bridge Road

Additional Study

Peachtree Corners CTP

Holcomb Bridge Road at 
Spalding Drive and River 
Exchange Drive/Station Mill 
Drive Improvements

CTP_32
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,048,000

$110,000

$366,000

$499,000

$73,000

54.75

7.50

5.00

5.00

5.50

4.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Continuous multi-use path on north 
side of roadway

Disconnected sections of sidewalk on 
north side of roadway

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 6,306 

Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Spalding Drive Multi-Use Trail 
from Peachtree Corners Circle to 
Holcomb Bridge Road

CTP_33
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$317,000

$56,000

$187,000

$37,000

$37,000

51.38

5.00

5.00

5.00

6.50

4.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use path on south side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

Jay Bird Alley

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 3,221 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners Circle Multi-
Use TrailCTP_34
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$2,956,000

$466,000

$1,554,000

$653,000

$283,000

48.75

1.50

9.00

9.00

3.50

6.00

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with bike and pedestrian 
facilities

Private development and buffer space

Pointe Parkway

Woodhill Drive at Publix/Dicks driveway

 632 

Extension of Woodhill Drive east to Pointe 
Parkway

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Woodhill Drive ExtensionCTP_35
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$3,299,000

$521,000

$1,737,000

$730,000

$311,000

45.63

0.50

10.00

9.00

4.50

5.25

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

Undeveloped land

Technology Parkway

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 707 

Extension of Engineering Drive southeast to 
Technology Parkway

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Engineering Drive ExtensionCTP_36
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$9,047,000

$1,443,000

$4,811,000

$2,021,000

$772,000

35.75

0.00

9.00

10.00

3.00

3.50

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

Development roads and landfill

SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard

Jones Mill Road

 1,957 

Extension of Atlantic Drive southwest to Jones 
Mill Road

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Atlantic Boulevard ExtensionCTP_37
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$4,671,000

$741,000

$2,471,000

$1,038,000

$421,000

36.25

0.50

9.00

9.00

3.00

3.50

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

Development roads

Pointe Parkway

Peachtree Corners East (Peachtree Technology Center)

 1,005 

Extension of Peachtree Corners East southwest to 
Pointe Parkway

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners East Extension 
WestCTP_38
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$3,237,000

$511,000

$1,704,000

$716,000

$306,000

48.50

4.00

9.00

9.00

3.00

4.00

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

Existing structures and development 
roads

Technology Parkway

Peachtree Corners East (Peachtree Technology Center)

 693 

Extension of Peachtree Corners East northwest to 
Technology Parkway

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners East Extension 
NorthCTP_39
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$11,205,000

$1,789,000

$5,965,000

$2,506,000

$945,000

46.75

4.00

9.00

9.00

3.00

3.50

Coordinate with the City of Norcross to 
extend Peachtree Corners East to connect to Technology 
Parkway and Glenwood Oak Drive to the east

Long Term (2032-2040+)

2 lane road with turn lanes and bike 
and pedestrian facilities

Undeveloped buffer space

Glenwood Oak Drive

Peachtree Corner East Extension East (CTP_40)

 - 

Connection between CTP_40 and Glenwood Oak 
Drive

New Roadway

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Corners East Extension 
ConnectorCTP_40
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$581,000

$97,000

$323,000

$96,000

$65,000

41.25

2.00

5.00

5.00

7.50

4.00

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use path on one side of roadway

Continuous sidewalk on west side, 
partial sidewalk on east

Bush Road

S. Old Peachtree Road

 5,564 

Lou Ivy Road

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Lou Ivy Road TrailCTP_41
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$500,000

$0

$0

$0

$500,000

42.50

8.50

2.00

0.00

10.00

0.00

Perform detailed study for freeway access 
points on SR 141 and SR 141 Connectors (Winters Chapel 
Road, Peachtree Corners Circle, Jimmy Carter Boulevard, 
etc.)

