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Welcome and Introductions

Study Recap

Study Context

Approach

Key Considerations / Other Issues in Corridor
Traffic & Transportation Trends

Potential Corridor Impacts

Study Analysis

Freight ‘Hot Spots’
Future-Year Traffic Conditions & Needs

Study Recommendations

Potential Improvements
Project Timeline Considerations
Policy Suggestions and Tools

Q&A / Wrap-Up
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Study Recap

SOUTH
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In addition to serving ‘“local”
traffic, the I-75 South
Corridor Study area (between
SR 155 and Warner Robins) IS
one of the busier and more
vital transportation corridors
in Georgia...

- Key Connections:

» Between the growing urban
areas of Middle Georgia and
metro Atlanta

- To the Atlantic coastal
region and Georgia’s Ports

- Movement of people and
goods through the
Southeast.
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Study Recap (Cont’d.) =— m |

« MPO Areas
- Atlanta Regional Commission
* Macon Area Transportation Study
» Warner Robins Area Trans. Study

* Non-MPO Counties & Associated Cities
» Butts
* Lamar
* Monroe
* Spalding

* Regional Commissions
+ Atlanta Regional
e mgowommsen o - Middle Georgia

— I;..;f“, . s * Three Rivers

Sources: Atlanta Regional Commission, Bureau of Transportation

Statistics, U.S. Census Bureau ¢ Oth er IntereSted Partl eS
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Study Recap (Cont’d.)

Study Components

- Compile Existing Localized Plans & Data Collection

= " g7 |

§ Assess Existing- and Future-Year Traffic Conditions
= N/ |

S | Assess Existing- and Future-Year Transportation Needs
O e N Dy i

g Analyze Road System & Evaluate Future-Year Scenarios
[ N/ 4

é Improvement Recommendations and Timeframes

T B N N |
@ Finalize Study Report
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Study Recap (Cont’d.)

Project Steering Committee and Project Stakeholder Committee

Met periodically to offer feedback, develop study goals and performance
measures, and provide insight -- from a local perspective.
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Study Recap (Cont’d.)

Identified Goals and Performance Measures

w Goals*: Quality of Life

- Consideration Enhance / Maintain Quality of Life

of thfel?iya"ty Enhance Natural, Historic, and Community Resources
o1 LITe

Maintain Community Character
Improve Intergovernmental Coordination

Enhance Facility Function
Evaluate the /

Performance Goals*: Performance-Based

Mobility for People and Goods

Connectivity / Accessibility to Regional Activity Centers
Safety
Enhance Multimodal Transportation Options
Support Economic Sustainability

Expand State’s Role as Major Logistics Hub

Source: Consensus of the I-75 South Corridor Study’s g
Steering Committee and Stakeholder Committee (*Goals Not in Priority Order)
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Study Recap (Cont’d.)

Study Components

Compile Existing Localized Plans & Data Collection
e K' . » \l Other Plans, Reports, and
Assess Existing- and Future-Year Traffic Conditions | Studies
- — | B
N\, Traffic and Transportation
.. . Trends
Assess Existing- and Future-Year Transportation Needs
B ; < ' ‘\ -’ Potential Corridor Impacts

Analyze Road System and Evaluate Future-Year Scenarios
Improvement Recommendations and Timeframes

Finalize Study Report

Stakeholder Coordination




Key Considerations
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Atlanta Regional
ngBNEE MANAGED.LANE
o N vi Implementation Plan
Ga. Statewide Warner
Strategic Robins ' ' Macon Macon MPO’s

Transportation MPO’s 2035 Statewide MPO’s 2040 Fiscal Year  Atlanta Regional
Plan LRTP Freight & LRTP 2014-2017 Managed Lanes
TIP Implementation

Logistics Plan

l Plan

|

!
oo 28 o2
1 )

ROBINS|

FINAL REPORT

ROBINS|

2015
GEORGIA STATE RAIL PLAN

Georgia State
Rail Plan
Update (draft)

|

I

: Georgia
A':/Ilanta R:glj_lonal Competitiveness T R Warner Robins ~ Ga. House = GRTA’s Direct
anaged Lane ot MPO'’s Fiscal : . :
Year 2014-2017 TIP Eun
AICANA I:SU\M‘ML TIP 3 9 G pv
Mg L WARNER, Gigne) (OR-A
WARNER DIRECT »»

