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1.0

INTRODUCTION
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is preparing a Tier 1 Environmental
impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground
Transportation (HSGT) Project (Project). In accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), a Tier 1 EIS addresses the proposed development of new HSGT
between Atlanta, Georgia and Chattanooga, Tennessee. High-speed ground
transportation is a mode of transportation that travels at greater speeds than traditional
rail technology. The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) defines HSGT as having the
ability to travel at a speed of greater than 110 mph. For the purposes of this Project,
HSGT is defined as having the ability to travel at speeds at or above 180 mph. The
technology is most often used to move passengers rather than freight. HSGT is a selfguided intercity passenger transportation mode that is time-competitive with air and auto
for trips of 100 to 500 miles.
SAFETEA-LU requires the identification of Lead, Cooperating, and Participating
Agencies in the development of an EIS. Under SAFETEA-LU, Lead Agencies must
perform the functions that they have traditionally performed in preparing an EIS in accord
with 23 CFR 771 and 40 CFR parts 1500-1508. FRA and FHWA are designated as the
joint lead federal agencies for the HSGT Tier 1 EIS. According to the NOI, FRA and
FHWA will jointly prepare a Tier 1 EIS in cooperation with GDOT and TDOT.
This Tier 1 EIS is intended to ensure that all reasonable corridor Build Alternatives for the
proposed action are evaluated, including a No-Build Alternative; that all substantial
transportation, social, economic, and environmental impacts are assessed; and that
public involvement and comments are solicited to assist the decision-making process.
This Tier 1 EIS evaluates potential HSGT corridors, which includes station locations, and
identifies the attributes of the HSGT technologies (Steel-Wheeled and Magnetic
Levitation {Maglev}). This Tier 1 EIS is prepared at a conceptual level of engineering and
environmental detail appropriate for this type of study. It provides the FRA, FHWA,
GDOT, and TDOT with sufficient information to determine a general corridor, general
station locations, and defines the general operating and capital requirements of an
Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT system. A decision on technology will not be included in
the Tier 1 Record of Decision.
For the purpose of this Tier 1 EIS, a broad geographic Project area has been defined
that is contained, wholly or in part, in the following counties: Hamilton County,
Tennessee; and Fulton, Cobb, Cherokee, Floyd, Bartow, Murray, Whitfield, Gordon,
Chattooga, Catoosa, Clayton, Douglas, Paulding, Polk, and Walker Counties, Georgia
(See Figure 1-1 Atlanta – Chattanooga Project Area).

1.1

Project Purpose and Need
Transportation demand and travel growth, prompted by population growth and economic
development, is outpacing existing and planned roadway capacity. Currently, the state
and interstate highway systems within the Project area are operating at or near capacity,
especially within and adjacent to the major metropolitan areas of Atlanta, Rome, Dalton,
and Chattanooga. Although capacity improvements to the state and interstate highway
systems within the Project area are underway or planned for the near future, they are
interim measures that will not sufficiently address future capacity and mobility needs of
the region.
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The purpose of the Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Project is to enhance intercity
passenger mobility and economic growth between the metropolitan areas and airports of
Atlanta, Georgia and the Chattanooga, Tennessee by providing new, HSGT passenger
service. The Project is also intended to provide faster and more reliable intercity travel in
the corridor by providing an alternative to highway, intercity bus, and air travel in a
manner that is safe, reliable, and cost-effective, while avoiding, minimizing, and
mitigating impacts on the human and natural environment.
The needs for the HSGT Project are summarized as follows:


Enhance regional transportation mobility and accessibility
o

Population and employment growth

o

Congested transportation corridor with increasing demand

o

Limited transportation options



Spur economic growth and regional vitality



Provide safe, efficient, reliable transportation



Enhance airport access and intermodal connections



Improve air quality nonattainment areas and protect the environment

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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Figure 1-1: Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Project Area
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1.2

Purpose of Screening Results
The purpose of the process was to identify those corridors to advance in the Tier 1 DEIS
for further evaluation as Build Alternatives. This was accomplished by assessing the
relative merits of potential HSGT corridors. The purpose of this Atlanta – Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Tier 1 EIS Screening Results is to document that
screening process.
The Tier 1 EIS screening includes the following basic steps:


