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Chapter 1
Introduction

The 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for the Creater Dalton Metropolitan Planning
Organization (GCDMPO) outlines the goals, objectives, polices, and proposed improvements needed
to maintain a safe, effective, and efficient multi-modal transportation system for the movement of
people and goods throughout the region which includes all of Whitfield County (including the
Cities of Dalton, Tunnel Hill, and Varnell) and the urbanized portion of Murray County (including
the Cities of Chatsworth and Eton). Updated every five years, the MTP (previously known as a Long
Range Transportation Plan) is one of the required items addressed by the GDMPO to meet Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) standards that in turn
enables the GDMPO to utilize and distribute federal transportation funds for use in its member
communities. As such, the MTP articulates a multi-year and long range program of transportation
improvements that are intended to address the collective transportation needs and enhance the
econormic, soclal, and environmental assets for the entire region. A key component of the MTP
process is incorporating fiscal considerations so that the program of transportation improvements
is realistic based on anticipated transportation funding.

In the 2000 Census, the Dalton area was officially recorded as having an Urbanized Area (UA)
population of 57,666 people and classified as a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), defined as
a "densely settled territory that contains 50,000 or more people.” This subsequently led to the
establishment of a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in 2003 in compliance with Federal
Legislation for urban areas with a population of over 50,000 people or more in order to ensure
that transportation investments are based on a comprehensive, cooperative, and continuing (3-C)
planning process. The Governor of Georgia initially designated the North Georgia Regional
Development Center (NGRDC) as the MPO for Dalton and Whitfield County in March 2003 which
was later merged with the Coosa Valley Regional Development Center to form the Northwest
Georgla Regional Commission (NWGRC).

On September 30, 2009, the Governor of Georgia approved the designation of the Dalton-Tunnel
Hill-Varnell-Whitfield County (Creater Dalton) Urban Transportation Study as the MPO and
approved Whitfield County as the entity to staff the MPO. Shortly after, the 2010 Census recorded
an UA population of 98,037 people with an expanded geography that includes parts of both
Whitfield and Murray Counties as well as a small portion of Catoosa County to the northwest,
further expanding the MPO'’s boundaries. Transportation planning activities and responsibilities
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for this part of Catoosa County are carried out by Chattanooga-Hamilton County/North Georgia
Transportation Planning Organization (CHCNGATPO) under a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) with the GDMPO.
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The GDMPO's primary objective 1s the development of plans and programs
that address transportation needs of the MPO area. The planning process is
conducted in accordance with 23 CFR, section 450.112 and in cooperation
with the Georgia Department of Transportation, the Federal Highway
Administration, the Federal Transit Administration, the City of Dalton, Whitfield
County, and Murray County. This cooperation and guidance is conducted
through the activities of two GDMPO committees as indicated below:

e Policy Committee (PC), which is composed of the principal elected
and/or appointed officials of participating governments and agencies
that oversee or operate major transportation modes within the GDMPO
area. This committee reviews and approves all transportation plans and
programs resulting from the GDMPO.

e Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC), which provides
professional technical assistance to the PC and recommends
transportation plans and programs for consideration and approval by
the PC.

The MPO's first Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) contemplated a
horizon year of 2030 and was adopted in June of 2005, largely informed by
the Whitfield County/City of Dalton Municipal Multi-modal Transportation
Plan, completed by the Georgia Department of Transportation in September
2003, prior to the creation of the MPO. Subsequent updates of the LRTP were
adopted 1n June 2010 and June 2015 (with horizon years of 2035 and 2040,
respectively). Therefore, this GDMPO 2045 MTP serves as the 5 year update
to the GDMPO 2040 LRTP.




The MTP document is organized to largely reflect the process that was used
to create the MTP As such, it includes the following elements:

Chapter 1 Introduction: Introducing the purpose of the MTP and the history
of the MPO.

Chapter 2 Community Profile: An exploration of underlying community
conditions and trends in the MPO thatinfluences travel behavior, transportation
needs, and decision making.

Chapter 3 Community Goals: A description of various transportation and
broader community related goals that are used to help guide the transportation
planning process. These goals include consideration of federal and state
transportation goals, localized goals and performance based planning
targets, and systematic goals that describe holistically the local vision for the
future of the transportation system.

Chapter 4 Plan Development. A documentation of the various efforts
used to inform the plan’'s recommendations. This includes discussion of
the community engagement efforts utilized as well as the various technical
analyses utilized to determine the transportation system’s existing and future
needs.

Chapter 5 Evaluation and Implementation Plan: Further documentation
focusing on the plan’s recommendations, including the efforts to develop
transportation projects and initiatives, evaluate and prioritize those projects
and mitiatives, and finally documentation of an Implementation Plan that
includes fiscal considerations of future transportation funding and anticipated
Implementation costs.
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Chapter 2
Community

Profile

A robust transportation planning process is much broader than simply identifying areas of traffic
congestion or where a new sidewalk may be needed. Instead, 1t is based on an understanding
and Integration with various socio-demographic conditions in the community and trends that
may influence future transportation needs. This includes not only understanding future population
and employment growth, but also where the locations in the community where that growth is
anticipated to be more intense, understanding where vulnerable populations concentrate so that
we can be equitable in our transportation decision making, identifying major commuter patterns,
understanding the role of education and schools in transportation needs, and the relationship
between land use planning and the transportation system.

Trends in Population

Historical and Projected Growth

Population growth in both Whitfield and Murray Counties has occurred steadily and is anticipated
to continue through the year 2045 from several sources as shown in the table below. Through a
process used to support travel demand modeling technical analyses for the MTP (and documented
in Appendix A), various projections for population growth in the region were considered and
combined to anticipate a year 2045 population in Whitfield County of 135,268 and in Murray
County of 48,569 for a combined regional population of 183,837.

Household Size

Households are a function of population, defined by the US Census as a group of people sharing a
dwelling unit. Household sizes in the Dalton region have remained mostly consistent over the years
and are anticipated to not dramatically change in future years.
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Historic and Projected Population of Whitfield and Murray Counties, 1960-2045
2045 (Projected): 183,837

e il
T |
2018: 143,406 .
150,000 .
2010: 139,835 o o
2018 to 2045 Change in

Population: 40,431 (28%)

2000: 120,031

100,000 1990: 98,609 Average Annual
1980: 85,474 Change: 1,497 (1%)

1970: 68,094

50,000 1960: 52,556

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Source: US Census Bureau 1960-2018; Socioeconomic projections 2045

Historic and Projected Household Size of Whitfield and Murray Counties, 1970-2045

3.00
2.00
1.00

0.00
1970 1990 2010 2018 20
Source: US Census Bureau 1960—108; Socloeconomic projections 2045

7 POND



Greater Dalton

(= S ] —
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Population Density

While total population and households help to define why a region or area may need specialized
transportation planning through an MPO process, that planning needs to understand where and
how population is clustered in the community. As the largest city in the region, Dalton is home to the
most obvious concentration of population in the region, but several other communities (particularly
Chatsworth, the seat of Murray County) indicate a noticeable concentration of population as well.

s

Population Density, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

-
0 persons per acre 2 personsl per acre 4 persons per acre 6 persons per acre
I
I
1 person per acre 3 persons per acre 5 persons per acre 1 persons per

acre or greater

Source: US Census Bureau 2018
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Title VI and Environmental Justice

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states that no person should be subject to discrimination
under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance on the grounds of race, color,
or national origin. A related focus on Environmental Justice (E]) states that federal agencies shall
identify and address disproportionately high and adverse human health of environmental effects of
programs, policies, and activities on minority and low-income populations. As reciplents of federal
transportation funds, the MPO'’s planning process must incorporate Title VI and EJ analysis. Using
US Census geographies, areas were identified in the MPO region with E] populations that exceed
the regional average in Whitfield and Mu

Minority Populations

African American: Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average African
American population of 3.2 percent of the total population. Using Census block groups, mapping
of the region shows several dispersed areas exceeding the regional average.

Black or African American Concentration, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

g

Lower than average
concentration (0%-3.2%)

1-2 times average
concentration (3.2%-6.4%)

2-4 times average
concentration
(6.4%-12.8%)

Greater than 4 times
average concentration
(12.8%-22.4%)
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Asian: Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average
Asian population of 1.2 percent of the total population. Using Census block
groups, mapping of the region shows several areas, many in the areas west of
Dalton exceeding the regional average.

Asian Concentration, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Lower than average
concentration (0%-1.2%)

1-2 times average Y s
concentration (1.2%-2.4%)

2-4 times average
concentration (2.4%-4.8%)

Greater than 4 times
average concentration
(4.8-12.0%)

Source: US Census Bureau 2018

10




2 | Community Profile

Hispanic/Latino: Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional
average Hispanic/Latino population of 29.1 percent of the total population.
Using Census block groups, mapping of the region shows that much of this
population is concentrated in the immediate Dalton area.

Hispanic or Latino Concentration, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

s

Lower than average
concentration (0%-29.1%)

1-2 times average —
concentration i —
(29.1%-58.2%) f

Greater than 2 times
average concentration
(58.2%-81.3%)

2>

Source: US Census Bureau 2018
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Other Non-White Minorities: Whitfield and Murray Counties have a
combined regional average other race population of 1.0 percent of the total
population. Using Census block groups, mapping of the region shows several
dispersed areas exceeding the regional average.

Other Non-White Concentration, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Lower than average 4-8 times average

concentration (0%-1.0%) concentration (4.0%-8.0%)
1-2 times average 8-16 times average
concentration (1.0%-2.0%) concentration (8.0%-16.0%)
. Greater than 16 times
2-4 times average :
concentration (2.0%-4.0%) average concentration
: ' (16.0%-48.4%) Source: US Census Bureau 2018

12




2 | Community Profile

Disabled Populations
Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average disabled

population of 14.8 percent of the total population. Using Census block groups,
mapping of the region shows several areas exceeding the regional average.

Concentration of Disabled Persons*, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Lower than average
concentration (0%-14.8%) Ui

1-2 times average
. concentration
(14.8%-29.6%)

Greater than 2 times
average concentration
(29.6%-44.4%)

Source: US Census Bureau 2018

*This map shows the percentage of the civilian population over 18 years old that is disabled, due
to limitations in Census Bureau data
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Elderly Population

Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average elderly
population of 13.6 percent of the total population. Using Census block groups,
mapping of the region shows several areas exceeding the regional average,
many In the more outlying portions of the community.

Concentration of Elderly (65+) Persons, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Lower than average f
concentration (0%-13.6%)

f
1-2 times average
. concentration
(13.6%-27.2%)

— L il
GCreater than 2 times average
concentration (27.2%-41.3%) -

i\

2>

Source: US Census Bureau 2018
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Poverty

Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average
impoverished population of 9.3 percent of the total population. Using
Census block groups, mapping of the region shows several areas exceeding

the regional average, many in the immediate Dalton area and others in
surrounding communities.

Concentration of Impoverished Households, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

f ¥l g l
. 1

Lower than average . 2-4 times average

concentration (0%-9.3%) concentration (18.6-37.2%)

1-2 times average Greater than 4 times average
concentration (9.3%-18.6%) concentration (37.2-46.5%)

Source: US Census Bureau 2018
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Households With No Vehicles
Whitfield and Murray Counties have a combined regional average of
households with no access to a vehicle of 5.6 percent of the total population.
Using Census block groups, mapping of the region shows several areas
exceeding the regional average.

Concentration of Households with No Vehicles, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Lower than average 2-4 times average
concentration (0%-9.3%) concentration (18.6-37.2%)

1-2 times average Creater than 4 times average
concentration (9.3%-18.6%) concentration (37.2-46.5%)
Source: US Census Bureau 2018
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Trends in Employment
Historical and Projected Growth

The Dalton area produces the majority of the world’s carpeting in addition
to many other types of floor covering. The importance of the floor covering
industry in the region extends beyond direct employment since important
clusters in the area are largely supported by the industry, including chemicals
and plastics firms and wholesaling firms. In recent years, the number of jobs
and companies in the floor covering industry has decreased so local leaders
In economic development have diversified the region’s economy through
the development of new industrial parks and attracting industries that can
provide support to the Volkswagen plant that opened in nearby Chattanooga
in the mid 2010s. This diversification of industry is intended to increase
employment in the region between now and 2045.

Similar to our understanding of anticipated population growth, it 1s important
to understand not just the total amount of employment in the region but also
where that employment is anticipated to occur in order to further understand
how that may impact future travel needs.

Historical and Projected Employment, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2002-2045

F— p005: 73,698 2045: 75,654

2015: 68,006 Cassananes®
0 000 / .....‘-‘fllllill.l 1
sens 2002:72,117 201165813 5018 10 2045 Change in

2010: 65,092 Employment: 9,781 (15%)
4} K]
Average Annual Change: 349
40,000 (0.5%)
30,000
all LR
100D
2000 2005 2000 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 200 2045

Source: US Census Bureau 2002-2017; Socioeconomic projections 2045
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Employment Density, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2015

No employment
present

0.01 jobs per acre
0.25 jobs per acre
0.50 jobs per acre
1 job per acre

2 jobs per acre

4 jobs per acre

8 jobs per acre and greater

Source: GDOT Travel Demand Model Socioeconomic Data
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Employment Densities, Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2045

No employment
present

0.01 jobs per acre
0.25 jobs per acre
0.50 jobs per acre
1 job per acre

2 jobs per acre

4 jobs per acre

8 jobs per acre and greater . '
Source: GDOT Travel Demand Model Socioeconomic Data
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Commuter Patterns

Longitudinal Employer Household Dynamic (LEHD) data allows us to understand patterns of where
commuters travel to, from, and within the Dalton region travel. Focusing specifically on jobs that
are located within the Dalton region, data tells us that while many of these jobs are held by people
living within the immediate Dalton region there are also many people commuting into the region
from surrounding communities such as Chattanooga and Cleveland to the north and Calhoun to
the south.

Where Whitfield and Murray County Workers Live, 20117

f .I.-.II Al
il 1 Lo i SR

Whitfield Co.
Georgia
42.2%

Murray Co.
Georgia
15.6%

Gordon Co.
GA, 6.2%

Walker Co. GA, 3.2%

. Lower worker
Chatooga f density
County
Other
; = 22.4%
_ =7
Floyd County * Higher worker
Bartow Coul density -
source: US Census Bureau Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics
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Focusing on the workforce of the region (that is people who live in the immediate Dalton region),
we do see that most people live and work within Whitfield or Murray Counties though there are
many who commute to surrounding communities as well.

Where Whitfield and Murray County Residents Work, 20117

Whitfield Co.
Georgia
52.3%

Murray Co.
Georgia
9.4%

Gordon Co. GA
5.8%

Hamilton Co. TN,
4.4%

Cobb Co. GA, 3.0%

density

Other

20.0%
Higher worker

—— k| e density
Source: US Census Bureau Longltudmal Employel Household Dynamics
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Commuter Modes of Choice

Using American Community Survey Commuter Modes of Choice,
data, we can also understand that the Whitfield and Murray Counties,
majority of commuters in the Dalton 2018

area (86.4 percent) drive alone to work. Wk from Other

However, a relatively high amount of
people (9.7 percent) indicate that they
carpool with others to get to and from
their place of work.

Drriva Alona

86.4%

Source: US Census Bureau

Economic Profile

Employment in Whitfield and Murray Counties

Focusing on jobs that are physically located in Whitfield and Murray Counties,
data reveals a large portion (39.1 percent) of jobs are in manufacturing,
many directly associated with or supporting the flooring industry. However,
employment opportunities are more diversified than just that with many jobs
that are in the health care, retail, wholesale trade, and educational service
industries as well.

Whitfield and Murray County Workforce

The workforce for the region (that is people who live in Whitfield and Murray
Countles who are employed in jobs, regardless of where they are located)
show some similar trends with a significant portion (33.7 percent) in the
manufacturing industry.

i
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Jobs by Industry, Workforce by Industry,
Whitfield and Murray Whitfield and Murray
Counties, 2017 Counties, 2017

Manufacturing
Manufacturing 33.17%

39.1%

Retail Trade
Health Care and 10.1%
Social Assistance

5_31 1 I.::Z':.‘"
Retail Trade

Health Care and
Social Assistance

] (i I
C 9 v

Admin. and Support,
Waste Mgt and
Ramadintion:

Prof., Bcientific, and
Technieal Sves.: 4.6% Prof., Scientific, and
Mt and Remediation: 4% e

Source: US Census Bureau Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics
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School Locations

K-12 opportunities in the region include three school districts — Dalton
Public Schools, Whitfield County Schools, and Murray County Schools
that combined served about 29,300 students in the year 2015. Additional
secondary institutions in the region include Dalton State College and Georgia
Northwestern Technical College which served about 5,900 students in 2015.
The locations of these schools and the relative amount of enrollment at these
locations is shown in the map below.

Projected Student Growth

Student enrollment in the region is anticipated to grow in relative proportion
to the region’s population with an anticipated 37,800 K-12 students and 7,900
college students in the year 2045.
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2015 K-12 and College Enrollment in Whitfield and Murray Counties

K-12 School Enrollment

College Enrollment

500
1,000
2,000

4,000
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Land Use and Comprehensive Planning

Much of the anticipated growth in the region is guided by the comprehensive
planning being conducted by the county governments in the region with
particular emphasis on the elements of these plans focusing on future land
use and development.

Whitfield County

The Whitfield County Comprehensive Planis a joint planfor the unincorporated
portions of the County and the municipalities of Cohutta, Dalton, Tunnel Hill,
and Varnell. This plan was prepared by the Northwest Georgia Regional
Commission and adopted in 2018. The Joint Land Use Element for this plan
identifies several ‘Character Areas’ that relate to land use and offer narrative
descriptions implying the future intensity of development and the overall
‘character’ intended for these areas.

Murray County

The Murray County Joint Comprehensive Plan addresses the unincorporated
portions of the County and the municipalities of Chatsworth and Eton Like
the Whitfield County Comprehensive Plan, this plan was prepared by the
Northwest Georgia Regional Commission and adopted in 2018. Similarly, the
Land Use Element for this plan also identifies several ‘Character Areas’ that
relate to land use and offer narrative descriptions implying the future intensity
of development and the overall ‘character’ intended for these areas.




Future Land Use in Whitfield and Murray Counties

Whitfield County
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Murray County
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. Transportation/
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Chapter 3
Community Goals

In addition to incorporating anticipated changes in population and employment growth and the
land use elements of the region’s Comprehensive Plans, the MTP is influenced heavily by the
legacy of transportation planning and policy for the region. Much of this is articulated in the context
of national and state goals as described n the following section.

FAST Act

On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
(FAST) Act — federal law authorizing $305 billion over fiscal years 2016 through 2020 for highway;,
highway and motor safety, public transportation, motor carrier safety, hazardous materials safety,
rall, and research, technology, and statistics programs. The FAST Act states that the metropolitan
transportation planning process must address specific factors as described below:

e Support economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global compet-
ltiveness, productivity and efficiency

e Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
e Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
e Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight

e Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvement and state
and local planned growth and economic development patterns

e Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight

e Promote efficient system management and operation
e Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system

e Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate
stormwater impacts of surface transportation

e Enhance travel and tourism




3 | Community Goals

Further, the national Federal-aid Highway Program performance goals as established by Congress
are:

e Safety - To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all
public roads.

e Infrastructure Condition - To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state
of good repair

e Congestion Reduction - To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the National
Highway System

e System Reliability - To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system

e Freight Movement and Economic Vitality - To improve the national freight network,

strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade
markets, and support regional economic development.

e Environmental Sustainability - To enhance the performance of the transportation
system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment.

e Reduced Project Delivery Delays - To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the
economy, and expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project
completion through eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process,
including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ work practices

Georgia Statewide Strategic Transportation Plan

Similarly, the Georgia Statewide Strategic Transportation Plan (SSTP) Update from 2018 includes
several goals that relate to the federal goals as described below.

State and Federal Transportation Goals

Improve safety Safety
Improve reliability System Reliability
Reduce congestion Congestion Reduction

Maintain and preserve the system | Infrastructure Condition
Improve freight/economic growth | Freight Movement and Economic Vitality
Improve the environment Environmental Sustainability

29 POND
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Greater Dalton Metropolitan Transportation Plan

With these considerations, the Greater Dalton MPO has developed an overall goal as follows:

“Develop a guide for the orderly development of a safe and efficient multi-modal transportation
system for the movement of people and goods which supports the land use and economic goals of
the area and promotes quality of life.”

This overall goal is supported by eight guiding principles as described in the table below with
their related SSTP and federal goals.
Greater Dalton MPO Goal

Related SSTP Goal(s) Related Federal Goal(s)

Improve safety

Safety

Include all modes of transportation e Improve reliability e System Reliability
e Reduce congestion e Congestion Reduction
e [mprove safety e Safety

Be safe, convenient, and efficient e Improve reliability e System Reliability
e Reduce congestion e Congestion Reduction
e Maintain and preserve e Infrastructure

Serve and enhance existing land the system Condition

use and planned growth e Improve freight/ e Freight Movement and
economic growth Economic Vitality

Sus’Fam the quality of the e Improve the e Environmental
environment and preserve . S

. environment Sustamnability
community values

e Maintain and preserve e Infrastructure

Be financially feasible, and support the system Condition

all sectors of the area’s economy

Improve freight/
economic growth

Freight Movement and
Economic Vitality

Provide access and connectivity

Improve freight/

Freight Movement and

with diverse land uses and modes economic growth Economic Vitality
Maintain performance measures * Improve safety o Safety

to maintain quality of the e Improve reliability e System Reliability
transportation system e Reduce congestion e Congestion Reduction

Be maintained through local/
official citizen participation in
transportation decision-making

T
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| al
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The FAST Act also includes requirements for performance based planning stating ‘‘the metropolitan
transportation planning process shall provide for the establishment and use of a performance-based
approach to transportation decision making to support the national goals”. The Creater Dalton
MPO has adopted several performance based planning targets to support these goals using the
FHWA SMART principles which state that the measures should be Specific, Measurable, Agreed,
Realistic, and Time Bound. Appendix B includes the MPO’s most recent System Performance
Report addressing these goals.

Targets Supporting the National Goal for Safety (To achieve a significant reduction in traffic
fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.

To maintain the 5 year moving average traffic fatalities under the projected 1,655
(2015-2019) 5 year average

'To maintain the 5 year moving average traffic fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled
under the projected 1.31 (2015-2019) 5 year average

To maintain the 5 year moving average serious traffic injuries under the projected 24,324
(2015-2019) 5 year average

To reduce the 5 year moving average serious traffic injuries for every 100 million vehicle
miles traveled by three percent from a baseline 19.6 (2012-2016) 5 year average to 18.9
(2015-2019) 5 year average

'To maintain the 5 year moving average non-motorist fatalities and serious injuries under the
projected 1,126 (2017-2021) 5 year average

Targets Supporting the National Goal for Infrastructure Condition (To maintain the
highway infrastructure asset system in a state of good repair)

Percentage of pavements on the Interstate System in Good condition
Percentage of pavements on the Interstate System in Poor condition

Percentage of pavements on the National Highway System (excluding the Interstate System)
in Good condition

Percentage of pavements on the National Highway System (excluding the Interstate System)
in Poor condition

Percentage of National Highway System bridge deck area classified as in Good condition
Percentage of National Highway System bridge deck area classified as in Poor condition

Targets Supporting National Goal for Congestion Reduction (Io achieve a significant
reduction in congestion on the National Highway System)

Annual Hours of Peak-Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita
Percent of Non-Single-Occupant-Vehicle (SOV) Travel
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Targets Supporting the National Goal for System Reliability (To improve the efficiency of
the surface transportation system)
e Percent of Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate System that are reliable

e Percent of Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate National Highway System that are
Reliable

Targets Supporting the National Goal for Freight Movement and Economic Vitality (To
improve the national freight network, strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national
and international trade markets, and support regional economic development)

e Percentage of the Interstate System Mileage providing for Reliable Truck Travel Times
Targets Supporting the National Goal for Environmental Sustainability (To enhance the
performance of the transportation system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment)

e Percent Change in Tallpipe COZ Emissions on the National Highway System

e Total Emissions Reduction

Transportation System Goals

In addition to these goals, broader transportation system goals were developed as part of the MTP
process in consultation with a stakeholder committee (as described in Chapter 4) to help guide
long term transportation investment decisions. These goals are shown correlated with the larger
MPO goals.

GDMPO

Transportation Greater Dalton Related SSTP Related Federal
System Goal MPO Goal(s) Goal(s) Goal(s)

e Infrastructure

¢ Beimancially * Mamntain and Condition
Accommodate feasible, and preserve the system .
Freight Traffic support all sectors of | ¢ Improve freight/ e Freight Movement
the area’s economy economic growth and Econormic
Vitality
e Safety
e Be safe, convenient, |® mprove safety e System Reliability
Address and efficient e Improve reliability |, cop gestion
North-South Trave] | ® ©€rve and enhance |e Reduce congestion Reduction
existing land use e Improve freight/ e Freight Movement
and planned growth economic growth and Economic

Vitality

Edis:
’
‘ =
, %
\ . 32
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GDMPO

Transportation
System Goal

Greater Dalton
MPO Goal(s)

3 | Community Goals

Related SSTP
Goal(s)

Related Federal
Goal(s)

Encourage
Downtown
Reinvestments

Include all modes of
transportation

Serve and enhance
existing land use
and planned growth

Improve safety
Improve reliability
Reduce congestion

Improve freight/
economic growth

Safety
System Reliability

Congestion
Reduction

Freight Movement
and Economic
Vitality

Address East-West
Travel

Be safe, convenient,
and efficient

Serve and enhance
existing land use
and planned growth

Improve safety
Improve reliability
Reduce congestion

Improve freight/
economic growth

Safety
System Reliability

Congestion
Reduction

Freight Movement
and Economic
Vitality

Develop an Active
Mode Network for
the Region

Include all modes of
transportation

Improve safety
Improve reliability

Reduce congestion

Safety
System Reliability

Congestion
Reduction

Enhance
Connections to I-75

Be safe, convenient,
and efficient

Serve and enhance
existing land use
and planned growth

Improve safety
Improve reliability
Reduce congestion

Improve freight/
economic growth

Safety
System Reliability

Congestion
Reduction

Freight Movement
and Economic
Vitality

Provide - Serve and enhance . Freight Movement
Connectivity to L Improve freight/ :

: . existing land use . and Economic
Neighboring economic growth 1
Communitios and planned growth Vitality
Consider Improve safety Safety
Opportunities Include all modes of C g o
for Future Transit transportation fmprove rehablhjty System Reliability
Service in the Reduce congestion Congestion

Reduction

Region
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Chapter 4
Plan Development

Leveraging the community data described in Chapter 2 and the overall guidance in goals
described in Chapter 3, the development of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan incorporates
both community engagement and technical analysis to explore and understand transportation
needs. This chapter describes the planning efforts and overall findings from these efforts.

Beyond federal and state requirements for community engagement, the Greater Dalton MPO
exercises specific commitment to involving the community in transportation decision-making as
referenced in one of its specific goals described in Chapter 3 (‘‘be maintained through local/official
cltizen participation in transportation decision-making). During the MTP process, this commitment
resulted in several opportunities for the community to provide input. Details of the community
engagement process are provided in Appendix C.

Community Meetings

Formal community meetings were held in
April 2019 to solicit input and feedback to
guide the MTP planning process.

PUBLICINP!

Thursday, Apnl 25"‘|5 pm. - T pm

Your Area. Your Yo
Thas Dorgater Plakues Ay bk e yoai dadl B il b0 i
e ypm® b b Doty [elvs 5o Faneg
rpariratio Ex ¢ pebls epm e sectng, Corn dher
||||| gt arel bmip wwny pvml Eersueiabem pescybs
wul progrsres sl owy Spnd 29 b ot

April 25, 2019, 5-7 PM

Edwards Park Community Center
(Whitfield County Location)

115 Edwards Park, Dalton, Georgla

Aprll 30, 2019, 5-71 PM Fdwarth Pak For ooz mfomcss
Murray County Community Center T AP bty
(Murray County Location)

651 Hyden Tyler Road, Chatsworth,
Georgia

1 1 L
R am =

Greater Dalto

2048 Mestropalitan Thanspor tatvan Plan
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A total of seven people attended these two meetings, both of
which included the same material and exercises and input
opportunities including:

e An Introduction station, including background on the
MTP process

e A Background Data station, including initial research
on the transportation system (congestion, bridges,
safety, etc.) and the community (population density,
employment locations, households with no vehicles,
etc.).

e An Evaluation Station describing the overall process
in which the transportation system would be analyzed
and recommendation prioritized

e An ‘Exercises’ Station where the community could
provide facilitated input including:

o A ranking of which project types would be
considered most beneficial to the community;,
the results presented below on the left

o An exercise where community members could indicate on a
map the areas where they felt transportation improvements were
the most critical, the results presented on the following page

o A ranking of the transportation system goals previously
described in Chapter 3, the results presented below on the right

Public Meeting #1 Project Types Public Meeting #1 Transportation
Activity Results System Goals Activity Results
Pedestrian Encourage Downtown
[nfrastructure: 4% —— Consider Opportunities for Reinvestmenis: T%

Bicyele Future Transit Service; 10%

Inirastroeture: 4%

Frevide Connectivity
te Mabghboring

Comrunities: 10%

Address
North-South
Intersection Travel: 30%
Imprewements:

qELL Develop an Active
Meode Netwrork: 10%

Enhance Connections « Y .
1ol-75: 13% gy fccomodate'y
; Fraight

Trafhc: 23%:
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Public Meeting’s Map Responses

Q No input received

One location/opportunity
indicated

Multiple locations/
opportunities indicated
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Online Engagement

To supplement the in-person engagement, opportunities for
the community to engage online were created through a Social
Pinpoint website that included traditional survey formats and
an interactive map. This website was publicized in a variety of
ways including via social media, e-mall lists, and coordination
with planning partners in the region. 231 people participated
in the traditional survey component of the site. Additionally,
274 comments were registered on the interactive map.

The online survey was developed to replicate two of the
exercises from the traditional community meetings while
included a handful of additional demographic questions in
order to understand how well responses reflected known
transportation conditions in the community. For instance,
respondents were asked on their typical commute modes
(as shown below) which compares relatively well — in both
the number of ‘drive alone’ responses as well the relatively
large number of ‘carpoolers’ - to data on the region from the
American Community Survey.

Online Survey Responses to “What is
your primary mode of transportation
for commuting to work or school?”