Short Term (2017-2021)

N/A

N/A

End of freeway section/Holcomb Bridge Road

City limits/Winters Chapel Road

 8,953 

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Additional Study

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Access StudyCTP_42
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

51.75

8.00

2.00

9.00

3.00

3.50

Restripe limited-access portion of 
SR 141 to include 4 lanes in each direction, including 
improvements to on- and off-ramps as necessary

Long Term (2032-2040+)

To be determined by detailed study; 
likely additional lane in each direction on freeway

6 freeway lanes with 2-lane CD system

End of freeway section/Holcomb Bridge Road

City limits/Winters Chapel Road

 9,761 

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard Major Capacity 
Improvement

CTP_43
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$85,137,000

$15,270,000

$50,900,000

$11,282,000

$7,685,000

59.00

7.50

2.00

9.00

3.00

6.00

Widen SR 140 in both directions to six 
lanes

Long Term (2032-2040+)

7 lanes (three through lanes in each 
direction with center left turn lane)

5 lanes (two through lanes in each 
direction with center left turn lane)

City limits/SR 13/Buford Highway

City limits/Chattahoochee River

 21,555 

SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard/Holcomb Bridge 

Major Corridor Improvement

Peachtree Corners CTP

SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard/
Holcomb Bridge Road Major 
Capacity Improvement

CTP_44
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,959,000

$102,000

$339,000

$1,450,000

$68,000

35.00

3.00

5.00

5.00

2.50

3.50

Multi-Use trail on north side of PIB 
frontage roads, allowing for two-way bike and pedestrian 
travel

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Continuous multi-use path from 
Peachtree Corners Circle to Winters Chapel Road with 
connection to Peachtree Corners Circle

Very few pedestrian facilities, all at 
southern end of corridor

Winters Chapel Road

Peachtree Corners Circle

 - 

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard southbound 
collector road

Multi-Use Trail

Peachtree Corners CTP

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard 
Northside TrailCTP_45
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$6,200,000

$1,200,000

$4,000,000

$500,000

$500,000

69.38

9.00

2.00

6.00

9.50

5.75

Widening the SB ramp from 1 lane to 
2 lanes using existing structures; includes adding a fourth 
travel lane on SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard SB for 
a short distance

Short Term (2017-2021)

Dual lanes, with new lane continued 
on Peachtree Industrial Boulevard until safe merging 
distance has been reached

Single lane

South of Winters Chapel Road

Holcomb Bridge Road

 2,911 

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway ramp to SR 141/
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Major Corridor Improvement

GDOT

SR 141 SB Ramp WideningGDT_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$2,790,000

$561,000

$1,870,000

$28,000

$331,000

73.08

7.00

0.00

9.00

8.50

8.67

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Right turn lane improvements on 
Jimmy Carter Blvd

Signalized intersection

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard CD roads

SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard

 N/A 

Intersection

Intersection Safety Improvement

GDOT

Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB 
Intersection ImprovementsGDT_02
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,677,000

$337,000

$1,122,000

$0

$218,000

60.58

6.50

2.00

9.00

4.50

6.67

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

EB and WB right turn lanes on 
Holcomb Bridge Road at Peachtree Corners Circle

Signalized intersection

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

GDOT

Holcomb Bridge Road at 
Peachtree Corners Circle 
Intersection Improvement

GDT_03
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,262,000

$155,000

$515,000

$489,000

$103,000

49.50

5.00

8.00

3.00

7.50

3.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

Simpsonwood Park

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 8,882 

Chattahoochee River

Multi-Use Trail

Gwinnett Greenways Plan

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Holcomb Bridge to SimpsonwoodGGP_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,094,000

$134,000

$447,000

$424,000

$89,000

40.63

2.50

8.00

3.00

6.00

3.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

Jones Bridge Park

Simpsonwood Park

 7,694 

Chattahoochee River

Multi-Use Trail

Gwinnett Greenways Plan

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Simpsonwood to Jones BridgeGGP_02
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,762,000

$197,000

$656,000

$778,000

$131,000

33.13

1.50

9.00

3.00

7.00

1.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

SR 141/Medlock Bridge Road

Jones Bridge Park

 11,296 

Chattahoochee River

Multi-Use Trail

Gwinnett Greenways Plan

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Jones Bridge to Medlock BridgeGGP_03
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$897,000

$122,000

$405,000

$289,000

$81,000

32.25

1.50

9.00

3.00

7.00

1.50

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

City limits/Berkeley Lake Road

SR 141/Medlock Bridge Road

 6,983 

Chattahoochee River

Multi-Use Trail

Gwinnett Greenways Plan

Chattahoochee River Greenway - 
Medlock Bridge to Berkley LakeGGP_04
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$2,470,000