Summary of the outcomes from the Scoping Process1



Definition and description of corridors screened



Development of corridor screening measures of effectiveness (MOEs2)



Application of screening MOEs to assess how well each corridor met the Project’s
transportation mobility needs outlined in the Purpose and Need Statement



Documentation of results and findings within this Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed
Ground Transportation Tier 1 EIS Screening Results



Involvement of FRA, FHWA, GDOT, TDOT, participating agencies, stakeholders and
the public through the screening process

The result of screening was the recommendation of potential HSGT corridors to advance
into additional, refined evaluations and environmental analysis of Build Alternatives in
this Tier 1 EIS.

1

Project Scoping took place in fall 2007. Scoping was used to identify reasonable and feasible concepts to be
evaluated in the EIS, to determine environmental impacts to be assessed, and to gain insight on how stakeholders
would like to be involved throughout the study.

2

MOEs – Measures of effectiveness were used to provide a greater level of detail for comparison of the corridors.
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2.0

SCOPING
This section summarizes the results from previous studies and the Tier 1 EIS Scoping
Process held in the fall of 2007.

2.1

Background
The potential HSGT corridors were developed from two primary sources: previous
studies and the Scoping Process conducted at the start of the Tier 1 EIS process. These
previous efforts, described in this section, helped determine the needs, objectives,
resources, and constraints within the Project area. Tools and techniques implemented
included a variety of meetings with different focus groups, open houses, fact sheets,
newsletters, and staffed information booths at events within the Project area. A Project
website was created to enable the public to keep up to date on the progress of the
Project between meetings and events, and the website allowed people to give input on
any aspect of the Project and review documents as they were posted.
The Scoping Process included outreach to federal, state, and local agencies,
stakeholders in the Project area, and the general public. Outreach to these groups
included meetings to provide information on the Project and to receive input. The
culmination of this outreach process was the holding of public meetings known as
Scoping Meetings, where comments and suggestions were solicited regarding potential
HSGT corridors and technologies to be evaluated as part of this Project.

2.1.1

Previous Studies Considered
The following previously completed studies provided relevant input on defining the
Project area, initial concept, modes of technology, and potential HSGT corridors.
In the 1997 Intercity Rail Plan, GDOT studied possible connections between Atlanta and
Chattanooga. Following that, the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) analyzed the
Atlanta – Chattanooga area over a four-year period from 1999 to 2003, exploring mobility
options and the opportunity for high-speed passenger service. In 2003, TDOT prepared a
statewide rail plan, which recommended HSGT connectivity with neighboring states. The
key initial documents included are as follows:
Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study and Project Description
The FRA initiated the Magnetic Levitation Transportation Technology Deployment
Program in an effort to demonstrate the feasibility of Maglev technology in the United
States. In a national competition, the FRA selected ARC to be one of seven entities in
the United States to administer a study demonstrating the feasibility of Maglev
technology.
Completed in June 2000, the final report for the Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev
Deployment Study and Project Description indicated that the Atlanta – Chattanooga
Project met all applicable FRA criteria established for Maglev technology. Although the
Atlanta – Chattanooga Project was not selected for full funding for an EIS and
Preliminary Engineering, it was made eligible for additional funding for further study of
the segment from the Town Center area of Cobb County, Georgia north to Chattanooga,
entitled Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II.

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II
In mid 2001, the ARC received funding for additional environmental and planning work.
The additional work studied potential HSGT alignments and train technologies in detail
between Town Center and the Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport (CMA), using Maglev
technology as the baseline. Other technologies studied were Accelerail 150 and New
High Speed Rail. Both technologies were steel-wheeled trains capable of reaching
speeds of at least 150 miles per hour and operating in dedicated right-of-way (ROW) or
share tracks with other railroad uses.
The potential HSGT alignments were assessed based on their capital costs and financial
performance relative to ridership projections and cost recovery based on the capabilities
of the various technologies. A preferred alignment, which generally follows I-75, was
recommended due to several factors including optimal grades necessary to achieve top
Maglev design speeds while maximizing potential ridership and revenue. Because
Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport (HJAIA) would generate significant
ridership, the study concluded that the route must offer service to HJAIA.
Maglev technology was recommended as the “preferred technology” due to its ability to
attract a higher number of passengers (because of theoretically faster travel times) and a
greater ability to self-fund, including capital leases and potential for joint development.
Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II Addendum
The Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II Addendum summarized
the findings of the Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II planning
and environmental study and provided more detailed alignment maps and station plans
as well as operating and cost comparisons between alignments. The final chapter of the
addendum explores a timeline for Maglev implementation. The addendum document
focused on the segment between HJAIA and Town Center.