XPRESS
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Key Considerations (Contd.) ——

Summary of Relevant Roadway Transportation Issues/Needs

GDOT Statewide Freight Plan

Analysis: 1-75 Capacity

Deficiency by the Year 2040

« Recommended I-75 widening
(1 lane each direction), south
metro Atlanta to north metro'“=

Macon (2031-2040 timeframe)

* Increasing Truck Volumes

Statewide |
« Especially Within the I-75
South Corridor Study area

1-16/1-75 “Bottleneck”

(Identified by national trucking ——m—
assoc.)

——

Truck Accommodations e
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Key Considerations (Contd.)

Summary of Relevant Rail Transportation Issues/Needs

GDOT Statewide Freight Plan

m&@‘.@mﬁ@

Statewide, ‘Through’ Freight
Shipments Projected To —
Increase 30% By Year 2040

Increasing Freight Rail Traffic

Partly Due to Ongoing and =)
Forecasted Growth at

Georgia’s Ports
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Key Considerations (Contd.) ~

Macon & Warner Robins Metr(_)ponlitan Planning Organizations (“MPQ?):
Long Range Transportation Plans

Macon MPO’s Long Range Transportation

Plan (adopted 2013)

Reconstruct Bass Road @ I-75 N
interchange

Operational improvement:
Riverside Drive @ I-75 interchangé—=

Reconstruct “I-75 @ I-16” (which o

include mainline & 1-16 interchanges)

Warner Robins MPO’s Long Range WARNER
Transportation Plan (adopted 2010)
o . n
Widen I-75 from south of Sardis N !.k‘ls

Church Road to Watson Boulevard




Key Considerations (Contd.)
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Atlanta Regional Managed Lane System Plan

(year 2010) & Implementation Plan (year 2014)

Increasing Travel Times Projected

By The Year 2030 L —_—
Improve Travel Reliability and

Safety e
Need for Mobility Options S

Support Transit (GRTA Xpress Bus) ===

I-75 Express Lane (southern Expré&séLanes
limit at State Route 155)

— B —

VL T

FINAL REPORT

Atlanta Kegiona

MANAGED LANE
Implementation Plan
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Key Considerations (Cont’d:) ——

GRTA Direct Xpress Service Plan

Need to connect employees with TA
major employment centers S ég,:rrr_:__

— |
Maximize tax dollars through low
g e

— " DIRECTY)
i APRESS

Identifying growing congestion in
Metro Atlanta during rush hours ==

routes near major employment
centers
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Key Considerations (Cont’d.) =) -

Georgia State Rail Plan DRAFT (2015 update)

Continued Collaboration with s
Stakeholders:

) GEORGIA STATE RAIL PLAN
« On Regional Issues S

* For Solutions to Freight Needs =)
* For Solutions to Passenger Rail
Needs

Georgia Department of Transportation

Support Goods Movement”

 To Ensure Diverse and Robust =)
Transportation Network

« To Maintain Economic g Y ermocdal Dvsion
Competitiveness R 0L




SOUTH

CORRIDOR STUDY

Key Considerations (Contd.) ——

Locally-Adopted Land Use Policies and Strategies
*Current and future land use development trends

‘Used to identify local impacts on travel patterns
along the corridor

Operational efficiency of interchanges
Accessibility and connectivity to interstate system
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SOUTH

Corridor Traffic Trends N7 SErr

Travel Demand (year 2010)

Passenger Cars Trucks

Bamesyi2

\
CRAWFORD
/

| TAYLOR

? A \ :
\ INTERSTATE \ / AT == \ amer)Robins
l.‘ >' W 75 _\\‘u'amer {blns ) AC 75
. V| ~t /3 N - A £

Source: Study analysis using Atlanta & Macon MPO'’s computerized travel demand models, and GDOT's statewide travel demand model.

portation



@ SOUTH
CORRIDOR STUDY
Y e————

Traffic Trends (2006-2014)

I-75 South Traffic Trends
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2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

