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1  IN T R O D U C T I O N  

1 . 1  P L A N  BA C K G R O U N D  &  O B J E C T I V E   

1 .2  ST U D Y  A R E A  
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FIGURE 1-1: STUDY AREA 

1 .3  ST U D Y  P R O C E S S  
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FIGURE 1-2: STUDY PROCESS 
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 2 P L A N N I N G  CO N T E X T  

2.1  D E M O G R A P H I C  O V E R V I E W  

TABLE 2-1: GENERAL DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 

Demographic 2010 

Total Population 14,899 

Median Age 40.1 

Total Population in Occupied Housing Units 14,722 

Average Household Size 3.03 

Occupied Housing Units 5,647 

Owner-Occupied Housing Units 
4,511 

(79.9% of total) 

Renter-Occupied Housing Units 
1,136 

(20.1% of total) 

In Labor force (age 16+) 
11,788 

(79.1% of total) 

Percent High School Graduate or Higher 
76.1% 

(of Person age 25 +) 

Source: 2010 U.S. Census  
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TABLE 2-2: AREA POPULATION 

Location 2010 

Arnoldsville 357 

Crawford 832 

Lexington 228 

Maxeys 224 

Unincorporated 13,258 

County Total 14,899 

       Source: 2010 U.S. Census 

TABLE 2-3: PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION WITH A DISABILITY 

Age Group 

Percentage of Population With a Disability 

Oglethorpe County Georgia 

Population 5 to 20 years old 11.2% 8.2% 

Population 21 to 64 years old 25.5% 19.9% 

Population 65 years old and over 51.4% 47.5% 

      Source: 2000 U.S. Census 
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TABLE 2-4: HISTORICAL POPULATION GROWTH 

Area 1980 1990 2000 2010 
Total Growth                          
(1980 -2010) 

Average Annual              
Growth (1980 -2010) 

Oglethorpe County 8,929 9,763 12,635 14,899 67% 1.7% 

Georgia 5,462,989 6,478,149 8,186,453 9,687,663 77% 1.9% 

Source: 2010 U.S. Census 

TABLE 2-5: OPB’S POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2025 2030 

Population 14,899 15,460 15,647 15,833 16,008 16,183 16,358 16,533 16,708 17,530 18,295 

Annual        
Growth Rate 

  1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.1% 1.0% 

Source: Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget 2011 
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TABLE 2-6: POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

Area 2010 2040 

Oglethorpe County 14,899 20,082 

  

2.2  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  J U S T I C E  

 

 

 

 

 
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FIGURE 2-1: PERCENT OF MINORITIES 

 

o 

o 
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FIGURE 2-2: PERCENT OF POPULATION IN POVERTY 

2.3  E M P L O Y M E N T  D A T A  
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TABLE 2-7: EXISTING INDUSTRY TYPE AND COUNTY EMPLOYMENT (2012) 

Job/Industry Type 
Oglethorpe     

County Employees 
Percent of Total 

Employees 

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting 158 8.6% 

Mining, quarrying, oil and gas extraction 100 5.4% 

Construction 167 9.1% 

Manufacturing 75 4.1% 

Wholesale trade 11 0.6% 

Retail trade 152 8.3% 

Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 17 0.9% 

Finance and insurance 38 2.1% 

Real estate and rental and leasing 5 0.3% 

Professional, scientific, and technical services 21 1.1% 

Health care and social assistance 112 6.1% 

Accommodation and food services 36 2.0% 

Other services (utilities, information, administrative support, education 
service, arts, entrainment and recreation except public administration) 

358 19.4% 

Government 592 32.1% 

Total 1,842 100% 

 Source: Georgia Department of Labor 
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TABLE 2-8: COMMUTE BEHAVIOR BY TRANSPORTATION MODE IN OGLETHORPE COUNTY 

Work Commute 
Oglethorpe County Georgia 

Percentage Percentage 

Total Surveyed Workers     (Age 16+) 100% 100% 

Drove Alone 75.10% 78.80% 

Carpooled 17.20% 11.10% 

Public Transportation 0.10% 2.20% 

Biked or Walked 1.30% 1.60% 

Motorcycle or Other Means 0.40% 1.70% 

Worked at Home 5.90% 4.60% 

Mean Travel Time to Work (min.) 26.4 27 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2007-2011 American Community Survey 
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TABLE 2-9: HISTORICAL EMPLOYMENT IN OGLETHORPE COUNTY 

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

1,724 1,669 1,698 1,737 1,684 1,741 1,782 1,769 1,755 1,744 1,842 1,815 1,738 

2.4  L A N D  U S E  A N D  D E V E L O P M E N T  
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FIGURE 2-3: EXISTING LAND USE 

 
 

TABLE 2-10: EXISTING LAND USE BREAKDOWN 

Land Use Acres Total % 

Agriculture/Forestry 237,582 84% 

Residential 33,504 12% 

Commercial 418 0.15% 

Public/Institutional 2,110 0.75% 

Industrial 4,120 1.5% 

Park/Recreation/Conservation 671 0.24% 

Transportation/Communication/Utilities 4,547 1.6% 

Total 282,952 100% 
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FIGURE 2-4: FUTURE LAND USE 

2.5  N A T U R A L/H I S T O R I C A L  A N D  C O M M U N I T Y  RE S O U R C E S  
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FIGURE 2-5: NATURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES 
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TABLE 2-11: SITES ON THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 

Historic Place Location 

Amis-Elder House Crawford 

J. L. Bridges Home Lexington 

Crawford Depot Crawford 

Faust Houses and Outbuildings Lexington 

Howard’s Covered Bridge Smithsonia 

Langston-Daniel House Crawford 

Lexington Historic District Lexington 

Philomath Historic District Philomath 

Smith-Harris House Vesta 

Smithonia Comer 

Watson Mill Covered Bridge and Mill Historic District Comer 
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FIGURE 2-6: COMMUNITY RESOURCES 

TABLE 2-12: OGLETHORPE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Public Schools Location 

Oglethorpe County Primary School Lexington 

Oglethorpe County Elementary School Lexington 

Oglethorpe County Middle School Lexington 

Oglethorpe County High School Lexington 



 Georgia Department of Transportation | Page 2-15 

FIGURE 2-7: WETLANDS AND STREAMS 
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3  C O O R D I N A T I O N  W I T H  P R E V I O U S  

S T U D I E S  A N D  P R O G R A M S   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.1  G E O R G I A  SWTP  A N D  SSTP 

 

 

 

 