$474,000

$1,580,000

$100,000

$316,000

52.75

6.00

8.00

3.00

6.50

4.00

Should include opportunities to connect 
to nearby streets/communities

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

Peachtree Corners Circle

Spalding Drive

 6,546 

Crooked Creek

Multi-Use Trail

HBR Study

Crooked Creek Trail from 
Spalding Drive to Peachtree 
Corners Circle

HBR_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$2,950,000

$582,000

$1,940,000

$40,000

$388,000

45.63

3.00

5.00

5.00

5.50

5.25

Alternatives presented with and without 
road diet in HBR Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use path on one side of roadway

Continuous sidewalk on east side, 
partial sidewalk on west side

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 8,365 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail

HBR Study

Peachtree Corners Circle Trail 
from Holcomb Bridge Road to 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

HBR_02



125 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,540,000

$300,000

$1,000,000

$40,000

$200,000

53.50

6.00

8.00

3.00

3.50

5.50

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail

Gas easement with no pedestrian 
facilities

Crooked Creek Trail (HBR_01)

Peachtree Corners Circle and SR 140/Holcomb 
Bridge Road

 2,546 

Gas easement

Multi-Use Trail

HBR Study

Gas Easement Trail - Crooked 
Creek to Holcomb Bridge RoadHBR_03
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$2,860,000

$552,000

$1,840,000

$100,000

$368,000

64.63

7.00

8.00

3.00

6.00

6.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Riverbed

Holcomb Bridge Road and SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Peachtree Corners Circle

 6,316 

Crooked Creek

Multi-Use Trail

HBR Study

Crooked Creek Trail SouthHBR_04
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$30,000

$0

$0

$0

$30,000

26.25

8.00

0.00

0.00

1.50

0.00

A study to determine the necessary 
actions to improve access to Holcomb Bridge Road for 
Deerings Lane community. Cost shown under Preliminary 
Engineering below reflects the cost of the access study.

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Improved access between Deerings 
Lane community and Holcomb Bridge Road 

Poor access for Deerings Lane residents 
onto Holcomb Bridge Road

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road at Wetherburn Way

Deerings Lane

 N/A

Deerings Lane

Additional Study

HBR Study

Deerings Lane AccessHBR_05
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$2,275,000

$447,000

$1,490,000

$40,000

$298,000

58.88

7.00

5.00

5.00

7.50

4.75

T3 from Holcomb Bridge Road study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Consistent sidewalks on both sides of 
roadway; installation of shade trees and pedestrian lighting, 
and a mid-block HAWK pedestrian crossing

Consistent sidewalk on south side of 
roadway, partial sidewalk on north

Peachtree Corners Circle

Spalding Drive

 4,806 

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Pedestrian Improvement

HBR Study

Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian 
Improvements, Spalding Drive to 
Peachtree Corners Circle

HBR_06



129 DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$2,950,000

$582,000

$1,940,000

$40,000

$388,000

60.38

7.00

5.00

5.00

5.00

6.25

T8/T9 from Holcomb Bridge Road study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Consistent sidewalks on both sides of 
roadway; installation of shade trees and pedestrian lighting, 
and a mid-block HAWK pedestrian crossing

Inconsistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Peachtree Corners Circle

 5,901 

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Pedestrian Improvement

HBR Study

Holcomb Bridge Road Pedestrian 
Improvements, Peachtree Corners 
Circle to SR 141/Peachtree 
Industrial Boulevard

HBR_07
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$595,000

$120,000

$400,000

$0

$75,000

55.88

1.50

9.00

6.00

8.50

6.75

T10 from Holcomb Bridge Road Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Upgraded signal including pedestrian 
ramps and crosswalks, timing improvements

Signalized intersection

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard southbound 
ramp

 N/A 

Intersection

Pedestrian Improvement/Operational 
Improvement

HBR Study

Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB 
SB Intersection ImprovementsHBR_08
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$595,000

$120,000

$400,000

$0

$75,000

56.63

1.50

9.00

6.00

9.00

6.75

T10 from Holcomb Bridge Road Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Upgraded signal including pedestrian 
ramps and crosswalks, timing improvements

Signalized intersection

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard northbound 
ramp

 N/A 

Intersection

Pedestrian Improvement/Operational 
Improvement

HBR Study

Peachtree Corners Circle at PIB 
NB Intersection ImprovementsHBR_09



132DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$815,000

$165,000

$550,000

$0

$100,000

60.33

8.50

2.00

9.00

5.00

4.67

T5 from Holcomb Bridge Road Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Upgraded signal, including right turn lanes 
on northbound, southbound, and eastbound 

approaches, and extended left turn lanes. Also should include improved 

access management in area around intersection.