B Henry County (S of SR 155) B Butts County (N of SR 236)
m Monroe County (Btwn Pate & 475) m Bibb County (Near Pio Nono)

Source: GDOT

Total Number of Vehicles (“Average Annual Daily Traffic — AADT”)
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_ National Highway System Routes

 National Highway System Routes 5 e e
= |nterstate
Non-Interstate — Non-Interstate
FAF Truck Volume/Day FAF Truck Volume/Day

k 50,000 25,000 12,500 50,000 25,000 12,500

Source: Federal Highway Administration (EHWA)
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Growing “Intermodal” Trends | e

Truck-to-Rail: Feasibility of Diversion?

« Travel Distances (general 500 mile ‘breakpoint’)
« Commodity Type Characteristics?

* Geographies?

« Availability of Existing Infrastructure/Facilities?

[T L
(]

'Georgia Ports
tm%y

WE DO MORE

NETWORK
GEORGIA

Zones:
SW Georgia - Cordele

NW Georgia

Port Atlanta

[-95 Corridor - North
[-85 Corridor - South
Middle Georgia

0 oo e o =
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Potential Corridor-Impacts Gy

Population and Employ_ment

_ 2010 2040 Projected Growth
Counties
Population Employment Population Employment Population = Employment
ClEyIR, [REN & 535,326 179,148 853,808 303,636 59% 69%
Central Spalding Co.
Portion: Spalding,
B 102,340 28,327 165,027 44,050 61% 56%
utts, Lamar & Monroe

Bibb & Jones Co. 168,657 107,070 184,037 156,553 9% 46%
Houston County 137,808 2009) | 50,332 2008) | 218,812 2035) | 80,649 (2035) 59% 60%
Peach County 24,836 (2003) 9,341 2004 38,520 2035) | 14,475 2035) 55% 55%
Total 968,967 374,218 1,460,204 599,363 51% 60%

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC), Macon Area Transportation Study (MATS), Warner Robins Area Transportation Study (WRATS) and GDOT




Potential Corridor. Impacts
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Improvement Recommendations and Timeframes

Finalize Study Report

c Compile Existing Localized Plans & Data Collection
o -
= \
e Assess Existing- and Future-Year Traffic Conditions
= \/
@) . .
8 Assess Existing- and Future-Year Transportation Needs
]
CT) N Integrated Corridor Freight
o | Analyze Road System & Evaluate Future-Year Scenarios H ____ Planning (ICFP)
g \‘v ' Potential Freight ‘Hot Spots’
)
By
®©
e
0p]




Integrated Corridor Freight Planning - FsEiue.

* Freight Intensive Land Uses

» Assess and optimize overall transportation
system performance by simultaneously
planning improvements for integrated
multimodal systems

« Unlike conventional planning where
Improvements are identified
iIndependently by mode and then compete
for limited available funding
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Integrated Corridor Freight Planning: D oum
Methodology *