3.2  STATEWIDE  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  IM P R O V E M E N T  P R O G R A M  (STIP)  
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TABLE 3-1: PLANNED AND PROGRAMMED PROJECTS 

Project         
ID 

Type Location Total Project Cost Program 

FIGURE 3-1: FY 2013-2016 STIP AND LONG RANG PROJECTS 
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3.3  J O I N T  C I T Y -C O U N T Y  CO M P R E H E N S I V E  P L A N  2005-2025 

TABLE 3-2: SUMMARY OF THE JOINT CITY-COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

Key Data/Trends Description 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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Key Data/Trends Description 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.4  GDOT  ST A T E W I D E  F R E I G H T  A N D  LO G I S T I C S  P L A N  

3 .5  GDOT  ST A T E W I D E  B I C Y C L E  A N D  P E D E S T R I A N  P L A N  

 

 

 

 

 

 
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3.6  N O R T H E A S T  G E O R G I A  RE G I O N A L  B I K E  A N D  P E D E S T R I A N  PL A N  

 

 

 
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FIGURE 3-2: NEGRC REGIONAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN 

Source:  NEGRC – Northeast Georgia Plan for Bicycling and Walking, 2010. 
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3.7  TR A N S I T  D E V E L O P M E N T  PL A N  F O R  OG L E T H O R P E  C O U N T Y  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

 

 

 

3.8  N O R T H E Ast  Georgia  RHST Study  

 

 

 

 

 
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3.9  O G L E T H O R P E  CO U N T Y  PA R K S  A N D  RE C R E A T I O N  PL A N  

 

 

 

 

 

3.10  M A D I S O N  AT H E N S -CL A R K E  O C O N E E  RE G I O N A L  TR A N S P O R T A T I O N  

ST U D Y  

TABLE 3-3: MACORTS PROJECTS TERMINATING AT OGLETHORPE COUNTY LINE (UNFUNED) 

MACORTS 
Project ID 

Project Name Project Description 
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4   TR A N S P O R T A T I O N  NE T W O R K  A N D  

OP E R A T I N G  C O N D I T I O N S  

4.1  RO A D W A Y  CH A R A C T E R I S T I C S  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.dot.ga.gov/doingbusiness/PoliciesManuals/roads/Pages/OtherResources.aspx
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 

TABLE 4-1: ROADWAY FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATIONS 

Classification Lane Mileage 
% of Total 
Lane Miles 

Principal Arterials  37 3% 

Minor Arterials 68 6% 

Major Collector 181 16% 

Minor Collector 142 13% 

Local 687 62% 

Total  1,115 100% 

                                           Source: GDOT Office of Transportation Data-Mileage by Route Type and Road System 

TABLE 4-2: MILEAGE AND VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED 

Geographic 
Area 

State Roads County Roads Local Roads Total 

Miles VMT Miles VMT Miles VMT Miles VMT 

Oglethorpe 
County 

77 171 456 207 25 16 558 394 

Georgia 17,985 180,752 97,296 77,035 21,492 48,269 118,773 306,056 

Source: GDOT Office of Transportation Data-Mileage by Route Type and Road System 
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FIGURE 4-1: FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION  
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FIGURE 4-2: TOTAL NUMBER OF LANES 

 

 

 
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FIGURE 4-3: ROADWAY SHOULDER TYPE AND WIDTH 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

 

TABLE 4-3: MILEAGE AND PAVED ROAD PERCENTAGE 

Classification Total Lane Mileage Paved Lane Mileage % Paved 

Principal Arterials  37 37 100% 

Minor Arterials 68 68 100% 

Major Collector 181 163 90% 

Minor Collector 142 124 87% 

Local 687 194 56% 

Total 1,115 586 53% 

4.2  E X I S T I N G  A N D  F U T U R E  RO A D W A Y  OP E R A T I N G  C O N D I T I O N S  
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TABLE 4-4: LEVEL OF SERVICE DESCRIPTION AND DEPICTION 

Level of Service Description Level of Service Depiction 

LOS A – Drivers perceive little or no delay and easily 
progress along a corridor. 

 

LOS B – Drivers experience some delay but generally 
driving conditions are favorable. 

 

LOS C – Travel speeds are slightly lower than the 
posted speed with noticeable delay in intersection 
areas. 

 

LOS D – Travel speeds are well below the posted speed 
with few opportunities to pass and considerable 

intersection delay. 

 

LOS E – The facility is operating at capacity and there 
are virtually no useable gaps in the traffic. 

 

LOS F – More traffic desires to use a particular facility 
than it is designed to handle resulting in extreme 

delays. 
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 

 

 

 

TABLE 4-5: EXISTING (2010) DEFICIENT SEGMENTS 

Road Location 
Two-Way Daily 

Volume  
V/C LOS 

Distance  

(miles) 

SR 10/U.S. 
78 

between Whit Davis Road and 
Smokey Road 

8,630 - 10,500 0.58 – 0.70 E 8.2 

SR 10/U.S. 
78 

between SR 22 and SR 77 
5,830 0.42 – 0.46 D 0.9 

FIGURE 4-4: EXISTING (2010) LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) 
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TABLE 4-6: FUTURE (2040) DEFICIENT SEGMENTS 

Road Location Volume  V/C LOS 
Distance  

(miles) 

SR 10/U.S. 78 
Between Elberton Road and 

Double Bridges Road 
4,070 – 6,450 0.37 – 0.86 E 13.2 

SR 10/U.S. 78 
Between Crawfordville Road 

and Elberton Road 
2,690 – 2,740 0.37 - 0.38 D 2.3 

Arnoldsville Road 
Between SR 10/U.S. 78 and W 

Beaverdam Road 
1,020 – 3,150  0.32 – 0.99 D 10.7 

W Beaverdam 
Road 

Between Robert Hardeman 
Road and Arnoldsville Road 

1,110 – 1,120 0.33 – 0.37 D 2.7 

Hargrove Lake 
Road 

Between Arnoldsville Road 
and Beaverdam Road 

1,400 – 1,700 0.44 – 0.53 D 4.6 

Beaverdam Road 
Between Hargrove Lake Road 

and Smithonia Road 
1,070 – 1,480 0.36 – 0.49 D 7.1 

Smithonia Road 
Between Monticello Ct and 

Beaverdam Road 
1,250 – 2,130 0.39 – 0.59 D 5.1 

Crawford 
Smithonia Road 

Between Beaverdam Road 
and Collier Church Road 

1,290 – 1,350 0.43 – 0.45 D 1.5 

Collier Church 
Road 

Between Crawford Smithonia 
Road and Howard Bridge 

Road 
1,140 – 1,170 0.36 – 0.39 D 3.9 

Smithonia Road 
Between Beaverdam Creek 

and Crawford Smithonia Road 
1,520 – 1,550 0.51 – 0.52 D 2.3 
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FIGURE 4-5: FUTURE (2040) LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) 