2.2

Scoping HSGT Segments and Corridors
For the scoping process, a series of potential HSGT “segments” were developed that
could be combined in various configurations to connect HJAIA and downtown Atlanta to
CMA and downtown Chattanooga. These segments were generated from previous
studies. Each segment3 represents a potential connection that could be made between
key destinations in Georgia and Tennessee. For instance, a segment connected Atlanta
to Cartersville (two logical destinations), and the next segment connected Cartersville to
Rome, followed by a Cartersville to Dalton/Chatsworth segment, and so on. Segments
either connected to serve various activity centers along I-75 or extended to key
destinations in rural areas.
These segments were reviewed, analyzed, and developed into full-length corridors
during the Scoping Process using input from the public and participating agencies as per
the final federal rules of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity
Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) in the Code of Federal Regulations (23 CFR
450.210) and the CEQ Regulations for Implementing NEPA (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508).
Each corridor identified in Section 2.2.1 includes segments and potential stations.
3

Within this context, “segments” are not to be construed as minimum operating segments, initial operating
segments, or any form of train service operating independently of a corridor extending the entire distance between
HJAIA and downtown Chattanooga.

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

B-6

September 2016

Appendix B – Corridor Screening Process & Results

This section describes the individual segments and resulting corridors developed during
the Scoping Process. The individual segments identified during the Scoping Process are
listed below, generally from south to north, and illustrated on Figure 2-1.


I-75 Segment(s): The I-75 segments generally follow the I-75 ROW. The segments
begin in the area to the east of HJAIA, known as the “Southern Crescent4,” to the
Tennessee border.



NS Segment: A connection in the Atlanta urban area which follows I-75 to an
existing Norfolk Southern (NS) railroad ROW and a portion of I-285 to just south of
the I-75/I-285 junction rather than continuing on I-75.



HJAIA to I-285 Segment: A connection in the Atlanta urban area that starts at the
main terminal of HJAIA and continues along Camp Creek Parkway to I-285.



I-285 Bypass Segment(s): Segments using I-285 to bypass I-75 in the Atlanta area.



Rome Segment(s): Segments that provide options to connect to the city of Rome.
Options allow for connecting back to I-75 or bypassing the dense I-75 corridor in the
southwest section of the Project area by traveling through Rockmart and Douglas
County, Georgia. It follows parts of Camp Creek Parkway and utility corridors in rural
areas.



Western Suburb Segment: A connection in the southern half of the Project area,
which travels from a point just north of Douglasville to Cartersville, Georgia.



Rome to I-75 Segment: Provides a connection to Rome, Georgia from I-75 near
Cartersville.



Eastern Segment: A connection in the northern half of the Project area that follows
an existing freight rail corridor. It leaves the I-75 corridor north of Cartersville and
generally follows the Chessie Seaboard Multiplier (CSX) railroad corridor to the CMA
vicinity in Chattanooga, Tennessee.



Downtown Chattanooga Segment: A connection from CMA to downtown
Chattanooga following an existing freight railroad corridor.

4

The “Southern Crescent” area is located on the east side of HJAIA, just east of I-75. The location is proposed as a
regional transit terminal that could include various transit modes such as MARTA rail and bus, regional commuter
rail, and other transit services.
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Figure 2-1: Segments
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2.2.1

Identification of Corridors
Combinations of the individual segments listed previously were combined to form a
number of unique corridors extending from HJAIA to downtown Chattanooga. Segments
were assembled based on logical connections between key destinations, paying special
attention to minimizing the corridor length, utilizing available transportation ROW, and
connecting population and employment centers within the Project area. Table 2-1 lists
the full-length corridors generated from the scoping process. Figure 2-2 depicts the
corridors.
Table 2-1: Corridors
Corridor