Signalized intersection

Spalding Drive

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

HBR Study

Spalding Drive at Holcomb 
Bridge Rd Intersection 
Improvements

HBR_10
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,810,000

$360,000

$1,200,000

$0

$250,000

51.00

8.00

3.00

9.00

10.00

0.00

T11 from Holcomb Bridge Road Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Study and implement innovative 
improvement

Signalized intersection

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard

 N/A 

Intersection

Additional Study

HBR Study

Jimmy Carter Blvd at PIB 
Intersection ImprovementsHBR_11
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$601,000

$29,000

$96,000

$457,000

$19,000

42.00

4.50

8.00

3.00

3.50

3.50

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail

Vacant

Peachtree Corners Circle

Medlock Bridge Road

 1,659 

Various water features and space between 
buildings

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study

Town Center Southeast 
ConnectorLCI_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$683,000

$65,000

$216,000

$359,000

$43,000

55.50

5.00

8.00

3.00

4.50

6.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use path on east side of The 
Corners Parkway and then through greenspace

No pedestrian facilities on The Corners 
Parkway; vacant greenspace

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Crooked Creek Road

 3,724 

The Corners Parkway; greenspace connecting to 
Woodhill Drive

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Multi-Use Trail connecting 
Peachtree Parkway to the Corners 
Parkway via alleys, easements, 
and creekbeds

LCI_02
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$821,000

$39,000

$132,000

$624,000

$26,000

44.50

3.50

8.00

3.00

6.00

4.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Gas easement with no pedestrian 
facilities

Junction of LCI_05, TPT_01, LCI_06, and LCI_09 east of 
Parkway lane and north of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

The Corners Parkway

 2,267 

Gas easement

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Gas Easement Trail - The Corners 
Parkway to east of Parkway LaneLCI_03
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,061,000

$51,000

$170,000

$806,000

$34,000

51.63

6.00

8.00

3.00

4.00

4.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Gas easement with no pedestrian 
facilities

The Corners Parkway

Peachtree Corners Circle and SR 140/Holcomb 
Bridge Road

 2,925 

Gas easement

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study, Technology Park Multi-Use Trails Study, 

& HBR Study

Gas Easement Trail - Holcomb 
Bridge Road to The Corners 
Parkway

LCI_04
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,943,000

$233,000

$775,000

$780,000

$155,000

35.25

1.50

8.00

3.00

5.00

3.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Vacant

Junction of LCI_03, TPT_01, LCI_06, and LCI_09 east of 
Parkway lane and north of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Spalding Drive

 2,833 

Greenspace roughly parallel to Jay Bird Alley, just 
east of Centennial Square

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail connecting Spalding Drive 
to gas easement trail north of 
Peachtree Parkway

LCI_05
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,884,000

$209,000

$1,395,000

$100,000

$180,000

47.25

5.50

9.00

3.00

5.50

3.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Vacant

Medlock Bridge Road

Parkway Lane just north of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 6,547 

Gas easement

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Gas Easement Trail - Peachtree 
parkway to Medlock Bridge RoadLCI_06
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,469,000

$71,000

$235,000

$1,116,000

$47,000

35.88

2.50

8.00

3.00

4.00

3.25

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Technology Parkway South has no 
pedestrian facilities; northern area is vacant

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 4,051 

Developer roads and vacant buffer space north of 
Technology Parkway, then along Technology Parkway South

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail from Peachtree Parkway to 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard along 
Technology Parkway South and 
buffer areas between buildings

LCI_07
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,764,000

$85,000

$282,000

$1,341,000

$56,000

36.13

3.00

5.00

3.00

4.00

3.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Streets with no pedestrian facilities and 
vacant space

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 4,867 

Saturn Court, development roadways, and buffer 
areas between buildings

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail from Peachtree Parkway to 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard along 
Saturn Court, private roadways, and 
buffer areas between buildings