Identify Freight Assess Truck Develop
Hotspots Freight Routing Recommendations




Potential ‘Freight Hotspot’ Identificat

= SOUTH
on CORRIDOR STUDY
——

T TrRoaden ==
g e 7
,) /x?gﬁrm% SoutfPark %/
hyidgeiSuncse Park : i © Tanrler Chrch Rd Site ™
. f—r’ . \ s
" ° z{fuﬁ@usl;\(‘s$ Par \ ; ROCKDALE n &=
Morrow Industrial Park @/ NEWTON 362
)
{
\ ny
b (iss ’ ; >
Mestridge Business Centel
: i 4 >
estidge Susiness ConMQUNI i it j ° _Whdland Industnal Distnct
FAYETTE feny2 t . ®(iberty Industrial District F \
< | ° Gicrwood Industil Parkg \- ) — = ¢ .leerty Industrial District
= ry Codgty A ol \ Greenwood Industnal Parkg ™ Wi,
2] in = 3 &\ Gatews
G )" 4 NEL
|
s N A :
D) ~ y Price Dnive Fa =
- | & > R it ; !
\ g Jackson ) | J
5 riffin u - \ | L
SPALDING ™ A\ i ; Flovitaly \ ——OTUSt"Grove
¥ Greentill 8usiness Park \ /
P ! ew Busindss Park - ~
/ T \
/
¢ J \
) A\ \ SRR Sy
\ @ ) ) |~
{ ) & -
e / T srif
K s ‘ -(Cn fin {358
s o LAMAR | | r
1 ) Barnesville-Lamar County Industrial Rark  NJONROE — ' ¥
) Pike County Business Rark ° y . )
g ] 4D \, Business Park . P
| . : ¢ il
\ Barn ia 5 Jall
, - e ) 2 & B
/ . " By, | 3 P
/ 0 & /~Walker Industrial Park \'\ . . @ oreen Va"ef/
9 ™ - ; Monroe County Industnial Park n industnal Park  industrial Park &\ O Riverview Business P4
\ N7 \ { & Fror =
7 T o 0 - X l
upsoN @ e OO " '
— L | €
)
— |nterstates
Economic Development Sites Proposed Industrial Sites bl
Northern Influence Area ®  Existing Industrial Park Study Area {
®  Greenfield Location Jefenop Acee: 2
Sources: Jones County Development Authority. Macon Economic Development Cities
Commission, Middle Georgia Regional Commission, Pike County Chamber of 1
Commerce, Spalding County Development Authonty, Butts County IDA, Georgia EMC [ counties

msportation
inning




SOUTH

‘Freight Hotspots’ -- Heat Mapping T

Access Locally-Adopted
Comprehensive Plans (Land Use)

Areas of Future/Projected Industrial
and/or Warehouse Land Uses?

Calculate Potential Buildable
Land Areas / Warehouse Sizes

Estimate Total Daily Truck Trips
That Developments Could
Generate

HOUSTON {
Interstates [] counties Future Potential Truck Trips

CCCCC

o h N D w
2 n a2
8 3
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‘Freight Hotspot’ Qs

Example: South Henry County

McDonough-

Locust Grove

Likely route to
freight hotspot

O Interchange <= LOS D

2040 No-Build Scenario

.J '\\\\
BilFGardner PkWV-‘

Stuty Aea [] countes Potential Future Daily Truck Trips

— st ] 28- 1000
US /Siate Routes L 1,100 - 2500
] 26004000
) 4,100 . 5,000
Sowses Adanta Regonel Commason Buresy of Meosporeton Sabatcs. Geongle Bl 5 100 8 100
Departmert Of Transporation. U S Census Sureas Unded States Geological Survey =is




‘Freight Hotspot’ SOUTH
Example: South Macon Area

CORRIDOR STUDY

Likely route to
freight hotspot

Interchange <= LOS D
2040 No-Build Scenario

Interchange = LOS C
2040 No-Build Scenario

o "l "Hartley Bridge Road ™~
¢ h i " '3 ‘J ,‘h_v_‘_
=S .

.-'-‘
.

[ Countes Potential Future Daily Truck Trips

— 0 1100 251000

U S /State Rovtes ] r100.250
] 2.600 4,000
] «.100-5.000

ommasnn Buresy of Tansporation Statescs Georpa .
Consus Buway. United States Sorvey B & 100 - 0900
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Year 2040 “No Build” Scenario:

Interchange Traffic Conditions  (North Segme

(a1)
@ .EXI1216-SR155
(STUDY'S NORTHERN BOUNDARY)
155,
HENRY
Exit 212:- Bill Gardner. Pkwy.
BUTTS
-SRA1
SPALDING Exit 205 - SR 16
€D)
Ge
Exit 201 - SR 36
‘
LAMAR \ MONROE
2040 Conditions
e |nterstates Urbanized Area Ramp or = C AM or PM
Operating at LOS C in AM or Peak Period
U.S./State Routes E Counties PM Peak Period
¢ Interchanges Ramp Junctions or Intersections
@ Operating at LOS D through
LOS F in AM or PM Peak Period

Sources: Atlanta Regional C Bureau of tatistics, (oS
Georgia Department Of Transporation, U.S. Census Bureau, Study Team