I-75 Terminal I-285 – HJAIA terminal to I-285 Bypass
via Camp Creek Parkway, to I-75 north to CMA and
downtown Chattanooga

I-75 Southern Crescent NS – Southern Crescent
through downtown Atlanta along I-75, west on NS to I285 Bypass, reconnect to I-75 north to CMA and
downtown Chattanooga

I-75 Southern Crescent – Southern Crescent through
downtown Atlanta along I-75 north to CMA and
downtown Chattanooga

East Terminal I-285 – HJAIA Terminal to I-285
Bypass via Camp Creek Parkway to I-75, traverse the
Eastern Segment up to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
East Southern Crescent NS – Southern Crescent
through downtown Atlanta along I-75, west on NS to
the I-285 Bypass, reconnect to the I-75, traverse the
Eastern Segment, north to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
East Southern Crescent – Southern Crescent
through downtown Atlanta along I-75, traverse the
Eastern Segment up to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
I-75/West – HJAIA Terminal to I-285 Bypass, traverse
the Rome Segment to the Western Suburb Segment,
connect to I-75 north to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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131

128

144

141

139

141
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8







HJAIA Terminal
Boulder Park
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







HJAIA Terminal
Boulder Park
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton-Chatsworth
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville

 Dalton-Chatsworth
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

6






HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Cartersville
Dalton

 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga
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Table 2-1: Corridors (continued)

Corridor
I-75/Rome Split – HJAIA Terminal to I-285 Bypass,
traverse the Rome Segment to the Western Suburb
Segment, west on the Rome to I-75 Segment, traverse
back east on Rome Segment to I-75 and north to CMA
and downtown Chattanooga
I-75/Rome Terminal I-285 – HJAIA Terminal to I-285
Bypass via Camp Creek Parkway to I-75, west on the
Rome to I-75 Segment, traverse back east on Rome
Segment to I-75, north to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS – Southern
Crescent through downtown Atlanta along I-75, west
on NS to the I-285 Bypass, reconnect to I-75, west on
the Rome to I-75 Segment, traverse back east on
Rome Segment to I-75, north to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
I-75/Rome Southern Crescent – Southern Crescent
through downtown Atlanta along I-75, west on the
Rome connector, traverse back east to reconnect to I75 up to CMA and downtown Chattanooga
West – HJAIA Terminal to I-285 Bypass, traverse the
Rome segment to I-75 up to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
West Connector – HJAIA Terminal to I-285 Bypass,
traverse the Rome segment, east on the Rome
connector, connect to I-75 up to CMA and downtown
Chattanooga
West/East – HJAIA Terminal to I-285 Bypass, traverse
the Rome segment to the Western Suburb segment,
connect to the Eastern segment up to CMA and
downtown Chattanooga
West/East Connector – HJAIA Terminal to I-285
Bypass, traverse the Rome segment, east on the
Rome connector, connect to the Eastern segment up
to CMA and downtown Chattanooga

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

Total
Length
(miles)

Number
of
Stations

162






HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Cartersville
Rome

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga







HJAIA Terminal
Boulder Park
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville






Rome
Dalton
CMA
Downtown
Chattanooga







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville






Rome
Dalton
CMA
Downtown
Chattanooga

9







Southern Crescent
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville






Rome
Dalton
CMA
Downtown
Chattanooga

7






HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Rockmart
Rome

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Rockmart
Rome
Cartersville

 Dalton
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

6






HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Cartersville
Dalton-Chatsworth

 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

8







HJAIA Terminal
Douglas County
Rockmart
Rome
Cartersville

 Dalton-Chatsworth
 CMA
 Downtown
Chattanooga

7

150

9

152

9

150

148

174

151

181
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Figure 2-2: Corridors
I-75 Terminal I-285
I-75 Southern Crescent NS
I-75 Southern Crescent
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Figure 2-2: Corridors (cont.)