&eater Dalton

Mo Ao Fhainn Horwimam widenm =

‘Whitfield County, Geangia

A mrw - N
W recved prasl commapnte frizem th pislepasts ol
L P S IR TR DRy ROUEE FO T i
D UNBEle B WTIaNd, pledis o B Folowang ik 1o
Lakn o gnbing ey, DD Iplanrengatgsnd com)
GO o 208 S O oo e T o 1 P P L,
Thariki for pous intarest! Pahitfialdcousty Bplanning
T iinngou

L. R SETw
045 Metropelitan Transportation Plag

LA G TGS Dk

Commuter Modes of Choice,
Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2018

Not Work fr Other
applicable Walk :[I:m:m 2 2%
Automobile 0.9% _0.4% '
(carpool) [
5.7% |

Autoamobile
(alone)

93.0%

Note: Respondents could also select “Private
paid service (van, taxi, Uber, Lyft),” or “Bicycle,’
but no responses of these were received
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Drive Alone

86.4%

Source: US Census Bureau
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Similarly, the survey inquired on each respondents relationship to the region. The majority of
respondents assoclate with Whitfield County though some respondents indicated relationships to
Murray County as well.

Online Survey Responses to “What is your interest in the Greater Dalton region?
(select all that apply)”

1live in Whitfield County 175 (T7%)
[ work in Whitfield County 160 (T4%)

[ shopleat/play in Whitlield County 148 (658%)

| shopfeat/play n Mwiray County 24 (11%)

[live in Murray County - 20 (8%)
omer [ 7 3%)
I am a sadent in Mnray County I 4 (2%)
lam a stadent in Whitfield County | g (0%4)

[ worle in Murray County | O (0%)

Note: A total of 228 individual responses were received to this question. Respondents were able
to select multiple options as appropriate

Other questions in the survey focus on overall transportation conditions such as average distance
and travel time to/from work.

Online Survey Responses to “How far do you have to travel to get to work or school?”

1 to 5 miles 5 to 10 miles

53 (23%) 76 (33%)

Less than 1 mile: 4 (2%) I don’t have to travel for work or school: 2 (1%)

Online Survey Responses to “How long does it typically take you to get to/from work
or school?”

30 to 45
minutes
26 (11%)

45 to 60 minutes: 8 (4%) -
More than 1 hour: 1 (<1%)
I don’t have to travel for work or school: 2 (1%)

Less than 15 minutes 15 to 30 minutes

83 (36%) 108 (47%)
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The key part of the survey replicates two of the exercises from the public meetings. One question
focuses on the types of transportation projects that would be most helpful. Similar to what was
observed in the community meetings, the top categories include ‘roadway capacity and operations’
and ‘Intersection improvements.

Online Survey Responses to “What types of transportation projects would be most

helpful to you in Whitfield and Murray Counties?” 2
vg.
Rank

Roadway Capacity and Operanons _—. | 2.0
Intarsacton [Mprovements _—- 2.1

Bridge Upgrades I._ . II 3.5

Pedestrian Infrastructure . 4.4

Bicycle Infrastructure I.. .- 4.8

Tansit .I . .I 5.1

B ! mostdesired) 2 [ 3 4 5 6 B 7 [ 8 (eastdesired)
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Similarly, respondents were also asked on their preferences for the transportation system goals,
showing collective preferences similar to what was observed in the community meetings.

Online Survey Responses to “What types of transportation projects would be most

helpful to you in Whitfield and Murray Counties?” A
vg.

Rank

Addreas North-South Traes] -_- | 2.5

Encouracge Downtown Reinvestmients --_ II 3.5

Address East-Weet Travel .-- .| 3.8

Accommiodate Fresght Trafic -.- I- 3.9

nhance Connections 101-75 I.- . -. 5.1

Prowvide Conmmectivity to Neighbaoring Communities ... - . _- 5.5

Bevelop an Active Mode Network for the Reqon III -. 5.5
sonsder Opporumities jor Puture Tranait Seraice ..I ._

B ! mostdesired) 2 3 4 5 6 B 7 [ 8 (eastdesired)

The other component of the
. . Greater Dalton

online engagement mvolved |= === »Q 5] L)

the use of an Interactive map r 4 I AL & o

where respondents could

3 P iy
place pins down on a map | | ' *
representing different types of | ﬁ _ F A
-

concerns and comments and
provide additional commentary "",.
as they felt needed. Categories ;’ '
included: pd &
e Congested Location E - ]
e Safety : : . e L -%
e Bicyclist Need - Q' ’u HiLd Q-5

e DPedestrian Need : == -
Ay o ° . g
e Other Comments S : R : o i =
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Online Survey Map Responses

One location/opportunity
indicated

Multiple locations/
opportunities indicated
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Stakeholder Meetings & MPO Committees

Throughout the process, the planning team
also had regular coordination and updates
with the Creater Dalton MPO Policy
Committee (PC) and Technical Coordinating
Committee (TCC). Supplementing these
updates were two specific MTP focused
Stakeholder Meetings held in conjunction
with the normal MPO committee meeting
to include both the members of the PC and
TCC as well as representation from a few
key additional non-transportation focused
organizations serving the region.

The first meeting was held Marxch 26, 2019
and Included a presentation summarizing
the process, some initial findings, as well as
facilitated discussion of goals and objectives
including specific discussion to develop
the Transportation System Goals that were
described in Chapter 3. In addition to these
presentations and discussions, the meeting

Stakeholder Meeting #1 Project Types
Activity Results

Bicycle Infrastructure: 2%  fsriation
Facilities: 2%

Transit: 6%

Pedestrian
Infrastructure; 6%

Intarsection
_ Improvments:
Freight 284
Moaobility:

14%

concluded with a series of exercises mimicking those utilized in the Social Pinpoint tool and

community meetings as described below.

e A ranking of which project types would be considered most beneficial to the community,

the results presented above, to the right

e An exercise where community members could indicate on a map the areas where they
felt transportation improvements were the most critical, the results presented on the facing

page

A second meeting was held on September 26, 2019 and included a presentation updating the
group on the progress in the planning process, discussions of the community input received,
discussion of the proposed process to prioritize and evaluate transportation projects (and the
performance measures that would support this process), and facilitated smaller group discussions
to identify key transportation projects for consideration in the MTP

T
&
e
LT
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Stakeholder Map Responses

One location/opportunity
Indicated

Multiple locations/
opportunities indicated
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Public Comment Period

Following the completion of a draft MTP the plan document was also made available for digital
review as part of a 30 day Public Comment period on the Creater Dalton MPO website at https://
www.whitfleldcountyga.com/eng/mpo.htm. This Public Comment period was advertised through
the local newspapers of record, via social media, and through email lists and began on April 15,
2020 and concluded on May 15, 2020. XX public comments were received and are documented in
Appendix C. Upon careful review and consideration of the comments received, the planning team
determined that the following changes to the draft documented were warranted.

Note: This section will be updated as appropriate for the final document once the Public Comment

period closes.

Summary of Community Engagement and Input

Given the disparate sources of community engagement and input, further compilation of results
and input was appropriate to understand the collective direction from the community. In particular,
this includes the three main exercises and questions held over the course of both the public and
stakeholder meetings as well as through the online engagement tools.

e A ranking of which project types would be considered most beneficial to the community;
the results presented below

e An exercise where community members could indicate on a map the areas where they
felt transportation improvements were the most critical, the results presented on top of the
facing page

e A ranking of the transportation system goals previously described in Chapter 3, the results
presented at bottom of the facing page

Overall Project Type Ranking

9 | B b @

- Gy

AL REE

spE SE | @B

S50~ LI~ o -

e vw Sow -]

“83e 952 F%

a8 A8 o0&
Intersection Improvements 28% 35% 2.1
Roadway Capacity and Operations 28% 21% 2.0
Bridge Upgrades 15% 13% 3.5
Freight Mobility 14% 18% 6.5
Pedestrian Infrastructure 6% 4% 4.4
Transit 6% 2% 51
Bicycle Infrastructure 2% 4% 4.8
Aviation Facilities 2% 0% 7.6
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R
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Aggregated Project Location Activity Results

O No input received
One location/opportunity _ Multiple locations/
indicated opportunities indicated

Overall Project Goal Ranking

g' g >N >

= 2w 28 4

TS 0 0 ° d >

9 o Fm 35 8

2 28 @ ¢ © A

2, 2% 29 EE ¢%

o) 3 2 = - 0 — e DY -~

So|/ B0 &E5 &9 Y

A> AR Ok OB kB
Address North-South Travel 9 23% 6.5 18% | 20%
Encourage Downtown Reinvestments 2 5% 5.5 15% | 16%
Accommodate Freight Traffic 7 18% 5.1 14% | 15%
Address East-West Travel 8 21% 5.2 14% | 15%
Enhance Connections to [-75 4 10% 3.9 11% | 10%
Develop and Active Mode Network for the Region 3 8% 3.5 10% | 9%
Provide Connectivity to Neighboring Communities 3 8% 3.5 10% | 9%
Qonsader .OppOI’tUIlltleS for Future Transit Service 3 8% 29 8% 79
in the Region

4 POND



Greater Dalton

([ e —
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Transportation System Analysis

Complimenting the community input during the MTP process, the technical analysis was used
to evaluate and understand different aspects of the transportation system including establishing
existing conditions and needs as well as identify anticipated future conditions.

Roadway Network

Functional Classification
The roadway network for the region includes a combination of different types of roadways
categorized by their functional classification.

Interstates are the highest classification of roadway and were designed and constructed with
mobility and long-distance travel in mind. Interstates have ‘limited access’ in which no direct
access is provided to properties or land use abutting the roadway. Similarly, other roadways that
cross the interstate do so through a grade-separation in which the other roadway crosses either
under or over the interstate. In select locations — typically with arterial roadways as defined below
— Interchanges are built that provide entrance and exit ramps to and from the interstate. The Dalton
region Includes one interstate, I-75, a major north-south corridor through the Country extending
from Michigan to Florida. Locally, I-75 is a major gateway into Whitfield County connecting the
Dalton region to Chattanooga to the north and Atlanta to the south.

Arterials are major roadways but are able to serve land uses directly through driveways to specific
parcels. Nonetheless, arterials are generally designed with mobility in mind as well and often
assist In long-distance travel as well. There are classifications of arterials (principal and minor)
relative to their use and important in connecting the region. The majority of major roadways in the
Dalton region are classified as arterials including:

e SR 71:Known locally as Cleveland Highway, this corridor connects the North Dalton Bypass
to the Tennessee state line and beyond to Cleveland, Tennessee.

e US 76/US 41/SR 3 (Dalton Bypass) and SR 3: These routes collectively serve as a
multi-lane bypass on the north, east, and south sides of Dalton. On the west side of Dalton,
mountainous terrain and the [-75 corridor precludes the need for a western bypass.

e SR 2:This arterial runs east-west connecting from the Catoosa County line on the west
side, extending through the community of Varnell, crossing into Murray County before
terminating at Us 411.

e SR 201: Running north-south, this corridor enters Whitfield County in the southwest part of
the community, extends north to Tunnel Hill and terminates at SR 2 in Varnell.

e SR 3/US 41: Also running north-south, this corridor enters Whitfield County from Gordon
County to the south, extends north to the South Dalton Bypass/SR 3 Connector and traverses
north through Tunnel Hill and into Catoosa County.

e SR 52/Walnut Avenue/US 76/Chatsworth Highway: Beginning at I-75 on the west side of
Dalton and running east-west through Dalton and Whitfield County, this corridor enters
into Murray County before joining with US 411 and turning in a southeastern direction and
subsequently turning off US 411 at Smyna Ramhurst Road towards Cilmer County.

e Alt. SR 52: Spurring off of US 76/SR 52 just east of Whitfield County, this corridor traverses

46
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southeasterly through Murray County, through Chatsworth, and towards Gilmer County

SR 286: Beginning at SR 52/US 76 in Dalton, this corridor runs east-west into Murray County
and terminates at US 411 in Eton.

US 411: This corridor runs north-south from Gordon County to the south through Murray
County connecting to Chatsworth and Eton and exiting to the north at the Tennessee state
line.

SR 225: Running north-south, this corridor parallels the western boundary of Murray
County and US 411 towards the east.

Functional Classification in Whitfield and Murray Counties

M\ [nterstate M\ Minor Arterial Minor Collector
M\ Principal Arterial M\ Major Collector Local Road
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Collectors gather traffic from arterial roadways and distributes them to local
roads. While they may serve relatively large volumes of traffic, it is typically
less in volume than arterials and they typically run must shorter distances
than arterials. Similar to arterials, these roadways are classified as ‘major’
and ‘'minor’ depending on their traffic volume and connectivity.

Local Roads account for the largest percent of roadways and offer direct
access to local properties. They are not intended for long distance travel and
In many cases are designed to discourage through traffic.

Lane miles in the region by each functional classification are provided in the
tables below while the functional classifications in the region are depicted on
the map.

Lane Inventory

Similar to functional classification, the number of lanes on roadways through
the region influence the amount of travel. The map below depicts the number
of lanes on most collectors and higher classified roads in the region, per the
travel demand model, a tool developed by GDOT.
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Lane Inventory in Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2015

/ ag
| B

2>

1-2 Lanes M\ 3-4 Lanes "\ 5-6Lanes

sSource: Georgla Department of Transportation
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Level of Service & Congestion

Travel demand models are sophisticated tools that can be utilized to determine how changes in the
transportation system coupled with development patterns affects travel patterns and congestion.
GDOT maintains a travel demand model for the Creater Dalton MPO region which consists of a
four-step process as indicated below:

e Trip Generation — Estimates the number of trips likely to be generated based on
socloeconomic data such as population, employment, and income data.

e Trip Distribution — Estimates where in the region the generated trips will likely travel
to based on the attraction (based on the same socioeconomic characteristics used to
determine trip generation) of different parts of the region.

e Mode Split — Estimates, where applicable, the mode of travel a trip will utilize.

e Trip Assignment — Estimates the pattern and route that a trip will take to reach its destination
from its origin.

Asreferenced in Chapter 2, a key component of the travel demand model process was to determine
both existing (year 2015) and future anticipated (year 2045) development patterns as represented
by various socioeconomic data attributes — a process referred to in detail in Appendix A. In turn,
this data was utilized to estimate the daily ‘demands’ on the transportation system. In that regard,
the travel demand model also include inputs to reflect the ‘supply’ of the transportation system —
information such as that already covered including where transportation facilities are and where
they connect, their functional classification, and the number of lanes (capacity). These inputs can
be edited to create and analyze different scenarios of possible future conditions.

The travel demand model is used in several ways during the MTP process, many of which are
discussed in the next chapter of this MTP, Chapter 5. An initial component is to articulate the
needs of the transportation system by focusing and comparing the results of the three scenarios
described below:

e BaseYear — A travel demand modeling scenario built to represent existing conditions. In the
case of the RTE this model was developed for the year 2015 and calibrated for accuracy
against actual observed 2015 conditions.

e 2045 Do-Nothing — A scenario intended to indicate what would happen in the year 2045 if
no new projects were constructed. This includes projects constructed since the year 2015.

e 2045 Existing + Committed — Scenario intended to indicate what would happen in the year
2045 if only those projects with funds committed for Right-of-Way or Construction were
constructed.

Focusing on these three scenarios, the planning team was able to understand generalized existing
and potential future congestion in the region — congestion measured in a traffic engineering
methodology known as Level of Service (LOS), which assigns letter grades A-F based on the
relative amount of capacity being utilized on each roadway in the region.




Base Year (2015) Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service
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2045 Do Nothing Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service
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2045 Existing+Committed Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service

2>

Source: Georgla Department of Transportation

Note: In this case, the “Do Nothing” Scenario and "“Existing+Committed”
Scenario were 1dentical, and thus have identical results
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Safety

As described in many of the federal, state, and local goals, a transportation system that emphasizes
safety 1s just as Important as maintaining it’s efficiency. Therefore, the planning team reviewed

safety — as registered by crashes — throughout the region from the years 2013 through 2017 as
depicted on the map below.

Crashes in 2018

2>

) Ty
Q No crashes in 2018
Lower Concentration _ Higher Concentration
of Crashes of Crashes
x Fatal crashes

sSource: Georgla Department of Transportation
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Bridges

GDQOT calculates sufficiency ratings for each bridge by evaluating 1its overall condition, taking
into account all factors from low load to filed/visual observation of deficiencies. GDOT’s Office of
Bridge Maintenance recommends that structures with a sufficiency ratings less than 50 be replaced
rather than improved. Bridges with a rating between 60 and 70 are candidates for rehabilitation or
reconstruction. Bridges with ratings above 70 should be in acceptable condition over the life of the
plan as long as routine maintenance is conducted.

Bridges in Whitfield and Murray Counties by Sufficiency Rating, 2019
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L ] 4L g

r: .
® Bridges with a High Sufficiency ——a_

Rating (70 and above)

® Bridges with a Moderate
Sufficiency Rating (50-70)

Bridges with a Low Sufficiency
Rating (0-50)

Source: National Bridge Inventory, FHWA
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Bridges in Whitfield and Murray Counties with Sufficiency Rating of 70 or below, 2019

Bridge ID

County

Name/Location

Sufficiency
Score

213-5041-0 | Murray | McNelly Road over a Conasauga River Tributary 4.0
213-5004-0 | Murray |Dennis Mill Road over Rock Creek 16.0
213-5036-0 | Murray | Peeples Spur over Rock Creek 17.5
213-5015-0 | Murray | Coniston Road over Sugar Creek 18.6
213-5007-0 | Murray | Old Federal Road over Mill Creek 19.7
313-0063-0 | Whitfield | Gordon Street over Norfolk-Southern Railroad 21.4
213-5009-0 | Murray | Loughridge Road over Mill Creek 22.1
213-0048-0 | Murray | CCC Road over Emery Creek 24.3
213-5027-0 | Whitfield | Hasslers Mill Road over Mill Creek 21.6
313-5031-0 | Whitfield | Reed Pond Road over Poplar Spring Creek 32.4
213-5039-0 | Murray | Old SR 2 over a Conasauga River Tributary 33.6
313-5053-0 | Whitfield | Nance Springs Circle over a Conasauga River Tributary 35.1
313-0068-0 | Whitfield | Dawnville Road over Coahulla Creek 36.3
313-5008-0 | Whitfield | Old Tilton Road over Swamp Creek 36.3
313-5050-0 | Whitfield | McGaughey Chapel Road over Coahulla Creek 36.8
213-0017-0 | Murray | US 411/SR 61 over Sumac Creek 39.8
213-0043-0 | Murray |OIld US 411 over the Coosawattee River 41.4
213-0044-0 | Murray |OIld US 411 over Willbanks Branch 41.6
213-0004-0 | Murray | Ramhurst Road over Holly Creek 42.4
213-5028-0 | Murray | Cool Springs Road over CSX Railroad 45.6
213-0007-0 | Murray | SR 52 Alt. over Town Branch 47.4
313-5002-0 | Whitfield | Redwine Cove Road over Swamp Creek 52.2
213-5032-0 | Murray | Cool Springs Road over Holly Creek 52.9
313-0004-0 | Whitfield | SR 2 over the Conasauga River 53.0
313-5039-0 | Whitfield | Houston Valley Road over East Chickamauga Creek 53.3
213-0018-0 | Murray |US 411/SR 61/SR 2 over CSX Railroad 54.7
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Sufficiency
Bridge ID | County | Name/Location Score
313-5033-0 | Whitfileld | Willowdale Road over Mill Creek 54.9
213-0033-0 | Murray |US 76/SR 282 over Rock Reek 55.7
313-5028-0 | Whitfield | Putham Road over Mills Creek 55.9
213-0045-0 | Murray | Old Highway 411 over Chicken Creek 87.3
213-0021-0 | Murray | US411/SR 61 over SR 182/CSX Railroad 57.4
313-0020-0 | Whitfield | SR 52 over Mill Creek 58.2
213-0001-0 | Murray |SR 2 over the Conasauga River Overflow 58.7
313-0009-0 | Whitfield | Old US 41 over Tar Creek 59.0
313-5012-0 | Whitfield | Cavender Road over Stacy Branch 59.1
313-5041-0 | Whitfield | Freeman Springs over East Chickamauga Creek 59.8
313-0025-0 | Whitfield | West Waugh Street over Norfolk-Southern Railroad 60.4
213-0035-0 | Murray |US 76 over Sugar Creek 60.7
313-0056-0 | Whitfield | Beaverdale Road over Coahulla Creek 60.8
i%gg%g Murray | Carters Intake Access over Carters Emergency Spillway 61.0
213-5001-0 | Murray | CR 1 over Carters Lake Overflow 61.2
313-0066-0 | Whitfield | Tibbs Road over [-75 61.8
313-5015-0 | Whitfield | Underwood Street over Mill Creek 63.6
313-0035-0 | Whitfield | SR 201 over Tanyard Creek 63.8
313-5043-0 | Whitfield | Gordon Springs Road over East Chickamauga Creek 63.9
213-0030-0 | Murray | SR 225 over Pinhook Creek 66.2
313-5060-0 | Whitfield | Green Valley Drive over a Mill Creek Tributary 68.0
313-0026-0 | Whitfield | Glenwood Avenue over Mill Creek 68.3
313-0005-0 | Whitfield | US 41 over Swamp Creek 68.6
313-5029-0 | Whitfield | Hopewell Road over Coahulla Creek 69.3
313-0016-0 | Whitfield | SR 3 Connector over Little Swamp Creek 70.0

Source: National Bridge Inventory, FHWA
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Bicycle & Pedestrian Travel

The bicycle and pedestrian network in the region includes both regional and
localized, community serving facilities.

At the regional level, two state bicycle routes traverse Whitfield County:

e '‘March to the Sea” (Route 35) runs northwest/southeast between the
Tennessee State line near Chattanooga, TN and downtown Savannah.
Within Whitfield County, the route traverse 11.7 miles through Tunnel
and Hill and Mount Version.

e ‘“Mountain Crossing” (Route 90) runs east/west across the mountains
between Walker County, Georgia (south of Chattanooga, TN) and
Rabun County in the northeast corner of the state. This route crosses
through both Whitfield and Murray County connecting Dalton
State College, the City of Dalton, crosses the Conasauga River, and
Chatsworth.

The Chattahoochee National Forest in Whitfield County contains a number of
hiking and/or biking trails, including the Pinhoti Trail. The Pinhoti Trail 1s the
connecting link between the Appalachian Trail and the Appalachian National
Scenic Trail via the Benton MacKaye Trail, making it possible to hike the entire
southern Appalachian Range. The completed section of the Georgia Pinhoti
Trail follows the Armuchee Ridges near Rome and enters Whitfield County
from Mill Creek Mountain along the Walker County line, and continues north
along Middle Mountain and Rocky Face Ridge at Dalton, where it effectively
ends at Dug Gap Road. Upon completion, it will cross the Great Valley to the
Cohuttas and connect to the Benton MacKaye Tralil.
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Whitfield County has a relatively good sidewalk network within downtown Dalton and along SR
71/Cleveland Highway. Portions of the existing sidewalk system covers most of the major activity
centers along SR 52/Walnut Avenue, Thornton Avenue, and Glenwood Avenue.

Murray County has mostly excellent and good sidewalks in Chatsworth, but some sidewalks need
repalr as shown in the image on the following page.
Pedestrian Facilities in Greater Dalton MPO
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Pedestrian Facilities in Dalton Area
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Pedestrian Facilities in Dalton Area
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Through a Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 5311 grant, the Whitfield
County Transit Service (WCTS) operates 10 vehicles in their curb-to curb,
demand-response, and route-deviation transportation operations with service
available Monday through Friday, from 6:30 am. to 6:00 pm. to all County
residents for various trip purposes, including medical, nutrition, shopping,
education, social, and recreation. In addition, WCTS provides services by
a contract agreement through the Georgia Department of Human Services
(DHS) with Transit Alliance, Inc., acting as the main contractor for DHS.

The FTA 5311 grant program recipients may use the funding for capital,
operating, and administrative expenses on a formula based agreement
whereas the Federal share of eligible capital and administrative expenses
may not exceed 80 percent of the net project cost. Federal share of operating
expenses may not exceed 50 percent of the net project operating costs. Up
to 90 percent of Federal match funds may be used for projects that meet
the requirements of the American with Disabilities Act, the Clean Air Act, or
bicycle access projects.

As of January 1, 2014, Whitfield County provides all operational and
administrative services in-house. About 80% of service is provided for trips
in Dalton, but this service is available countywide. The cost to ride for general
public 1s $4.00 for each one-way trip. Reservations for service are required
48 hours in advance.

While service 1s available to all County residents, primary beneficiaries of
the County’s transit service are disadvantaged populations such as elderly,
handicapped, and persons with low-income status. WCTS is providing
this population with improved and affordable accessibility to shopping,
educational, and medical and social service centers throughout Whitfield
County.

Murray County Transit is the demand-responsive public transportation
service in Murray County. The transit service operated with a fleet of six
buses which are wheelchairaccessible. This service is available to all
residents of Murray County and is open to the general public. Murray County
Transit provides transportation to the Senior Citizen Center, to doctor’s
offices, grocery stores, pharmacies, and anywhere in Murray County. Also
transportation service is also available for medical appointments in Dalton.
The hours of service are Monday through Friday 8 am. to 5 pm. Murray
County Transit operates on an advanced reservation basis at least 24 hours
before the requested trip. Wheel chair-accessible service is available upon
request. Fares for the service depend on the distance of the requested trip.

POND
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The charge for each one-way trip is as follows: $1.00 for O to 5 miles, $2.00 for
5.1 to 10 miles, and $3.00 for 10.1 miles and over. Additional stops cost $1.00.
In addition to fares, the transit service receives funds from the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), the Georgia Department of Transportation, and Murray
County government.

Transit Service Operations for the year 2017 are provided in the table below.

Transit Service Operations Information, Whitfield County
Transit Service and Murray County Transit, 2017

Total Passengers (unlinked 34756 20.947
passenger trips)

Operating Vehicles 10 9
Vehicle Revenue Miles 264,236 159,814
Vehicle Revenue Hours 16,751 10,388
Total Operating Expenses $643,431 $272,428
Fare Revenue $34,562 $17,651
Passenger Per Revenue 207 202
Hours

Revenue Miles Per Hour 15,77 15.38
Passengers Per Revenue 013 0.13
Miles

Operating Expenses Per

Revenue Mile $2.44 $1.10
Fare Revenue.to Operating 537% 6.48%
Expenses Ratio

Operating Cost Per $18.51 $13.01
Passenger

Source: National Transit Database (2017)
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Regional Transit Planning

Multi-modal transportation options for the Dalton-Whitfield County area have
been studied over the last several years. The 2006 Public Transportation
Needs Study, completed in January 2006 investigated the feasibility of a
fixed-route transit service. Five service options were developed as part of
this study.

Options 1 and 2 were demand-response options to serve all of Whitfield
County, expanding upon the existing Whitfield County transit service.
Options 3, 4, and 5 were various types of services for the entire urbanized
area of Dalton, including a range of possible service levels. Option 5 was
recommended which included a fixed route service in the City of Dalton, with
complimentary ADA paratransit service. This option included six proposed
fixed routes which would operate 12 hours a day, Monday through Friday.

This recommended option included the removal of the current demand
responsive service. The plan also outlined four management options:

Local Government Owned and Operated

Contract Service

Local Government Owned/Operations Contracted Out

Multi-Agency Operating Agreement

Due to the costs involved, neither the City of Dalton nor Whitfield County
followed the recommendations of the study.

In July 2012, through a Federal Transit Act (FTA) 5307 grant, a draft Transit
Feasibility Study was completed. This study investigated 4 alternatives and
reviewed 11 candidate routes for a flexible-route system for Alternatives 2, 3,
and 4 that would radiate from a multi-modal transit center to be located in the
center of the City of Dalton.

e Alternative 1 included maintaining the existing demand-responsive
service.

e Alternative 2 maintained the existing service, included a local
flexible-route service within the Dalton area, included a paratransit
service for eligible persons, and proposed operating Monday through
Saturday from 6 am. to 7 pm. with frequency of service at 30 minutes
in the am. and pm. peak periods and 60 minutes during midday and
off-peak periods. Alternative 2 included seven routes.

e Alternative 3 proposed the same features with the exception of
proposing a different set of seven routes.



QrgateL Dal;on

2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

e Alternative 4, the recommended alternative, keeps the existing service; adds a
paratransit service for eligible persons; includes Monday through Friday operations
from 6 o'clock in the morning to 7 o’clock in the evening; serves with a frequency of 30
minutes during peak periods and 60 minutes during off-peak periods; and includes 5
routes for the local flexible-route service within the Dalton area. The 5 routes included
in the recommended alternative are as follows:

o Route 1-Dalton State College/W. Walnut Ave., routing from the transit center
to W. Cuyler St. to S.Thornton Ave. to W. Walnut Ave. to College Dr. to George
Rice Dr. (4.5 miles, one-way length)

o Route 4-Medical Center/Thornton Ave, routing from the transit center to W.
Cuyler St. to the north on Thornton Ave. to Memorial and looping back via
Memorial to Broadrick Dr. to Professional to south on Thornton Ave. (2.8 miles,
one-way length)

o Route 5-Bi-Lo/Clenwood Ave., routing from the transit center to N. Hamilton
to W. Waugh St. to N. Glenwood Ave. to US 41/N. Dalton Bypass (2.3 miles,
one-way length)

o Route 7-Underwood St., routing from the transit center to W. Morris to N.

Clenwood Ave. to east on Underwood St. to North Dalton Bypass (3.3 miles,
one-way length)

o Route 8-Wal-Mart/Walnut Square Mall/E. Walnut Ave., routing from the transit
center to W. Morris to south on Glenwood to east on E. Walnut Ave. to the
Wal-Mart Super Center (2.7 miles, one-way length)

The system map for thispreferred alternative is illustrated inthe map below. The detailed analysis
ofthealternativesconsidered,includingtherecommendedalternative,arecontainedin American
Consulting Professional, LLC report which can be reviewed on Whitfield County’s website,
www. whitfieldcountyga.com.

The estimated start-up costs of the recommended alternative outlined in the report are as
follows:

e Annual Operating and Maintenance Costs: $1,223,861
e (Capital Costs:
o New Vehicles: From $364,000 to $1,920,000
o Bus Maintenance Facility: From $ 2.4 to $6 million

o 'Transit Center Costs: From $200 per square foot to $450 per square foot
depending on whether the Transit Center is a new construction or a renovation
of an existing facility.