4.3  C R A S H  AN A L Y S I S  

TABLE 4-7: CRASH INTERSECTION LOCATIONS, 2007-2011 

Intersection 
Number of 

Crashes 
Fatal    

Crashes 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Buddy Faust Road 14 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at SR 22/Comer Road 12 0 
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Intersection 
Number of 

Crashes 
Fatal    

Crashes 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at North Street 12 0 

Yancey Road at Arnoldsville Road 12 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at N Woodlawn Road 11 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Broad Street 9 0 

U.S. 78/Atlanta Street at SR 77 8 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Smokey Road 8 0 

Main Street at Wolfskin Road 7 0 

Sandy Cross Road at Lexington Carlton Road 6 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Bunker Hill Road 6 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Oglethorpe Drive 6 0 

SR 22/Comer Road at Collier Church Road 6 2 

SR 22/Comer Road at Lexington Carlton Road 5 0 

SR 22/Comer Road at Sandy Cross Road 5 1 

Hargrove Lake Road at Arnoldsville Road 5 0 

Arnoldsville Road at W Beaverdam Road 4 0 

U.S. 78/Atlanta Street at Church Street 4 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at Yancey Road 4 0 

SR 77/Elberton Road at Sandy Cross Road 3 0 

U.S. 78/Athens Road at WH Crawford Road 3 0 

Devils Pond Road at Crawford Smithonia Road 3 0 

Watkins Farm Road at Sandy Cross Road 3 0 

GW Bray Road at Arnoldsville Road 3 0 

            
(                            )             

(    )  (       )  (            )  (        )⁄
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 

 

 
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FIGURE 4-6: CRASH INTERSECTION LOCATIONS AND ROAD SEGMENT 

4.4  B R I D G E S  
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TABLE 4-9: BRIDGE INVENTORY 

Road Water Feature Sufficiency Rating 

Vesta Palmetto Road Macks Creek 100 

Young Road Buffalo Creek 100 

Vesta Palmetto Road Little Macks Creek 100 

Double Bridges Road Moss Creek 100 

Philomath-Woodville Road Syls Fork Creek 100 

Hutchins-Wolfskin Road Barrow Creek 100 

Melton Road Sulfur Spring Branch 100 

Old Stephens Road Brooks Creek 100 

Penny Harris Road Grove Creek 100 

SR 77 Indian Creek 99.7 

SR 77 Little Indian Creek 99.7 

Hargrove Lake Road Mill Creek 99.5 

SR 77 Goosepond Creek 99.5 

SR 22 Brooks Creek 98.6 

SR 22 Long Creek Overflow 98.6 

SR 22 Long Creek 98.3 

Gene Smith Road Millstone Creek 96.5 

SR 22 South Fork Broad River 95.2 

McWhorter Road Raiden Creek 92.5 

Bull Bray Road Barrow Creek Tributary 92.5 

McWhorter Road North Fork Little River 92.5 

Hargrove Lake Road Hawks Creek 92 

SR 22 Buffalo Creek 91.6 

Smithsonia Road Sulphur Spring Br Tributary 91.6 

Sandy Cross Road Grove Creek 88.9 

U.S. 78/ SR 10 Long Creek 86.6 

Centerville Road Buffalo Creek 85.6 

SR 22 Big Clouds Creek 83.6 

U.S. 78/ SR 10 Buffalo Creek 83.5 

Centerville Road Long Creek 82.7 

U.S. 78/ SR 10 Dry Fork Creek 82.6 

SR 22 Grove Creek 82.6 

Pennfield Wirebridge Road Sandy Creek 81.5 
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Centerville Road Indian Creek 81.5 

Lem Edwards Road Sulfur Spring Branch 81.4 

Hargrove Lake Road Big Cloud Creek Tributary 80.9 

U.S. 78/ SR 10 Moss Creek 79.4 

Centerville Smithonia Big Clouds Creek 77.2 

Saxton-Mattox Road Goosepond Creek 76 

Wilson Road Big Creek 74.3 

SR 77 Broad River 73.6 

Crawford-Smithonia Hawks Creek 65.4 

Arnold Caldwell Road Long Creek 63.5 

Godfrey Road Big Creek 62.4 

Crawford-Smithonia Road Big Clouds Creek 54.8 

Levington-Garlston Road South Fork Broad River 50.6 

Smithonia Road Beaverdam Creek 49.8 

Duck Pond Road Dry Fork Creek 25.6 

Saxton-Mattox Road Long Creek 13 

Watson Mill Road South Fork Broad River 4 

 

 

 

 
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FIGURE 4-7: BRIDGE SUFFICIENCY RATING 
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FIGURE 4-8: FORD LOCATIONS 

4.5  P U B L I C  TR A N S P O R T A T I O N  
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4.6  F R E I G H T  TR A N S P O R T  
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FIGURE 4-9: INBOUND TRUCK TONS IN GEORGIA, 2007 AND 2050 

 
                Source: Georgia Statewide Freight and Logistics Plan, 2011 

FIGURE 4-10: OUTBOUND TRUCK IN TONS, 2007 AND 2050 

               Source: Georgia Statewide Freight and Logistics Plan, 2011 
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4.7  RA I L  
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FIGURE 4-11: INACTIVE RAIL IN OGLETHORPE COUNTY 

4.8  B I C Y C L E  A N D  P E D E S T R I A N  F A C I L I T I E S  
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 

 

 

 

FIGURE 4-12: BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN RELATED CRASHES 

 
Source: GDOT Crash Database 
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TABLE 4-10: BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN RELATED CRASHES, 2007 - 2011 

Map ID Year Crash Location Crash Severity Type 

1 2007 Old Martin Road at Wolfskin Road Non-Fatal Injury Crash Pedestrian 

2 2007 
Smithonia Road between Pittard Road 

and Howington Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Bicycle 

3 2009 
Smokey Road between Smokey Trail 

and Old Mill Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Bicycle 

4 2009 
North Board Street at U.S. 78/Athens 

Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Pedestrian 

5 2010 
Elberton Road between Loyd Smith 

Road and Tiller Bridges Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Bicycle 