LCI_08
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,423,000

$68,000

$228,000

$1,081,000

$46,000

41.13

2.50

8.00

3.00

4.00

4.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Adjacent to some buildings, vacant

Junction of LCI_03, TPT_01, LCI_06, and LCI_05 east of 
Parkway lane and north of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Peachtree Corners Circle

 3,925 

Creekbed and vacant land

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail connecting Spalding Drive 
to gas easement trail north of 
Peachtree Parkway via waterways 
and Sun Court

LCI_09
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$412,000

$20,000

$66,000

$313,000

$13,000

43.50

3.00

5.00

3.00

6.00

5.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Undeveloped space 

LCI_08

Peachtree Corners Circle

 1,136 

Undeveloped space east of SR 141/Peachtree 
Parkway

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Connecting trail between 
Spalding Drive and LCI_08LCI_10



144DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$776,000

$37,000

$124,000

$590,000

$25,000

41.00

2.00

5.00

3.00

7.50

4.50

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail on north side of 
Technology Parkway and along creekbed to Spalding Terrace

Technology Parkway has consistent 
sidewalk on north, partial sidewalk on south

Spalding Terrace

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 2,140 

Technology Parkway and short section of 
creekbed

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Wesleyan Campus TrailLCI_11
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$2,080,000

$244,000

$812,000

$862,000

$162,000

40.25

1.50

8.00

3.00

2.50

6.00

Could be built along with roadway in CTP_10, or 
could be replaced by complete streets elements 

in CTP_10. As drawn, this trail would conflict with the master plan of 
the Cornerstone Christian Academy; alignment could be changed to the 

CTP_10 alignment

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail either along 
undeveloped space, or as part of West Jones Bridge Road 
extension (CTP_10)

Undeveloped space 

Spalding Drive

Peachtree Corners Circle

 3,129 

Undeveloped buffer extending from West Jones Bridge Road 
between Peachtree Corners Circle and Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

West Jones Bridge extension trailLCI_12
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,642,000

$79,000

$263,000

$1,247,000

$53,000

55.25

6.00

8.00

3.00

3.50

6.00

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail

Data Drive has no pedestrian facilities; 
other parts of corridor are creekbeds, edges of ponds, and 
other undeveloped spaces

Spalding Drive

Peachtree Corners Circle

 4,526 

Undeveloped lane near water features, Data 
Drive, and some development roadways

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail along buffer space and local 
waterways connecting Spalding 
Drive near Post Office with 
Forum

LCI_13
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$6,549,000

$1,324,000

$4,413,000

$100,000

$712,000

57.50

6.00

9.00

3.00

5.50

5.50

Exact alignment may change; position on 
map should be considered an illustrative idea of where the 
connection could exist

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail, included a grade-
separated crossing of Peachtree Parkway

Various walkways within the 
developments

Peachtree Corners Circle

Peachtree Corners Circle

 3,205 

Areas within Forum and Town Center 
developments

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Multi-Use Trail near the Forum 
and Town Center, including 
a grade-separated crossing of 
Peachtree Parkway

LCI_14
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,058,000

$103,000

$343,000

$543,000

$69,000

41.13

2.50

6.00

5.00

7.50

3.25

Portion south of LCI_003/LCI_004 
deemed “Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in Technology Park 
Multi-Use Trail Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail on east side of roadway

Inconsistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Spalding Drive

 5,914 

Jay Bird Alley

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Jay Bird Alley multi-use trailLCI_15
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$882,000

$68,000

$228,000

$540,000

$46,000

34.50

2.00

5.00

5.00

6.50

2.50

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail on south side of 
roadway

Inconsistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

Intersection with gas easement

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 3,921 

Technology Parkway

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Technology Parkway multi-use 
trail westLCI_16
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$802,000

$62,000

$207,000

$492,000

$41,000

41.50

2.00

5.00

5.00

6.50

4.50

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail on south side of 
roadway

No sidewalk on south side of roadway, 
inconsistent sidewalk on north side of roadway

Spalding Drive

Intersection with gas easement

 3,572 

Technology Parkway

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Technology Parkway multi-use 
trail eastLCI_17
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,594,000

$77,000

$255,000

$1,211,000

$51,000

52.50

6.50

6.00

5.00

3.00

5.00

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail on south side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