While the final plan was never approved, if pursued further next steps will include the
development of an implementation plan that refines and details the preferred transit
alternative, including ridership projections, an operating plan, a financial plan, social impacts,
and legal/regulatory/institutional considerations. Funding options for implementation of
this recommended alternative are included in the public transportation section of VIII Plan
Recommendations.
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Goods movement by truck is essential for commerce in the Whitfield/Murray
urban area, especially for the carpet industry. The four I-75 interchanges
provide adequate access to various carpet related businesses. These highway
facilities provide excellent linkages to economic markets in the surrounding
region and to ocean ports primarily the Savannah port for international
connections.

In 2006, Whitfield County had approximately 46 motor freight carriers,
including intrastate and mnterstate freight haulers, liquid/dry bulk carriers,
heavy haulers and local cartage. There were 1,337 trucks over 18,000 pounds
registered in Whitfleld County. This number does not adequately reflect
the total number of heavy trucks that travel through the area because the
carpet industry in the region have plants in numerous surrounding counties
and many of the trucks are registered in those counties. A total of 19 freight
terminals were identified in Whitfield County and 7 freight terminals were
identified in Murray County. Freight terminals are depicted n the table and
map below.

A large percentage of truck traffic in Whitfield County is intra-county trips
between carpet manufacturing sites, such as when raw materials are shipped
into and stored in Whitfield County and Murray County warehouses before
trucks pick them up and deliver them to a carpet tufting plant, followed by trips
to the next processing plant for finishing and finally to distribution centers for
shipments from Whitfield County to ocean ports and markets worldwide. Shaw
Incorporated, the largest manufacturer headquartered in Whitfield County;
has 63 manufacturing plants and warehouses in Dalton, Cartersville, Calhoun,
Chatsworth and Ringgold, with distribution centers in Dalton, Cartersville
and Ringgold. Truck trips generate over 600 Intrastate traller moves each
weekday from dry vans, liquid tankers and dry bulk tankers to straight trucks.
Shaw Inc. in Dalton generates 120 interstate shipments a day with about 700
interstate shipments a week from all distribution centers to points across the
US. The local intrastate trailer moves of Shaw Inc, are made with company
trucks based in Dalton. Roughly 50% of Shaw’s interstate shipments are made
using their company trucks, with the remainder of shipments being made by
common carriers.
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Freight Terminal Locations
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Two freight rail systems operate in Whitfield County. Norfolk Southern (NS) connects Dalton,
Varnell and Cohutta with Cleveland, Tennessee and Rome, Georgia. CSX connects Dalton with
Chattanooga, TN and Cartersville, GA and operates more than 2,000 piggyback cars per month.
A rail yard in Dalton serves both CSX and NS lines running north/south through Dalton. The two
railroad lines actually cross in Dalton. At this crossing, one train must wait on the other, adding
delays at upstream crossings. Train officials should work with Dalton officials to find solutions such
as "‘breaking the trains” when more than a 15 minute delay is expected.

In addition, the region has benefited by the recent opening (August 2018) of the Appalachian
Regional Port (ARP), which is located in the non-MPO portion of Murray County on US 411, north
of Eton. The ARP is a joint effort between the state of Georgia, Murray County, the Georgia Ports
Authority, and CSX Transportation. The ARP 1s on the CSX line, providing a direct 388 mile rail
route to/from the Garden City Terminal at the Port of Savannah. As a result, the Georgia Ports
Authority estimates that each round-trip container moved at the ARP offsets 710 truck miles on
Georgla highways. Currently, the facility has a capacity of 50,000 containers per year. That capacity
1s anticipated to double per a 10 year development plan for the 42 acre site.

As implied Db the

challenges of the CsX and| APPALACHIAN REGIONAL PORT
Norfolk  Southern lines
merging near downtown
Dalton, the rail operations
do impact vehicular traffic
at locations where the rail
lines cross streets. The
map below and following
tables provide the most
current railroad crossing
inventories 1n Whitfield
and Murray counties, -

respectively.  There are (. Georgia @
three grade separations at

railroad crossings in Dalton

at SR 52/Walnut Ave., Gordon St., and Waugh St./MLK Blvd., which provide adequate east-west
access in the mid and southern part of Dalton. The northern part of Dalton does not have a grade
separation and frequent delays occur in this area. Within Dalton, the NS and CSX railroads run on
a common track carrying 50 trains per day with speeds from 15 to 50 miles per hour. Within Tunnel
Hill, CSX operates 22-26 trains per day with speeds from 22 to 45 miles per hour. Within Varnell,
NS operates 27-36 trains per day with speeds from 5 to 50 miles per hour. Within Cohutta, CSX
operates 44 trains per day and Norfolk Southern operates between 18 to 27 trains per day with
speeds ranging from 1 to 30 miles per hour and 5 to 50 miles per hour respectively.
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Rail Lines in Whitfield and Murray Counties, 2019

O Railroad Crossings
(Whitfield County only)

Source: US Census Bureau
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The closest commercial jet air carrier service to Whitfield County is in Chattanooga,
Tennessee at Lovell Field. The Dalton Municipal Airport, situated on 554 acres, 1s located 6
miles southeast of the Central Business District, adjacent to Airport Road.

The operating hours of the airport is 8 am. to 5 pm., 7 days a week. The airport can
accommodate aircraft up to the size of a Gulfstream V. There are 28 hangars and four
corporate/multiple use hangars that provide space for the storage of one jet, three turbo
prop twins, four piton twins and 38 single engine aircraft currently based at the airport. The
airport accommodates a variety of aviation related activities including recreational {lying,
police/law enforcement, corporate/business jets, ultra lights, and experimental aircraft. The
airport has one runway (Runway 14/32) 5,496 feet long by 100 feet wide with high intensity
runway lighting (HIRL), precision approach path indicators (PAPI), and a full parallel
taxiway with medium-intensity taxiway lighting (MITL). The airport has a rotating beacon,
segmented circle, wind cone, and an Automated Weather Observation System (AWOS).
The airport has a non-directional beacon (NDB), and a geographical positioning system
(GPS) approach to runway 14, a GPS approach to Runway 32 and an Instrumental Landing
System (ILS) approach for runway 14. Current landside facilities and services include a
full-service fixed-base operator (FBO) and maintenance facility with a fuel concession that
provides AvGas and Jet A fuels. The airport has a 2,450 square foot terminal/administration
building and 75 auto parking spaces, 46 hangar spaces, and 35 apron parking spaces. The
airport also provides rental cars. A review of the airport’s historic demand levels shows
based aircraft decreased from 78 in 1990 to a current level of 47. By 2021, the airport’s
based aircraft are expected to reach 69. The airport has approximately 22,995 annual
aircraft takeoffs and landings divided between local and itinerant operations. This figure 1s
projected to increase to 26,081 by 2021 as shown in the table below which depicts current
and forecasted demand levels at the airport.

Historical and Forecasted Demand
Levels at Dalton Municipal Airport

Based Aircraft 47 69
Operations 22,995 26,081
Local 11,957 14,490
[tinerant 11,038 11,592
Enplanements N/A N/A

Demand/Capacity Ratio 10% 12%
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Recent improvements to the Dalton Municipal Airport include;

Completed a 500 ft runway and parallel taxiway extension for the
Runway 14 end in 2004.

Installed high intensity lighting on new runway extension and parallel
taxiway.

Replaced Automated Weather Observation System (AWOS), lighting
system, and control vault.

Installation of medium intensity approach lights for 2,400 feet off
Runway 14.

Installation of a glide slope antenna and related equipment on Runway
14.

System was upgraded from Visual Approach Path Indicators (VASI) to
PAPI.

20 hangars were replaced with new structures.
Full perimeter security fencing has been completed.

Replaced the underground avgas farm with an above ground
self-serve system

Acquired and cleared obstacles from approximately 70 acres of
land north of the airport which consisted of 50 acres in navigation
easements and 20 acres fee simple.



Dalton Municipal Airport Aerial
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Chapter 5
Evaluation and
Implementation Plan

The analysis and findings discussed in Chapter 4 relate ultimately to the development of specific
transportation initiatives for consideration in the Creater Dalton region. Fortunately, through
previous regional and local transportation planning efforts there is a large legacy of transportation
projects and nitiatives already under consideration in the region. In that spirit, the map below
documents projects that have been completed since the completion of the last LRTP

Completed Projects
Project ID | Type | Name/Description
N/A Roundabout [-15 at Carbondale Road Interchange Improvements

N/A Roundabout SR 225 at Mt. Carmel Church Road Roundabout
N/A Bridge SR 3 at Little Swamp Creek

N/A New Location Carbondale Business Park Road
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Projects Completed since Previous LRTP
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Starting with the remaining projects from the past LRTP and incorporating new 1deas from
the community and stakeholder input discussed in Chapter 4 as well as a handful of projects
contemplated by local communities, a refined list of candidate transportation projects for
consideration in the MTP was developed as indicated n the table and map below.

All Projects Considered in Greater Dalton 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

2>

Projects by Type

o | Alignment v @ Operational
" @ Bicycle and/or Pedestrian o | New Location

O Bridge ~y | Study
O Grade Separation "~ | Widening

v @ | Intersection(s)
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All Projects Considered in Greater Dalton 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Project ID Project Type <Name/Location Extents

2 Widening SR 225 (GDOT PI 631550) SR 52 ALT to Spring Place

Smyrna Road
: SR 225 Bypass (North & South) SR 225 @ Imperial Blvd to

3 New Location | 5051 pr 0003061) SR 52/US76 & N 1o SR 225

6 Bridge SR 52 ALT (GDOT PI 0007047) Town Branch

8 Intersection | SR 286 (GDOT PI 0006064) Cobb Road and at Torm
Gregory Road

9 New Location 251201 Realignment & Improve SR US 41 to I-75 Interchange

10 Operational Hill Road Eastbrook Road to Airport
Road

11 Intersection Riverbend Road Walnut Avenue/US 76

12 Intersection SR 2 at SR 201 SR 201

13 Bridge Old Tilton Road Swamp Creek

14 Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road Coahulla Creek

15 Widening North Tibbs Road College Drive to Shugart
Road

16 Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga Road) North Tibbs Road

17 Alignment Reed Road SR 201 to Lake Kathy

1g | Multiple Reed Road SR 3 to SR 201

Intersections
19 Operational SR 201 SR 3 to Old LaFayette Road
: Old LaFayette Road & Intersection

20 Operational w/ SR 201 SR 201 to SR 3

21 Operational Underwood Street Glenwood to Bypass

22 Bridge Underwood Street Mill Creek

o4 Intersection Intergectlon Improvements - 8 Various

locations
29 New Location | CR 688/Louise Lane Extension ]é}g\eé Road to Redwine

19
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Continued: All Projects Considered in Greater Dalton 2045 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan

Project ID Project Type <Name/Location Extents
: Chattanooga Road/Wolfe Street & .
31 Intersection Red Clay Road City of Cohutta
Beaverdale Road to
32 Bike & Ped SR 71 Williams Road & Frontier
Trail to Prater Mill Road
: o W, Industrial Boulevard at
35 Intersection South Dixie Highway Foster Road
Crade .
36 Separation North Dalton Bypass At Cleveland Highway
. North Dalton Bypass to
37 Operational Underwood Road Dawnville Road
: . South Dalton Bypass to
38 Operational Airport Road Tibbs Bridge
. Airport Road/Brown Bridge Road/ . :
39 Operational New Hope Road Tibbs Bridge to SR 225
41 Bridge Redwine Cove Road Swamp Creek
42 Operational SR 201 [-75 Interchange to US 411
56 Widening SR 52 Alt SR 225 to SR 52/US 76
57 Intersection US 76/Chatsworth Highway SR 3 Bypass to US 76
58 Intersection Lake Francis Road SR 2/Prater Mill Road
59 Intersection Dawnville-Beaverdale Road §§j§6 & Cherokee Estate
60 Widening Carbondale Road Redwine Cove Road to
[-75 Interchange
61 Widening Rauschengerg Road Eg?éa Drive to Waring
. SR 560/East-West Highway (GDOT
67 Widening PI 0004298) SR 151 to SR 3
. . SR 560/East-West Highway (CDOT
68 Widening PI 0004299) [-15to SR 2
. SR 560/East-West Highway (GDOT
69 Widening PI 0004300) SR3toUS 411
Walnut Avenue Access
70 Study Management Study [-75 to Dug Gap Road

80
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Project ID | Project Type |Name/Location

Extents

71 Operational Walnut Avenue Access I-75 to Dug Gap Road
Management Improvements

13 Bike & Ped Thorton Avenue Sidewalks SR 3 to Waugh Street

74 Bike & Ped Downtown Sidewalk Various

15 Bike & Ped School Sidewalk Program Various

17 Intersection Dawnville Rd At SR 286

81 Widenin SR 3/South Dixie Road (GDOT PI SR 136/Gordon to South
g 632670) Dalton Bypass

82 Bridge SR 201 (GDOT PI 0013816) Tanyard Creek

81




Greater Dalton

=== I 1 e
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Travel Demand Modeling Activities

Throughout the MTP process, travel demand modeling activities were conducted to consider
different scenarios of potential future project combinations. The scenarios below were already
discussed in Chapter 3 to identify areas of transportation need in the region.

e BaseYear — A travel demand modeling scenario built to represent existing conditions. In the
case of the RTP this model was developed for the year 2015 and calibrated for accuracy
against actual observed 2015 conditions.

e 2045 Do-Nothing — A scenario intended to indicate what would happen in the year 2045 if
no new projects were constructed. This includes projects constructed since the year 2015.

e 2045 Existing + Committed — Scenario intended to indicate what would happen in the year
2045 if only those projects with funds committed for Right-of-Way or Construction were
constructed.

Additional scenarios were developed later in the process to include:

e 2045 With STIP Projects — Scenario intended to indicate what would happen in the year
2045 if only those projects currently in the State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) were constructed.

e 2045 Fiscally Constrained + Aspirations MTP — Scenario intended to indicate what would
happen in the year 2045 if all candidate projects conceived for the year 2045 were
constructed.

e 2045 Fiscally Constrained RTP — Scenario developed to represent conditions in the year
2045 if only those projects that are predicted to be funded were constructed.

It should be noted that as a tool designed for analyzing regional travel patterns, the travel demand
model does have some limitations. The model is not sensitive to relatively-small changes such as
Intersection Improvements, signal iming adjustments, and realignments. Likewise, its predictive
capabllities are limited when analyzing any one particular location in the transportation network.
Rather, the travel demand model is best utilized in understanding the overall condition of the
transportation network and on major regional corridors traversing long distances. As a result,
the travel demand model is most effective at determining the ability of major capacity adding
transportation projects (such as widenings, new roadways, and new interchanges) to improve
the transportation system. Therefore, the models were utilized to determine the relative success
of the candidate transportation projects that add major capacity. The table below depicts which
transportation projects were incorporated into each model scenario. Additionally, congestion
for all six scenarios are depicted as Level of Service in the following maps. Finally, technical
documentation related to the travel demand model is provided in Appendix D.
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All Projects by Year 2045 Modeling Scenario

Project Type | Name/Location

Do Nothing
E+STIP
All Projects

E+C

sl Project ID

SR 225 (GDOT PI 631550)

SR 225 Bypass (North & South) (GDOT PI
0003061)

6 |Bridge SR 52 ALT (GDOT PI 0007047)

Widening

3 | New Location

8 | Intersection SR 286 (GDOT PI 0006064)

9 |New Location | SR 201 Realignment & Improve SR 201

10 | Operational Hill Road

11 | Intersection Riverbend Road

12 | Intersection SR 2 at SR 201

13 | Bridge Old Tilton Road

14 | Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road

15 | Widening North Tibbs Road -

16 | Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga Road)

17 | Alignment Reed Road
1g | Multiple Reed Road
Intersections

19 | Operational SR 201

20 | Operational Old LaFayette Road & Intersection w/ SR 201

21 | Operational Underwood Street
22 | Bridge Underwood Street
24 | Intersection Intersection Improvements - 8 locations
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Continued: All Projects by Year 2045 Modeling Scenario

Project Type #Name/Location

Do Nothing
All Projects

=]
]
b
(%]
(2]
o=
(2]
e
A

E+C
E+STIP

New Location CR 688/Louise Lane Extension

Chattanooga Road/Wolfe Street & Red Clay
Road

32 | Bike & Ped SR 71

31 | Intersection

35 | Intersection South Dixie Highway

Crade
36 Separation North Dalton Bypass

37 | Operational Underwood Road

38 | Operational Airport Road

Airport Road/Brown Bridge Road/New Hope

39 | Operational Road

41 |Bridge Redwine Cove Road

42 | Operational SR 201

56 | Widening SR 52 Alt

57 | Intersection US 76/Chatsworth Highway

58 | Intersection Lake Francis Road

59 | Intersection Dawnville-Beaverdale Road

60 | Widening Carbondale Road

61 | Widening Rauschengerg Road

67 | Widening glgoi%(gg)ast—'\/\fest Highway (CDOT PI
68 | Widening 32{05462%/5)%’(—\/\765’[ Highway (CDOT PI
69 | Widening 81§Oi6?)(%/(]§)ast—West Highway (CDOT PI
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5 | Evaluation and Implementation Plan

Name/Location

Do Nothing

E+C

E+STIP
All Projects

70 | Study Walnut Avenue Access Management Study

71 | Operational }]rzla;?g:, ?r\;lee?llise Access Management

13 | Bike & Ped Thorton Avenue Sidewalks

74 | Bike & Ped Downtown Sidewalk

75 | Bike & Ped School Sidewalk Program

77 | Intersection Dawnville Rd

81 | Widening SR 3/South Dixie Road (CDOT PI 632670)

82 | Bridge SR 201 (GDOT PI 0013816) -
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2045 Do Nothing Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service

2>

Source: Georgla Department of Transportation

Note: In this case, the “Do Nothing” Scenario and "“Existing+Committed”
Scenario were 1dentical, and thus have identical results
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2045 Existing+Committed Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service




2045 STIP Projects Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of Service
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2045 Fiscally Constrained+Aspirations Scenario Travel Demand Model Level of
Service

Level of Service Conditions




2045 Fiscally Constrained Travel Demand Model Level of Service

Level of Service Conditions
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Project Evaluation

As one of the purposes of the MTP is to prioritize and fiscally constrain
(determine which projects are likely to be funded within the timeframe of the
plan’s consideration) the candidate list of projects, an evaluation process was
developed to help guide decision making on which projects are likely to be
the most beneficial for the Greater Dalton region.

This evaluation process was carefully considered, discussed early on with
project stakeholders, and developed to reflect the various federal, state, and
regional goals discussed in Chapter 3 in order to evaluate and consider the
projects in an objective and equitable way. As a whole, the process considers
three points of view:

e Technical Analysis — this component of the
evaluation process incorporates looking at
specific performance measures and data
to understand where transportation
needs are the greatest and identify
which transportation projects are
most likely to address those needs.
While the travel demand model
informs much of this process, other
metrics used as well to relate
directly to the measurable
goals discussed in Chapter
3, reflecting a performance
based component to the
project evaluation.

le'chnical

e Community Support — this
component of the evaluation
process incorporates
comments and input received
during the MTP process to
identify those projects that reflect
stated community needs and concerns the strongest

e Vision & Goals — this component of the evaluation process
Incorporates the Transportation System Goals developed and
ranked by the community to identify those projects that reflect stated
systematic goals for the transportation system
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Technical Analysis

Several technical analyses were developed and implemented to evaluate the
candidate transportation projects. The overall results of this component of
the analysis is indicated in the table below. As different transportation project
types have different potential metrics, purposes, and methods for analysis
different analysis procedures were developed as discussed below. The total
technical score has a maximum value of ten, regardless of project type.

Widenings, New Location, Intersection, Operational, and Study Projects
These projects incorporated four technical analyses procedures to evaluate
the relative value of each candidate project. As such, each of these analyses
1s scored out of a maximum of 2.5 points.

Change in Corridor Congestion: In order to prioritize locations that
are likely to experience the most dramatic decreases in congestion if a
transportation project is introduced, the travel demand models were used to
compare congestionbetweenthe 2045 Do-Nothing scenario (which effectively
includes none of the candidate projects) and the 2045 Fiscally Constrained +
Aspirations MTP scenario, which includes all candidate projects.

Number of Vehicles Served: Locations that are anticipated to serve the
most amount of travelers in the future were prioritized by identifying the total
number of travelers in the vicinity of each project location in the 2045 Fiscally
Constrained + Aspirations MTP scenario in the travel demand model

Level of Existing Congestion: Locations that already suffer from some level
of congestion were also prioritized by comparing the amount of congestion
observed in the 2015 Existing travel demand model in the locations where
projects are being considered.

Crashes: To incorporate potential safety benefits of projects, the volume of
crashes in the vicinity of locations where projects are being considered were
also compared with the logic that the introduction of new designs (as well as
the engineering and study that goes along with these design) can be used to
potentially mitigate safety challenges.
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Technical Scores: Widenings, New Locations, Intersections, Operations, and Study
Projects

Project Type

Name/Location

Existing Congestion

ge in Congestion

L.} n

-

~ n
A 4 5 8
[ ] n o o
= Q Q 4
0 — — wn
0 £ 8 3 =
2 55 5 3
A O » P H
2 | Widening SR 225 1.5/ 1.1 0308 37
3 | New Location | SR 225 Bypass (North & South) 16/ 1407 10| 47
8 | Intersection SR 286 09/ 07|02 0921
9 | New Location | SR 201 Realignment & Improve SR 201 1.5/ 14,07 07| 4.3
10 | Operational Hill Road 04/ 1.3 03 05| 26
11 | Intersection Riverbend Road 07,00 03 07| 1.7
12 | Intersection SR 2 at SR 201 0.8/ 08| 02 03| 2.2
15 | Widening North Tibbs Road 16/ 15 13|10 54
16 | Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga Road) 16/ 15/ 06| 10| 48
1g | Multiple Reed Road 12| 1.3] 0.6] 1.0] 4.1

Intersections
19 | Operational SR 201 1.0/ 08/ 03|06 2.7
20 | Operational Old LaFayette Road & Intersection w/ SR 201 16/ 16|05 06| 44
21 | Operational Underwood Street 08|10 06|15 38
24 | Intersection Intersection Improvements - 8 locations 0810 08|13 38
29 New Location | CR 688/Louise Lane Extension 03/ 00 0.2 03 0.8
35 | Intersection South Dixie Highway 1.8/ 14, 05| 14|52
37 | Operational Underwood Road 1.0/ 14|, 04| 06| 34
38 | Operational Airport Road 0.8/ 00 08|09 2.6
39 | Operational Airport Road/Brown Bridge Road/New Hope 09 00 05 04! 19
Road

42 | Operational SR 201 21,14, 07,08 50
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(=]
g | .2
S ®
| 0
5 o - 8
g 8 2 G
Project Type | Name/Location o O | ¥ | w o
A O §|«w § x
L] o)) n o
-~ -1 () ) () %]
(4] o)) — — wn
7] - c 0 (4] —
oy 7] w or=l oml d
g % = 8§ 3 3
[N M O | > P H
56 | Widening SR 52 Alt 12, 1.3/ 04 06| 3.5
57 | Intersection US 76/Chatsworth Highway 22|14, 06| 08|49
58 | Intersection Lake Francis Road 1.0/ 1.3/ 02| 03| 29
59 | Intersection Dawnville-Beaverdale Road 1.7/ 18] 03| 04| 42
60 | Widening Carbondale Road 16/ 1.8/ 09 06 48
61 | Widening Rauschengerg Road 06|08 0203|18
67 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway 08|04 05|07| 24
68 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway 15/ 13/ 09| 18|54
69 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway 05 09 05|08 28
70 | Study Walnut Avenue Access Management Study 14/ 14111 16 54
71 | Operational Walnut Avenue Access Management 14 1411 16! 54
Improvements
77 | Intersection Dawnville Rd 17/08| 02| 04| 32
81 | Widening SR 3/South Dixie Road 09 19 05 05 37
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Bridge Projects

Bridge projects were analyzed using the two analysis techniques described below. Each of these
were scored out of five possible points.

Number of Vehicles Served: Locations that are anticipated to serve the most amount of travelers
in the future were prioritized by identifying the total number of travelers crossing each bridge
location in the 2045 Fiscally Constrained + Aspirations MTP scenario in the travel demand model

Bridge Sufficiency Rating: Using the bridge sufficiency ratings provided by GDOT, weighted
scores were used to compare and prioritize needs at different bridge locations.

Technical Scores: Bridge Projects

>

g o

28

S &
A | ProjectType <Name/Location g » %
] 17, ] n
- Q o]
0 o T 2
) g 4| 8
A A S R
6 | Bridge SR 52 ALT 00 37 37
13 | Bridge Old Tilton Road 50/ 0.1 5.1
14 | Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road 38 03] 4.1
22 | Bridge Underwood Street 3.0/ 50 80
41 |Bridge Redwine Cove Road 0002 02
82 |Bridge SR 201 0.0, 0.0, 00
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Bicycle and Pedestrian projects were analyzed using the five analysis techniques described below,
each worth a maximum of two points:

Crashes: To incorporate potential safety benefits of bicycle and pedestrian projects, the volume
of crashes mvolving bicyclist and pedestrians the vicinity of locations where projects are being
considered were compared.

Accessibility to Population Density: Acknowledging that areas in the Greater Dalton region
that have more population density are likely to have both more bicycle and/or pedestrian need
as well as more appropriateness in land use and urban character to introduce bicycle and/or
pedestrian facilities, the population density of the areas surrounding candidate bicycle and
pedestrian projects were compared.

Accessibility to Employment Density: Similarly, locations with more accessibility to
employment were prioritized.

Accessibility to Households With No Vehicles: Locations where Census data tell us that
there are more households without access to vehicles were prioritized acknowledging these
communities are likely to have an acute need for bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

Level of Existing Congestion: Locations that already suffer from some level of vehicular
congestion were also prioritized by comparing the amount of congestion observed in the 2015
Existing travel demand model in the locations where projects are being considered. The logic is
that locations that experience higher amounts of vehicle congestion are more likely to experience
mode shifts to pedestrian and bicycle travel.

Technical Scores: Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects

>
o o s
2 | & 8| |2
Proioet 5§ 8% §
rojec Name/Location 8 (=] s E ]
Type (6] (— Q Lo} Q ()
A v 8 E 35 2 8
o [} b= > 2o o 0
0 5 K o o=/ & 71
2 E = '-p'.' w9 - —
— =] 2] (1]
S % & E o8 % 3B
Ay M ¥ M (EP M H
31 Bike & Pgd Chattanooga Road/Wolfe Street & Red 00l 04l 03 01l 05 13
Intersection | Clay Road
32 |Bike & Ped |SRT1 06, 12, 05| 025 19 44
73 | Bike & Ped | Thorton Avenue Sidewalks 201 20 20 09 17, 86
74 | Bike & Ped | Downtown Sidewalk 09 15 09| 20 10| 62
75 | Bike & Ped | School Sidewalk Program 00| 1.0 04 03 20 38
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Community Engagement

Each ofthe candidate projects were ranked and analyzed based on the relative amount of community
input received in the vicinity of their locations. Using spatial analysis, a quarter mile capture area
was created around each project and compared to the geographic locations indicated by the
community and stakeholders from the community and stakeholder meetings and online interactive
map which were depicted in Chapter 4 on Page X and shown here again for convenience.