6 2010 
Comer Road close to Gholston Church 

Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Bicycle 

7 2010 
U.S. 78/Athens Road between Amber 

Lane and Heather Lane 
Fatal Crash Pedestrian 

8 2011 
Centerville Road between Wesley 

Chapel Road and Arnold Caldwell Road 
Non-Fatal Injury Crash Bicycle 

Source: GDOT Crash Database 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 Georgia Department of Transportation | Page 4-25 

 

TABLE 4-11: NEGRC REGIONAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS  

Location Corridor Name 
Recommended         

Facility Type 
Length (miles) 

Oglethorpe County SR 22 Paved Shoulder 12.80 

Crawford-Lexington U.S. 78 Bike Lane 4.31 

Madison-Elbert-Oglethorpe Broad River Greenway 27.23 

Clarke-Oglethorpe-Greene Firefly Trail Rail-Trail 39.31 

Clarke-Oconee-Oglethorpe-Greene Oconee River Greenway 22.46 

Source: NEGRC – Northeast Georgia Plan for Bicycling and Walking, 2010. 
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5 P U B L I C  A N D  S T A K E H O L D E R  

IN V O L V E M E N T  

5.1  ST U D Y  A D V I S O R Y  C O M M I T T E E  

TABLE 5-1: STUDY ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Name Title Organization/Agency 

Billy Pittard Commissioner Oglethorpe County 

Josh Hawkins Director of Planning and Zoning Oglethorpe County 

Renee Gardner 
Director of Senior Citizens 
Center 

Oglethorpe County 

Jim Dove Executive Director 
Northeast Georgia Regional 
Commission 

Jimmy Coile Mayor City of Crawford 

Bill Winkle Mayor City of Maxeys 

David Montgomery Mayor City of Lexington 

Larry McFalls Mayor City of Arnoldsville 

Randy Yeargin Chairman Board of Education 

Phillip Todd Director School Transportation 

Cary Fordyce President Chamber of Commerce 

Doy Johnson General Manager 
Elberton Granite Association 
(Major Employer) 
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Name Title Organization/Agency 

Bobby Miller General Manager 
Greater Georgia Printers (Major 
Employer) 

Todd Boyd General Manager J&J Chemical (Major Employer) 

Melanee McGee Director Oglethorpe Children's Academy 

Tracy Graham General Manager Georgia Forestry Commission 

Danny Sanders General Manager 
Oglethorpe Feed and Farm 
Supply 

Wendy Ryan Director Emergency Medical Services 

Douglas Spencer President Fire Association 

Stephen Hooper Director 
Emergency Management 
Agency 

Sherry McDuffie Transportation Planner Athens-Clarke County 

Vonda Everett 
Planning & Programming 
Engineer 

GDOT, District 2 Office 

Mike Smith Sheriff Oglethorpe County 

Chris Wright Patrol Officer Georgia State Patrol 

TABLE 5-2: STUDY ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Purpose Location Date / Time 

Meeting #1 Historic Crawford Depot April 16, 2013 / 2:00 PM 

Meeting #2 Historic Crawford Depot October 15, 2013 / 10:30 AM 

Meeting #3 Historic Crawford Depot February 18, 2014 / 10:30 AM 
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5.2  P U B L I C  SU R V E Y S  

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.dot.ga.gov/oglethorpestudy
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5.3  P U B L I C  A N D  ST A K E H O L D E R  I N P U T  

TABLE 5-3: PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Transportation and Growth 

 Need recommendations on the best way to preserve the existing transportation network; need to 
focus on growth areas and preservation of rural areas. 

 Desire for concentrating growth in dense areas and maintaining rural areas.  

 Project priorities should be prepared and evaluated, so the project with highest priorities can be ready 
for implementation as funding becomes available.  

 Consider schools and emergency service areas as growth hubs. 

Transportation Improvement Priorities 

The following lists the transportation improvement priorities identified and their associated percent of 
respondents who agreed:   

 

 Improve roadway safety (51%). 

 Add or coordinate traffic signals, turn lanes, and other features to improve traffic flow (44%). 

 Provide transportation services for the elderly, disabled, and/or the general public (39%). 

 Enhance the operations and maintenance of the current transportation system (27%). 

 Relieve traffic congestion (24%). 

 Enhance bicycle and pedestrian amenities (20%). 

 Address truck travel (14%). 

 Improve connectivity (14%). 

Roadway Operations and Safety 

 

 Widening of U.S. 78 was the #1 project in the Transportation Investment Act of 2010 (TIA) list for the 
County connecting Lexington/Crawford west to Athens. 

 Need for widening/passing lanes near Crawford coming to and from Athens. 

 Need to review speed limits in town; the speed limit drops dramatically in small intervals and it will be 
beneficial to have better signage and advance warning; consider extending reduced speed limit signs 
further out. 

 Congestion due to slow moving traffic and large trucks is a constant commute problem.   

Intersection Operations and Safety 

 

 Need operational improvements at the SR 22 (Comer Road) / U.S. 78 intersection; there is a safety 
concern and it is difficult to enter highway. 

 Need operational improvements at other U.S. 78 intersections: Buddy Faust Road; Bunker Hill Road; 
Hutchins Road; Wolfskin Road; and Cherokee Corner. 

 Need operational improvements at SR 22 and Buddy Faust Road. 

 The intersection at Arnoldsville Road and Yancey Road should be squared off. 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian 

 

 Support was expressed for bicycle and pedestrian options in growth areas, such as in the Crawford 
civic areas and around schools and parks (Bryan Park, specifically). 

 Preserve accessibility to schools and businesses in Lexington and Crawford. 

 Sidewalks, crosswalks, and pedestrian lights are needed in concentrated population areas.  

 Concern was expressed that the Firefly Trail is inconsistent with the community’s desires and local 
culture; the Trail’s proximity to private property was also expressed as a concern.  

 Recreational bicyclers create dangerous travel conditions, particularly when they occupy a full travel 
lane; need to improve the safety for the common areas for recreational riders along Wolfskin Road, 
Hargrove Lake Road, Winterville Road and Sandy Cross Road. 

Public Transportation 

 

 There is an increase in the senior population; consider public transportation options for seniors and 
students; seniors may require relocation closer to Athens if there are no mobility options as they age 
and cannot drive (consider centrally located hub).  