Medlock Bridge Road

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 4,396 

Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Spalding Drive Trail EastLCI_18
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$461,000

$66,000

$220,000

$131,000

$44,000

48.63

5.00

5.00

5.00

3.50

5.25

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail on north side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on north side of 
roadway, inconsistent sidewalk on south side of roadway

Data Drive

Peachtree Corners Circle

 3,797 

Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Spalding Drive Trail CenterLCI_19
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$371,000

$29,000

$96,000

$227,000

$19,000

42.50

3.50

6.00

5.00

3.50

4.50

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Multi-use trail on south side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Data Drive

 1,647 

Spalding Drive

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Spalding Drive Trail from east of 
Engineering Drive to Peachtree 
Parkway

LCI_20
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$249,000

$50,000

$166,000

$0

$33,000

53.88

4.50

5.00

5.00

8.00

5.25

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail on north side of 
roadway

Inconsistent sidewalk on north side of 
roadway, no sidewalk on south side of roadway

Medlock Bridge Road

Technology Parkway South

 2,860 

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail along Peachtree Industrial 
Boulevard from Technology 
Parkway South to Medlock 
Bridge Road

LCI_21
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$856,000

$103,000

$344,000

$340,000

$69,000

52.13

5.00

5.00

5.00

7.00

4.75

LCI suggested alignment on north side 
of road from Allen Hurst Drive to East Jones Bridge Road; 
TPMUTS considered that low feasibility, but offered an 
alignment on south side of road

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail along south side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

Jay Bird Alley

West Jones Bridge Road

 5,919 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Multi-use trail along Peachtree 
Corners Circle from Jay Bird 
Alley to West Jones Bridge Road

LCI_22
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,274,000

$195,000

$650,000

$299,000

$130,000

51.63

6.00

6.00

5.00

4.00

4.75

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail along north side of 
roadway

Consistent sidewalk on both sides of roadway 
west of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway, inconsistent 

sidewalk on both sides of roadway east of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Medlock Bridge Road

West Jones Bridge Road

 5,426 

Peachtree Corners Circle

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Multi-use trail along north side 
of Peachtree Corners Circle 
from West Jones Bridge Road to 
Medlock Bridge Road

LCI_23
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$511,000

$57,000

$190,000

$226,000

$38,000

38.50

1.50

5.00

3.00

8.00

4.00

“Low Paved Trail Feasibility” in 
Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Multi-use trail along one side of 
roadway connecting to LCI_01

No pedestrian facilities on roadway or in 
space between roadway and LCI_01

LCI_01

Spalding Drive

 3,281 

Spalding Terrace; continuing to connect with 
LCI_01

Multi-Use Trail

LCI Study & Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Spalding Terrace TrailLCI_24
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$2,380,000

$480,000

$1,600,000

$60,000

$240,000

49.63

5.00

6.00

5.00

7.00

3.75

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Consistent sidewalks on both sides of 
roadway, planted medians, mid-block pedestrian crossings, 
bike signage

Inconsistent sidewalk on both sides of 
roadway

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Spalding Drive

 7,511 

Technology Parkway

Pedestrian Improvement

LCI Study

Technology Parkway “Innovation 
District” StreetscapeLCI_25
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$123,000

$23,000

$75,000

$0

$25,000

50.75

3.00

6.00

0.00

7.50

7.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Pedestrian crossing refuge(s), raised 
right turn islands, signal retimed for adequate pedestrian 
crossing timing

Signalized intersection

Peachtree Corners Circle

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 N/A 

Intersection

Pedestrian Improvement

LCI Study

Peachtree Parkway at Peachtree 
Corners Circle Signal Retiming 
and Pedestrian Refuge

LCI_26
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$294,000

$54,000

$180,000

$20,000

$40,000

44.50

8.50

0.00

0.00

8.00

2.00

Short Term (2017-2021)

Driveways realigned to make a single 
4-leg intersection

Side streets stop-controlled at Peachtree 
Corners Circle, driveways slightly offset from each other

Forum/Ingles Driveways

Peachtree Corners Circle

 N/A 

Intersection

Intersection Safety Improvement

LCI Study

Align Forum/Ingles DrivewaysLCI_27
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$123,000