Projects were ranked as shown in the table below and using the following logic:
e Comments identified as “Congested Locations” were used to score the relative volume of
comments for all projects with the exception of Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects

e Comments identified as ‘Other Comments” were used to score the relative volume of
comments for all projects with the exception of Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects

e Comments identified as “Safety’ were used to score the relative volume of comments for all
project types

e Comments identified as "‘Bicyclist Need” or “Pedestrian Need were used to score the
relative volume of comments for Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects

“Congested Locations” and “Other Comments” Map Responses
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“Safety” Map Responses

Q No input received

One location/opportunity
indicated

Multiple locations/ o
opportunities indicated

“Bicyclists Need” and “Pedestrian

dﬂm

i

g8
)\
A
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Community Engagement Scores

5 o

ori o ™~

° k- Q Q

o | ° | Y & £ ]

219 A8 & E

A |ProjectType |Name/Location g 4 g -] g - 9
= T 8 2 90 g8 E
,&’,_" o 9 o 5 = 9 B
2 e 6§ £ £8 3%
A A m | O |0 BEw S
2 | Widening SR 225 (GDOT PI 631550) 0.0/ 00O, 00 00|00 00 00

. SR 225 Bypass (North & South)
3 | New Location (GDOT PI 0003061) 0.0/ 0O, 00 00|00 00 00
6 | Bridge SR 52 ALT (GDOT PI 0007047) 0.0/ 00 00 00|00 00 00
8 | Intersection SR 286 (GDOT PI 0006064) 0.0/ 0O 00 00|00 00 00
9 |New Location |°X 201 Realignment & Improve |41 4| 00| 00| 22/ 22| 09
SR 201
10 | Operational Hill Road 00| 00 00]00 31| 31 13
11 | Intersection Riverbend Road 00 00 33 00|00 33 14
12 | Intersection SR 2 at SR 201 0.0/ 00 33 50138 12.1 50
13 | Bridge QOld Tilton Road 0.0/ 00 00 00|00 0.0 00
14 | Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road 0.0/ 00 00 00|00 0.0 00
15 | Widening North Tibbs Road 00/ 00 00 71|22 93 38
16 | Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga Road) 00 00 33 00 00 33 14
17 | Alignment Reed Road 00/ 00O 00 00|31 31 13
1g | Multiple Reed Road 00 00| 53| 50| 53 156 64
Intersections
19 | Operational SR 201 0.0/ 00 00 00|22 22| 09
. Old LaFayette Road &

20 | Operational Intersection w/ SR 201 0.0/ 00 00 00|38 38 15
21 | Operational Underwood Street 00 00 24,00 00| 24 10
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5 0
ol o ™
° k- Q Q
o | ° | Y & £ ]
Z o 49 & B
A |ProjectType |Name/Location g 4 g -] g - 9
= E B % O 2 |3k
,&’,_" o 9 o 5 = 9 B
2 S| 8| 8|8 £8 3%
A A | m | O O Fw S
22 | Bridge Underwood Street 0.0/ 00 00,00 00| 00 00
24 |tersection | ersectionlmprovements -8 | 4| 55| 90| 00| 00| 00| 0.0
locations
29 |New Location | CR 688/Louise Lane Extension 00 00 00|50 00| 50 20
. Chattanooga Road/Wolfe Street
31 |Intersection & Red Clay Road 00, 00 00,00 00| 00 00
32 | Bike & Ped SRT1 00| 00 00|00 38| 38 15
35 | Intersection South Dixie Highway 00| 00 88|71 31190 1.8
36 Srade . North Dalton Bypass 00| 00| 82|50/ 22/ 153| 63
eparation
37 | Operational Underwood Road 0.0/ 00 00|00 00| 00 0.0
38 | Operational Airport Road 00 00, 41|71 31/142 58
: Airport Road/Brown Bridge
39 | Operational Road/New Hope Road 0.0/ 00, 00 00|00 00| 00
41 | Bridge Redwine Cove Road 00| 005 00/ 00|00 00| 00
42 | Operational SR 201 00| 005 00 50|38 88| 36
56 | Widening SR 52 Alt 00| 00 41|50 6.2|153 6.2
57 | Intersection US 76/Chatsworth Highway 00 00 00 00 00/ 00 00
58 | Intersection Lake Francis Road 00/ 00 24 00 72, 96| 39
59 | Intersection Dawnville-Beaverdale Road 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
60 | Widening Carbondale Road 0.0/ 00 00|00 00| 00 0.0
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Continued: Community Engagement Scores

5 0
ol o ™
° k- Q Q
o | ° | Y & £ ]
Z o 49 & B
A |ProjectType |Name/Location g 4 g g g E
= g 3 :
o - = 0 2 Mo &
i Q S, o () ﬁ - (]
2 T 8| § |8 59982
A A m OO B BM
61 | Widening Rauschengerg Road 00 00 24/ 50 00 74 30
. SR 560/East-West Highway
67 | Widening (GDOT PI 0004298) 00/ 00 00/ 00 22 22 09
. SR 560/East-West Highway
68 | Widening (GDOT PI0004299) 0.0/ 00/ 10.0| 87 588|244 100
. SR 560/East-West Highway
69 | Widening (GDOT PI 0004300) 0.0/ 00 00|00 00| 00 0.0
Walnut Avenue Access
70 | Study Management Study 00 00 94/ 71 22187 16
71 | Operational | veinut Avenue Access 00/ 00 94|71|22 187 176
Management Improvements
713 | Bike & Ped Thorton Avenue Sidewalks 6.1/10.0/ 00 00 22183 7.5
74 | Bike & Ped Downtown Sidewalk 791100 00|00 00|179 7.3
75 | Bike & Ped School Sidewalk Program 100, 0.0, 0.0/ 0.0 338|138 56
17 | Intersection Dawnville Rd 00| 00 00|50 58|108 44
L SR 3/South Dixie Road (CDOT
81 | Widening Pl 623670) 00/ 005 00 00|00 00| 00
82 | Bridge SR 201 (GDOT PI 0013816) 00| 00 005 00|22 22| 09
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Transportation System Goals

The transportation system goals developed with the stakeholder group were also used to rank the
relative value of projects based on each project’s ability to support the system goals. The relative
importance of these goals as indicated by the community through the community meetings and
online survey were used to weight the importance of each goal category as described below, with
a total possible score of 100 percent.

e Projects that “Address North-South Travel” received a weighted score of 20 percent

e Projects that “Encourage Downtown Reinvestments’” received a weighted score of 16
percent

e Projects that “Accommodate Freight Traffic” received a weighted score of 15 percent
e Projects that “Enhance Connections to [-75" received a welghted score of 10 percent

e Projects that “Provide Connectivity to Neighboring Communities” received a welghted
score of 9 percent

e Projects that “Develop an Active Mode Network for the Region” received a weighted score
of 9 percent

e Project that “Consider Opportunities for Future Transit” received a weighted score of 7
percent

Acknowledging that it would be nearly impossible for a single project to meet all of these goals,
the analysis results were further weighted to that the highest observed score received the total
amount of points allotted as shown in the table.

Transportation System Goals Scores

7]
2
o ok 9 n
- - - o T H 0
g E 2 3588 % 0
€ § ® 5 £E=%F 8
3 2 © € ZBE 9@ B= o 9
Project % g ) 7 b e 'E‘D EE o n
] Name/Location | & 0*2 g |§ g0 gE ad 8 .
Type 5 AG 8 |8 g2ty &8 P
8 2 BEg O OF @2 ue ¥
5 s EEE, 8 s28%gd 5 ¢
8 Q 85 é’ (] :E,q = O .= - o
= 55 08 8% 8 50 88 EM F 02
3 - ® oo = - 2 °
Iy ° 20 VNl & -9 OO0 O o o
-y KEH WHE KE S AZ AZ 08 B B
. SR 225 (GDOT PI
2 | Widening 631550) 0. 5.
SR 225 Bypass
3 Eoec\gtion (North & South)
(GDOT PI 0003061)
. SR 52 ALT (GDOT PI
6 |Bridge 0007047)
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Continued: Transportation System Goals Scores

n
2
<) oa o wn
) = - oo T A Q
g & 2 3 92 & o
g ¢ © E Eg=BE 8
g - g = .E o é B ow o tg
Project % g - 3 e E Q ‘gg o ]
Ty ;e Name/Location S E *E % o 8 % a8 ag 2 T'g
° ) o g "
- S pET O $E &0, 7 O
= o fu B 18 of 2¥ 8B g ¢
o 09 3L EY § =2 3825 O =
> Mp0g o9a @ Ho gz i @ B
3 S8 EG 88 2R 89 86 6x § 8
A KB W dE B a2 AZ 08 B B
. SR 286 (GDOT PI
8 | Intersection 0006064) 0. 2.
9 New SR 201 Realignment 04 67
Location & Improve SR 201 '
10 | Operational | Hill Road . 0z 33
11 |Intersection |Riverbend Road 0z 25
12 | Intersection |SR 2 at SR 201 05 1715
13 | Bridge Old Tilton Road 0z 33
: McGaughey Chapel
14 | Bridge Road 02 25
15 | Widening North Tibbs Road 03 4.2
16 | Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga 04 6.1
Road)
17 | Alignment Reed Road 02 33
1g | Muliple g9 Road 04 13
Intersections
19 | Operational | SR 201 04 538
Old LaFayette Road
20 | Operational | & Intersection w/ SR 02 25
201
21 | Operational |Underwood Street 03 52
22 | Bridge Underwood Street 04 6.0
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Project

Name/Location
Type

Enhance Connections to
Provide Connectivity to
Neighboring Communities
Develop an Active Mode
Network for the Region
Consider Opportunities
for Future Transit

I-75
Total Goals Score

Project ID
Reinvestments
Traffic

Address North-South

Encourage Downtown
Accommodate Freight
Weighted Goals Score

Intersection
24 | Intersection |Improvements -8 04 538
locations
29 New . CR 688/Lou13e Lane 05 175
Location Extension
Chattanooga Road/
31 |Intersection | Wolfe Street & Red 01 15
Clay Road
32 |Bike & Ped |SRTI 01 15
35 | Intersection | South Dixie Highway 04 538
36 | ©%9€ | North Dalton Bypass 02 33
Separation
37 | Operational | Underwood Road 02 33
38 | Operational | Airport Road 04 65
Airport Road/Brown
39 | Operational | Bridge Road/New 04 65
Hope Road
41 |Bridge Redwine Cove Road 02 25
42 | Operational | SR 201 04 6.1
56 | Widening SR 52 Alt . 0.6 10.0
57 | Intersection U.S r6/Chatsworth 04 65
Highway
58 |Intersection | Lake Francis Road - 0z 33
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Continued: Transportation System Goals Scores

Project

Name/Location
Type

ghted Goals Score

Enhance Connections to
Provide Connectivity to
Neighboring Communities
Develop an Active Mode
Network for the Region
Consider Opportunities
for Future Transit

Accommodate Freight
I-15

Address North-South
Encourage Downtown
Traffic

Reinvestments

Project ID
ol Total Goals Score

N Wei

59 | Intersection | D-Wivile-Bea-
verdale Road

60 | Widening Carbondale Road

61  Widening Rauschengerg Road
SR 560/East-West

67  Widening Highway (GDOT PI
0004298)
SR 560/East-West

68 | Widening Highway (CDOT PI
0004299)
SR 560/East-West

69 | Widening Highway (GDOT PI
0004300)
Walnut Avenue

70 | Study Access Management
Study
Walnut Avenue

71 | Operational |Access Management
Improvements

. Thorton Avenue

73 | Bike & Ped Sidewalks

74 | Bike & Ped | Downtown Sidewalk

75 | Bike & Ped School Sidewalk
Program

77 |Intersection |Dawnville Rd
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Overall Evaluation Results

These three categories were summed together evenly to develop an overall evaluation score for
each candidate project as shown in the table below.

Transportation System Goals Scores

o
o
o

5 @ 0

(3] E o ™

. . n o

A ProjectType Name/Location — 9 - ]

= g B 5 2

3 E P a0 F

) 8 2 8 2

A H KM O O
2 | Widening SR 225 (GDOT PI 631550) 37 00|58 96

. SR 225 Bypass (North & South) (GDOT PI
3 | New Location 0003061) 47 100 | 58 |105
6 |Bridge SR 52 ALT (GDOT PI 0007047) 24 00|58 83
8 | Intersection SR 286 (GDOT PI 0006064) 37 00|25 62
9 |New Location | SR 201 Realignment & Improve SR 201 43 109 |67 |119
10 | Operational Hill Road 26 | 1.3 133|171
11 | Intersection Riverbend Road 17114 25| 56
12 | Intersection SR 2 at SR 201 22 50|75 146
13 | Bridge Old Tilton Road 51 00| 33 85
14 | Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road 41 00| 25 66
15 | Widening North Tibbs Road 54 38| 42 133
16 | Intersection SR 3 (Chattanooga Road) 48 | 1.4 | 6.7 |12.8
17 | Alignment Reed Road 31 13|33 |77
1g | Multiple Reed Road 41| 64 | 7.3 179
Intersections

19 | Operational SR 201 27 109 | 58 94

20 | Operational Old LaFayette Road & Intersection w/ SR 201 44 | 15|25 | 84
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o
o
]
5 @ o
(3] ‘E o ™
. . n o
A ProjectType Name/Location — 9 3 ]
= € E o =
5 E o a3
9 = @ = M
3 - -
Ay H KM O O
21 | Operational Underwood Street 38 10|52 99
22 | Bridge Underwood Street 80 00| 60 140
24 | Intersection Intersection Improvements - 8 locations 3.8 1 00|58 97
29 New Location | CR 688/Louise Lane Extension 08 20| 75 |10.3
31 | Intersection Chattanooga Road/Wolfe Street & Red Clay 1300 15| 28
Road
32 | Bike & Ped SRT71 44 15|15 |15
35 | Intersection South Dixie Highway 52 | 78 | 58 |18.8
3 | Crade North Dalton Bypass 47 6333143
Separation
37 | Operational Underwood Road 34 00|33 68
38 | Operational Airport Road 26 | 58| 65 |149

Airport Road/Brown Bridge Road/New Hope

39 | Operational 19100 65 84

Road
41 |Bridge Redwine Cove Road 02 00|25 27
42 | Operational SR 201 50 | 36 | 6.7 |15.2
56 | Widening SR 52 Alt 35|62 100|191
57 | Intersection US 76/Chatsworth Highway 49 1 00 | 65 |114
58 | Intersection Lake Francis Road 2.9 39 | 33 101
59 | Intersection Dawnville-Beaverdale Road 42 00|33 15
60 | Widening Carbondale Road 48 | 00 | 6.7 |11.5
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Continued: Transportation System Goals Scores
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61 | Widening Rauschengerg Road 18 1 3025|173
67 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway (GDOT PI1 0004298) | 2.4 | 0.9 | 6.7 | 10.0
68 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway (GDOT PI 0004299) | 5.4 | 10.0| 6.7 | 22.1
69 | Widening SR 560/East-West Highway (GDOT PI 0004300) | 2.8 | 0.0 | 6.7 | 94
70 | Study Walnut Avenue Access Management Study 54 76 | 6.7 197

Walnut Avenue Access Management

71 | Operational 54 76 | 67 197

Improvements
13 | Bike & Ped Thorton Avenue Sidewalks 86 15 | 7.5 23.6
74 | Bike & Ped Downtown Sidewalk 62 173 42 1771
75 | Bike & Ped School Sidewalk Program 38 | 56 | 15109
77 | Intersection Dawnville Rd 32 44|25 101
81 | Widening SR 3/South Dixie Road (GDOT PI 632670) 3700 66 |103
82 | Bridge SR 201 (GDOT PI 0013816) 43 109 67 119
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Financial Considerations

The RTP process requires the development of a financial plan to demonstrate that the recommen-
dations can be implemented over the life of the plan (23 CFR 450.322). The primary elements of
this financial plan include costs and revenue needed to operate and maintain Federal-aid highways
as well as the cost for implementing capital investments.

Federal & State Funding

The major source of revenue for
roadway projects from the federal
government 1s administered through
the US. Department of Transportation
from the Highway Trust Fund (HTF).
Historically, the HTF has been funded
by a user fee tax on fuel (18.4 cents
a gallon for gasoline and 24.4 cents
for diesel) and has historically been
sufficient in funding the ongoing
maintenance and construction of the
transportation system.

Historically, Georgia’s primary source
of funding for transportation has been
the Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax (MVFET). The
2015 passage of House Bill 170 creating
new state level revenue streams for
transportation by increasing the MVFT,
re-structuring vehicle registration fees,
and imposing fees on tourism through
hotel stays. In addition to commitments
to state owned and maintained facilities,
GDOT administers grants through the
Local Maintenance and Improvement
Crant (LMIG).

Local Funding

There 1s currently no dedicated local
funding source n either Whitfield or
Murray Counties for transportation.
Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax
(SPLOST) revenues have been used in
the past to fund specific transportation
Initiatives but currently there are no
SPLOST mechanisms approved by
local voters.

Anticipated Funding
Capital Maintenance Total
Estimate Estimate Estimate
2020 $10,287,289 $3,343,457 | $13,630,746
2021 $10,390,162 $3,376,892 | $13,767,054
2022 $10,494,064 $3,410,661 | $13,904,724
2023 $10,599,004 $3,444,767 | $14,043,772
2024 $10,704,994 $3,479,215| $14,184,209
2025 $10,812,044 $3,514,007 | $14,326,051
2026 $10,920,165 $3,549,147 | 314,469,312
2021 $11,029,366 $3,584,639 | $14,614,005
2028 | $11,139,660 $3,620,485 | $14,760,145
2029 $11,251,057 $3,656,690 | $14,907,747
2030 $11,363,567 $3,693,257 | $15,056,824
2031 $11,477,203 $3,730,189 | $15,207,392
2032 $11,591,975 $3,767,491 | $15,359,466
2033 $11,707,895 $3,805,166 | $15,513,061
2034 $11,824,974 $3,843,218| $15,668,192
2035 $11,943,223 $3,881,650 | $15,824,873
2036 $12,062,656 $3,920,467 | $15,983,122
2037 $12,183,282 $3,959,671 | $16,142,953
2038 | $12,305,115 $3,999,268 | $16,304,383
2039 $12,428,166 $4,039,261 | $16,467,427
2040 $12,552,448 $4,079,653 | $16,632,101
2041 $12,677,972 $4,120,450 | $16,798,422
2042 $12,804,752 $4,161,654 | $16,966,406
2043 $12,932,800 $4,203,271 | $17,136,070
2044 $13,062,128 $4,245,304 | $17,307,431
2045 $13,192,749 $4,287,157 | $17,480,505
Total  $303,738,710 $98,717,686 | $402,456,396
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Revenue Estimates

Revenue estimates for capital roadway projects and maintenance were developed utilizing
escalation rates (1 percent annually) to reflect the impact of inflation over time to state and
federal funding for capital and maintenance in order to determine anticipated funding in Year of
Expenditure (YOE). While local voters may authorize SPLOSTs to assist in future transportation
funding, for the purpose of a conservative fiscal analysis, no local revenue is assumed to assist in
the funding of regional transportation projects. Should a SPLOST be approved by voters, this MTP
can be updated to incorporate additional funding and considered projects through administrative
adjustment as appropriate.

Capital Project Costing

In order to understand how the revenue estimates relate to likely project expenses, the costs of
candidate transportation projects were estimated to include the cost of preliminary engineering,
right-of-way, utilities, construction, and contingencies all of which were normalized to year
2020 dollars. The majority of cost estimates are sourced from previous planning efforts and are
considered ‘planning-level’ in that they are reflect general ballpark estimation that may fluctuate as
actual engineering, design, and construction of the project is conducted. For some projects, GDOT
was a source of more detailed costing information. In the following “Plan Implementation” section,
the process to use the evaluation procedures in order to resolve the anticipated transportation
revenues with project costs is discussed.

Transit Funding

Funding for the transit services in the region come from a combination of local, state, and federal
assistance as well as fare revenues and purchased transportation as shown in the table below.

Historic Funding and Expenses, Whitfield County Transit and Murray County Transit,
2015-20117

Whitfield County Transit

Murray County Transit

Purchased

Transportation $223,655 $40,368

Fare Revenues $36,542 $34,985 $34,562 $22,581 $19,132 $17,651
Local Funding $88,523 1 $342,816 1  $334,017 $85,564 1 $130,668  $151,910
State Funding $13,325 $0 $14,692 $0 $0 $19,965
Federal Funding | $424,436  $309,110  $407,079| $146,320| $122,563 $280,123

S Bpemses

Operations $653,228 | $686,911 $643,431| $294,833| $272,363| $272,428
Capital $133,253 $0 $146,919 $0 $0  $196,951

Source: National Transit Database (2015-2017)
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Based on this information, funding projections were prepared through the year for 2045 for both
systems. The funding and fare revenues for the years 2015-2017 were averaged as the basis for
this forecast. Funding sources were escalated using a 1 percent annual growth rate while fare
revenues were held constant in order to prepare a conservative analysis. The results are shown in
the table below.

Projected Funding, Whitfield County Transit and Murray County Transit, 2018-2045
Whitfield County Transit

Murray County Transit

Fare Fare
Funding | Revenue Funding | Revenue
2018 $877,004 $35,363 $912,367 $356,266 $19,788 $376,054
2019 $885,174 $35,363 $921,137 $359,829 $19,788 $379,617
2020 $894,632 $35,363 $929,995 $363,427 $19,788 $383,215
2021 $903,578 $35,363 $938,941 $367,062 $19,788 $386,850
2022 $912,614 $35,363 $947,977 $370,732 $19,788 $390,520
2023 $921,740 $35,363 $957,103 $374,440 $19,788 $394,228
2024 $930,958 $35,363 $966,321 $378,184 $19,788 $397,972
2025 $940,267 $35,363 $975,630 $381,966 $19,788 $401,754
2026 $949,670 $35,363 $985,033 $385,785 $19,788 $405,573
2027 $959,167 $35,363 $994,530 $389,643 $19,788 $409,431
2028 $968,758 $35,363 | $1,004,121 $393,540 $19,788 $413,328
2029 $978,446 $35,363 1 $1,013,809 $397,475 $19,788 $417,263
2030 $988,230 $35,363 | $1,023,593 $401,450 $19,788 $421,238
2031 $998,113 $35,363 | $1,033,476 $405,464 $19,788 $425,252
2032  $1,008,094 $35,363 | $1,043,457 $409,519 $19,788 $429,307
2033 $1,018,175 $35,363 | $1,053,538 $413,614 $19,788 $433,402
2034 $1,028,356 $35,363 1 $1,063,719 $417,750 $19,788 $437,538
2035 $1,038,640 $35,363 1 $1,074,003 $421,928 $19,788 $441,716
2036 | $1,049,026 $35,363 1 $1,084,389 $426,147 $19,788 $445,935
2037 $1,059,517 $35,363 | $1,094,880 $430,409 $19,788 $450,197
2038 $1,070,112 $35,363 | $1,105,475 $434,713 $19,788 $454,501
2039 §$1,080,813 $35,363 | $1,116,176 $439,060 $19,788 $458,848
2040 $1,091,621 $35,363 | $1,126,984 $443,450 $19,788 $463,238
2041 §$1,102,837 $35,363 | $1,137,900 $447,885 $19,788 $467,673
2042 §$1,113,563 $35,363 | $1,148,926 $452,364 $19,788 $472,152
2043 $1,124,698 $35,363 | $1,160,061 $456,887 $19,788 $476,675
2044  §$1,135,945 $35,363 1 $1,171,308 $461,456 $19,788 $481,244
2045 §$1,147,305 $35,363 | $1,182,668 $466,071 $19,788 $485,859
Total | $28,177,353 | $990,164 $29,167,517  $11,446,517| $554,064 $12,000,581
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Fiscally Constrained Implementation Plan

The fiscally constrained implementation plan was put together by considering the results of the
candidate project evaluation results, the capital revenue projection analysis, and the estimated
costs for each project. Projects were sorted using the following procedures:

e Projects that already have identified and committed funding in the next few years were
advanced first for implementation

e [ollowing those projects, the rankings from the evaluation process were used to determine
which projects to advance first. In a few cases where projects that were less expensive
were advanced in front of higher ranked projects in order to maximize the number of
projects implemented.

e Projects were sorted into three time periods based on when construction dollars are
anticipated to be available for implementation. For the first period (Short-Term, 2020-2025),
projects were costed and funded year by year. For the following periods (Mid-Term,
2036-2035 and Long-Term, 2036-2045), projects were costed and funded in buckets. As
discussed previously, project costs were inflated by 2% annually while funding was inflated
by 1% annually.

The table below indicates and summarizes the overall results of achieving fiscal constraint for the
Creater Dalton MPO 2045 MTP Similarly, the accompanying graph indicates the progression and
comparison of revenue and expenditures over each year and time period. As shown, in some
years expenditures exceed the revenue for that year. However, savings from previous years where
revenue exceeds expenditures are used to make up the difference so that in each year or time
period there is a positive balance of remaining funds, including at the end of the Long-Term period
where there is a balance of $331,721.

Funding and Expenditures by Time Period, 2020-2045

Ending

Time Period Funding Expenditures Balance
2020 $10,287,289 $8,410,402 | $1,876,887
2021 $10,390,162 $7,932,828 | $4,334,221
2022 $10,494,064 $2,635,839 | $12,192,447
2023 $10,599,004 $1,114,268 | $21,677,183
2024 $10,704,994 $31,477,103 $905,074
2025 $10,812,044 $3,579,132 | $8,137,986
2026-2035 $113,635,673| $114,938961 $6,834,698
2036-2045 $125,524,418 | $132,027,455 $331,721

Cumulative | $302,447,708| $302,115,988| $331,721
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Similarly, expenditures by project type are indicated in the below graph. While the significant
amount of expenditures of roadway widenings is indicative in part of the relative costs for that type
of project compared to other project types, the results still overall reflect the guidance from the

community favoring projects that increase
vehicular capacity and operations with
relatively limited expenditure on other
project types.

The following tables and maps Indicate
the projects incorporated in each of the
timeframes (short-term, mid-term, and
long-term) envisioned within the fiscally
constrained plan. Additionally, due to
the overall project needs for the region
exceeding anticipated revenues, several
projects are identified in the ‘Aspirations’
plan which represent candidate projects for
future updates to the MTP or if additional
sources of transportation revenue are
identified.

Finally, for further reference information
sheets for individual fiscally constrained
projects are provided in Appendix E.

Public Meeting #1 Project Types
Activity Results

Padestrian
Infrastructure: 4%

Bicycle
Infrastmcture; 4%
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Grade Bridge
Seperation $6.6M, 3% SHEY
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Bike and | Project project
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o Widoning
S 1608 Millian
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Stakjholder Meeting #1 Project Types
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Short-Term Projects (2020-2025)

(=]

41

Projects by Type

Alignment

v @

Operational

Bicycle and/or Pedestrian

A"

New Location

Bridge

AY

Study

A
A

O

O

Crade Separation

AV

Intersection(s)

116

v

Widening

2>



5 | Evaluation and Implementation Plan

Short-Term Projects (2020-2025)

Project Project . Total Cost
ID Type Name/Location Extents (YOE)
6 Bridge SR 52 ALT (GDOT P10007047) | Town Branch $2,190,402
New SR 201 Realignment & Improve | US 41 to I-75

o Location SR 201 Interchange $5,300,000
. T W. Industrial Boulevard

35 Intersection | South Dixie Highway at Foster Road $1,644,048
: North Dalton Bypass to

37 Operational | Underwood Road Dawnville Road $1,061,467

Walnut Avenue Access
70 Study Management Study [-75 to Dug Gap Road $200,000
82 Bridge SR 201 (GDOT PI 0013816) Tanyard Creek $1,989,839

117




Greater Dalton

([ e —
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Mid-Term Projects (2026-2035)
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Mid-Term Projects (2026-2035)

Project Project . Total Cost
ID Type Name/Location Extents (YOE)
12 Intersection | SR 2 atSR 201 SR 201 $1,059,748
. . College Drive to
15 Widening North Tibbs Road Shugart Road $6,730,090
16 Intersection | SR 3 (Chattanooga Road) North Tibbs Road $1,957,957
g (Muliple o 4 Road SR 3 to SR 201 $9,851,959
Intersections
22 Bridge Underwood Street Mill Creek $2, 746,011
29 | New. CR 688/Louise Lane Extension | -Cc! Road o Redwine  qx a5/ 244
Location Cove
3 | Crade North Dalton Bypass At Cleveland Highway ~ $12,115,484
Separation yp ghway 119,
. : South Dalton Bypass to
38 Operational | Airport Road Tibbs Bridge $8,314,758
42 | Operational | SR 201 217 f Iterchange o US - ¢ 555 732
57 Intersection | US 76/Chatsworth Highway SR 3 Bypass to US 76 $3,033,975
58 Intersection | Lake Francis Road SR 2/Prater Mill Road $2,061,050
59 Intersection | Dawnville-Beaverdale Road SR 286 & Cherokee $3,050,771
Estate Road
60 |Widening | Carbondale Road Redwine Cove Road o g5 451 gog
[-75 Interchange
e SR 560/East-West Highway
68 Widening (GDOT PI 0004299) I-715to SR 2 $68,451,889
13 Bike & Ped | Thorton Avenue Sidewalks SR 3 to Waugh Street $2,446,854
e Bike & Ped | Downtown Sidewalk Various $6,557,923
17 Intersection | Dawnville Rd At SR 286 $571,819
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Long-Term Projects (2036-2045)
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Long-Term Projects (2036-2045)

Project Project . Total Cost
ID Type Name/Location Extents (YOE)
. SR 52 ALT to Spring
2 Widening SR 225 (GDOT PI 631550) Place Smyrna Road $10,896,360
5 | New SR 225 Bypass (North & South) ffsszg%g%egﬁ fol"d $11.506 104
Location (GDOT PI 0003061) B
SR 225
13 Bridge Old Tilton Road Swamp Creek $1,679,121
19 | Operational |SR 201 SRS toOld Lafayette g3 533 409
Road
: Old LaFayette Road &
20 Operational Itersection w/ SR 201 SR201to SR 3 $4,888,767
21 Operational | Underwood Street Clenwood to Bypass $2,455,960
24 | Intersection | rtersectionImprovements-8 |y, ;. $9,381,550
locations
56 Widening SR 52 Alt SR 22510 SR52/US 76  $27,446,483
75 Bike & Ped | School Sidewalk Program Various $3,863,463
S SR 3/South Dixie Road (GDOT | SR 136/Gordon to
8l |Widening |5 gar570) South Dalton Bypass 02102750
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Aspirational Projects
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Project Project . Total Cost

ID Type Name/Location Extents (Year 2045)

8 | Intersection |SR 286 (GDOT PI0006064) gfg;i;;%ggd atom g1 756,666

: : Eastbrook Road to
10 Operational | Hill Road Airport Road $3,691,363
11 Intersection | Riverbend Road Walnut Avenue/US 76 $196,873
14 Bridge McGaughey Chapel Road Coahulla Creek $1,853,885
17 Alignment Reed Road SR 201 to Lake Kathy $4,396,824
: Chattanooga Road/Wolfe :
31 Intersection Street & Red Clay Road City of Cohutta $5,742,121
Beaverdale Road
. to Williams Road &
32 Bike & Ped | SRT1 Frontier Trail to Prater $3,117,151
Mill Road
. Airport Road/Brown Bridge : :
39 Operational Road/New Hope Road Tibbs Bridge to SR 225 $10,137,097
41 Bridge Redwine Cove Road Swamp Creek $1,679,121
61 | Widening |Rauschengerg Road Isigga brivetoWarng 5 194 190
e SR 560/East-West Highway
67 Widening (GDOT PI 0004298) SR 151to SR 3 $118,011,397
e SR 8560/East-West Highway

69 Widening (GDOT PI 0004300) SR3toUS 411 $51,591,137
71 | Operational | /Anut Avenue Access 1-75 to Dug Gap Road $7,546,788

Management Improvements
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Plan Conclusions

While the ultimate goal of the MTP is the development of the fiscally constrained project list, it
also provides the framework for meeting a fundamental community need: effective and efficient
transportation. As shown in the previous section, the plan combines the community vision,
preferences, and goals with technical assessments of needs and anticipated performance to
provide a plan that delivers the mobility needed to support the community, while increasing
transportation mode options and supporting economic development initiatives.

As reproduced in the tables and graphs below, a comparison of the performance of a 2045
Do-Nothing Scenario with the 2045 Fiscally Constrained Plan reveals a tremendous amount of
benefit, including a large decrease both the number of lane miles with congested conditions and
the amount of cumulative time spent traveling within the region. Though vehicle miles traveled will
increase, the overall results indicate better traffic flow.

Travel Demand Model Scenario Statistics

-;‘ & > o >
£z @ 782 @
o a8 < v B o v .5
@ X = o A as a2 e
m R S AR -
7] ) o o &’-— o g
= S 0 S So& S o
X a O X a0 a O
Total Lane Miles 1,441 1,445 1,445 1,444 1571 1,490
Lane Miles as LOS D 1,425 1,400 1,400 1,399 1,544 1,469
or Better
Lane Miles at LOS E 15 45 45 45 07 39
or Worse
Vehicle Miles Traveled | 3.751,008 | 4,847,121 | 4,847,121 | 4848568 | 4,989,364 | 4,860993
Vvehicle Hours 106916 168326 168,326| 168415 147,941 164,801
Traveled

Lane Miles by Level of Service by Travel Demand Model Scenario

2015 Existing
Conditions

2045 Do-Nothing

2045 Fiscally
Constrained Plan

200
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All Fiscally-Constrained Projects
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Furthermore, the fiscally constrained plan is overlaid with the Environmental Justice communities
previously identified in Chapter 2. The projects within and adjacent to these communities are all
anticipated to include bicycle and pedestrian facilities where possible and feasible as well as
introduce design elements to enhance safety.