 A park and ride facility in Oglethorpe County would be nice to provide service from Crawford to 
Athens. 
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 6 G O A L S  A N D  OB J E C T I V E S  

6.1  N A T I O N A L  G O A L S  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6.2  ST A T E  G O A L S  

 
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 

 

 

6.3  L O C A L  GO A L S  

6 .4  G O A L S  A N D  O B J E C T I V E S  O F  TH I S  PL A N  
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 7  IM P R O V E M E N T  NE E D S  

7.1  RO A D W A Y  NE E D S  

 

 

 

 

 

o 

 
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o 

 

 

 

 

 
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o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
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FIGURE 7-1: RECOMMENDED ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 

7.2  I N T E R S E C T I O N  I M P R O V E M E N T S  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

 

 

 

 

 

FIGURE 7-2: RECOMMENDED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 

7.3  B R I D G E  N E E D S   

 

 

 

 
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 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FIGURE 7-3: RECOMMENDED BRIDGES FOR IMPROVEMENTS 
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7.4  B I C Y C L E  A N D  P E D E S T R I A N  N E E D S  A N D  RE C O M M E N D A T I O N S  

FIGURE 7-4: NEGRC REGIONAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN 

Source:  NEGRC – Northeast Georgia Plan for Bicycling and Walking, 2010. 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

 

o 

o 

o 

 

o 

 

o 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

o 

o 

 

o 

o 

o 

o 

7.5  TR A N S I T  N E E D S  A N D  P O T E N T I A L  RE C O M M E N D A T I O N S  

http://www.walkinginfo.org/pedsafe/
http://www.walkinginfo.org/library/details.cfm?id=229
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TABLE 7-1: OGLETHORPE COUNTY POPULATION 2010 AND PROJECTIONS FOR 2020 

Demographics 

2010 2020 
Percentage Change 

(2010 to 2020) 
Count % Count % 

Total Population 14,899 100% 16,708 100% 12% 

Persons age 0 to 4 
years 

877 6% 790 5% -9% 

Persons age 5 to 
17 years 

2,678 18% 3,062 18% 14% 

Persons age 18 to 
64 years 

9,230 62% 9,767 58.5% 6% 

Persons age 65 
and Over 

2,114 14% 3,089 18.5% 46% 

Source:  U.S. Census and Governor's Office of Planning and Budget, 2012 Series 
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 

 

http://www.gacommuteoptions.com/
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7.6  F R E I G H T  A N D  RA I L   

 

 

o 

o 
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o 

o 

o 

 
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 8 P R O J E C T  P R I O R I T I Z A T I O N  

8.1  E S T I M A T E D  CO S T S  
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8.2  P R O J E C T  P R I O R I T I Z A T I O N  O V E R V I E W  

8 .3  RO A D W A Y  C A P A C I T Y  A N D  O P E R A T I O N  P R O J E C T  P R I O R I T I Z A T I O N  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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TABLE 8-1: ROADWAY PROJECT QUALITATIVE PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Roadway Project Qualitative Prioritization Criteria Possible Points 

System Preservation 

Does the project build on or maximize the use of existing transportation 

infrastructure? 

No 

Yes 

0 

10 

Corridor Type 

What is the corridor type and in what level it provides regional connectivity 

and system reliability?  

Local 

State Route 

U.S. Route 

0 

5 

10 

Connectivity 

Does the proposed project improve access between activity centers or link 

existing or proposed projects or provide regional connectivity? 

No 

Yes 

0 

5 

Protection of Downtown 

Does the proposed project enhance the roadway safety and operations in 

downtown areas? 

No 

Yes 

0 

5 

Project Readiness Level 

Which proposed phase or mile stone is the project in? Does the project 

acquire additional right-of-way (ROW)? Is the project relatively low cost and 

easy to implement? 

Low 

Moderate 

High 

0 

5 

10 

Support of Comprehensive Planning Efforts 

Does the proposed project preserve/ enhance the character of existing 

communities and stimulate economic growth in the County? 

No 

Yes 

0 

5 

Transportation Land Use Linkage 

Has the proposed project coordinated with, or support, land use decisions in 

the area? 

No 

Yes 

0 

5 

TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS 50 
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 

- 

 

- 

 

- 

TABLE 8-2: ROADWAY PROJECT QUANTITATIVE PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Roadway Prioritization Criteria Possible Points 

Volume to Capacity Ratio 

0.00 - 0.249 

0.250 - 0.399 

0.400 - 0.499 

0.500 - 0.599 

0.600 - 0.699 

0.700 - 0.799 

0.800 - 0.899 

0.900 - 0.999 

> 1 
 

 

4 

8 

12 

16 

20 

24 

28 

32 

36 
 

Ratio of Corridor Crash Rate to Statewide Crash Rate 

0.01 - 0.49 

0.50 - 0.99 

1.00 - 1.49 

1.5 - 1.99 

> 2 

 

1 

2 

4 

6 

8 

Number of Fatalities 

1 

2 or more 
2 

6 

TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS 50 
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TABLE 8-3: ROADWAY CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION SCORES 
ID
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TABLE 8-4: ROADWAY OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION SCORES 
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U.S. 78 

– Passing Lane 
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O-2 

SR 77/S Main 

Street - 

Shoulder 

upgrade 

10 5 5 5 10 0 5 40 4 1 0 5 45 

O-3 

SR 77/Union 

Point Street - 

Shoulder 

upgrade 

10 10 5 5 10 0 5 45 4 1 0 5 50 

O-4 

U.S. 78 – 

Access 

Management 

10 10 5 5 5 5 5 45 24 6 2 32 77 

O-5 
SR 22 – Access 

Management 
10 5 5 5 5 5 5 40 8 6 6 20 60 

O-6 
SR 77 – Access 

Management 
10 5 5 5 5 5 5 40 4 2 2 8 48 
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8.4  I N T E R S E C T I O N  P R I O R I T I Z A T I O N  

 

 

 

 

TABLE 8-5: INTERSECTION PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Intersection Prioritization Criteria Possible Points 

Crashes 

How many crashes occurred at the intersection between 2007 and 2011? 

> 8 = 20 

5 - 8 = 12 

<5 = 6 

Fatality 

Did a fatality occur at the intersection?  
Yes = 20 

No = 0 

AADT 

What is the Average AADT at the intersection? 