$23,000

$75,000

$0

$25,000

58.13

4.00

6.00

0.00

7.50

8.25

From page 31 of LCI

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Signal retimed for adequate pedestrian 
crossing and coordination with signals on SR 141

Signalized intersection

East Jones Bridge Road/Medlock Bridge Road

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway/Medlock Bridge Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Pedestrian Improvement/Operational 
Improvement

LCI Study

Medlock Bridge Road at East 
Jones Bridge Road Pedestrian 
Retiming

LCI_28



162DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$519,000

$90,000

$300,000

$69,000

$60,000

45.50

7.50

0.00

0.00

6.00

4.00

From page 31 of LCI

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Eastbound left turn lanes extended

Signalized intersection

Spalding Drive

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 N/A 

Intersection

Intersection Safety Improvement

LCI Study, GDOT

Spalding Drive at Peachtree 
Parkway Left Turn Lane 
Extension

LCI_29
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$4,000

$500

$2,500

$0

$1,000

45.67

4.00

0.00

0.00

10.00

5.33

From page 31 of LCI

Short Term (2017-2021)

Addition of left turn guides (puppy/
chicken tracks) for eastbound left turn

Signalized intersection

Woodhill Drive

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

 N/A 

Intersection

Intersection Safety Improvement

LCI Study

Woodhill Drive on Peachtree 
Parkway Left Turn GuidesLCI_30



164DRAFT - MARCH 2017

Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$570,000

$105,000

$350,000

$40,000

$75,000

43.50

7.50

0.00

6.00

10.00

0.00

Part of T7 from LCI Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Overhead signage in advance of SR 
141 and SR 140 split on Peachtree Parkway southbound 
between Woodhill Drive and Holcomb Bridge Road

N/A

Approach to SR 140/Jimmy Carter Boulevard

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway southbound

 N/A 

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Other

LCI Study

Peachtree Parkway SB Directional 
SignageLCI_31
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$570,000

$105,000

$350,000

$40,000

$75,000

42.75

7.50

0.00

6.00

9.50

0.00

Part of T7 from LCI Study

Short Term (2017-2021)

Advance warning signage of signal of 
Peachtree Parkway at HBR on 141 NB

N/A

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

 N/A 

SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

Other

LCI Study

Peachtree Parkway NB Advance 
Warning SignageLCI_32
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$787,000

$58,000

$564,000

$52,000

$113,000

59.50

6.00

3.00

7.00

7.00

6.00

 

Short Term (2017-2021)

Roundabout

Signalized intersection

Peachtree Corners Circle

Medlock Bridge Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

PTC Circle at Medlock Bridge Rd Concept Report

Medlock Bridge Road and 
Peachtree Corners Circle 
Roundabout

MBR_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$1,238,000

$123,000

$410,000

$623,000

$82,000

39.50

1.50

8.00

3.00

5.50

4.50

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Vacant creekbed

Junction of LCI_03, LCI_05, LCI_06, and LCI_09 east of 
Parkway lane and north of SR 141/Peachtree Parkway

LCI_02

 2,263 

Creekbed roughly parallel to SR 141/Peachtree 
Parkway, approximately 150 yards northwest

Multi-Use Trail

Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Creekbed multi-use trail from 
LCI_02 to gas easement trailsTPT_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,579,000

$206,000

$688,000

$547,000

$138,000

37.63

1.50

5.00

3.00

4.50

5.25

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-use trail

Consistent sidewalk on east side of 
Engineering drive, no other pedestrian facilities

Peachtree Corners Circle

LCI_09

 2,650 

Buffer areas and Engineering Drive

Multi-Use Trail

Technology Park Multi-Use Trail Study

Trail in buffer areas around 
buildings from LCI_09 just north 
of Engineering Drive to Spalding 
Drive

TPT_02
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

31.50

5.50

0.00

0.00

10.00

0.00

ST-2 of Winters Chapel Road Study; 
would require coordination with City of Dunwoody as 
some segments are within their limits. A field examination 
of existing RPMs will be needed to fully estimate the cost. 
Based on the GDOT Item Means Summary for Q2 2016, 
RPMs cost approximately $4.95-$5.83 apeice.