Environmental Justice Communities and Fiscally-Constrained Projects

Projects by Type Title VI Communities
Present
"\ | Alignment v @ Operational
0 Title VI Communities
v @ |Bicycle and/or Pedestrian “\ | New Location
: 1-3 Title VI Communities
(O | Bridge ~y | Study

| 4-5Title VI Communities

(O | Crade Separation v | Widening
v @ | Intersection(s)
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Reflecting the region’s commitment to environmental sustainability, the fiscally constrained plan
1s also compared to several environmental and cultural features. The following maps indicate
environmental conditions that may need to be addressed and mitigated as projects are implemented

Natural Resources and Fiscally-Constrained Projects

Projects by Type

Alignment

'
%

Bridge

Environmental
) Resources
Operational
. Land designated for
New Location parks, recreation, and/or
Study conservation

~,

v @ | Bicycle and/or Pedestrian
@)
O

Crade Separation

v @ Intersection(s)

127

Widening % I;]si\l/é/z.—designated Flood

POND



Greater Dalton
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Historic Resources and Fiscally-Constrained Projects
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Cultural Resources and Fiscally-Constrained Projects

Projects by Type Cultural Resources
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The MTP reflects a balance in addressing the strategic systematic goal categories discussed with
the community and reflects the comments and vision of the community through the individual
projects recommended, which were expressly supported through community engagement.

Additionally, the fiscally constrammed plan includes a remaining balance of $331,721. This
remaining balance should be preserved in order to allow flexibility and contingency as funding
and cost assumptions change, or the need arises to fund different transportation projects through

administrative adjustments.

Funding and Expenditures by Time Period, 2020-2045

Ending

Time Period Funding Expenditures Balance
2020 $10,287,289 $8,410,402 | $1,876,887
2021 $10,390,162 $7,932,828 | $4,334,221
2022 $10,494,064 $2,635,839 | $12,192,447
2023 $10,599,004 $1,114,268 | $21,677,183
2024 $10,704,994 $31,477,103 $905,074
2025 $10,812,044 $3,579,132 | $8,137,986
2026-2035 $113,635,673| $114,938961 | $6,834,698
2036-2045 $125,524,418 | $132,027,455 $331,721
Cumulative $302,447,708 | $302,115,988 $331,721
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Greater Dalton MPO 2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan
Year 2015 Socioeconomic Data Technical Memorandum — DRAFT | February 5, 2019

This memorandum documents the methodologies used to prepare year 2015 socioeconomic data for the Greater Dalton
Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO) travel demand model. This effort was undertaken as part of updating the
Creater Dalton Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for year 2050. While the MPO’s planning area is limited to all
of Whitfield County and only part of Murray County, this travel demand model encompasses all of Whitfield and Murray

Counties in northwest Georgia as indicated in the map below, which shows the model’s Transportation Analysis Zone
(TAZ) structure.

GDMPO Transportation Analysis Zones
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The socioeconomic data was prepared using three distinct methodologies as indicated below:
1. Population, Households, and Household Income
2. Employment
3. School and College Enrollment.

In addition to the basic assignment methodologies, a series of tests, based on GDOT guidance, was performed on the
data to ensure its reasonableness.
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Population, Households, and Household Income
The overall number of population and households for the travel demand model were identified based on US Census
Bureau data.

Whitfield County Murray County Total Model Area
Population 103,395 39,399 142,794
Households 34,524 14,236 48,760

The population and household data were allocated to individual TAZs using two methods:

e For TAZs where Census Block Croup geography aligns with TAZs boundaries and where those TAZs contain
whole multiple block groups, the 2015 population from the five-year estimates of the American Community
Survey (ACS) were utilized.

e For those TAZs where the TAZ boundaries did not align with Census Block Group boundaries, the 2015
population from the five-year estimates of the ACS were utilized but further distributed to individual TAZs using
2010 Census population and household figures.

Year 2015 Population Allocation by TAZ — GDMPO Travel Demand Model
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Year 2015 Household Allocation by TAZ — GDMPO Travel Demand Model
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Median household income was sourced from the 2015 ACS estimates. In cases where multiple block groups exist within
a single TAZ, the population by block group was combined with median income in the component block groups to
estimate a single median household income for the TAZ,

Year 2015 Median Income by TAZ - GDMPO Travel Demand Model
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Employment
The US Census Bureau’s Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) data was used as the basis for year
2015 employment in the study area. The data for all jobs (as opposed to primary jobs) was aggregated by TAZ and
employment categories as indicated below.

Employment Classification Whitfield County Murray County Total Model Area
Agncultgre, Mining, and 1 626 203 1829
Construction Employment
Manufacturing, 28,827 5,045 33,872
Retail Employment 1,294 919 8,213
Service Employment 20,570 3,522 24,092
Total Employment 58,317 9,689 68,006
Year 2015 Employment Allocation — GDMPO Travel Demand Model
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School Enrollment

Enrollment at schools were derived from a variety of sources. Enrollment at public Kindergarten — 12® grade schools
was based on enrollment data from the Georgia Department of Education for March 1, 2015. This data included Dalton
Public Schools, Whitfield County Schools, and Murray County Schools. Additional information on the Crossroads
Academy and Northwest Georgia College and Career Academy programs was provided directly by Whitfield County
Schools. These nontraditional programs were coded as enrollment at the program location and at the students’ home
schools to best estimate trip-making behavior. An investigation into private school enrollment was performed, with
enrollment estimates collected from a variety of sources. Enrollment for Dalton State College and Georgia
Northwestern Technical College was found from year 2015 enrollment reports from each school.

Whitfield County Murray County Total Model Area
K-12 Enrollment 21,651 7,667 29,318
College and University 5,933 0 5,933

Year 2015 School Enrollment Allocation — GDMPO Travel Demand Model
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Data Reasonability Check

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) provides guidance for producing and checking the
reasonableness of socioeconomic data prepared for TDMs. After performing the basic methodologies presented
previously, a series of tests were conducted based on these guidelines. Refinements to the data were made as
documented in the following sections.

Persons per Household

GDOT’s guidelines state that “Areas with over 7 persons-per-household should be explainable by some form of group
housing within the TAZ,” and that the number of persons in a TAZ must exceed the number of households. A review of
TAZs was performed to identify any that violated these guidelines. The results of this review are documented below.

TAZ  Guideline Violation Rationale or Action Taken

This TAZ appears to have a very low overall rate of residential
population. Census 2010 blocks indicate that the majority of the
population in this TAZ resides in the southwest corner. Review of the
area suggests that this TAZ may be home to a homeless shelter or

Persons Per Household is
24 1.4 (population 52,

households 7) other type of group housing hosted by Providence Ministries. As such,
no change has been made.
This TAZ is located adjacent to many Shaw Industries facilities and
Persons Per Household is includes single family homes. A review of aerial imagery in the area
68 1.3 (population 87, showed homes with multiple cars parked at many houses at the same
households 12) time, implying that each home may in fact be hosting larger groups of

people than typical. As such, no change has been made.

Household Density

GDOT’s guidelines also state that the number of households per acre should generally not be over 4. A value over 4
should be explained by multifamily development, and a value over 6 should be explained by multistory development.
Household densities for all TAZs were reviewed, and those TAZs that exceed these thresholds are shown below.

TAZ  Guideline Violation Rationale or Action Taken

Residential development in this TAZ is often on small lots, and includes
a townhome development off Avenue F. This multifamily development
and overall density explain the higher household density and no
change was made.

This TAZ includes multiple apartment complexes, justifying the
household density. No change made.

36 4.7 households per acre

237 4.3 households per acre
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Employment and Households Land Area
GDOT guidelines provide an overall check to ensure that the employment and residential populations are reasonable
for a given TAZ'’s area. The guidelines state: “About half of the available land can generally be considered for the
building. Use the following to see if the size of the building is in line with the acreage of the TAZ. Include households
as well (4 households-per-acre unless it is multifamily).

Office: 250 square feet per employee
Retail: 300 square feet per employee
Wholesale: 700 square feet per employee

e Manufacturing: 700 square feet per employee”
Based on these figures, a theoretical "minimum acreage” for each TAZ was calculated based on the households and
employment figures in each. For these purposes, Service jobs were considered office jobs, and Agriculture, Mining,
and Construction jobs were given the same space as Wholesale and Manufacturing. TAZs in which this theoretical
minimum acreage exceed the actual size of the TAZ are listed below.

TAZ Guideline Violation

Rationale or Action Taken

This TAZ includes multiple apartment complexes, which contribute to
the higher residential density in the area. The TAZ is also home to
Royal Oaks, a retirement community with 72 residences for active
Theoretical Minimum seniors and 42 residences for seniors requiring assistance. GDOT
6 Acreage was 61% larger guidelines state that retirement home populations should be reduced
than actual size or removed in the model because they do not make trips at the same
rates as other members of the community. As such, the number of
households in this TAZ has been reduced by 50 (from 599 to 549) and
the population has been reduced by 80 (from 1820 to 1760).
Theoretical Mmllr)num This TAZ includes multiple townhomes/small multifamily residences,
7 Acreage was 15% larger . .
. which appear to account for the difference. No change made.
than actual size
Theoretical Minimum A review of the area reveals a tightly-packed urbanized are with a
14 Acreage was 6% larger substantial amount of commercial/industrial development. No change
than actual size made.
. . Residential development in this TAZ is often on small lots, and includes
Theoretical Minimum . .
o a townhome development off Avenue F. This multifamily development
36 Acreage was 137% larger . . . .
. and overall density explain the higher household density and no
than actual size
change was made.
Theoretical Minimum TAZ includes tightly packed residential development combined with
38 Acreage was 4% larger public and private development. Employment and population numbers
than actual size seem reasonable for such a densely built-up area. No change made.
Theoretical Mmllr)num Residential development includes several multifamily buildings.
39 Acreage was 1 1% larger .
. Population figures seem reasonable, no change made.
than actual size
Theoretical Minimum The northeast corner of this TAZ is almost entirely composed of
40 Acreage was 38% larger multifamily residential development. Population figures seem
than actual size reasonable, no change made.
. . The north-central and south-central portions of this TAZ include
Theoretical Minimum . . . . . .
o multifamily residential developments, and the TAZ includes multiple
43 Acreage was 14% larger . . : .
. schools, increasing the employment figures higher than GDOT
than actual size . .
guidelines anticipate. No change made.
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TAZ Guideline Violation

Theoretical Minimum

Rationale or Action Taken
While this TAZ technically violates the GDOT guideline, it is by a very
low margin. This TAZ also appears to include some shared homes,

o)
48 gz;eziigifzzg % larger based on the number of vehicles parked at homes in the south-central
portion of the TAZ, No change made.
This TAZ includes at least one small apartment community, and the
Theoretical Minimum Christian Heritage School’s elementary/middle school campus, both of
50 Acreage was 15% larger which feature higher densities than typical. Knowing these features, the
than actual size employment and residential populations seem reasonable, no change
made.
Theoretical Minimum . . .
o The southern portion of this TAZ contains a large apartment complex.
54 Acreage was 50% larger
. No change made.
than actual size
Theoretical Mmlgnum The northwest portion of this TAZ includes at least two apartment
56 Acreage was 35% larger
. complexes. No change made.
than actual size
Theoretical Minimurm This TAZ includes multiple apartment complexes, justifying the
237 | Acreage was 123% larger .
. household density. No change made.
than actual size
Theoretical Minimum This TAZ includes a handful of duplexes and homes on small lots.
240 | Acreage was 102% larger There is also evidence of multiple cars per residential rooftop. No

than actual size

change made.
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Service Employment to School Enrollment

Faculty and staff at schools are included in the Service category for employment. While no specific test is given for
comparing school enrollment to service employment, the GDOT guidelines do state “Ensure TAZ service
employment is reasonable for zones with schools to account for employment at schools.” A check was performed,
comparing the two, with results and changes made based on those results shown below.

TAZ Guideline Violation

Rationale or Action Taken
Sometimes LEHD employment locations are not perfectly accurate. The

TAZ is Dalton High School, | surrounding TAZs were inspected for misplaced service employment.
106 with 1,832 students and TAZ 107, immediately to the south, contained 221 service jobs, but with

originally showing only 2 no substantial service employment visible. Based on review of current

service employees faculty and staff at Dalton High School, 180 service jobs were moved

from TAZ 107 to TAZ 106

TAZ contains Dawnville

Elementary School, with Based on review of current faculty and staff at Dawnville Elementary
125 527 students and originally | School, 50 service jobs were moved from TAZ 286 (immediately

showing only 2 service northeast) to TAZ 125

employees

TAZ contains Beaverdale

Elementary School, with Based on review of current faculty and staff at Beaverdale Elementary
145 427 students and originally | School, 40 service jobs were moved from TAZ 144 (immediately west)

showing no service
employees

to TAZ 145
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In response to GDOT comments on the initial year 2015 socioeconomic data prepared for the Greater Dalton MPO
2050 Metropolitan Transportation Plan, a number of minor refinements have been made to the socioeconomic data.
Specific adjustments and the reason they were applied are provided in this document, organized by specific
comment from GDOT. The table below shows how overall values have changed for the total model area from the
original submittal and the revised submittal.

Original Submittal Revised Submittal

Population 142,794 142,792

Households 48,760 48,159

K-12 Enrollment 29,318 29,318

College/University Enrollment 5,933 5,933

Total Employment 68,006 67,105
Retail Employment 8,213 7,270
Service Employment 24,092 24,132
Agriculture, Mining, and Construction Employment 1,829 1,831
Manufacturing, Transportation, Communications, and 33,872 33,872
Utilities Employment

GDOT Comment: Confirm persons per household rate of 2.93; the value is within the recommended range by GDOT

but on the higher end.

Raw US Census/American Community Survey data was consulted as reference at the county level confirming a high
population to household ratio in the region. This data is presented in the table below (note that due to the various
TAZ level adjustments the population and households numbers expressed below do not match the raw US
Census/ACS data exactly). As the same phenomenon is observed in the raw data, no overall changes were applied
to the TAZ socioeconomic data.

Population Households Population per Household

Murray County 39,444 14,236 277
Whitfield County 103,963 34,575 3.01
Total Model Area 143,407 48,811 2.94

GDOT Comment: Confirm proportion of population enrolled in K-12 schools of 20.5%: the value is slightly higher than
the 20% that GDOT recommends.

Raw Census/American Community Survey data was consulted as reference to evaluate the percentage of the
population that is approximately school age (5 years old to 17 years old). As shown in the table below, the model
area has a slightly higher rate of school-aged children (19.8 percent) than Georgia as a whole (18.3 percent), which
likely explains the slightly higher proportion of population enrolled in area K-12 schools. As a final check, Georgia
Department of Education data was re-evaluated to verify area student enrollment. No errors were observed and as
a result, no overall changes were made.

Percentage of Population
5-17 Years Old

Murray County 19.5%
Whitfield County 20.0%
Total Model Area 19.8%

Georgia 18.3%

T
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GDOT Comment: Check the population, household, and employment values for TAZs 12 and 241. These TAZs have
zero values for population, household, and [
employment. Particularly TAZ 12 that has building
structures on site according to the aerial map.

Upon further review the TAZ geography in the area
around TAZ 12 is particularly granular and the retail
employment data from LEHD is not well located
relative to the specific locations of employment as
indicated by a review of aerial photography.
Therefore, we have adjusted retail employment data
for TAZ 12 and several nearby TAZs as documented

ikt e i,
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X
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in the table below. The map to the right shows the !_-r
locations of each TAZ with aerial photography and the o
raw LEHD-reported retail employment at each point. i-..,‘
TAZ  Original Submittal New Subrmittal e
Retail Employment Retail Employment
11 0 80
12 0 180
25 333 14
29 0 28
30 0 4
32 0 114
211 84 4
220 63 56
Total 480 480

Similarly, TAZ 241 was assigned 14 jobs (all service) that were previously assigned to adjacent TAZ 177.

GDOT Comment: Check the households for TAZ 11, which has zero households but non-zero population.

A population of two was mis-allocated to TAZ 11due to imperfect alignment with census block group boundaries.
These two people have been removed.

GDOT Comment: Check the population for TAZ 67, which has zero population but non-zero households.
The one household assigned to TAZ 67 was a mis-assigned. The household has been removed.
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GDOT Comment: Check the population and household value for TAZs 4, 9, 12, 18, 29, 30, 32, 106, 109, 162, 241, and
244. These TAZs have zero total population and households but non-zero employment.

These TAZs were reviewed to ensure these are correct. The results of this review are shown in the table below, with
specific decisions made with supporting aerials shown on the following pages.

TAZ Revised Submittal Explanation of Change/No Change

Population
4 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
9 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
12 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
18 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
29 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
30 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
32 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
106 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
109 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
162 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
241 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
244 0 Aerial imagery reviewed, confirmed no residential.
TAZ 4 TAZ9
Primarily medical offices and some retail. Confirmed | Primarily manufacturing with some retail. Confirmed
no residential. no residential.
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TAZ 12 TAZ 18
TAZ includes a strip mall and outparcels. Confirmed | TAZ includes various industrial and retail uses.
no residential. Confirmed no residential.

TAZ 29 TAZ 30

TAZ includes industrial and retail uses only. TAZ includes industrial and retail uses only.
Confirmed no residential. Confirmed no residential.
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TAZ 32

TAZ includes industrial and retail uses only.
Confirmed no residential.

TAZ 106

TAZ is entirely comprised of Dalton High School.
Confirmed no residential.

TAZ 109

TAZ contains a school, a fire department, and a
counseling center only. Confirmed no residential.

TAZ 162

TAZ is vacant except for one
manufacturing/warehousing facility. Confirmed no
residential.
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20H5 Mmropolean Tranaporiaton Plas

TAZ 241 TAZ 244

TAZ is largely vacant except for some retail uses. Confirmed no residential.
Confirmed no residential
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GDOT Comment: Check the employment value for TAZs 34, 36, 40, 101, 123, 129, 133, 134, 135, 138, 140, 141, 143,

182,186, 187, 200, 205, 206, 222, 223, 242, 251, 269, 276, 293, and 298. These TAZs have zero employment but non-

zero population and households.

These TAZs were reviewed to ensure these are correct. The results of this review are shown in the table below, with
specific decisions made with supporting aerials shown on the following pages.

TAZ Revised Submittal
Employment

34
36
40
101
123
129

o O O o — O

133
134
135
138
140
141 20
143
182
186 0

o O O O @

o O

187 0

200
205

w O

206
222
223
242
251

S O O O O

269
276
293
298

w O O O

Explanation of Change/No Change

TAZ does not appear to include any employment itself.

One service job moved from adjacent TAZ 41 to represent a church in this TAZ,
TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

Only present employment is an events venue; as events venues do not have
consistent weekday employment, no employment was added to this TAZ,

Upon aerial review, 6 retail jobs and 2 agriculture jobs were added to this TAZ,
TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ is entirely residential.

Moved twenty jobs from adjacent TAZ 230 to adjust for incorrect LEHD geography.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ includes evidence of small-scale, residential-based agriculture, but nothing that
suggests significant employment.

TAZ includes evidence of small-scale, residential-based agriculture, but nothing that
suggests significant employment.

TAZ is largely undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.

Three retail jobs added to represent one small retail establishment found in TAZ that
was not represented in LEHD data.

TAZ is almost entirely undeveloped. No evidence of employment found

TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.

TAZ includes evidence of small-scale, residential-based agriculture, but nothing that
suggests significant employment.

TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence of employment was found.
Moved three jobs that LEHD identified outside of the model area into this TAZ.
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TAZ 34

TAZ includes homes and a lot. Lot may be used for
employment-related activities, but does not appear to
include any employment itself.

TAZ 36

TAZ includes homes and a church. The church likely
has very low or no true employment. One service job
was moved from adjacent TAZ 41 to represent the
church’s employment.

TAZ 40

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of
employment was found.

TAZ 101

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of
employment was found.
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TAZ 123 TAZ 129

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of Only non-residential use present in TAZ 129 is an
employment was found. events venue. As an events venue does not have

regular or consistent weekday employment, no
employment has been added.

TAZ 133 TAZ 134

Upon further review, there appears to be minor but TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of
non-zero employment in this TAZ. Based on a review | employment was found.

of the aerial photography, 6 retail jobs and 2

agriculture jobs were added to the TAZ.

Page 9 of 19




Gr&a‘tﬂ Dﬂ“ﬂ“ Year 2015 Socioeconomic Data Adjustments Technical Memorandum

I e s pmmn mmew  DRAFT | March 19, 2019
2 mTopol B T b Flas

TAZ 135 TAZ 138

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of
employment was found. employment was found.

TAZ 140 TAZ 141

TAZ is entirely residential. No evidence of Moved 20 jobs from adjacent TAZ 230 to adjust for

employment was found. incorrect LEHD geography — 18 service, and 2 A/M/C

jobs.
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TAZ 143 TAZ 182

TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence | TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence
of employment was found. of employment was found.

TAZ 186 TAZ 187

This TAZ includes evidence of some small-scale, This TAZ includes evidence of some small-scale,
residential-based agriculture, but nothing that residential-based agriculture, but nothing that
suggests significant employment. suggests significant employment.
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TAZ 200 TAZ 205

TAZ is largely undeveloped. No evidence of One small retail establishment found. No retail

significant employment found. employment nearby in LEHD data. Added 3 retail
i jobs.

TAZ 206 TAZ 222

TAZ is almost entirely undeveloped. No evidence of | TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence

employment found. of employment was found.
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TAZ 223 TAZ 242

TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence | TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence
of employment was found. of employment was found.

TAZ 251 TAZ 269

This TAZ includes evidence of some small-scale, TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence
residential-based agriculture, but nothing that of employment was found.
suggests significant employment.
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TAZ 276 TAZ 293
TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence | TAZ is entirely residential/undeveloped. No evidence
of employment was found. of employment was found.

TAZ 298

Moved 3 jobs that LEHD placed outside of the model
area into this TAZ.
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GDOT Comment: Check that adequate service employment is allocated to TAZs 46, 62, 142, 152, 213, 214, 257, and
259. These TAZs have a ratio of number of students to service employees higher than 12.

In order to address these concerns, the original LEHD data was reviewed by focusing on the locations of jobs
classified as Educational Services in relation to schools. As a result, a number of adjustments were made as
described in the table below. Generally speaking, the fewest jobs possible were moved to bring the student to
service employment ratio within the range suggested by GDOT. In the maps on the following pages, the pink points
indicate Educational Services jobs as identified by raw LEHD data.

TAZ Original Revised Revised Explanation of Change/No Change
Submittal Submittal Student/Service
Service Service Employment
Employment Employment Ratio
46 11 33 1.7 Moved 22 jobs from nearby TAZ 22 to correct LEHD
geography.
62 79 98 7.7 Moved 19 jobs from adjacent TAZ 78 to correct LEHD
geography.
142 68 122 11.9 Moved 66 jobs from nearby TAZ 142 to correct LEHD
geography.
152 21 47 11.8  Moved 26 jobs from nearby TAZ 126 to correct LEHD
geography.
213 25 107 11.9 Moved 82 jobs from adjacent TAZ 202 to correct LEHD
geography.
214 27 99 12.0 Moved 33 jobs from adjacent TAZ 202 to correct LEHD
geography and added 39 new service jobs to TAZ 214.
257 15 28 7.4 Moved 13 jobs from adjacent TAZ 291 to correct LEHD
geography.
259 63 200 2.0 Moved 137 jobs from nearby TAZ 264 to correct LEHD
geography
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TAZ 46 (Morris Innovative High School, 255 TAZ 62 (Antioch Elementary School, 1176 students)

Moved 19 jobs from adjacent TAZ 78. New service to
Moved 22 service jobs from nearby TAZ 22. TAZ student ratio of 12. TAZ 78 includes Southeast Whitfield High
46 now has approx. 7.7 students per service job. School. TAZ 62 now has approx. 7.7 students per service

: | . job.

students)
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TAZ 142 (Varnell Elementary School and Coahulla
Creek High School, 1457 students)

TAZ 217, southwest of TAZ 142, included 66
educational jobs, but no schools. 54 service jobs
were moved from TAZ 217 to TAZ 142. TAZ 142
now has approx. 11.9 students per service job.

TAZ 152 (Cedar Ridge Elementary School, 554 students)

TAZ 126, northwest of TAZ 152, included 67 educational
jobs but no schools. 26 service jobs were moved from TAZ
126 to TAZ 152. TAZ 152 now has approx. 11.8 students per
service job.

TAZ 213 (Northwest Whitfield High School, 1275
students)

Adjacent TAZ 202 included 115 educational jobs
but no educational facility. 82 service jobs were
moved from TAZ 202 to TAZ 213. TAZ 213 now has
approx. 11.9 students per service job.

TAZ 214 (New Hope Middle School and New Hope
Elementary School, 1188 students)

Nearby TAZ 202 included 115 educational jobs but no
educational facility. 82 of those jobs have already been
moved to TAZ 213. The remaining 33 jobs were moved to
TAZ 214. No other reasonable concentrations of educational
employment were indicated nearby in the LEHD data.
Without any other reasonable alternatives, 39 service jobs
were added to TAZ 214. TAZ 214 now has approx. 12
students per service job.
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TAZ 257 (Pleasant Valley Innovative School, 332 TAZ 259 (North Murray High School, 2391 students)

students) Nearby TAZ 264 included 213 educational jobs, more than
Adjacent TAZ 291 included 66 educational jobs, likely at Gladden Middle School based on enrollment. 137
more than likely at Northwest Elementary School, jobs were moved from TAZ 264 to TAZ 259. TAZ 259 now

based on enrollment. 13 jobs were moved from has approx. 12 students per service job. TAZ 264 has

TAZ 291 to TAZ 257. TAZ 257 now has approx. 11.9 | approx. 2.0 students per service job.
students per service job. TAZ 291 has approx. 7.4
students per service job.

GDOT Comment: Check TAZs 19 and 65, if they have dense
housing or multi-story office buildings, they have negative acres

available for employment or less than acres needed for
employment.
TAZ 19

This TAZ includes the County courthouse which is a large multi-
story office building, a 4 story BB&T office, and a number of
businesses in traditional/historic buildings which are more dense
than the lower density suburban pattern in the other urbanized
parts of the Dalton region. As a result, no changes made.
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TAZ 65

Before the original submittal, all TAZs were checked for appropriate development intensities relative to their
physical size based on guidance in the Georgia MPO Travel Demand Models Socio-Economic Data Development
Guides from August 2018, pages 10, sections 4.3 and 4.4, which have been reproduced below. Under these
guidelines, the TAZs households and employment are appropriate based on the TAZ's area.

4.3 HOUSEHOLDS PER ACRE

Cwer 4 households-per-acre would represent mulifamily housing. Multifamily housing is typically
located nearby a higher functional classification road (i.e., they are not generally located in rural or
isolated areas).

Cwer 6 households-per-acre would signify multistory buildings. Again, check location far
reasonableness.

4,4 EMPLOYMENT

+ About half of the available land can generally be considered for the building. Use the following to see
if the size of the building is in line with the acreage of the TAZ. Include households as well (4
househoids-per-acre unless it is multifamiby).

»  Dffice: 250 square feet per employes

+  Retaill; 300 square feet per employee

»  Wholesale: 700 square feet per employee

v Manufaciuring: 700 sqguare feet per employee

However, based on the formula provided in GDOT’s comments on the submitted socio-economic data, there are too
many employees in the TAZ, which does not feature any significant multi-story development. The LEHD data
indicates a single location with over 2,900 retail jobs that cannot be reasonably allocated to any adjacent or nearby
TAZs. A review of aerial imagery suggests that these jobs then might be associated with one of the industrial
properties in the TAZ, but are almost certainly not all working on-site during shifts typically associated with retail
jobs. Based on the guidance provided in the GDOT comments, the number of retail jobs in this TAZ has been
reduced by 946 jobs to 1,967, which reduces total employment to 2,177 jobs. This leaves 0.002 acres remaining after
accounting for population and employment in the TAZ,

GDOT Comment: TAZs 45 and 177 currently include university/college students of Georgia Northwestern Technical
College and Dalton State College respectively. From the satellite image, there is only one major building in TAZ 45; it
1s recommended that MPQO staff check if portion of students can be distributed to some of the major dorm locations.

TAZ 45 1s a commuter school that does not include any dormitories. TAZ 177 includes the entirety of the Dalton State
College campus, including classrooms and on-campus dormitories. Therefore, no changes were made.
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This memorandum documents the methodologies used to prepare year 2045 socioeconomic data for the Greater
Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO) travel demand model. This effort was undertaken as part of
updating the Greater Dalton Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for year 2050. While the MPO's planning area
is limited to all of Whitfield County and only part of Murray County, this travel demand model encompasses all of
Whitfield and Murray Counties in northwest Georgia as indicated in the map below, which shows the model's
Transportation Analysis Zone (TAZ) structure.

GDMPO Transportation Analysis Zones

Tennessme

\ Georgia

TAls

— e
e Frw—aay Fisatam,n

The process of developing the 2045 socioeconomic data included the following steps:
e Development of Initial Control Totals
e Development and Application of Allocation Methodology
e Data Reasonability Checks
e Finalization of 2045 Socioeconomic Data

s
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Development of Initial Control Totals
Initial control totals for Whitfield County, Murray County, and the region were developed through analysis of previous
forecasts and consultation with GDMPO staff.

Population and Households

Population and household data from other sources were reviewed and examined. Two overall types of forecasts
emerged — one forecast type that suggests a slow down in population and household growth (as indicated by the
Governor's Office of Planning and Budget, Woods & Poole, REMI, and other sources) and a second forecast type that
shows a continuation of the growth trends observed in the region since the 1980s (as indicated by the previous
GDMPO 2040 LRTP).

Population Forecasts From Other Sources

Witst¥icld Cowrhy B5.775  TR462
Hebaiesl S Cotdui  Murtay County L EEE 28 14T
Regizn S.4E0) | i |
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Budget L2 ] =] 0 1 0 144050 35315 48374 150860 1544830 158215 156847 1E6.71E 156082
Wit i Cosmiy (Rig bl ERor iy FLl. 2300 11448 118300 Ldiar
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-# T K] :'II:' 1 5871950 YS3T -.".-_'_..
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GOMPD J040 LATF  [eimay Casimty 33 568
LI i ' } I3T. 405 il il a 0 JSEDT -
Whies Ceunty EXLEIE 104553 100 T 106 EEE IOT 448 [DG 458 1L AB0 112847
REE lsbuitay County {11 B ] Ll TR a 1 1 (=1
Rogica 0] L fi'l EF'E fi'l A 'R o's Ef'N [ ]
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Compeghensive Fiard gy Coanty ASEEL 30315 D40 05E 0441 40353 30E4T 9010 FT9ES MLTY
Argicn o] i } BS54 1S HLISE S04l 40350 MU4T I1BA0IE N ¥TESE  MTH

Using these two forecast types as examples, the average linear growth rates of two sources were averaged to develop
linear growth rates for population. The number of households, K-12 students, and college students were calculated

as a function of the population growth.