> 5,000 = 30 

5,000 - 3,000 = 24 

3,000 - 1,000 = 15 

< 1,000 = 0 

Currently Identified Improvement 

Is the intersection currently identified by GDOT/County? 
Yes = 30 

No = 0 

Total Possible Points 100 
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TABLE 8-6: INTERSECTION PRIORITIZATION 

ID Location Rank 
Total 

Crashes 
(07-11) 

Fatality 
Crashes 

2010 AADT 
GDOT/County 

Identified 
Total Score 

I-1 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at SR 
22/Comer Rd 

1 12 0 8,790 Yes 80 

I-13 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at Buddy 
Faust Rd 

1 14 0 8790 Yes 80 

I-14 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at Broad 
St 

1 9 0 8,740 Yes 80 

I-10 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at Bunker 
Hill Rd 

4 6 0 8,740 Yes 72 

I-9 Yancey Rd at Arnoldsville Rd 5 12 0 1,910 Yes 65 

I-25 
Hargrove Lake Rd at 
Arnoldsville Rd 

6 5 0 3,590 Yes 60 

I-23 SR 22 at Buddy Faust Rd 7 2 0 1,360 Yes 51 

I-24 
Hargrove Lake Rd at 
Crawford Smithonia Rd 

7 2 0 1,530 Yes 51 

I-26 
Beaverdam Rd at Smithonia 
Rd 

7 2 0 2,210 Yes 51 

I-3 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at 
Smokey Rd 

10 8 0 9,080 No 50 

I-5 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at North 
St 

10 12 0 8,740 No 50 

I-6 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at N 
Woodlawn Dr 

10 11 0 8,740 No 50 

I-28 
SR 22/ Comer Rd at Collier 
Church Rd 

13 6 2 1,800 No 47 

I-2 U.S. 78/Atlanta St at SR 77 14 8 0 4,580 No 44 

I-4 Main St at Wolfskin Rd 15 7 0 9,080 No 42 

I-8 
Sandy Cross Rd at Lexington 
Carlton Rd 

15 6 0 890 Yes 42 

I-12 
U.S. 78/Athens Rd at 
Oglethorpe Dr 

15 6 0 8,790 No 42 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

 

8.5  B R I D G E  A N D  F O R D  P R I O R I T I Z A T I O N  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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TABLE 8-7: FORD IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Ford Improvement Prioritization Criteria Possible Points 

Roadway Functional Classification 

 What is functional classification of the roadway at which the ford 

locates? 

Local Road 

Rural Minor Collector 

5 

10 

Connectivity 

Does the roadway at which the ford locates connect state routes or 

minor connectors? 

Local Road 

Rural Minor Collector 

State Route 

0 

10 

20 

Projected Residential Growth Area 

Is the roadway which the ford locates within the projected residential 

growth area? 

No 

Yes 

0 

10 

Projected Commercial/Employment Growth Area 

Is the roadway which the ford locates within the projected 

commercial/employment growth area? 

No 

Yes 

0 

10 

County input and priority 

Is the ford currently identified by County as a priority? 

Low 

Moderate 

High 

0 

15 

50 

Total Possible Points                                          100 
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TABLE 8-8: FORD IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION 

ID Location Rank 
Roadway 

Functional 
Classification 

Connect To 

Within 
Projected 

Residential 
Growth Area 

Within 
Commercial/ 

Projected 
Employment 
Growth Area 

County 
Priority 

Total 
Score 

F-1 
Faust Farm 

Road 
2 Local Road 

SR 77/Union 
Point Road 

Y N High 85 

F-2 
Bear Mill 

Road 
6 Local Road 

SR 77/Union 
Point Road 

N Y Moderate 50 

F-3 
Arnolds Mill 

Road 
12 Local Road Local Roads N N Low 5 

F-4 Glenn Road 9 Local Road Local Roads N N Moderate 20 

F-5 
Arnold 

Caldwell 
Road 

10 Local Road 

Centerville 
Road (Rural 

Minor 
Collector) 

N N Low 15 

F-6 Smith Road 5 Local Road Local Roads N N High 55 

F-7 
New Hope 

Vesta Road 
7 

Rural Minor 
Collector 

SR 
77/Elberton 

Road 
N N Moderate 45 

F-8 
Buffalo Mill 

Road 
4 

Local 
Road 

Stevens 
Grove Church 

Road 
N N High 59 

F-9 
Allgood 

Road 
10 

Local 
Road 

Veribest Road N N Low 9 

F-10 
Thaxton 

Road 
3 

Local 
Road 

SR 
22/Crawfordv

ille Road 
N N High 75 

F-11 Cook Road 8 
Local 
Road 

Veribest Road N N Moderate 24 

 F-12 
N Upson 
Street 

1 
Local 
Road 

SR 22/Comer 
Road and U.S. 

78/Athens 
Road 

Y N High 85 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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8.6  B I C Y C L E  A N D  P E D E S T R I A N  P R O J E C T  PR I O R I T I Z A T I O N  

TABLE 8-9: BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA 

Project Prioritization Criteria Possible Points 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Deficiency Factors 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Crashes 

Have there been bicycle or pedestrian crashes at this 

location along this corridor, how many, and what 

severity? 

3 
No more than one crash along this corridor (but 

not the project location) in past 3 years 

6 
No more than one crash at the project location 

within last 3 years 

9 
2 or more crashes on the corridor, but not at 

the project location in the past 3 years 

13 
2 or more crashes at the project location in the 

past 3 years 

15 

1 or more injuries or fatalities at the project 

location or along the corridor in the past 3 

years 

Existing Facilities 

Is this project replacing an existing facility or do none 

currently exist? 

 

3 If purely a cosmetic upgrade of existing facility 

6 Existing bike/ped facilities but in poor condition 

9 
Existing bike/ped facilities but many gaps or 

discontinuous 

12 No facilities currently on one side of road 

15 
No facilities currently exist on either side of the 

road, or no street crossing facilities 

Traffic Factors 

Does the project location have high motor vehicle 

speeds, high traffic volumes, multiple lanes to cross, 

or complicated intersections? Some roads due to 

their traffic and design characteristics are more 

difficult to cross and less attractive, and sometimes 

less safe, to walk or bike along. These roads often 

warrant improvements more so than quiet residential 

streets that are already bike and pedestrian friendly. 

3 
Project location is on a quiet, 2-lane residential 

street with low speeds and low traffic volumes 

9 

Project location is on a street with moderate 

traffic volumes and speeds, no more than 3 

lanes 

of traffic (not including on-street parking) 

15 

Project location is on a major street with high 

speeds, high traffic volumes, multiple traffic 

lanes, wide intersections, and few crossing 

locations 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Potential Factors 

Need 

Is there evidence of existing demand (bike/pedestrian 

counts, worn paths along roadside), current or 

3-15 

On a scale of 1-to-5, with 1 being the least 

demand and 5 being the highest demand for 

bicycle and pedestrian facilities 
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forecasted population densities that rely more 

heavily on walking and biking (i.e. young, elderly, low-

income populations), or existing or future land uses 

that support biking and walking. 