Year 2040 “No Build” Scenario: [t

Interchange Traffic Conditions (Central S€g

BUTTS

\ Exit 201 - SR 36

™7 JASPER

Exit 198 - High Falls Park Rd

Exit 193 - Johnstonville Rd

JONES

Exit 188 - SR 42

‘™ Exit 187 - Cabaniss Rd / N Lee St
&1 Exit 186 - Juliette Rd / Tift College Dr
MONROE e Exit 185 - Harold G Clarke Pkwy
L

el
Exit 181 - Rumble Rd
®

Exit 177 - 1-475

Exit 9 - Zebulon Rd,

4

2040 Conditions

Interstates Urbanized Area Ramp Junctions or Intersections Congestion: AM or PM
Operating at LOS C in AM or Peak Period
U.S./State Routes [___] Counties PM Peak Period
H+++ Railroad 4 Interchanges Ramp Junctions or Intersections

Operating at LOS D through
LOS F in AM or PM Peak Period
|Sources: Atlanta Regional C: Bureau of P Statistics,

Georgia Department Of Transporation, U.S. Census Bureau, Study Team




Year 2040 “No Build” Scenario; L -

Interchange & I-75 Traffic Conditions’

MONROE

PN\, _ Exit 175 - Pate Rd
®

Exit 172 - Bass Rd JONES

Exit 171 - Riverside Dr

Exit 169 - Arkwright Rd

Exit9 - Zebulon Rd
v Exit 167 - Pierce Ave @
\ Note: “No Build”

C‘Eg“ = assurnption = does not take
RGBT T ) —— into account traffic

Exit 5 - Thomaston Rd Exit 164 - Forsyih swardemani improvement anticipated by
Exit 163 - Mercer University Dr. - g =99
Macon MPO ‘s “I-16/1-75
@ Exit 162 - Eisenhower. Pkwy
Exit 3 - Eisenhower Pkwy! Ur()j'-'f (’HHHI’ ” ff'( “’(I"Jj
BIBB ¢
mainfine and |-16 interchange
Exit 160A - Pio Nono Ave SXLISOSEREchy Creek Rd ”’”,Uro‘/ef”":'”tj ’
L

Exit 156 - 1-475

‘ |

Exit 155 - Hartley Bridge Rd
@
Exit' - Sardis Church Rd TWIGGS
¢
CRAWFORD /

2040 Conditions

S

>

oe,

— |nterstates Urbanized Area ‘ System to System Ramp Junctions or Intersections Congestion: AM or PM
Interchange Operating at LOS C in AM or Peak Period
U.S./State Routes D Counties PM Peak Period
¢ Interchanges System to System Ramp Junctions or Intersections e
Interchange @ Operating at LOS D through 8 |
LOS F in AM or PM Peak Period
Sources: Atlanta Regional C: Bureau of Statistics,

Georgia Department Of Transporation, U.S. Census Bureau, Study Team

Nfice of Planaing




Stakeholder Coordination

Compile Existing Localized Plans & Data Collection

\/

Assess Existing- and Future-Year Traffic Conditions

i_

Assess Existing- and Future-Year Transportation Needs

\

Analyze Road System & Evaluate Future-Year Scenarios

i,

Improvement Recommendations and Timeframes

\
Finalize Study Report

>
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Potential Improvements

Planned & Recommended Projects

Project Timeframes




Potential Improvements
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Major Facility a

Improvement

(Widen I-75: from south
metro ATL to north metro

Macon) )

SOUTH
CORRIDOR STUDY

Major Facility
Improvements

Interim/Localized
Improvements
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Examples

* Add Corridor-Wide Capacity to
Interstate (i.e. new lanes) ?

SOUTH

CORRIDOR STUDY
e ——

* Interchange Reconstructions ?

* Adding Capacity to Parallel
Corridors ?

Facilitate Freight “Mode Shift” ?
Passenger Rail ?

Major Facility
Improvements

ENTIES

Add Auxiliary Capacity to
Interstate (i.e. aux. lanes) ?