Population Annual Linear Growth Rate Determination

Whitfield County 0.41% 1.76% 1.08%
Murray County -0.20% 1.76% 0.78%
Employment

Employment sources were similarly reviewed and examined with the same two overall types of forecasts emerging.
Using these two forecast types as examples, the average linear growth rates of two sources were averaged to
develop linear growth rates for total employment.
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Employment Forecasts From Other Sources
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Employment Annual Linear Growth Rate Determination

Whitfield County 0.20% 0.66% 0.43
Murray County 0.16% 0.78% 0.47%
Employment was further split into the four overall categories used by the travel demand model.

. AMC = agricultural, mining, and construction employment

. MTC = manufacturing & transportation, communications, utilities, and warehousing
. Retail

. Service

The REMI model provides forecasts for several employment categories in Whitfield County. This data was reviewed
(see table below) to determine the proportional amount of employment in each category against the total amont of
employment in Whitfield County. The change in REMI's forecast from 2015 to 2045 in proportional amounts were
reconciled and smoothed against actual 2015 (per LEHD/Census based sources which were the basis of the 2015
socioeconomic data forecasting) to determine a “refined 2045 for forecast” proportional amount. Those amounts were
then applied to the total amount of estimated employment for Whitfield and Murray Counties.

Proportional Refinement of Employment Types

ANMC 1.2% 1.2%
Manufacturing 43.0% 38.9%
Retail 12.5% 12.4%
Service 43.3% 47.5%
ANMC 2.80% 2.85%
Manufacturing 50.20% 46.11%
Retail 11.00% 11.12%
Service 35.80% 39.93%
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Initial Control Totals
Applying these growth rates and proportional methodologies results in initial control totals for the year 2045 as shown
in the table below.

Initial Control Totals

. 2045

oo s o e e 152 e
Households Service MTC EMP K-12 College

. Whifield 137026 45753 7207 25882 1845 29891 64825 28694 7,863

Development and Application of Allocation Methodology

The Whitfield County Comprehensive Plan and Murray County Comprehensive Plan were reviewed to determine
where future land uses/character areas and growth are expected locally within each county. Based on this review,
allocations of the control totals were made as shown in the table below, using the acreage of each land use within each
TAZ relative to the total amount of acreage of that land use/character area within each respective county.

Socioeconomic Data to Land Use Allocation Scheme

Emeisyment

| |
Agricutiure, 8 Bervece Em L
Firurs Land Use, Character draa Poapriilamite | Housamaids - Wy S | Hetail 5 Py
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Data Reasonability Checks

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) provides guidance for producing and checking the
reasonableness of socioeconomic data prepared for TDMs. After performing the basic methodologies presented
previously, a series of tests were conducted based on these guidelines. Refinements to the data were made as
documented in the following sections.

Persons per Household

GDOT’s guidelines state that “Areas with over 7 persons-per-household should be explainable by some form of group
housing within the TAZ,” and that the number of persons in a TAZ must exceed the number of households. A review
of TAZs was performed to identify any that violated these guidelines. The results of this review are documented below.

2015 Initial 2045
Population Population
to to
Household Household
Ratio Ratio
38 1.25 71.25 Same ratio observed and documented in existing data sono  7.25
action appropriate.

Final 2045
Population to

Household
Ratio

Household Density

GDOT’s guidelines also state that the number of households per acre should generally not be over 4. A value over 4
should be explained by multifamily development, and a value over 6 should be explained by multistory
development. Household densities for all TAZs were reviewed, and those TAZs that exceed these thresholds are
shown below.

2015 Initial 2045 Final 2045
Households Households Households

Per Acre Per Acre Per Acre

36 4174 474 Same ratio observed and documented in existing data sono 4.74
action appropriate.
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Employment and Households Land Area
GDOT guidelines provide an overall check to ensure that the employment and residential populations are
reasonable for a given TAZ's area. The guidelines state: "About half of the available land can generally be
considered for the building. Use the following to see if the size of the building is in line with the acreage of the TAZ.
Include households as well (4 households-per-acre unless it is multifamily).

o Office: 250 square feet per employee

e Retail: 300 square feet per employee

e Wholesale: 700 square feet per employee

¢ Manufacturing: 700 square feet per employee”
Based on these figures, a theoretical “minimum acreage” for each TAZ was calculated based on the households and
employment figures in each. For these purposes, service jobs were considered office jobs, and Agriculture, Mining,
and Construction jobs were given the same space as Wholesale and Manufacturing. TAZs in which this theoretical
minimum acreage exceed the 50 percent of the TAZ's land area are listed below. Additionally, aerial photography
of the reviewed TAZs are provided in the pages following the table.

1 28% 53% TAZ location near interchange includes a variety of existing 53%
land uses (multifamily residential, big box, etc.). While
proportion of land utilized jumps up to over 50% this still
seems appropriate given the attractiveness of the
interchange location. Therefore, no action was taken.

2 43% 62% Moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized. Aerial 62%
photography indicates a significant amount of unutilized
land reinforcing that growth is still likely in this in-town
location. Therefore, no action was taken.

6 13% 83% Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized. 83%
Aerial photography shows a significant amount of unutilized
land reinforcing that growth is still likely in this in-town
location. Therefore, no action was taken.

7 57% 63% Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized. 63%
While aerial photography does not show much additional
available land, as an in-town location any future
development in this area would likely be higher density as
indicated in the Comprehensive Plan.

8 44% 68% Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized. 68%
While aerial photography does not show much additional
available land, as an in-town location any future
development in this area would likely be higher density as
indicated in the Comprehensive Plan.

14 53% 53% No change in proportional amount of land utilized from 53%
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.
17 23% 16% While proportional amount of land utilized increases 16%

significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.
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19

20

21

22

23

36

38

39

40

43

46

50

54

56

.....

37%

48%

17%

13%

21%

118%

52%

55%

67%

57%

44%

58%

15%

67%

84%

98%

62%

71%

65%

118%

52%

58%

67%

57%

50%

58%

15%

13%

While proportional amount of land utilized increases
significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

While proportional amount of land utilized increases
significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

While proportional amount of land utilized increases
significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

While proportional amount of land utilized increases
significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

While proportional amount of land utilized increases
significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser
redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized.
Aerial photography a little amount of unutilized land
reinforcing that growth is still likely in this in-town location.
Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized.
Aerial photography a little amount of unutilized land
reinforcing that growth is still likely in this in-town location.
Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

Only a moderate increase in the proportion of land utilized.
Aerial photography a little amount of unutilized land
reinforcing that growth is still likely in this in-town location.
Therefore, no action was taken.

84%

98%

62%

11%

65%

118%

52%

58%

67%

57%

50%

58%

15%

13%
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57

94

109

111

113

237

240

11%

38%

9%

45%

41%

107%

101%

12%

11%

69%

86%

51%

107%

101%

Increase in proportional amount of land utilized driven
primarily by a significant increase in population and
household projections using the basic allocation formula.

12%

This increase would presume that an existing employment

(primarily retail) location would have to redevelop into

multistory residential. While this type of redevelopment is

possible per the Comprehensive Plan, it is not necessarily
likely. Therefore, population and household values for the
TAZ were reset to 2015 levels. The resulting proportional
amount of land utilized in the TAZ is only 12%, a slight
Increase over existing conditions.

TAZ is near interchange and includes a mix of retail and
single family homes. Because of the interchange
designation in the northern part of the TAZ, the TAZ was
allocated with significant employment growth (328 service
jobs) per Comprehensive Plan. Similarly, the residential
part of the TAZ was allocated with a significant increase in
population (1,256 people). However, aerial review of the
TAZ indicates that the TAZ is built out and the significant
amount of density implied by the change in proportional

38%

amount of land utilized does not appear reasonable without

significant and unanticipated redevelopment. Therefore,
the employment and population for the TAZ was reset to
2015 values.

While proportional amount of land utilized increases

69%

significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser

redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.
While proportional amount of land utilized increases

86%

significantly, this is in a location downtown prime for denser

redevelopment and activity per the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, no action was taken.

While the proportional amount of land utilized increases
only moderately and is driven by a small increase in
population and households, an aerial review of the TAZ
suggests the TAZ is built out and only unanticipated
redevelopment would cause such growth. Therefore, the
population for the TAZ was reset to 2015 values.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.

No change in proportional amount of land utilized from
existing conditions. Therefore, no action was taken.
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Service Employment to School Enroliment

Faculty and staff at schools are included in the Service category for employment. While no specific test is given for
comparing school enrollment to service employment, the GDOT guidelines do state “Ensure TAZ service
employment is reasonable for zones with schools to account for employment at schools.” A check was performed,
comparing the two, with results and changes made based on those results shown below.

47 9.717 12.95 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 9.717
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 92 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
62 12.00 15.90 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 12.00
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 128 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
106 10.06 13.34 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 10.06
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 238 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
145 10.68 14.15 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 10.68
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 52 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
190 11.56 14.28 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 11.56
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 54 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
213 11.92 15.79 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 11.92
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 140 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
214 12.00 15.90 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 12.00
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 130 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
259 11.96 13.71 Change in ratio due to increase in number of students 11.96
without proportional increase in service jobs per the
allocation method. The ratio from 2015 was set, and a
proportional increase of 247 service jobs were added to the
TAZ.
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Finalization of 2045 Socioeconomic Data

The applications of these methodologies (along with minor rounding errors) result in slight changes to the control
totals for each County and socioeconomic attribute as shown in the table below. These updated control totals also
include manual adjustment to incorporate transportation-oriented employment at the Inland Port in Murray County,
which is not explicitly incorporated into the County’'s Comprehensive Plan.

Final Control Totals

Geography Total
Households AMC MTC EMP K-12 College

Whitfield 35 268 45161 7,051 25657 1,846 29,889 64,543 28,326 7,863
Murray 48 569 17,549 1,229 4,433 315 5,134 11,071 9,452 0
Region g3 g37 62,710 8380 30,090 2,161 35,023 75614 37778 7,863

Additionally, the relationships between the different socioeconomic attributes were reviewed for general
reasonability in comparison to year 2015 conditions as well. As shown in the table below:

e Population to Household Ratios remain relatively constant
¢ The Population to Employment Ratio increases slightly which was observed in all other sources of forecasting
e The K12 to Population and College to Population Ratio remain relatively constant

Ratios and Relationships

. 2015 . 2085 |
Geography

Pop to College | Pop to College
HH to Pop | HH to Pop
Ratio ratio Ratio ratio

Whitfield 2.9949 1.8009 0.2094 00574 29952 2.0961 0.2094 0.0581
Murray 2.1676  4.0651 0.1946 0 27676 43714 0.1946 0
Total 2.9285 2.1279 0.2053 0.0415 29315 24303 0.2075  0.0428

The following pages include maps illustrating the projected socioeconomic data.
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Change in Population (2015-2045)
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Change in Households (2015-2045)
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Change in Employment (2015-2045)
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Year 2045 Population Density
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Year 2045 Household Density

2045 HHds / Acres
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Year 2045 Employment Density
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Year 2045 Service Job Locations
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Year 2045 Retail Job Locations
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Year 2045 Agricultural, Mining, and Construction Job Locations
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Year 2045 Manufacturing & Transportation/Communications/Utilities, and Warehousing Job Locations
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G reater D‘ﬂ"ﬂ'" Year 2045 Socioeconomic Data Adjustments Technical Memorandum
FTETE " DRAFT | June 5, 2019

GDOT has provided comments on the initial 2045 socioeconomic data prepared for the Greater Dalton MPO 2045
Metropolitan Transportation Plan which have been reviewed. Ultimately, no changes to the 2045 socioeconomic
data were made as documented in the following sections.

GDOT Comment: Verify the number of service employment and total employment in each of the two counties, as well
as in the TDM area.

Action Taken: No action taken to refine socioeconomic data set. Documentation updated (below) to reflect correct
control totals.

The initial memo included discrepancies in the documented number of service and total employment for both
Whitfield and Murray County when compared with the actual Socioeconomic Data provided. Upon further review,
it appears that the documented numbers in the memo were incorrect (reflecting an earlier non-finalized iteration of
the socioeconomic data allocation process) and needed to be updated to reflect the correct numbers which were
contained in the socioeconomic data provided and reproduced below for reference.

2045 Socioeconomic Data Summary

Total
MTC EMP College

Whitfield 135,268 45,161 7,151 25,647 1,846 29,889 64,533 28,326 1,863
Murray 48,569 17,549 1,229 4,433 315 5,134 11,111 9,452 0
Total 183,837 62,710 8,380 30,080 2,161 35023 75644 31,718 1,863
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G r.Eater Da It.u.n Year 2045 Socioeconomic Data Adjustments Technical Memorandum
DRAFT | June 5, 2019

GDOT Comment: Check the population and household value for TAZs 9, 11, 12, 29, 30, 32, 67, 106, 162, 241, and
244. These TAZs have zero total population and households.

Action Taken: No changes made. Documentation provided below.

These TAZs were reviewed and determined to be allocated correctly, with zero population and households. All of
these TAZs have zero population and households in 2015 (the majority of them were flagged in previous review and
subsequently confirmed at the time to have no existing/2015 population and households). The character area/land
use designations in the Comprehensive Plan were reviewed as indicated in the table below to confirm that future
population growth is not anticipated in these TAZs.

TAZ Explanation of Change/No Change

9 No existing population or households. In “Industrial” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

11 No existing population or households. In “Commercial” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

12 No existing population or households. In “Commercial” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

29 No existing population or households. In “Commercial” and “Industrial” character areas where
population growth is not anticipated.

30 No existing population or households. In “Commercial”, “Industrial”, and “Preserve” character areas
where population growth is not anticipated.

32 No existing population or households. In “Commercial” and “Industrial” character areas where
population growth is not anticipated.

67 No existing population or households. In “Industrial” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

106 No existing population or households. In “Preserve” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

162 No existing population or households. In “Interchange” character area where population growth is not
anticipated.

241 No existing population or households. In “Commercial” and “Interchange” character areas where
population growth is not anticipated.

244 No existing population or households. In “Industrial” character areas where population growth is not
anticipated.

—) Page 2 of 4 m



G r.Eater Da It.u.n Year 2045 Socioeconomic Data Adjustments Technical Memorandum
DRAFT | June 5, 2019

GDOT Comment: Check the employment value for TAZs 34, 40, 101, 129, 133, 138, 200, and 206. These TAZs have
zero employment.

Action Taken: No changes made. Documentation provided below.

These TAZs were reviewed and determined to be allocated correctly, with zero employment. All of these TAZs
have zero employment in 2015 and were flagged in previous review and subsequently confirmed to have no
existing/2015 employment. The character area/land use designations in the Comprehensive Plan were reviewed as
indicated in the table below to confirm that future employment growth is not anticipated in these TAZs.

TAZ Explanation of Change/No Change

34 No existing employment. In “Town Neighborhood Revitalization” character area which is residentially
oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

40 No existing employment. [n “Town Neighborhood Revitalization” character area which is residentially
oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

101 No existing employment. In “Suburban” character area which is residentially oriented so future
employment is not anticipated.

129 No existing employment. In “Rural Residential” character area which is residentially oriented so future
employment is not anticipated.

133 No existing employment. [n “Emerging and Exurban” and “Rural Residential” character area which is
residentially oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

138 No existing employment. [n “Rural/Agricultural Reserve” and “Rural Residential” character area which is
non-growth and residentially oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

200 No existing employment. In “Emerging and Exurban” and “Rural Residential” character area which is
residentially oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

206 No existing employment. In “Preserve” and “Rural Residential” character area which is non-growth and
residentially oriented so future employment is not anticipated.

GDOT Comment: Check the housing types for TAZs 36, 54, 237, and 240. These TAZs have population per acre
greater than 10, which indicates multi-family or group housing land use in the TAZ.

Action Taken: No changes made. Documentation provided below.

TAZs 36, 54, and 240 all have zero population growth between 2015 and 2045. Therefore, the 2045 population is
reflecting existing conditions which were reviewed and confirmed for existing evidence of multi-family or group
housing land uses.

TAZ 237 does absorb population and household growth between 2015 and 2045 but is in the “Dalton State/College
Drive” Character Area, which is characterized and anticipated to include group housing (including Dalton State
students) land uses.

—) Page 3 of 4 m



G reater Daltu.“ Year 2045 Socioeconomic Data Adjustments Technical Memorandum
DRAFT | June 5, 2019

GDOT Comment: Check if TAZ 65 has dense housing or multi-story office buildings, since it has acres available for
employment less than acres needed for employment.

Action Taken: No changes made. Documentation provided below.

TAZ 65 experiences minimal employment growth from 2015 to 2045 (12 new retail jobs and 6 new Agriculture,
Mining, and Construction jobs). Therefore, the high number of acres being utilized for employment activity is
mostly representative of underlying existing conditions.

During the review of the 2015 socioeconomic data, this TAZ was similarly flagged and the number of jobs in the TAZ
were reduced by 946 in order to make the TAZ conform to the acreage expectation. As the 2045 forecast assumes
only a small increase in employment, which just happens to trip the acreage expectation threshold (the TAZ is
utilizing 12.60 acres of employments relative to 12.38 acres estimated to be available), no changes were made in
order to remain consistent in showing a small increase in economic activity.

GDOT Comment: Check if the growth rates on household and employment make sense, to explain the inconsistency
of employees per household between 2015 and 2045.

Action Taken: No changes made. Documentation provided below.

The 2015 socioeconomic data indicated a rate of 2.13 people for each job in the region, while the 2045
socioeconomic data indicates a rate of 2.43 people for each job, a 13 percent increase. While guidelines suggest
that “the ratio of population to employment should stay constant” and not include “significant change” this
phenomenon is simply reflecting the inclusion of the legacy of previous sources of population and employment,
including the previous LRTP which showed a 23 percent increase in the ratio of people to jobs and the Northwest
Georgia Regional Commission which shows a 9 percent increase in the ratio of people to jobs. REMI, which covers
only Whitfield County, shows a more modest 2 percent increase.

Recognizing that the socioeconomic forecast for this MTP needs to have some relationship to the previous
forecasting for the region, we believe it is appropriate to continue with the phenomenon of showing an increase in
the number of people per job in the region, while incorporating a “step-down” from the notably high increase
observed in the previous LRTP towards a phenomenon that shows a more modest increase that is more consistent
with other sources.

Previous REMI

catotors | TP, | oy s W o
and 2040) 2040)
Population 137,409 103,976 144,050 142,192
Base Year Employment 68,006 68,770 58,014 67,105
Ratio 2.02 1.51 2.48 2.13
Population 197,897 112,847 156,847 185,596
Horizon Year Employment 79,573 13,495 58,069 75,818
Ratio 2.49 1.54 2.170 2.43
Increase 23.1% 1.6% 8.8% 13.0%
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Resolution By The Greater Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO) Policy
Committee

WHLEREAS, federal regulations require that the Metropolitan Transportation Plans and Transportation
Improvement Programs include Performance Management Targets, PM 1 through PM 3, for urbanized areas
and,

WHEREAS, the Technical Coordinating Committee of GDMPO in coordination with the Federal
Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, and the Georgia Department of Transportation
has reviewed the requirement to adopt Performance Management Targets for use in the transportation
process,

WHEREAS, the Technical Coordinating Committee at its May 23, 2019 meeting recommended that
GDMPO support the Performance Management Targets, PM | through PM 3. approved by the Georgia
Department of Transportation,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the GDMPO Policy Committee that GDMPO agrees fo
support the Performance Management Targets as approved by the Georgia Department of
Transportation.

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the Greater Dalton
MPO Policy Comumittee, at their meeting held on May 23, 2019,

M;@W‘ﬂwf_—:

Kent Benson, Pglicy Committee Chair




Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization Transportation
Improvement Program
System Performance Report Template

Background

Pursuant to the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) Act enacted in 2012 and the
Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act) enacted in 2015, state Departments of
Transportation (DOT) and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) must apply a transportation
performance management approach in carrying out their federally-required transportation planning and
programming activities. The process requires the establishment and use of a coordinated performance-based
approach to transportation decision-making to support national goals for the federal-aid highway and public
transportation programs.

On May 27, 2016, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) issued the Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation Planning; Metropolitan Transportation
Planning Final Rule (The Planning Rule).! This regulation implements the transportation planning and
transportation performance management provisions of MAP-21 and the FAST Act.

In accordance with The Planning Rule and the Georgia Performance Management Agreement between the
Georgia DOT (GDOT) and the Georgia Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (GAMPO),
GDOT and each Georgia MPO must publish a System Performance Report for applicable performance
measures in their respective statewide and metropolitan transportation plans and programs. The System
Performance Report presents the condition and performance of the transportation system with respect to
required performance measures, documents performance targets and progress achieved in meeting the
targets in comparison with previous reports. This is required for the following:

e In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or adopted after May 27,
2018, for Highway Safety/PM1 measures;

e In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or adopted after October 1,
2018, for transit asset measures;

e In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or adopted after May 20,
2019, for Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2 and System Performance, Freight, and Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality/PM3 measures; and

e In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or adopted after July 20,
2021, for transit safety measures.

The Greater Dalton MPO Fiscal Year (FY) 2018-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) was
adopted / amended on September 28, 2017. Per the Planning Rule and the Georgia Performance
Management Agreement, the System Performance Report for the Greater Dalton MPO FY 2018-2021 TIP
is included, herein, for the required Highway Safety/PM1, Bridge and Pavement Condition/PM2, and
System Performance, Freight, and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality/PM3 measures.

Highway Safety/PM1

123 CFR 450.314



Effective April 14, 2016, the FHWA established the highway safety performance measures? to carry out
the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). These performance measures are:

Number of fatalities;

Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled;

Number of serious injuries;

Rate of serious injuries per 100 million vehicle miles traveled; and

A e

Number of combined non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries.

Safety performance targets are provided annually by the States to FHWA for each safety performance
measure. Current statewide safety targets address calendar year 2019 and are based on an anticipated five-
year rolling average (2015-2019). Georgia statewide safety performance targets for 2019 are included in
Table 1, along with statewide safety performance for the two most recent reporting periods?®. The Greater
Dalton MPO adopted/approved the Georgia statewide safety performance targets on May 23, 2019.

The latest safety conditions will be updated annually on a rolling 5-year window and reflected within each
subsequent System Performance Report, to track performance over time in relation to baseline conditions
and established targets.

Table 1. Highway Safety/PM1, System Conditions and Performance

Georgia Statewide Georgia Statewide 2019 Georgia Statewide
Performance Performance Performance Target
(Five-Year Rolling (Five-Year Rolling (Five-Year Rolling

Performance Measures Average 2012-2016) Average 2013-2017) Average 2015-2019)

Number of Fatalities 1,305.2 1376.6 1,655.0

Rate of Fatalities per 100 Million 1.148 1.172 1.310

Vehicle Miles Traveled

Number of Serious Injuries 17,404.6 23,126.8 24,324.0

Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 15.348 19.756 18.900

Million Vehicle Miles Traveled

Number of Combined Non- 1,138.0 978.4 1,126.0
Motorized Fatalities and Non-
Motorized Serious Injuries

The Greater Dalton MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities
to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the FY 2018-2021 TIP
planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the
Georgia Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), the Georgia Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP), the current 2040 Georgia Statewide Transportation Plan (SWTP), and the current Greater Dalton
MPO 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).

223 CFR Part 490, Subpart B
3 https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/spm/state_safety targets/



e The Georgia SHSP is intended to reduce the number of fatalities and serious injuries resulting from
motor vehicle crashes on public roads in Georgia. Existing highway safety plans are aligned and
coordinated with the SHSP, including (but not limited to) the Georgia HSIP, MPO and local agencies’
safety plans. The SHSP guides GDOT, the Georgia MPOs, and other safety partners in addressing
safety and defines a framework for implementation activities to be carried out across Georgia.

e The GDOT HSIP annual report provide for a continuous and systematic process that identifies and
reviews traffic safety issues around the state to identify locations with potential for improvement. The
ultimate goal of the HSIP process is to reduce the number of crashes, injuries and fatalities by
eliminating certain predominant types of crashes through the implementation of engineering solutions.

e The GDOT SWTP summarizes transportation deficiencies across the state and defines an investment
portfolio across highway and transit capacity, highway preservation, highway safety, and highway
operations over the 25-year plan horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts
across each investment program given anticipated transportation revenues.

e The Greater Dalton MPO 2040 LRTP increases the safety of the transportation system for motorized
and non-motorized users as required by the Planning Rule. The RTP identifies safety needs within the
metropolitan planning area and provides funding for targeted safety improvements.

To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the FY 2018-2021 TIP includes a number of
key safety investments. A total of $4,535,743 has been programmed in the FY 2018-2021 TIP to improve
highway safety; averaging approximately $1,133.936 per year.




Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2

Effective May 20, 2017, FHWA established performance measures to assess pavement condition* and
bridge condition® for the National Highway Performance Program. This second FHWA performance
measure rule (PM2) established six performance measures:

Percent of Interstate pavements in good condition;

Percent of Interstate pavements in poor condition;

Percent of non-Interstate National Highway System (NHS) pavements in good condition;
Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in poor condition;

Percent of NHS bridges by deck area classified as in good condition; and

A T e

Percent of NHS bridges by deck area classified as in poor condition.

Pavement Condition Measures

The pavement condition measures represent the percentage of lane-miles on the Interstate or non-Interstate
NHS that are in good condition or poor condition. FHWA established five metrics to assess pavement
condition: International Roughness Index (IRI); cracking percent; rutting; faulting; and Present
Serviceability Rating (PSR). For each metric, a threshold is used to establish good, fair, or poor condition.

Pavement condition is assessed using these metrics and thresholds. A pavement section in good condition
if three metric ratings are good, and in poor condition if two or more metric ratings are poor. Pavement
sections that are not good or poor are considered fair.

The pavement condition measures are expressed as a percentage of all applicable roads in good or poor
condition. Pavement in good condition suggests that no major investment is needed. Pavement in poor
condition suggests major reconstruction investment is needed due to either ride quality or a structural
deficiency.

Bridge Condition Measures

The bridge condition measures represent the percentage of bridges, by deck area, on the NHS that are in
good condition or poor condition. The condition of each bridge is evaluated by assessing four bridge
components: deck, superstructure, substructure, and culverts. FHWA created a metric rating threshold for
each component to establish good, fair, or poor condition. Every bridge on the NHS is evaluated using these
component ratings. If the lowest rating of the four metrics is greater than or equal to seven, the structure is
classified as good. If the lowest rating is less than or equal to four, the structure is classified as poor. If the
lowest rating is five or six, it is classified as fair.

To determine the percent of bridges in good or in poor condition, the sum of total deck area of good or poor
NHS bridges is divided by the total deck area of bridges carrying the NHS. Deck area is computed using
structure length and either deck width or approach roadway width. Good condition suggests that no major
investment is needed. Bridges in poor condition are safe to drive on; however, they are nearing a point
where substantial reconstruction or replacement is needed.

Pavement and Bridge Targets

4 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart C
523 CFR Part 490, Subpart D



Pavement and bridge condition performance is assessed and reported over a four-year performance period.
The first performance period began on January 1, 2018, and runs through December 31, 2021. GDOT
reported baseline PM2 performance and targets to FHWA on October 1, 2018, and will report updated
performance information at the midpoint and end of the performance period. The second four-year
performance period will cover January 1, 2022, to December 31, 2025, with additional performance periods
following every four years.

The PM2 rule requires states and MPOs to establish two-year and/or four-year performance targets for each
PM2 measure. Current two-year targets represent expected pavement and bridge condition at the end of
calendar year 2019, while the current four-year targets represent expected condition at the end of calendar
year 2021.

States establish targets as follows:

e Percent of Interstate pavements in good and poor condition — four-year targets;

e Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in good and poor condition — two-year and four-year
targets; and

e Percent of NHS bridges by deck area in good and poor condition — two-year and four-year targets.

MPOs establish four-year targets for each measure by either agreeing to program projects that will support
the statewide targets, or setting quantifiable targets for the MPO’s planning area that differ from the state
targets.

GDOT established current statewide two-year and four-year PM2 targets on May 16, 2018. The Greater
Dalton MPO adopted/approved the Georgia statewide PM2 targets on_May 23, 2019. Table 5 presents
statewide baseline performance for each PM2 measure as well as the current two-year and four-year
statewide targets established by GDOT.

On or before October 1, 2020, GDOT will provide FHWA a detailed report of pavement and bridge
condition performance covering the period of January 1, 2018, to December 31, 2019. GDOT and the
Greater Dalton MPO will have the opportunity at that time to revisit the four-year PM2 targets.

Table S. Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2 Performance and Targets

Georgia Georgia 2- Georgia 4-
Performance year Target year Target
Performance Measures (Baseline) (2019) (2021)
Percent of Interstate pavements in good condition 60% N/A >50%
Percent of Interstate pavements in poor condition 4% N/A <5%
Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in good condition 44% >40% >40%
Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in poor condition 10% <12% <12%
Percent of NHS bridges (by deck area) in good condition 49.1% >60% >60%
Percent of NHS bridges (by deck area) in poor condition 1.35% <10% <10%

The Greater Dalton MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities
to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the FY 2018-2021 TIP




planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, Georgia’s
Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP), the Georgia Interstate Preservation Plan, the current 2040
Georgia Statewide Transportation Plan (SWTP), and the Greater Dalton MPO 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP).

e  MAP-21 requires GDOT to develop a TAMP for all NHS pavements and bridges within the state.
GDOT’s TAMP must include investment strategies leading to a program of projects that would make
progress toward achievement of GDOT’s statewide pavement and bridge condition targets.

e The Georgia Interstate Preservation Plan applied a risk profile to identify and communicate Interstate
preservation priorities; this process leveraged a combination of asset management techniques with risk
management concepts to prioritize specific investment strategies for the Interstate system in Georgia.

e The GDOT SWTP summarizes transportation deficiencies across the state and defines an investment
portfolio across highway and transit capacity, highway preservation, highway safety, and highway
operations over the 25-year plan horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts
across each investment program given anticipated transportation revenues.

e The Greater Dalton MPO 2040 LLRTP addresses infrastructure preservation and identifies pavement
and bridge infrastructure needs within the metropolitan planning area, and allocates funding for targeted
infrastructure improvements.