Bike/Ped Priority Area 

Is the project within a bicycle or pedestrian priority 

area, i.e. for bicycles, within 1 mile radius of schools, 

parks, libraries or community facilities (such as senior 

center, YMCA, community health clinic, etc.); for 

pedestrians, within 1/2 mile radius of schools, parks, 

libraries or community facilities (such as senior 

center, YMCA, community health clinic, etc.). 

0, 9, or 

15 

0 = No 

9 = Partially 

15 = Yes 

Connectivity 

Does the proposed project provide a direct 

connection to: 

 Major employment or activity centers 
 Downtown Commercial Business Districts 
 Existing or proposed transportation projects or 

major real estate developments 
 Other modes of transportation (such as public 

transit or a shared path access point) 
 Does the project close a gap in a sidewalk or bike 

facility? 

0 - 15 

0 = No connectivity 

On a scale of 1-to-15, with 1 providing very 

little connectivity and 15 providing the 

greatest connectivity to multiple 

destinations 

Previously Identified Improvement 

Was the proposed project previously identified in a 

community plan (STIP, CRC Bike/Ped Plan, 

Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Plan, Recreation Plan, 

etc.)? 

0 or 10 
0 = No 

10 = Yes 

TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS 100 
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TABLE 8-10: BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIZATION  

ID Location 
Type of 

Improvement 

P
ro

je
c
t 

L
e

n
g

th
 (

in
 m

il
e

s)
 

C
ra

sh
e

s 
(3

-1
5

) 

E
x
is

ti
n

g
 F

a
c
il
it

ie
s 

(3
, 9

 o
r 

15
) 

T
ra

ff
ic

 F
a

c
to

rs
 (

3
, 9

 o
r 

15
) 

N
e

e
d

 (
3

-1
5

) 

P
ri

o
ri

ty
 A

re
a

 (
0

, 9
, 
o

r 
15

) 

C
o

n
n

e
c
ti

v
it

y
 (

0
 –

 1
5

) 

P
re

v
io

u
sl

y
 I

d
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 (

0
 o

r 
10

) 

S
c
o

re
 (

P
o

ss
ib

le
 p

ts
 =

 1
0

0
) 

P-1 
U.S. 78 in Crawford From 

Oglethorpe Builders Supply 
to East Elbert 

Sidewalks on 
both sides 

0.5 6 15 15 12 15 15 0 78 

P-2 
North Street in Crawford 
from US 78 to Bryan Park 

Sidewalks on east 
side 

0.5 6 15 9 12 15 15 0 72 

P-3 
US 78/North Street 

Intersection in Crawford 
Pedestrian 

Signals 
N/A 6 15 15 15 15 15 0 81 

P-4 
Pedestrian Crosswalk at 

Depot in Crawford 
Restripe N/A 3 6 15 15 15 15 3 79 

P-5 
U.S. 78 in Lexington from 

Library to Fred's 
Sidewalk on 
north side 

0.6 3 15 15 15 15 15 0 78 

B-1 SR 22 in Oglethorpe Co. Paved Shoulder 12.8 6 15 9 9 9 3 3 61 

B-2 
US 78 from Crawford to 

Lexington 
Bike Lane 4.3 6 15 15 12 15 15 3 88 

B-3 

Broad River Madison-Elbert-
Oglethorpe from Clarke 

County Line to Elbert 
County Line 

Greenway 27.2 3 15 3 3 0 3 3 37 

B-4 

Clarke-Oglethorpe-Greene 
Firefly Trail from Clarke 
County Line to Greene 

County Line 

Rail-Trail 39.3 3 15 3 3 9 6 3 49 

B-5 

Oconee River Clarke-
Oconee-Oglethorpe-Greene 
from Clarke County Line to 

Greene County Line 

Greenway 22.5 3 15 3 3 0 3 3 37 

 

 

 

 

 



 Georgia Department of Transportation | Page 8-16 

8.7  SU M M A R Y  O F  RE C O M M E N D E D  IM P R O V E M E N T S  



Oglethorpe County Multi-Modal Transportation Plan Table 8-11:  Prioritized Recommended Improvements

FromFromFromFrom ToToToTo

C-1 (PI # 132660-) U.S. 78 CR26 / Smokey Road CR166 / Whit Davis Road
2-lane highway with one passing 
lane in some segments 4-lane highway 3.47 miles GDOT/Analysis Roadway Widening Capacity Deficiency  $             34,203,100 71

C-2 (PI # 231910-) U.S. 78 Smokey Road East of Oneal Rd None Bypass

7.4 miles Southern Bypass aligment. 
Northern alignment (4.2 mile) warrants 
further study. GDOT/Analysis New Bypass

Capacity Deficiency & 
Protection of Downtown  $            44,342,000 50

Sub-Total  $           78,545,100  $           78,545,100  $           78,545,100  $           78,545,100 

O-4 U.S. 78 County Boundary County Boundary
2-lane undived rural principal 
arterial Maintain access management standards 18.5 miles Analysis

Operational 
Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 370,000 77

O-5 SR 22 County Boundary County Boundary 2-lane rural major collector Maintain access management standards 25.7 miles Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                  514,000 60

O-1 (PI # 222460-)* U.S. 78 
East of Stevens Grove Church 
Road

East of Beaver Dam Road 
(Wilkes County)

2-lane undivided rural principal 
arterial Passing lane pair 12.6 miles GDOT/Analysis

Operational 
Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $               9,189,400 50

O-3 SR 77/Union Point Street West of Boggs Street
U.S. 78/Atlanta Street in 
Lexington

2-lane rural minor arterial with 1' 
paved shoulder Upgrade shoulders 0.2 miles Analysis

Operational 
Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                    27,000 50

O-6 SR 77 County Boundary County Boundary 2-lane rural minor arterial Maintain access management standards 32.7 miles Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 654,000 48

O-2 SR 77/S Main Street South of Hill Street
South of Church Street in 
Maxeys

2-lane rural minor arterial without 
identifiable shoulder Upgrade shoulders 0.3 miles Analysis

Operational 
Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                   45,000 45

Sub-Total  $           10,799,400  $           10,799,400  $           10,799,400  $           10,799,400 

I-1 U.S. 78 / Athens Road At SR 22 / Comer Road One-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 12 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 80

I-13 U.S. 78 / Athens Road At Buddy Faust Road One-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 14 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 80

I-14 U.S. 78 / Athens Road At Broad Street Two-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 9 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 80

I-10 U.S. 78 / Athens Road At Bunker Hill Road Two-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 6 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 72

I-9 Yancey Road At Arnoldsville Road Two-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 12 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 65

I-23 SR 22 / Comer Road At Buddy Faust Road One-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 2 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 51

I-24 Hargrove Lake Road At Crawford Smithonia Road One-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 2 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 51