Interim/Localized
Improvements

Interchange Improvements ?
Truck/Freight Accommodations ?
Transit Enhancements ?
Access Management ?
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Major: Facility Improvement -- Capacity

U.S. / State Routes

gia Statewides )
Ly T m—— |nterstates
| I-75 Express Lanes Project
EMM 4 1 ,/" = - Tier 1 Improvement Package A Projects
1 Morrow I = |
=\ - Eagles Landing Pkwy ‘ L__J Counties
“w,v b G Cities
L‘ Stoc L;It,,ui,-,.. ‘tl_sj\ ”1’,--\_.,\ ( ) |-75 South Corridor Study Area
= \") :r Studies by Others
) : | —
McDonough
o
85)
SOUTH »
CORRIDOR STUDY \ {
- A=
)
=\
5

Major Facility
Improvement

(I-75 Capacity Needs:
CORRIDOR-WIDE)

—
(& /

. ‘,/";ly'nn
>
SR 247 E=cmmad
r~ —~ ,414@ P
] & . Sies 96) $.96) »
Tr

Fort Valley




Major. Facility Improvements:

1 Major Facility @ SOUTH
Relative Needs consicen s7uzy

9 ) _ '
Northern Half MONROE
(ss)
w
“ 81
) s
HENRY
(s
_.| LY
158 v
BUTTS
SPALDING NGO
LAMAR l MONROE
Capacity Sufficiency Key (2040- Existing + Committed) o
: - ; ther Map Features
Capacity Sufficiency Key (2040- Existing + Committed) Other Map Features Long Tombed
Long Term Need e
MMU' ‘‘‘‘‘ Priorty Cities Mid-Term Priority Cities
w— Short Torm Priority El Counties @ Short Term Priority D Counties

project or completed I-75 project-@ Sardis Church Rea&

Georgi

Note: Maps do not assuma WECor i = u SR




Interim / Localized e

Capacity & Operational CORRIDOR STUDY

Improvements 1.0 Consider

_l Northern Half / ) Southern Half
Forsyth
HENRY
L
N N
) Bass F\{d
. Riverside Dr
SPALDING
\J_m\w
Mercer-University/Dr,
) 1 e
Eisenhower/Pkwy.
/_//“ \“>‘
o \l/ Pio Nono'Ave
)
High Falls Park Rd
S e MONROE @ Ssignalize K
QO Signalize NB
Auxiliary Lanes |~ @ TumlLane
< ) TWIGGS
@ TumLane i Auxiliary Lanes
N v N
0 3 6 12 0 3 6 12
S — oS A Miles \ A




“What’s An Auxiliary Lane”?
Example on |-75: Arkwright Road to PiercerAves

—

@ SOUTH
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I-75 Major Improvements:

Project Costs and ' Comparison

SOUTH
CORRIDOR STUDY

—

;vjl‘%"‘f: Phey 4{71‘7: Bl“Gard i ert.w e
| Pkwy

L P
> A h Res
&

- Bd ':“_.91;' WI d en

A @
;16 l@:l
¢ Aux‘Lanes @

Q

e ME NP

YL
ails Bo

Alx:Lanes i
($12M)

,\* ( ;(‘U‘g‘[ﬁn‘-‘% ok Re

($316 M)

Rd

5
(18)
i
"
R\
nard * Py
(38)

—. Georgia State

= Diaghostic Prisgn,.
Widen

(36)
R 36 ($55 M)

(a01)

High Falls Lake

"
== High Falls Statefark
754

High Falls

Rd

|-75 Widening versus “Interim”
I-75 Auxiliary Lanes

Estimated Cost

Description

Widening $371 M

Auxiliary Lane “Interim”

Improvement $57M




I-75 Major Improvement:

Project Costs and ' Comparison

SOUTH
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—

High Fallg 8tate Park

High Falls
Rd

A
(401)

5}

o r;\
&)

@ ™,

I-75 Widening versus “Interim”
I-75 Auxiliary Lanes

Description Estimated Cost
Widening $657 M
Auxiliary Lane
“Interim” $ 16 M
Improvement




Timeframe Considerations 7 SHrH T

» Safety

* Project is located on, or adjacent to, interstate segments with
above-average crash rate?

* Number of segments with above-average crash rate, and
magnitude above the average?