To support progress towards GDOT’s statewide PM2 targets, the FY 2018-2021 TIP includes a number of
investments that will maintain pavement and bridge condition performance. Investments in pavement and
bridge condition include pavement replacement and reconstruction, bridge replacement and reconstruction,
new bridge and pavement capacity, and system resiliency projects that improve NHS bridge components
(e.g., upgrading culverts).

A total of $6.246.759 for bridges has been programmed in the FY 2018-2021 TIP to improve conditions;
averaging approximately $1,561,690 per year. A total of $ 882,645.530 is available for NHS maintenance
for pavement statewide; averaging approximately $220,661.383 per year.




System Performance, Freight, and Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Improvement Program
(PM3)

Effective May 20, 2017, FHWA established measures to assess performance of the National Highway
System®, freight movement on the Interstate system’, and the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement (CMAQ) Program®. This third FHWA performance measure rule (PM3) established six
performance measures, described below.

National Highway System Performance:

1. Percent of person-miles on the Interstate system that are reliable;
2. Percent of person-miles on the non-Interstate NHS that are reliable;

Freight Movement on the Interstate:
3. Truck Travel Time Reliability Index (TTTR);
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program:

4. Annual hours of peak hour excessive delay per capita (PHED);

5. Percent of non-single occupant vehicle travel (Non-SOV); and

6. Cumulative two-year and four-year reduction of on-road mobile source emissions for CMAQ funded
projects (CMAQ Emission Reduction).

The CMAQ performance measures apply to states and MPOs with projects financed with CMAQ funds
whose boundary contains any part of a nonattainment or maintenance area for ozone, carbon monoxide or
particulate matter. The Greater Dalton MPO meets air quality standards, therefore, the CMAQ measures do
not apply and are not reflected in the System Performance Report.

System Performance Measures

The two System Performance measures assess the reliability of travel times on the Interstate or non-
Interstate NHS system. The performance metric used to calculate reliability is the Level of Travel Time
Reliability (LOTTR). LOTTR is defined as the ratio of longer travel times (80th percentile) to a normal
travel time (50th percentile) over all applicable roads during four time periods (AM peak, Mid-day, PM
peak, and weekends) that cover the hours of 6 AM to 8 PM each day.

The LOTTR ratio is calculated for each segment of applicable roadway, essentially comparing the segment
with itself. A segment is deemed to be reliable if its LOTTR is less than 1.5 during all four time periods. If
one or more time periods has a LOTTR of 1.5 or above, that segment is unreliable.

The measures are expressed as the percent of person-miles traveled on the Interstate or non-Interstate NHS
system that are reliable. Person-miles take into account the number of people traveling in buses, cars, and
trucks over these roadway segments. To determine total person miles traveled, the vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) on each segment is multiplied by average vehicle occupancy. To calculate the percent of person

6 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart E
723 CFR Part 490, Subpart F
8 23 CFR Part 490, Subparts G and H



miles traveled that are reliable, the sum of the number of reliable person miles traveled is divided by the
sum of total person miles traveled.

Freight Movement Performance Measure

The Freight Movement performance measure assesses reliability for trucks traveling on the Interstate. A
TTTR ratio is generated by dividing the 95th percentile truck travel time by a normal travel time (50th
percentile) for each segment of the Interstate system over five time periods throughout weekdays and
weekends (AM peak, Mid-day, PM peak, weekend, and overnight) that cover all hours of the day. For each
segment, the highest TTTR value among the five time periods is multiplied by the length of the segment.
The sum of all length-weighted segments is then divided by the total length of Interstate to generate the
TTTR Index.

PM3 Performance Targets

Performance for the PM3 measures is assessed and reported over a four-year performance period. For all
PM3 measures except the CMAQ Emission Reduction measure, the first performance period began on
January 1, 2018, and will end on December 31, 2021. For the CMAQ Emission Reduction measure, the
first performance period began on October 1, 2017, and will end on September 30, 2021. GDOT reported
baseline PM3 performance and targets to FHWA on October 1, 2018, and will report updated performance
information at the midpoint and end of the performance period. The second four-year performance period
will cover January 1, 2022, to December 31, 2025, with additional performance periods following every
four years.

States establish targets as follows:

e Percent of person-miles on the Interstate system that are reliable — two-year and four-year targets;
e Percent of person-miles on the non-Interstate NHS that are reliable — four-year targets;

e Truck Travel Time Reliability — two-year and four-year targets;

e Annual hours of peak hour excessive delay per capita (PHED) — four-year targets;

e Percent of non-single occupant vehicle travel (Non-SOV) — two-year and four-year targets; and

MPOs establish four-year targets for the System Performance, Freight Movement, and PHED measures,
and two-year and four-year targets for the Non-SOV. MPOs establish targets by either agreeing to program
projects that will support the statewide targets, or setting quantifiable targets for the MPO’s planning area
that differ from the state targets.

GDOT established statewide PM3 targets on May 16, 2018. The_Greater Dalton MPO adopted/approved
the Georgia statewide PM3 targets on May 23, 2019. Table 6 presents statewide baseline performance for
each PM3 measure as well as the current two-year and four-year statewide targets established by GDOT.

On or before October 1, 2020, GDOT will provide FHWA a detailed report of PM3 performance covering
the period of January 1, 2018, to December 31, 2019. GDOT and the Greater Dalton MPO will have the
opportunity at that time to revisit the four-year PM3 targets.




Table 6. System Performance/Freight Movement/CMAQ (PM3) Performance and Targets

Georgia Georgia 2- Georgia 4-

Performance year Target year Target
Performance Measure (Baseline) (2019) (2021)
Percent of person-miles on the Interstate system that are reliable 80.4% 73.0% 67.0%
Percent of person-miles on the non-Interstate NHS that are reliable 84.9% N/A 81.0%
Truck Travel Time Reliability Index 1.44 1.66 1.78
Annual hours of peak hour excessive delay per capita (PHED) 20.4 hours N/A 24.6 hours
Percent Non-SOV travel 22.1% 22.1% 22.1%

The Greater Dalton MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities
to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goals and statewide and regional performance targets. As such, the FY 2018-2021 TIP
planning process directly reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are
available and described in other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the
Georgia Statewide Freight and Logistics Action Plan, the current 2040 Georgia Statewide Transportation
Plan (SWTP), and the Greater Dalton MPO 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).

e GDOT’s Statewide Freight and Logistics Action Plan defines the conditions and performance of the
state freight system and identifies the policies and investments that will enhance Georgia’s highway
freight mobility well into the future. The Plan identifies freight needs and the criteria Georgia will use
to determine investments in freight, and prioritizes freight investments across modes.

e The GDOT SWTP summarizes transportation deficiencies across the state and defines an investment
portfolio across highway and transit capacity, highway preservation, highway safety, and highway
operations over the 25-year plan horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts
across each investment program given anticipated transportation revenues.

To support progress towards GDOT’s statewide PM3 targets, the FY 2018-2021 TIP devotes a significant
amount of resources to projects that will address passenger and highway freight reliability and delay,
[reduce SOV travel, and reduce emissions].

A total of $0 has been programmed in the FY 2018-2021 TIP to address system performance; averaging
approximately $0 per year.

A total of $0 has been programmed in the FY 2018-2021 TIP to address truck travel time reliability;
averaging approximately $0 per year.
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Greater Dalton station 4A E:*;ER(:ISES

[ [ES——
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan April 25, 2018 — Edwards Park Community Cenler

What types of transportation projects would be most helpful to you? o
Apply your eight red dots to the eight transportation project types below based on your priorities
You can distribute your dots any way you think is appropriate.

Roadway Capacity
and Operations

Intersection
Improvements

Bridge Upgrades

Bicycle
Infrastructure

Pedestrian
Infrastructure

Freight Mobility

Aviation Facilities




Greater Dalton [F¥ W EXERCISES

ﬂ- L. I
2043 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Agpril 25, 2015 — Edwards Park Comrunity Center

Where are transportation Improvements most

needed?
Flace your four blue dots at the locations where you

think transponation improvements are most needed.




m_.mm_m_. Um:n: station 4B

rﬂﬂln .ﬁu...l...
Metropaol __._.._.. inspartation Plan

Where are transportation improvements most
needed?

Flace your four aois at the locations where you
think transportation improvements are most needed

EXERCISES

Uty Cenler



Grelt&ﬁiﬂtﬂn station 4C EXERCISES

N :
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Flan Agpril 25, 2018 - Edwarda Park Commanaty Centas

What types of transportation goals do you think we should be addressing?
Apply your eight green dots to the eight transportation goals below based on your pricrities You
can distribute your dots any way you think is appropriate

Accommodate Freight Traffic

Address North-South Travel|

Encourage Downtown
Reinvestmentis

T ¥y r T

Address East-West Travel|

Develop an Active Mode
Network for the Region

Enhance Connections to I-75

Provide Connectivity to
Neighboring Communities

Consider Opportunities for|
Future Transit Service in the
Region
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Greatf_lr Dalton Stakeholder Meeting #1 Summary
March 28, 2019

The first stakeholder meeting of the Greater Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO) 2045 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan (M'TP) process was conducted on March 28, 2019 immediately following the adjournment of the
MPO’s regularly scheduled joint Policy and Technical Coordinating Committees meeting. The stakeholder meeting
consisted of three overall activities:

1. Aninitial presentation describing the MTP process

2. A discussion of transportation goals for the region

3. Interactive exercises to develop understanding of regional priorities

The meeting location, date/time, and attendees are listed below followed by a summary of the meeting’s events and
discussion on the following pages.

Location
Edwards Park

115 Edwards Park
Dalton, GA 30721

Date/Time
Thursday, March 28, 2019
11:00 PM

Attendees

Jacob Bearden, Greater Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO)
Kent Benson, Creater Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (GDMPO)
Tom Caiafa, Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) — Planning
Joseph Ciavarro, Georgia Department of Transportation — District 6

Tracey Crawley, Whitfield County

Chris Crosse, Dalton Police

Mayor Ken Gowin, City of Tunnell Hill

Ali Harp, Dalton Whitfield Joint Development Authority

Greg Hogan, Murray County Government

Deklayne Hunt, Whitfield County Public Works

Lynn Laughter, Whitfield County

Mayor Dennis Mock, Mayor, City of Dalton

Charlie Morrow, Dalton Utilities

Radney Simpson, Georgia Department of Transportation (CDOT) — Planning
Eric Lusher, Pond (MTP consultant)

David De Leon, Pond (MTP consultant)

The sign-in sheet is provided in Attachment A.

=, Page Lot POND



Greatf_lr Dalton Stakeholder Meeting #1 Summary
March 28, 2019

Presentation
The meeting began with a presentation by Pond Project Manager, Eric Lusher, to the stakeholder committee,
provided in Attachment B, This presentation included:

e An overview of the MTP process and schedule including the role of the MTP stakeholder committee

e A summary of initial data collected and analyzed

e A review of evaluation methods to be used as part of the MTP process

Discussion of Goals

The presentation eventually shifted into a discussion of goals and objectives for the region starting by a quick
summary of goals expressed by the MPO previously as well as from federal, state, and local partners. The MPO's
previous plan's goals were effectively patterned on federal goals and through brief discussion, the stakeholder
committee agreed that this model should be retained but refined with results discussed in the next stakeholder
meeting.

The committee then also began discussing broader goals for how the transportation system should operate. Goals
previously expressed by the MPO included:
e Accommodate Freight Traffic
e Address North-South Travel
¢ Encourage Downtown Reinvestment
Through discussion, these three goals were supplemented by the additional ideas indicated below:
e FEast-West Travel
e Alternative Transportation in Region + Downtown Areas
e Parking Issues in Central Area
e Enhance Connections to [-75
e Connections to Neighboring Communities
¢ Consider Opportunities for Transit Service
e Transportation Services to Medical Facilities
Raw notations (on a board) from this discussion are provided in Attachment C.

Following the meeting, these goals were further refined to avoid overlapping of ideas and create broad
opportunities to address:
e Accommodate Freight Traffic
e Address North-South Travel
e Encourage Downtown Reinvestment (note: intended to be broadly inclusive of ideas for “Alternative
Transportation in Downtown Areas” and "Parking Issues in Central Area”)
e Address East-West Travel
e Develop an Active Mode Network for the Region (note: intended to be broadly inclusive of idea for
“Alternative Transportation in Region”)
e Enhance Connections to [-75
e Provide Connectivity to Neighboring Communities
¢ Consider Opportunities for Future Transit Service in Region (note: intended to be broadly inclusive of ideas
for “Consider Opportunities for Transit Service” and “Transportation Services to Medical Facilities”)

=, Page 24 POND



Gmatar Daltun Stakeholder Meeting #1 Summary

» — March 28, 2019

Exercises
At the conclusion of the meeting, the stakeholder committee participated in two exercises, discussed below. Raw
notations from these exercises are provided in Attachment D.

Exercise 1 - Preliminary Assessment of Transportation Project es

In this first exercise, the stakeholder committee was provided a list of eight types of transportation projects/modes.
Provided with eight red dots, the stakeholder members were asked to use these eight dots to distribute amongst the
eight projects/modes to indicate their priorities. In effect, stakeholders could indicate that all eight projects/modes
were equally important or could conversely use all eight dots to indicate their belief of an extreme importance on
one project/mode. The results, indicated below, clearly show that while transit and active modes were previously
cited, vehicular oriented improvements remain the largest priorities of the MTP stakeholder committee.

Transportation Project/Mode Number of Dots

Intersection Improvements 21
Roadway Capacity and Operations | 25
Freight Mobility 22
Bridge Upgrades 14
Pedestrian Infrastructure 6
Transit 6
Bicycle Infrastructure 2
Aviation Facilities 2

Stakeholders participating in Exercise 1 (left) and Exercise 2 (right).




G raatar Da Iton Stakeholder Meeting #1 Summary
March 28, 2019

Exercise 2 — Bottleneck Locations

For the second exercise, participants were provided maps of the region and were asked to use four provided blue
dots to indicate the locations where they believed transportation improvements are most needed. The locations
cited by the stakeholder committee are indicated on the map below with an additional heat map effect to show
where multiple dots were placed in proximity to each other.

Next Steps

The second stakeholder committee meeting is tentatively scheduled for August 2019. The first round of community

open houses will be held on Tuesday April 25th, 2019 and Thursday April 30th, 2019 at locations that are to be
determined.




Greater Dalton Stskeholder Meeting #1 Summary
ST e — s Mauch 28, 2019

Attachment A

Sign-In Sheet
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GfEﬂtEl‘ Dﬂltﬂﬂ March £018 Srakeholder Maating

N ) Exercime i ]
S48 Matro opolitan Transporta: o Fian T

What types nﬂlrmwrtl'lhn projects would be most helpful to you?
Apply your aighl red dots 1o the sight mneporation project types below based on your
pricrities, Yo Ili"anJ.I‘i ibute your dots any wary you think is appropinte

Roadway Capacity ::::

and Operations ®e g @

3 &
Intersection ‘a%°® S8

Improvements g® ©®

o8
Bridge Upgrades @

Bicycle
Infrastructure
Pedestrian | ®

L.
Infrastructure |

Transit g'" "

*  eeeoe
Freight Mobility :. ® &

Aviation Facilities :



Greater Dalton Mazch 2018 Stakehoider Medfing

A Exwicias #

2045 Watropolnan Tranaporistion Flan

What types of transportation projects would ba most helpful to you?
Apply your alght ved dots to the sight transpartation project typea balow baned on your
pricritios. You can distribute your dots any way you think: i@ approplate

Roadway Capacity ® ge000,
and Operations @ ® ® ®® ¢
Intersection @ ©_@® ¢ @

&
Improvements ® @ °e%®

Bridge Upgrades ®e®gf®eee

Bicycle o

Infrastructure ®

PEdEEtIiﬂI‘l e
Infrastructure | ©®

PRRN ¥
Transit o

200 X
Freight Mobility e® e @ ® e

Aviation Facilities
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e e Stakeholder Meeting
2041 Metmopolitan Transporinton Pan Exsrciss #2

Where are transportation improvements most needed?
Plaoe your four biue dots al the locatons whems you thind

transportation fmprovemants are most nesded.




..r March 2010
2045 Motrepobann Trmsportation Plas Exereln 2

Where are transportation improvements most nesded?
Place your four hiwe dols at he locatona where you think

transporiation improvernents are mos neaded.
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

Appendix C-4

Public Comments




This appendix is reserved for any comments

received from the public during the
upcoming comment period




Appendix D

Travel Demand Modeling
Documentation

D& POND



This appendix will be provided by GDOT
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Greater Dalton
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

2 SR 225 Widening

B
H
I- sy 4 K
T -I"! @ H-t. W iTE e g
i
] .r! - :
el 5
" s - 4
= Lol o L F
- -
F
| I —: [ l :
r 3 o pre B
| A [y — s
5 [-] Tl hn
1_.-"""" LEE R ]
o -
i “..-u"
R
] \ ——
5 k. bEnimml Pk B4
| L1 '.
! E L Bligen b i a'-..
‘f L] l-ﬁ' 1\' E
. s i L}
.=|:|-l 'P,._

: A
] g :

Saurces; Esri. HERE. Garmin, Intermap. incremant P Corp,. GERCC, WSCS, FAC, NP2, NRCAN, CooBses, IGN, Kadamter Ml 0

Ordnascs Survey, Eart [apan, MET], Earl China (Heng Kongl, (e) OpenSwresMap contribuiers, and the GIS User Cemmunity

Project Information

IZT M ERG I SR 225 Widening Length (mi): o8]

GDOT PI Number: [SEIEE]0) SR 52 ALT to Spring

Extents:
o1y’ Chatsworth Place Smyrna Road

Existing Config.: EWES

(ofelbhlyd Murray

Planned Config.: E3ERES

Project Type: fijleSisle)

Reduce traffic
congestion on SR 225

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminary
ST (28 Complete N/A N/A N/A

IS RS AVEVAGORE  2036-2045 (Long) $2,795,484 $0 $2,795,484
EVEERQENAE  2036-2045 (Long) $0 $683,856
(0fohakfaaileli ol N(OFRE  2036-2045 (Long) $7,417,020 $0 $7,417,020
Jeicil  2036-2045 (Long) $10,212,504 $0 $10,212,504




Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

3 SR 225 Bypass (North and South)

7 - o
i L ¥

- - |
SourceFari. HERE, Gafmin, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRGAN, GeoBase, IGN, Eadanter N,
'_"ﬁrd.u .:Emi']'lp.lu..!EElm.'rElnm:ilm_.l..ﬂ-]n.ng Eong, t-:]q:un&rrnul.pm!:ﬂhLan.inm}muE H-_:Eﬂmh:luj'ry

Project Information

rea e SR 225 Bypass (North Length (mi): ¥
and South) SR 225 at Pinhook
GDOT PI Number: JoleKI6[ea I at=nii-n Creek Road to SR 225

&1y Chatsworth North of Imperial Blvd
ooty Murray Existing Config.: JUREWES

123l d g eol-H New Location Planned Config.: FPEiCy

Provide an alternative
Purpose and Need: Jejsiichicigiclinle}
especially trucks

Funding

Cost (YOE) Local | State/Federal

Preliminary
Engineering (PE):
ISR AVENAGOUNE  2036-2045 (Long) $5,030,095 $0 $5,030,095
UEVEERQENAE  2036-2045 (Long) $0 $0 $0
(0fe)ilTiableli el N(ORINH  2036-2045 (Long) $5,584,441 30 $5,584,441
Jlecil 2036-2045 (Long) $11,506,104 $0 $11,506,104

3 POND

2036-2045 (Long) $891,568 $891,568
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

6 SR 52 Alt at Town Branch

o

E‘ﬁ.‘l'll'l
¥ rankan 00T
Fark 7 ,ﬁ':-
g g
Al
F 5
g
g = Vann M
-+ Femim Fliminnr
Lawi Y
Lacmaid Bidgs Rd
% abuze, IGH. Kadaster K., “
ot Yand 'l SI5 User Communiny B

Project Information

SR 52 Alt. at Town Length (mi): JORA:

Branch Extents: [N\
GDOT PI Number: [NA04 Existing Config. EET®

(®jiy'A Chatsworth
(ofelbhlyd Murray

Project Name:

Planned Config.: [RERES

Maintain bridge
infrastructure

Purpose and Need:

Project Type: jsislele(

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;“?;‘g Complete N/A $0 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): Complete N/A $0 N/A
Utilities (UTL): 2020 $48,805 $0 $48,805
Construction (CST): 2020 $2,141,597 $0 $2,141,597
Total: 2020 $2,190,402 $0 $2,190,402




Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

4 ® - ¥
f - L] fa ] (\Al' T
11-\..,I I|'I } l-_ £ ;. +:.-: 2 e :-: il
g E i q R = e P 161
L = k e F §
- (s SRR Y = 21
/ N 1y - = . i ' A ] T -
¢ RiL T ool e
J rd O i - ¥
W@ 8 R
| Sources; Esri. HERE. Garmin, Intermagp. incrament P Corp.. GERCO, USGS, FAD, HFs, . GooBase, 1GN, Kadisier NI, i

Ordmnasce Survey, Eart Japan, METI, Eari China (Hong Eang), () OpenSresMap &:il.lmuqnihnmif- GI5 Usar Cemmunity
Project Information

SR 201 Realignment
and Improvement

N/A

Dalton
Whitfield
New Location

1.51
US 41 tol-75
Interchange

East of Lees Chapel Rd:
2 Lanes
West of Lees Chapel Rd:
0 Lanes

Project Name: gD ()

GDOT PI Number: Extents:

City:
County:

Existing Config.:

Project Type:

2 Lanes

Planned Conlfig.:

1 ZVEg el SRR eV [ETe Ml Traffic congestion

Funding

Cost (YOE) Local | State/Federal

Engin:;fil:;?;g Complete N/A 30 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): Complete N/A $0 N/A
Utilities (UTL): Complete N/A $0 N/A
Construction (CST): 2020 $5,300,000 $0 $5,300,000
Total: 2020 $5,300,000 $0 $5,300,000

POND
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

?) SR 2 at SR 201

F ' g i
a ?HIUT TA RIGGE £ -
F & Pilirre e
4 i
=
Store Chy, ' T— @
"5% : # - . Uippe s Varme™
. Varnell
% &
£
ﬂ -
E T '
il = 3
al..
g™ ¢ E:
‘f 1164 E _
o - P

m::ﬁm-ﬁl%ﬂmm:h Intermap. incremant P Cerp,. &

o

.%ﬁ.m.mm.nhnum
Ordnasce Survey, Eari Japan, METI, Eari China {Hong Eang), (c)

ribuhers, and the GIE Usor Communiy

Project Information

IZTEEMNETEHE SR 2 at SR 201 Length (mi): gNIZ;N
GDOT PI Number: gN/Z:N Extents: NI/
&jly Varnell 5k ke Holeiakile M Side street stop control
County: RiUsinCitel IFEL Lo Rel ke Bl Roundabout
Project Type: st sliloi! Purpose and Need: iiGlisleReloisle sl ilels]

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $71,400 $0 $71,400
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $324,730 $0 $324,730
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $54,122 $0 $54,122
Construction (CST): 2028 $609,497 $0 $609,497
Total: 2028 $1,059,748 $0 $1,089,748
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Road

Tilton

= -
-] i "‘I‘ _‘_.-r
3 - | b~ -
. W -
4 ﬂ_ﬁ
prel
- S R
1"‘4_. E s
3 “.E
y
gl
)
oy
My ! .
iz ue | i
\
i 1
[ =
= i
8.z

Th OMagon Creag
: !

) ! i
Sources: Esri. HERE. Garmin. Intermap. increment P Corp.. GEBCO, USGS, FAD, KPS, NRCAN, GeoBase. IGH. Kadaster NL.,
Crdnasce Survey, Eart [apan, METI, Eari China (Hong Eang), (e) OpanSroesibap convibuiars, and the IS H*: T Uiy K

Project Information

ST EINETER Old Tilton Road Length (mi): Je&]
GDOT PI Number: NI/ 154508 Swamp Creek
&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES
County: RiUsinCitel Planned Config.: [RERES

Maintain bridge
infrastructure

Project Type: jsislele(S

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;“?;‘g 2036-2045 (Long) $118,876 $0 $118,876
e e O 2036-2045 (Long) $74.297 $0 $74.297
PPl 2036-2045 (Long) $0 $0 30
0fchik{snilelslol N(OFRYRE 2036-2045 (Long) $1,485 947 $0 $1,485,947
SO 2036-2045 (Long) $1,679,121 $0|  $1,679,121

7 POND
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1 5 North Tibbs Road

F .
-
W= g
ar e G E i hia
FrE ~ '} i *’d' Ii-% R
| e ] ) Canime % i
r"i;l F i L % ¥t E EJ o % I
r 3 | |
B4 i 2 £ 2
1 -
el 1 = ] v
r " Y
i ':__;‘ 4
& 3 2
€ 2
: ..T'.r':' !-'i‘ .l:; 1=
| = s " ‘.ﬁ B
i ! ' -
4 2]
1 F, 3
i Y L
o __d_a S Dakan
I g Lima W M re 51
! } ¥ i iy l.a Ln -
o 30 i
AbA 1-1 = £ 4 '% W rron & ye
ﬁf.ﬁ = 3 —h W Crawlord 5
gl

Ep.rnu In IR s M tP' PHMMMHHW%MH
r;pp-:armrrgﬁm.mmnq?n@ () CpanSres Map contribuiars, and (he SIS un:gﬁ'hd‘nq

Project Information

ST BNER = North Tibbs Road Length (mi): JOKSH)
GDOT PI Number: gN/Z:N College Drive to
@134 Dalton Shugart Road
ol Whitfield Existing Config.: EWES

Project Type: fijleSisle) Planned Config.: lzall'lajses with 2 auxiliary

Operational
Improvement

Extents:

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $325,013 $0 $325,013
Right of Way (ROW): 2025 $726,485 $0 $726,485
Utilities (UTL): 2025 $129,729 $0 $129,729
(0l illigbleli o) M(ORINE  2026-2035 (Mid) $5,548,863 $0 $5,548,863
Jeleil  2026-2035 (Mid) $6,730,090 $0 $6,730,090
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5 . Wikawdatw Ful NW City
I-_' "'bl,h
e 3 : | i
M d O) 5 &
; %ﬂg X s § o
x o 0 b . Profess® ]
: ! H‘A-J ? Ham
[ 'H: o g"::" ] Madea '-_él
: - ui_- E T Canisp = 'i
s J,-l' I 1 % £ g o
/ wi ¥ ; I';.a! E g
Sources: Esri. HERE. Garmin. Lnnm.‘ﬁ.i‘.:mﬁ..ﬁ?ﬁt.‘-h:ﬁ.. GEBCO, USGS, FAD, KPS, NRCAN, Goobase. Iﬂ-ﬂfﬁlhnu K.
Cirdnageon Survey, Eart Japan, METI, Eari China (Hong I'nuq"ls.r-tc] Opa IPEHII:HHI.HHII; and ihe SIE Usar Communiny >
Project Information
rea e ;R Sd(Chattanooga Length (mi): JONN!
oad) 4t North Tibbs Road
GDOT PI Number: ByEZ Existing Config.: [EREWES
204 Dalton S IR OIS Aidded right turn lane
County: RUsiiSiel S on SR 3 to N, Tibbs Road

Operational
Improvement

Project Type: st sliloit

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $40,800 $0 $40,800
Right of Way (ROW): 2025 $1,435,305 $0 $1,435,305
Utilities (UTL): 2025 $55,204 30 $55,204
(0fchiksnilels ol N(OFRYRH  2026-2035 (Mid) $426,648 $0 $426,648
JGIEIR 2026-2035 (Mid) $1,957,957 $0 $1,957,957
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Greater Dalton
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

]_ 8 Reed Road

P
i

WHITFIELD

i

e N e

Project Information

ST METEH Reed Road Length (mi): RSA¢s]

GDOT PI Number: NN IS diznien SR 3to SR 201

&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES

2 lanes with auxiliary
turn lanes

County: RiUsinCitel Planned Config.:

157 Seiln oIl Multiple Intersections
Operational

Improvement

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;filg;l?;é)y: 2021 $392,700 $0 $392,700
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $1,190,675 $0|  $1,190,675
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $1,564,114 30|  $1,564,114

(0l illigbleli o) M(ORINE  2026-2035 (Mid) $6,704,469 $0 $6,704,469
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $9,851,959 $0|  $9,851,959

10




Appendix E | Project Information Sheets
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Sources: Esri, HERE. Garmin. Intermap. incremant P Corp,. GERCO, USGS, FAD, '.Ewm.mmm.ndmu ML, =
Cirdnagoe Survey, Eaet Japan, METI, Eari China (Hong Eong), (2) CpenSires iribwiers, and the CIE Usor Community sl

Project Information

Project Name: [Sl:@4el Length (mi): JORS)
GDOT PI Number: g\/ZN SR 3 to Old LaFayette

&y Dalton Road
Whitfield Existing Config.: [RERES

Extents:

County:

2 lanes with auxiliary
turn lanes
Operational
Improvement

157e)[SleilnolsH Operational Planned Config.:

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;‘?;‘g 2036-2045 (Long) $187,229 $0 $187,229
e e O 2036-2045 (Long) $222,892 $0 $222,892
PPl 2036-2045 (Long) $148,505 $0 $148,505
(Ofe)it-{aaileli e M(ORIHE  2036-2045 (Long) $2,674,705 $0 $2,674,705
Sl 2036-2045 (Long) $3,233,422 $0|  $3,233,422
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

Z O Old LaFayette Road & Intersection with

SR 201
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Sources: Esri, HERE. Garmin. Intermap. incremant P Corp,. GERCO, USGS, FAD, '.Ewm.mmm.ndmu ML, =
Cirdnagoe Survey, Eaet Japan, METI, Eari China (Hong Eong), (2) CpenSires iribwiers, and the CIE Usor Community sl

Project Information

Old LaFayette Road & Length (mi): JON@!