Short Term (2017-2021)

Installation of reflective pavement 
markers (RPMs)

No reflective pavement markers

Spalding Drive

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

 13,247 

Winters Chapel Road

Other

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Winters Chapel Road Reflective 
Pavement MarkersWCR_01
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$464,000

$93,000

$309,000

$0

$62,000

49.50

5.00

0.00

0.00

9.00

6.00

ST-5 of Winters Chapel Road Study; 
would require coordination with City of Dunwoody as some 
segments are within their limits

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

2 lane road with center running two 
way left turn lane

2 lane road with no left turn lanes for 
minor intersections

Winter Rose Court

Peeler Road

 3,239 

Winters Chapel Road

Corridor Safety Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Restripe Winters Chapel Road 
with Two-Way Left Turn LaneWCR_02
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$68,000

$14,000

$45,000

$0

$9,000

57.58

3.00

2.00

9.00

9.50

6.67

ST-1 of Winters Chapel Road Study; 
intersection is within City of Dunwoody

Short Term (2017-2021)

Dedicated northbound left turn lane 
and a shared northbound through/right lane.  Modify signal 
operations to include a protected northbound left turn phase

Signalized intersection

Dunwoody Club Drive

Winters Chapel Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Dunwoody Club Drive and 
Winters Chapel Road Intersection 
Improvement (NBL Turn Lane)

WCR_04
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$47,800

$1,000

$4,800

$41,000

$1,000

62.33

6.00

2.00

9.00

9.00

5.67

ST-3 of Winters Chapel Road Study; 
would require coordination with City of Dunwoody as 
intersection is on border between two cities

Short Term (2017-2021)

Northbound right turn lane and 
overlap phase

Signalized intersection

Spalding Drive

Winters Chapel Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Winters Chapel Road and 
Spalding Drive Intersection 
Improvement

WCR_05
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$340,000

$68,000

$227,000

$0

$45,000

36.25

0.00

2.00

7.00

6.50

5.00

MT-3 of Winters Chapel Road Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

New southbound left turn lane and 
staging area for vehicles turning into and out of Sumac Drive

Sumac stop-controlled at Winters 
Chapel Road

Sumac Drive

Winters Chapel Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Winters Chapel Road and Sumac 
Drive Intersection ImprovementWCR_06
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$1,970,000

$363,000

$1,210,000

$165,000

$232,000

53.00

2.50

3.00

9.00

6.00

7.00

MT-1 of Winters Chapel Road Study

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Roundabout

Signalized intersection

Dunwoody Club Drive

Winters Chapel Road

 N/A 

Intersection

Operational Intersection Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Dunwoody Club Drive and 
Winters Chapel Road Intersection 
Improvement (Roundabout)

WCR_07
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

$5,665,000

$1,143,000

$3,809,000

$92,000

$621,000

61.75

8.50

2.00

9.00

4.00

5.50

LT-1 of Winters Chapel Road Study

Long Term (2032-2040+)

Minimized vertical curve on westbound 
approach, extending westbound left turn lane, 

adding dedicated free-flow northbound right turn lane with additional 
eastbound receiving lane (effectively widening to 4-lane section)

Varies

SR 140/Holcomb Bridge Road

Winters Chapel Road

 3,315 

Spalding Drive

Major Corridor Improvement/ 
Intersection/Operational Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Spalding Drive Improvements - 
Winters Chapel Road to SR 140/
Holcomb Bridge Road

WCR_08
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Project Type Score (10%) Construction

CTP Goals Score (10%) Contingency 

Technical Score (35%) Preliminary Engineering

Public Support 
Score (30%)

Total Cost

Total Prioritization 
Score (out of 100)

Feasibility Score (15%) Right of Way

Prioritization 
Scores

Planning Level 
Cost Estimate

Corridor:

Existing Condition:

Proposed Condition:

Additional Notes:

From:

To:

Length (feet):

Project Category:

Implementation Phase:

Project Source:

CHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONSCHAPTER IV: CONCLUSIONS

$5,975,000

$973,000

$3,243,000

$1,222,000

$537,000

30.50

3.00

0.00

5.00

4.00

3.00

Mid-Term (2022-2031)

Multi-Use Trail on west side of Winters 
Chapel Road and sidewalks on east side

Inconsistent sidewalks on both sides of 
the roadway

Spalding Drive

SR 141/Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

 - 

Winters Chapel Road

Multi-Use Trail/Pedestrian Improvement

Winters Chapel Road Area Study

Winters Chapel Trail and 
Sidewalk ImprovementsWCR_09
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