I-5 U.S. 78 / Athens Road At North Street Signalized Further study (Potential improvements identified) 11 crashes (07-11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 50

I-28 SR 22 / Comer Road At Collier Church Road Two-way stop controlled Further study (Potential improvements identified) 11) Comments/Analysis Improvements Operational & Safety Issues  $                 270,000 47

Sub-Total  $       2,430,000.00  $       2,430,000.00  $       2,430,000.00  $       2,430,000.00 

B-1 Waston Mill Road Over South Fork Broad River 4,480 sq ft of deck 4 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                 493,000 96

B-2 Saxton-Mattox Road Over Long Creek 645 sq ft of deck 13 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                      71,100 87

B-3 Duck Pond Road Over Dry Fork Creek 365 sq ft of deck 26 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                   40,300 74

B-4 Smithonia Road Over Beaverdam Creek 3,365 sq ft of deck 50 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                  370,300 50

B-5 Levington-Garlston Road Over South Fork Broad River 10,560 sq ft of deck 51 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                 1,161,700 49

B-6 Crawford-Smithonia Road Over Big Clouds Creek 3,000 sq ft of deck 55 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                  330,100 45

B-7 Godfrey Road Over Big Creek 4,095 sq ft of deck 62 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                 450,500 38

B-8 Arnold Caldwell Road Over Long Creek 5,360 sq ft of deck 63 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                 589,700 37

B-9 Crawford-Smithonia Over Hawks Creek 970 sq ft of deck 65 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                  106,800 35

B-10 SR 77 Over Broad River 12,606 sq ft of deck 74 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $               1,386,700 26

B-11 Wilson Road Over Big Creek 2,006 sq ft of deck 74 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                  220,700 26

B-12 Saxton-Mattox Road Over Goosepond Creek 480 sq ft of deck 76 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                    52,800 24

B-13 Road Over Big Clouds Creek 4,352 sq ft of deck 77 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                 478,800 23

B-14 U.S. 78 / SR 10 Over Moss Creek 694 sq ft of deck 79 sufficiency rating Analysis Upgrade Bridge Maintenance  $                    76,400 21

Sub-Total  $            5,828,900  $            5,828,900  $            5,828,900  $            5,828,900 

B-2 U.S. 78 Crawford Lexington No bike lanes Add bike lanes 3.2 miles Analysis Expand Bike Lanes Bike/Ped Facilities  $              3,200,000 88

P-3 U.S. 78 @ North Street No pedestrian signals Install pedestrian signals 0.0 miles Analysis Install Signals Bike/Ped Facilities  $                      7,000 81

P-4 Depot No crosswalk strip Crosswalk restriping 0.0 miles Analysis Upgrade Crossing Bike/Ped Facilities  $                       1,500 79

P-1 U.S. 78 Oglethorpe Builders Supply East Elbert No sidewalk Add sidewalks on both sides 0.5 miles Analysis Expand Sidewalks Bike/Ped Facilities  $                 520,000 78

P-5 U.S. 78 Library Fred’s in Lexington No sidewalk on the north side Add sidewalks on the north side 0.6 miles Analysis Expand Sidewalks Bike/Ped Facilities  $                   312,000 78

Sub-Total  $            4,040,500  $            4,040,500  $            4,040,500  $            4,040,500 

Total  $         101,643,900  $         101,643,900  $         101,643,900  $         101,643,900 2. Intersection costs assume a placeholder cost of $270,000 where further study is required.

3. Cost estimates are in current year dollars (uninflated dollars).

4. Cost estimates are planning-level, based on best available data and assumptions.

* Estimated cost is for the full length of the passing lane project, which includes 7.37 miles in Wilkes County.

CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS AND NEW ROADWAYS CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS AND NEW ROADWAYS CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS AND NEW ROADWAYS CAPACITY IMPROVEMENTS AND NEW ROADWAYS with Anticipated Benefits of Increased Capacity and Improved Safety

OPERATIONAL IMPORVEMENTS OPERATIONAL IMPORVEMENTS OPERATIONAL IMPORVEMENTS OPERATIONAL IMPORVEMENTS with Anticipated Benefits of Improved Capacity and Safety

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS with Anticipated Benefits of Improved Capacity and Safety

BRIDGE IMPORVEMENTS BRIDGE IMPORVEMENTS BRIDGE IMPORVEMENTS BRIDGE IMPORVEMENTS with Anticipated Benefits of Improved Safety and Operations

BIKE/PED IMPORVMENETS BIKE/PED IMPORVMENETS BIKE/PED IMPORVMENETS BIKE/PED IMPORVMENETS with Anticipated Benefits of Enhanced Multi-Modal System

1. Operational and intersection improvements recommendations are planning level and require further study for specific solutions and refined costs.

In Crawford

In Crawford

Project Ref. No.Project Ref. No.Project Ref. No.Project Ref. No. FacilityFacilityFacilityFacility

Segment LimitsSegment LimitsSegment LimitsSegment Limits

Existing ConfigurationExisting ConfigurationExisting ConfigurationExisting Configuration Improved ConfigurationImproved ConfigurationImproved ConfigurationImproved Configuration Notes/CommentsNotes/CommentsNotes/CommentsNotes/Comments SourceSourceSourceSource Improvement TypeImprovement TypeImprovement TypeImprovement Type NeedNeedNeedNeed Estimated CostEstimated CostEstimated CostEstimated Cost
Prioritization Prioritization Prioritization Prioritization 

ScoreScoreScoreScore
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 9  F U N D I N G  A N D  IM P L E M E N T A T I O N   

9.1  F U N D I N G  SO U R C E S  

 

 
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9.2  H I S T O R I C A L  F U N D I N G  L E V E L   

 

 

 

 
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TABLE 9-1: UNMATCHED LMIG FUNDS ALLOCATIONS (2011 - 2014) 

Jurisdiction 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Unincorporated 
Oglethorpe County 

$309,104 $321,186 $388,635 $425,282 

Arnoldsville $1,994 $5,619 $5,942 $6,116 

Crawford $5,040 $7,199 $8,307 $8,933 

Lexington $2,366 $2,916 $3,399 $3,586 

Maxeys $2,180 $4,798 $5,630 $6,647 

Total $320,684 $341,718 $411,913 $450,564 

                  Source: Georgia Department of Transportation 

9.3  F U T U R E  TR A N S P O R T A T I O N  F U N D I N G  NE E D S  

9 .4  E F F E C T I V E  US E  O F  TH E  P L A N  
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 10 C O N C L U S I O N  A N D  NE X T  S T E P S  
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