ST MNER R [ntersection with SR el SR 2010 SR 3
201

Existing Config.: [EWES

GDOT PI Number: g\/ZN
;13’4 Dalton Planned Config.:

2 lanes with auxiliary
turn lanes

County: RiisinEitel
157e)[STeilnolsH Operational

Operational
Improvement

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;‘?;‘g 2036-2045 (Long) $297,189 $0 $297,189
e oo 2036-2045 (Long) $222,892 $0 $222.892
TPl 2036-2045 (Long) $148,505 $0 $148,505

(0fe) I lanileri o) M(ORIHA  2036-2045 (Long) $4,220,091 30 $4,220,091
S 2036-2045 (Long) $4,888,767 $0|  $4,888,767
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets
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Sources: Esri, HERE. Garmin. Intbfmhp intrement P Corp,, GEBCO, USCS, FAD, KPS, NRCAN, GooBase, IGN, Eadaster Nl
Ordnascn Survey, Eari Japan, MET1, Eari China (Hong Eang), (o) OpanSrosbap Enll:'.l.EI.Hﬂ:ﬂ. afid the GIE Vsar Eﬂnmu.ghr

Project Information

12 M ERG e Underwood Street Length (mi): K3
GDOT PI Number: NI/ 54508 Glenwood to Bypass
&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES

(ofeibhlyi A VWhitfield IFEN e NOle)kile M 2 lanes (reconstructed)

Operational
Improvement

157e)[SleilnolsH Operational

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;fil:;?;g 2036-2045 (Long) $74,297 30 $74,297
Tl 2036-2045 (Long) $445 784 $0 $445,784
TN 2036-2045 (Long) $0 $0 30
ofc)iiigileli ol MO IO 2036-2045 (Long) $1,935,879 $0 $1,935,879
S 2036-2045 (Long) $2,455,960 $0|  $2,455,960
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

Z Underwood Street
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Spurces; Esri, HERE. Garmin: Intermap, incremant P Corp,, GEBCGO, U5 5, FAD, NPS, NRCAN, 1GH. Kas Kl

Cirdma e’ Sidhvivy, Earé Japan, METI, Eari China (Hong Eong), (£) Opa IMap contributors, and the OIS un:‘i:mi Fnanity

Project Information

IS INETEH Underwood Street Length (mi): JeNES]

GDOT PI Number: NN ISzl Mill Creek

&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES

County: RiUsinCitel Planned Config.: [RERES

Project Type: jsislele(S Maintain bridge

infrastructure

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $153,000 $0 $153,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2025 $33,122 $0 $33,122
Utilities (UTL): 2025 $0 $0 $0
(Ofe) I sileri o) M(ORIHE  2026-2035 (Mid) $2,559,888 $0 $2,559,888
Jeleil  2026-2035 (Mid) $2,746,011 $0 $2,746,011
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

Z 4 Intersection Improvements - 8 locations
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mdummu-uf Ehri]:l.p.lu..!nl'E.'I'l Eari CThin lHnuq].’nuq‘]-.. m]mn&qulhllpmlmmgﬂ |nd1!uﬂ5_l3n:ﬂum.mul "”'

Project Information

Intersection Length (mi): gNIZ;N
IS EEMNEIGER [mprovements - 8

locations
GDOT PI Number: NN

&1y Dalton
(ofelbhiyd Murray

ISzl Various

Existing Config.: [eislei

Upgrade traffic signal
equipment, install traffic
signals, construct turn
lanes

50k g ool SR e N6l Reduce traffic crashes

Planned Conlfig.:

Project Type: st sliloi!

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;‘?;‘g 2036-2045 (Long) $520,082 $0 $520,082
e e O 2036-2045 (Long) $1,337,353 $0|  $1,337,353
PPl 2036-2045 (Long) $594,379 $0 $594.379
0fchik{snilelslol N(OFRYRE 2036-2045 (Long) $7,429,137 $0 $7,429,1737
S 2036-2045 (Long) $9,881,550 $0|  $9,881,550
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

9 CR 688/Louise Lane Extension
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Sources: Esti, HERE. Garmin. Intermap. ircrement P Corp.. GEBCO, USGE, FAD, KPS, NRCAN, Goobase. IGH. Kadaster NL.

n

nﬁu'ﬁsﬁfw Eart Japan, MET], Eari China (Hong Eang), ic) -I:quuﬁ'rl'nlﬂ'l.p eontribulars, and the SIS User nammumj-ﬁ_

Project Information
CR 688/Louise Lane

Existing Config.: j\fesls

Project Name:

Extension 2 lanes: Connect Louise
GDOT PI Number: JUeIRIOEE] Ln to Baker Rd. Improve
oityd Dalton IJEL LTt Rellile Ml Baker Rd and Eber Rd
County: RiiTE ;fljd R crossing at Eber
Project Type: I\GiaNeleEie Transportation
Length (mi): JON# Purpose and Need: feenialloinjiyacistel

5 4i=niH Eber Rd to Redwine Cv railroad safety

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;fil:;?;g Complete N/A $0 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): 2022 $816,000 $0 $816,000
Utilities (UTL): 2025 $162,365 $0 $162,365
(ofchikfsailelilol N(OFRE  2026-2035 (Mid) $4,875,918 $0 $4,875,9178
JeIcll  2026-2035 (Mid) $5,854,343 $0 $5,854,343
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

5 South Dixie Highway
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Sources: Esri, HERE. Garmin. Intermap. incremant P Corp.. GERCO, USGS, FAD, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Eadaster Nl..
mrwlw. Eart Japan, MET], Ear China (Hong Eang), (2) DP“'ETH';'.'-'.'{.“-,'.'H' mrtﬂhm:ﬂ. and the I Usar Cosmmuniiy
Project Information
IZe M ERG el South Dixie Highway Length (mi): 08}
GDOT PI Number: JN/Z W. Industrial Boulevard

Extents:

@iy Dalton at Foster Road

County: RiUsinCitel
Project Type: st sliloi!

Existing Config.: EWES

Planned Config.: [RERES

Operational
Improvement

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;‘?;‘g Complete N/A 30 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): 2021 $369,538 $0 $369,538
Utilities (UTL): 2021 $0 $0 30
Construction (CST): 2024 $1,274,510 $0 $1,274,510
Total: 2024 $1,644,048 $0 $1,644,048
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

3 6 North Dalton Bypass
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Project Information

IZej[STaiMN =8 North Dalton Bypass Length (mi): JONAS)
GDOT PI Number: NI/ 1545l At Cleveland Highway
&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES
County: RiUsinCitel
15T Sl oIl Crade Seperation

4 lanes and auxiliary
lanes

Reduce congestion;
Purpose and Need: foelSEileist:Il
Improvement

Planned Config.:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Enginzfilg‘?;g: 2021 $500,539 $0 $500,539
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $2.686.275 30|  $2,686,275
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $980,392 $0 $980,392
(ofchikfsailelilol N(OFRE  2026-2035 (Mid) $7,948,218 $0 $7,948,2178
Gl 2026-2035 (Mid) | $12,115,484 $0| $12,115,484

18




Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

3 7 Underwood Road
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RHAT TR !'.lrl HERE. Garmin. ntermap. increman| Reorp.. GERCO, LISt
Pordnaes Burvey, Enri [apan, METI, m‘@.ﬂ}] ang Kong), t-:]-Eq:n.BrE-Mtp :nllr.l.huin:l |nﬂ.:]1¢- g5 Hnl Wﬂm_u'#ty

Project Information

IS [STaMNER s Underwood Road Length (mi): RS
GDOT PI Number: g\/ZN

&1y Dalton
Whitfield Existing Config.: [RERES

North Dalton Bypass to

2Rl Dawnville Road

County:

Project Type: [o T IEL L Rellile Ml 2 lanes, reconstructed

Operational
Improvement

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engm:;fil;r;‘?;‘g Complete N/A 30 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): 2021 $277,154 30 $277,154
Utilities (UTL): 2021 30 30 30
Construction (CST): 2024 $784,314 30 $784,314
Total: 2024 $1,061,467 $0 $1,061,467
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Greater Dalton
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

38 Airport Road
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Sources; Eer. HERE. Garmin, Intermap. incremant P Cerp,. GERCO, WSES, FAC, KPS, NRCAN, Coolees, 1GN, Kadamter .
Ordnasco Survey, Eari Japan, MET], Eari China (Hong Eang), (o) OpenSroesbap coniribuiors, and ihe G5 Usar Community

Project Information

IZT M ETG e Airport Road Length (mi): BRI
GDOT PI Number: South Dalton Bypass to
City: Dalton Tibbs Brldg e

Ofelik iy’ VWhitfield/Murray Existing Config.: giﬁ: Zggho?;arggftﬁ;

IFEREO ROl ke M 2 lanes throughout

Extents:

157e)[SleilnolsH Operational

Improve roadway
network connectivity

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;filg;l?;é)y: 2021 $292,406 $0 $292,406
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $1,106,565 $0|  $1,106,565
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $145,436 $0 $145,436

(Ofe) I sileri o) M(ORIHE  2026-2035 (Mid) $6,770,351 $0 $6,770,351
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $8,314,758 $0|  $8,314,758
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

o

L -

n. Intermap. increment P Corp.. GERCO, USCGS, FAD, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGH, Kadaster NL.
i, METI, Ei.ﬂi China {Heng Eang), (c) OpenSresdap sonvibuiors, and 1!@55 Usar Commumniny

Project Information

Project Name: [SIi@4¢l Length (mi): X
GDOT PI Number: gN/Z:N [-75 Interchange to US
(0134 Dalton 41l
ol Whitfield Existing Config.: EWES

157e)[SleilnolsH Operational Planned Config.:

Extents:

2 lanes with auxiliary
lanes

Reduce traffic
12189 ol LEWER BN ETTe Bl congestion; iImprove
safety

Funding

Cost (YOE) Local | State/Federal

Preliminary
Engineering (PE):
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $565,973 $0 $565,973
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $74,386 $0 $74,386
(0fc)illiablelilel M(ORINE  2026-2035 (Mid) $3,462,817 30 $3,462,817
dlecil  2026-2035 (Mid) $4,252,732 $0 $4,252,732

21 POND
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Greater Dalton

[Ee ol —  [E——
2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan
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Sources: Esi. Hﬂ.ﬂﬂl.mim [ntlrm-ﬂp..-‘ln:nm-nl!]"ﬂn.:p GEBRCO, USGE, FAO! ]gﬁ n-.rH'b.
Crrdnasce Survey, Earl Japan, METI, El.limn.l.nl.ll-]n.uq Eongl, (2] OpanSiros Map I:r.lhl.Hn:rl lnd1hﬂﬁ
Project Information
Project Name: [SIs8sYA\is Length (mi): 4]
GDOT PI Number: g\/ZN 154508 SR 225 to SR 52/US 76
&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES
(ofelbhlyd Murray Planned Config.: E3ERES
Project Type: RijleSinile] Purpose and Need: Reduce .trafﬁc
congestion

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $719,375 $0 $719,375
it ASAUE A0  2026-2035 (Mid) $12,445,466 $0|  $12,445,466
Nl 2026-2035 (Mid) $58,873 $0 $58,873
(0fe) I lanileri o) M(ORIHA  2036-2045 (Long) $14,222,769 $0 $14,222,769
Il 2036-2045 (Long) | $27,446,483 $0| $27,446,483
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

"[ US 76/Chatsworth Highway
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’gm- Esri. HERE. Garman, [ntermap. increment P Corp.. GERCO, USGS, FAQ, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase. IGN, Kadaster KL
daiaton SUrvey, Elh.li Jajpaun, !EFI‘I. Eari Thina {Heng Eang), (e) CpenSires Map contribuiors, and iz GIE Usar Comm Uity 1]

Py,

Project Information

US 76/Chatsworth Length (mi): ek

Highway 4=t SR 3 Bypass to US 76
GDOT PI Number: g\/ZaN

204 Dalton S ITIPPOISEN 2 lanes with intersection
ofelik iy’ VWhitfield/Murray anned Lontg.: Improvements

Project Type: st sliloit

Project Name:

Existing Config.: [EWES

Reduce traffic
congestion

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;filg;l?;é)y: 2020 $150,000 $0 $150,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2023 $424,483 $0 $424.483
Utilities (UTL): 2023 $265,302 $0 $265,302
(0fchiksnilels ol N(OFRYRH  2026-2035 (Mid) $2,194,190 $0 $2,194,190
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $3,033,975 $0|  $3,033,975
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8 Lake Francis Road
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' Soarces; Eari, Hm%ﬂlm;m Intermap. incremaent P Corp.. GERCC, WSCS, FAC, KPS, NRCAN, Coobses, IGH, Kadamter Nl
Ordnagsn Survay, ﬁ"]!ﬁquh!m. Eari China {Heng Kong), (¢) CpenSiresibMap conribuiors, and the GI5 User Eﬂnmuq’m £

Project Information

ST BNET G EH [ake Francis Road Length (mi): JON#A
GDOT PI Number: NI/ 154508 SR 2/Prater Mill Road
&1y Dalton Existing Config.: [EWES
County: RiUsinCitel
Project Type: st sliloi!

2 lanes with intersection
Improvements

Reduce traffic
congestion

Planned Config.:

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Enginzfilg‘?;g: 2021 $306,000 $0 $306,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $129.892 $0 $129.892
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $162,365 $0 $162,365
(ofchikfsailelilol N(OFRE  2026-2035 (Mid) $1,462,793 $0 $1,462,793
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $2,061,050 $0|  $2,061,050
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Appendix E | Project Information Sheets

59 Dawnville-Beaverdale Road
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Sources: Esri. 'I'I}I:I:".Gl.m.ig.. Intermag. incramaent P Corp.. GERCO, WSCE, FAC, NP, IGH, Eadaster KL,
Cirdnasoe Survey, arirnpd;‘:mn Eari China {Hong Kang), mlﬂh-mnmmﬂimuﬁ ihi GI5 User Community

Project Information

Dawnville-Beaverdale Length (mi): QS

Road SR 286 & Cherokee
GDOT PI Number: N/ Estate Road

&1y Dalton Existing Config.: EWES
County: RiisiiCitel
Project Type: st sliloit

Project Name:

Extents:

2 lanes with intersection
Improvements

Reduce traffic
congestion

Planned Conlfig.:

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Enginzfilg‘?;g: 2021 $153,000 $0 $153,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $432,973 $0 $432,973
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $270,608 $0 $270,608
(0fchiksnilels ol N(OFRYRH  2026-2035 (Mid) $2,194,190 $0 $2,194,190
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $3,050,771 $0|  $3,050,771
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60 Carbondale Road
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Project Information

ST INET e Carbondale Road Length (mi): RS
GDOT PI Number: NN

&1y Dalton
Whitfield Existing Config.: [RERES

Redwine Cove Road to

Extents: [-75 Interchange

County:

Planned Config.: E3ERES

Project Type: RWils[Sisiiale] Reduce fraff
educe traffic

congestion

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Enginzfilg‘?;g: 2021 $254,646 $0 $254,646
Right of Way (ROW): 2025 $872.851 $0 $872,851
Utilities (UTL): 2025 $164,070 $0 $164,070
(ofchikfsailelilol N(OFRE  2026-2035 (Mid) $4,130,132 $0 $4,130,132
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $5,421,699 $0|  $5,421,699
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68 SR 560/ East-West H1ghway

s
E

Esri. HERE. Garmin. Intermap.-ircremen P Corp G% 8, FAC MNP, WRCAN, GooBare. 1GH, Eadaster Ml .=,
.h’:“;u Survey, Earl Japan, METT; m'mm-.l:l-]nuq I'nnq‘]-.. t-n]-l:quﬂu'ulhhp eontribuiers, and the SIS User Eﬂpl'!:l-lﬂhj'

Project Information

SR 560/East-West Length (mi): K]

Highway IS =ied 1-75 to SR 2
GDOT PI Number: Jeloloz¥A¢l!

&1y Dalton
County: RiisiiCitel
Project Type: fijleSisle)

Project Name:

Existing Config.: [EREWES

Planned Config.: [SRERES

Reduce traffic
congestion

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
et (PE)Y: 2021 $3,111,701 30 $3,111,701
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $13,204,014 $0 $13,204,014
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $5,659,814 $0 $5,659,814
(0fchiksnilels ol N(OFRYRH  2026-2035 (Mid) $46,476,360 $0 $46,476,360
il 2026-2035 (Mid) $68,451,889 $0 $68,451,889
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Walnut Avenue Access Management
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Project Information

Project Name: Management Study

Walnut Avenue Access

Length (mi): 08¢

i 4 - 1GH, Kadamter Nl
E:?'!.L'I'I.I. {Hoeng lnu.g-:r. (2] CpanSiroe Map contribuiers, and the CGIE User Community
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Extents:

GDOT PI Number: NI\

[-75 to Dug Gap Road

Existing Config.: N\

&1y Dalton

N/A

County: RiisiiCitel

Planned Conlfig.:

Study

Project Type:

Purpose and Need:

[dentify future
Improvements to
improve traffic
congestion

Preliminary
Engineering (PE):

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local

State/Federal

Right of Way (ROW):

Utilities (UTL):

Construction (CST):

Total:

28

2020 $200,000 $0 $200,000
2036-2045 (Long) N/A 30 N/A
2036-2045 (Long) N/A 30 N/A
2036-2045 (Long) N/A 30 N/A
2036-2045 (Long) $200,000 $0 $200,000



Appendix E | Project Information Sheets
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Sourcer; E:ﬂm Ginrmin, [ntepmag. increment P Corp.. GERCO, USGRATAC, KPS, NRCAN, GeoBase. IGH. Kadaster K.
Erdumﬁ,&uv-:f.lﬁ.ﬁ-}l.pih. MET!, Eari China (Heng Kong), () OpenSiresMap sontributors, and the GIS User Community

Project Information

Thorton Avenue Length (mi): 8!

Sidewalks 24l SR 3 to Waugh Street

AT it N/A ISk ke HOleiatle Ml 2 lanes; no sidewalk
&1y Dalton .
Whitfield Planned Conlfig.:

Project Name:

2 lanes; sidewalk on
each side

Improve pedestrian
facilities

County:
Project Type: JEIGRJ3E!

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;filg;l?;é)y: 2020 $300,000 $0 $300,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2023 $159.181 $0 $159,181
Utilities (UTL): 2023 $159.181 $0 $159,181

o rmpm—orsl  2026-2035 (Mid) $1.828,492 $0|  $1,828492
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $2,446 854 $0|  $2,446,854
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

7 4 Downtown Sidewalk

e
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iR el i Mchlse St
)
¥ W Cuyler -5-1@
Wl Hal | & E Mo Si
Cametnty = E
ol E
| W Emery, 5t 4 :?
Eda Ln S - - Ca b 51
s
4 Dalton ]
a o T |

:mm Intermag. i 4?%..3“.?53!. FAC, NP3, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGH, Kadaster Nl
ik China, (H

Crdnascs Survoey, Ear

ang Kang), (2] OpenSiresMap contribulors, and the SIS User Community
Project Information

ST INEREH Downtown Sidewalk Length (mi): gNIZ;N
GDOT PI Number: g\IZa\ IS 4EIER Various
&334 Dalton IS atihalef@fesaiile B8 Multiple sidewalk gaps

County: RiUsinCitel More complete
2o a0 Bike & Ped IJER I STeNele)stitle Ml pedestrian network in
Downtown Dalton

Improve pedestrian
network

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminar
Engineering (PE)Y: 2021 $816,000 $0 $816,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2024 $432,973 $0 $432,973
Utilities (UTL): 2024 $432,973 $0 $432,973
(0fchiksnilels ol N(OFRYRH  2026-2035 (Mid) $4,875,918 $0 $4,875,9178
il 2026-2035 (Mid) $6,557,923 $0 $6,557,923
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7 5 School S1dewa11< Program

CATOOERS

- GERCO, USCS, PR, NP, WRGAN, Goabasn, IGH, Kadantar KL,
= t-n]-quu.ﬁn'nlutpm-mul.ﬂnﬂ lnmhukunrﬂﬂnmuw

Project Information

School Sidewalk ISzl Various

Project Name:

Program Incomplete sidewalk
GDOT PI Number: NI\ 5 diehale M @fehakile B networks around
City: Dalton/Tunnel Hill/ schools
8 Varnel Complete sidewalk
County: RijAELe! IZET ool k(o networks around

schools

Improve pedestrian
network

| STej[STei g olsH Bike & Ped
Length (mi): gNZY Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Engin:;fil;f;‘?;‘g 2036-2045 (Long) $594,379 $0 $594,379
e oo 2036-2045 (Long) $297.189 $0 $297,189
TPl 2036-2045 (Long) $297.189 $0 $297,189
(0fohakfaaileli ol N(OFRE  2036-2045 (Long) $2,971,895 $0 $2,971,895
Sl 2036-2045 (Long) $4,160,653 $0|  $4,160,653
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2048 Metioeoltes Trenecsortaton Plan

'[ [ Dawnville Rd
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Mourt Jion Rd NE s ~_/ &
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J Ce—
ySources; Exri. HERE. Garmin, Inte incremant f,Gorp,. GEMEO, USGS, FAD, NPS, NRCAN, GooBase, 1GH. Kadaster KL,
%_dnm Survey, Eart P.p-u.._HIE.'II. Eari China {Heng Kong), (2] CpenSires bMap coniribuiors, Ilrnﬁ 1he G5 User Communiny
Project Information
ST INETEH Dawnville Rd Length (mi): gNIZ;N
GDOT PI Number: g\IZa\ At SR 286 and Lower

Extents:

Kings Bridge Rd
Skewed intersection,
Existing Config.: [SleEEECEe)e
controlled

&1y Dalton
County: RiUsinCitel
Project Type: st sliloi!

1JEV el dile Ml Tmproved intersection

Purpose and Need: Qs chiclislel riicly

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Enginz;lg‘?;g: 2020 $100,000 $0 $100,000
Right of Way (ROW): 2023 $53,060 $0 $53,060
Utilities (UTL): 2023 $53,060 $0 $53,060
Ofe)iaaiteri e M(ORIHA  2026-2035 (Mid) $365,698 $0 $365,698
Sl 2026-2035 (Mid) $571,819 $0 $571,819
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8 1 SR 3/South Dixie Road

T Em
|

i E=
q‘ﬁ E: e 5
B A |
KT i 'i_ 1
=HE = T L]
oy “H Mong [ o &5
i““.ﬁﬁ- - i, q'h % . pid
| | iE *
il e % Cromg
| : T Crvay I b?l
; o ’ 2
EELE ] 3 o . -
1 1 |
i & g S "
i }
.1 -
g y N
1
i
&
- - F, ;e S S oy
l"- i ELLTD ; pt ‘-,1' Crasd ] 1;
[ } l
" “:tl- I.I111]I:h Intermap. incremant P Corp,. GEREC, WSES, 'Ehl:! KPS, WRCAN, Goallsss. IGH,. Kadaster Nl .,;l-’r

e Iltp.lu..!EE.'I‘l Eari China {Heng Kang), tc]-:ﬂ:n.‘:iunﬂhpm.trthnn.:nﬁhﬂE unzﬂﬂnmuﬂw

Project Information

12 M ERGEH SR 3/South Dixie Road Length (mi): eX§
GDOT PI Number: JUOSRYAH{0IDENile)sl SR 136/Gordon to South
@1yA Dalton Dalton Bypass
[ofeibhly'd VWhitefield/Gordon Existing Config.: ERES
e Widening Planned Config.: E3ERES

Reduce traffic
congestion

Extents:

Purpose and Need:

Funding
Cost (YOE)

Local State/Federal

Preliminary
ST (28 2036-2045 (Long) $1,040,322 $0 $1,040,322

Rt RN GO0  2036-2045 (Long) $9,301,012 $0 $9,301,012
EIGTEEREOEENE  2036-2045 (Long) $3,773,412 $0 $3,773,412

(0fe) I lanileri o) M(ORIHA  2036-2045 (Long) $54,988,005 $0 $54,988,005
iIE1e  2036-2045 (Long) $69,102,750 $0 $69,102,750
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Project Information

Project Name: [Sl:@4el Length (mi): gNIZ;N
GDOT PI Number: NI/ 15450 At Tanyard Creek
[®jiyA Tunnel Hill Existing Config.: [EWES
County: RiUsinCitel Planned Config.: [RERES
Project Type: jsislele(S Purpose and Need: Majntajn bridge
Infrastructure

Funding

Cost (YOE)
Preliminary

ST (28 Complete N/A 30 N/A
Right of Way (ROW): 2020 $170,000 $0 $170,000
Utilities (UTL): 2022 $0 $0 $0
Construction (CST): 2022 $1,819,839 $0 $1,819,839
Total: 2022 $1,989,839 $0 $1,989,839

State/Federal

Local
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Georgia Statewide and Metropolitan Administrative Modification and Amendment Process

The federal statewide and metropolitan planning regulations contained in 23 CFR 450 govern
the provisions for revisions of the STIP and individual MPO TIPs. The intent of this federal
regulation is to acknowledge the relative significance, importance, and/or complexity of
individual programming actions. If necessary, 23 CFR 450.328 permits the use of alternative
procedures by the cooperating parties to effectively manage actions encountered during a
given S/TIP cycle. Cooperating parties include GDOT, MPOs, FHWA, FTA, and transit agencies
and the procedures must be agreed upon and documented in the STIP/TIP.

The following procedures have been developed for processing administrative modifications
and amendments to the STIP and MPO TIPs and Metropolitan Transportation Plans (MTPs).
The processes described below detail procedures that are to be used to update an existing
approved STIP, TIPs, and associated plans, when applicable, and adhere to the guidelines
stated above and below for administrative modifications and amendments.

Administrative Modifications for Federal Authorizations

Administrative modification means a minor revision to a long-range statewide or metropolitan
transportation plan, Statewide Improvement Program (STIP), or Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) that includes minor changes to project/project phase costs, minor changes to
funding sources of previously included projects, and minor changes to project/project phase
initiation dates. An Administrative Modification is a revision that does not require public
review and comment, re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination (in
nonattainment and maintenance areas).

The following actions satisfy the Georgia Division and FTA Region 4 requirements for an
Administrative Modification to the STIP/TIP/MTP:

A. Air Quality - A STIP/TIP/MTP administrative modification can be processed on a project
when it does not impact an air quality conformity determination.

B. Cost Increase Threshold - A STIP/TIP/MTP administrative modification can be processed
on a project phase with a cost increase of up to $4 million or 40% in federal share with a
cap at $40 million of the amounts to be authorized. When:

1. the Federal Share of the project phase amount in the STIP/TIP/MTP is
$10 million or less, the cost may be increased by an amount up to $4
million and fiscal constraint is not impacted, as shown in Note (d) or

2. the Federal Share of the project phase amount in the STIP/TIP/MTP is
greater than $10 million the cost may be increased by a maximum of
40% up to a cost increase of $40 million and fiscal constraint is not
impacted, as shown in Note (d).



C. Non-Federal Funded Phases - Adding a project phase that utilizes 100 percent non-
federal funding that does not impact fiscal constraint, federal share match, and air
quality.

D. Shifting Project Phase - A STIP/TIP/MTP administrative modification can be processed
when shifting projects/project phase within the existing 4-year STIP/TIP.

E. Public Review and Comment - A STIP/TIP/MTP administrative modification can be
processed on a project phase if it does not require public review and comment.

F. August Redistribution - A STIP/TIP/MTP administrative modification can be processed if
an existing project is utilizing August Redistribution funding and is exempt from air
quality conformity determination. If a project is non-exempt, it must follow all federal
requirements for a S/TIP Amendment.

Amendments for Federal Authorizations

Amendment means a revision to a long-range statewide or metropolitan transportation plan,
STIP, or TIP that involves a major change to a project included in a metropolitan transportation
plan, STIP, or TIP, including the addition or deletion of a project or a major change in project
cost, project/project phase initiation dates, or a major change in design concept or design
scope (e.g., changing project termini or the number of through traffic lanes or changing the
number of stations in the case of fixed guideway transit projects). Changes to projects that are
included only for illustrative purposes do not require an amendment. An amendment is a
revision that requires public review and comment and a re-demonstration of fiscal constraint.
If an amendment involves “non-exempt” projects in nonattainment and maintenance areas, a
conformity determination is required.

The following actions require an Amendment to the STIP/TIP/MTP when:

A. The addition of a new project or the addition of a phase with federal funds to an existing
project. This includes any new projects that are funded with Congressionally Directed
Spending, Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) funds, or Title 23 or Title 49 discretionary
funding.

B. Project changes that impact air quality conformity determination.

C. Shifting a project or a project phase that falls outside the existing 4-year STIP/TIP range
(i.e., existing STIP/TIP year is 2024 — 2027 but bringing in a project phase from a
previous Fiscal Year (FY) or beyond the last year of the STIP period)

D. A major change in total project termini length greater than 1 mile, if applicable. Changes
in project termini lengths for project concepts or scopes such as bridge replacements,
intersection improvements, passing lanes, resurfacing, etc. are not considered a major
change.



The following actions also require a redemonstration of fiscal constraint:

A.

Financial changes that exceed the above administrative modifications threshold.

B. Annual rebalancing of the existing STIP to demonstrate fiscal constraint for the
upcoming FY.

C. Shifting project funding sources such as changing a non-federally funded project to a
federally funded project.

Amendments require public review and responses to all comments, either individually or in
summary form. For amendments in MPO areas, the public review process should be carried
out by the procedures outlined in the Participation Plan. Georgia DOT will ensure that the
amendment process and the public involvement procedures have been followed.

Except for Congressionally Directed Spending, FLAP, and Discretionary Grants, ALL other
amendments to the STIP must be approved jointly by FHWA and FTA.

Notes:

a.

The date a TIP becomes effective is when the Governor or his designee approves it. For
nonattainment and maintenance areas, the effective date of the TIP is based on the date of
the U.S. Department of Transportation’s positive finding of conformity.

The date the STIP or the STIP amendment becomes effective is when FHWA and FTA jointly
approve it.

The STIP is developed on the state fiscal year, which is July 1 - June 30.

Funds for amendments and administrative modifications will come from the funds set aside
in the STIP Financial Plan.

Before the start of each State Fiscal Year, GDOT shall submit an Annual STIP. Amendment
that updates the STIP Financial Plan to show funding set aside for amendments and
administrative modifications for the upcoming fiscal year. In the event the STIP
amendment update is delayed, GDOT will submit the amendment no later than October 1,

GDOT will submit to FHWA/FTA a detailed monthly Modification report, showing financial
transactions and balances.

GDOT will submit to FHWA/FTA accompanying Administrative Modification Authorizations
Tables for review before requesting FMIS authorizations in advance of the monthly
Modification report.

Projects that are funded with Congressionally directed spending, FLAP funds, or Title 23 or
Title 49 discretionary funding can be incorporated into the STIP/TIP/MTP via an
informational appendix after the amendment process is complete.

A public comment period is required for all projects funded under a Title 23 and Title 49
discretionary grant program. Public review for discretionary grant projects can be
advertised as informational only and comments received will be forwarded to the project
sponsor.
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