» Congestion Mitigation

* Number of congested ramps or mainline segments mitigated?
» Traffic Volumes

* Increments, vehicles per day: 40k, 40-50k, 50-70k, 70-80k, 80k+?
 Freight/Goods Movement

» Located near potential freight hotspot?
« Economics Considerations

« Serves Population?

» Serves Jobs?

» Serves Consumer Markets?
» Serves Industrial Markets?




Project Recommendations and Timeframes 20uTH
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2015-|2023-(2030- Status
|75E it Numbers | Improvement Type Location Other Plans?
S A 2022 2030 2040 (June 2015)

Turn Lanes Northbound SR 155 exit ramp GDOT Traffic Operations New GDOT Project
Turn Lanes Southbound Bill Gardner Pkwy. exit ramp ) On Approved TIA list (Jan '12)
Widen 1I-75 Through SR 155 interchange °
216 to 188 I-75 Add Auxiliary Lanes SR 155 ramps to Bill Gardner ramps ° °
(north- & southbound)  Bill Gardner ramps to SR 16 ramps o °
Through Bill Gardner & SR 16 Interchanges ° GDOT Freight Plan Unfunded
Widen I-75 From SR 16 to High Falls Road e  GDOT Freight Plan Unfunded
From High Falls Road to SR 42 ) GDOT Freight Plan Unfunded
Add I-75 Auxiliary Lane SR 18 ramps to Rumble Road ramps ° °
185to 177 (southbound) Rumble Road ramps to north of 1-475 o .
Widen 1I-75 Through Rumble Road Interchange ° GDOT Freight Plan Unfunded
Turn Lanes Bass Road exit ramps °
Reconstruction Bass Road interchange ° Macon MPQO’s LRTP Unfunded
172 to 167 Add I-75 Auxiliary Lanes Bass Road ramps to Riverside Drive ramps °
Signalize & turn lanes Riverside Drive exit ramps ° Macon MPO’s LRTP Unfunded
Add Auxiliary Lanes Riverside Dr. ramps to Arkwright Road ° °
Turn Lanes Pierce Avenue exit ramps °
Interchange I-16 (includes mainline & I-16 interchanges) ) ) Macon MPQO’s LRTP & TIP  ROW acquisition
Turn Lanes Forsyth Street exit ramps °
Add I-75 Auxiliary Lanes Forsyth Street to Mercer University Drive ° °
Traffic Signals Mercer Univ. Drive exit ramps °
AN/ NTo RN 0)VI=B Add I-75 Auxiliary Lanes Mercer Univ. Drive to Eisenhower Pkwy. o o
Traffic Signals Eisenhower Parkway northbound exit ramp °
Add I-75 Auxiliary Lanes Eisenhower Pkwy to Pio Nono Avenue ° °
Traffic Signals Pio Nono Avenue ramps ° !

153 to 146 Widen |-75 South of Sardis Church Rd. to Watson Blvd. ° ° Warner Robins MPO’s LRTP Unfunded




Project Recommendations and Timeframes SOUTH

CORRIDOR STUDY

(Off 1-75)

2015-|2023-(2030- Status
2
[-75 Exit Numbers | Improvement Location 2022 | 2030 | 2040 In Other Plans~ (June 2015)

From Flint River Road to Tara Road ROW FY2017
(P.I. 722030, Network Year 2030) ARC.Plan2040and TLP. - ~ortvon1g
s Widen US 19/41 From State Route 81 to State Route 20 A.R.C. Plan 2040’s e tee
(Tara Boulevard) (Woolsey Road) “Aspirations”
From Laprade Road in Spalding County to A.R.C. Plan 2040’s

‘Aspirations’

State Route 20 in Henry County Aspirations”




SOUTH

Policy Recommendations B 6 icanicon sruer,

* Infrastructure desi%n to
accommodate truck/freight

 Local comPre_hensi\_/e planning /
land use / freight oriented overlay
districts

Corridor overlay districts
Access management policies
Freight activity districts

 Multi-jurisdictional corridor /
regional planning council




Questions?

www.dot.ga.gov/I75South




@ SOUTH
CORRIDOR STUDY

Thank You!

Tom McQueen, AICP
Assistant Administrator
GDOT Office of Planning

tmcqueen@dot.ga.gov

www.dot.ga.gov/I75South