I-75/Rome Split Corridor
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Figure 2-2: Corridors (cont.)
West Connector Corridor

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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2.2.2

Identification of Station Locations
Potential station locations were identified along each corridor and placed in the vicinity of
major points of interest, clusters of population and employment centers, and locations
easily accessible by other modes of transit (such as an airport, city centers, or major
interstate highways). Station location choices were also based upon the results of
scoping and extensive coordination with local city and county officials. Station locations
were preliminary and conceptual in nature at this point in the process. Station
configurations and layouts will be refined to a greater level of precision during future
analysis. Identifying conceptual and potential station locations during this Tier 1 EIS
enables initial analysis of various impacts. Table 2-1 lists the potential station locations
and Figure 2-2 provides a depiction for each corridor.
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3.0

SCREENING PROCESS
The screening process was the basis for evaluation of the corridors developed as a
result of the Tier 1 EIS Scoping Process. It identified those corridors that should be
further assessed in the Tier 1 EIS. The screening process was applied to the 15 corridors
listed in Section 2.2.1 to identify the best performing corridors with respect to the
transportation mobility element of the Project’s Purpose and Need Statement. It is
imperative that a corridor effectively serve the transportation mobility elements of the
Purpose and Need Statement. If a corridor did not serve this baseline need, it did not
advance to become a Build Alternative evaluated in this Tier1 DEIS.
Screening evaluated the corridors for consistency with the Project’s Purpose and Need
Statement specifically as it relates to transportation mobility. Purpose and Need
Statement objectives that fall under the improving regional mobility goal include:


Enhance Project area and intercity mobility



Provide an alternative mode to auto travel and ease regional traffic congestion



Provide a reduction in travel time within and between the major metropolitan areas of
Atlanta and Chattanooga



Provide intercity travel capacity to supplement over-used interstate highways



Meet future intercity travel demand that will be unmet by existing transportation
systems, and increase capacity for intercity mobility



Maximize intermodal connections with local transit, major airports and highways



Support population and employment growth through improved access to HSGT
service

The participating agencies reviewed and provided input on the screening methodology
and criteria. Meetings held in September and October 2010 indicated their input
supported the use of transportation mobility as the priority for corridor screening, and
consideration of connectivity to existing transit services.

3.1

Measures of Effectiveness
Transportation mobility was a minimum performance factor in determining whether a
corridor was reasonable, by providing desirable HSGT travel time and adequate service
access to population and employment centers. The three MOEs used to evaluate each
corridor’s transportation mobility included: (1) travel time, (2) population access, and (3)
employment access. These MOEs were considered quantifiable and captured the
overarching mobility needs of the Project for travel efficiency and accessibility to a
significant portion of potential users.
Corridors having faster travel times for trips between HJAIA and downtown Chattanooga
scored higher. Corridors with a greater amount of population residing within 10 miles of
each of its stations scored higher. Finally, corridors with a greater amount of employment
located within five miles of its stations scored higher. Each of the screening MOEs are
described in further detail, and applied, in Section 3.2. Those corridors scoring at or
above a defined threshold score advanced for further analysis.
The screening MOEs are identified in Table 3-1, which also links each MOE to specific
Purpose and Need Statement objectives. A description of each MOE, the methodology

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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used to assess the corridors, the data sources referenced, and the screening results are
provided in the following subsections.
Table 3-1: Screening Criteria and MOEs
Measure of Effectiveness

Unit of Measurement

Geographic Range

Relationship to Purpose
and Need Statement
Enhance Project area and
intercity mobility and
accessibility

Travel time

Population access

Employment access

3.2

Minutes

Time to travel full corridor
length (end to end)

Number of persons

10-mile radius of proposed
station locations

Support population and
employment growth through
improved access to HSGT
service

Number of jobs

5-mile radius of proposed
station locations

Support population and
employment growth through
improved access to HSGT
service

Provide a reduction in travel
time within and between the
major metropolitan areas of
Atlanta and Chattanooga

Scoring and Rating
The screening process utilized a simple, un-weighted five-point scoring system, with a
score of “5.0” rating the best, and a score of “1.0” rating the poorest. Scoring was
assigned based upon how a corridor performed relative to the Project need to enhance
regional transportation mobility and accessibility. Each corridor was quantitatively
measured using the three screening MOEs. A corridor that performed the best was
given a score of “5.0” for the particular MOE, and all of the other corridors were scored
relative to the best performing. Table 3-2 shows the scoring system.
Table 3-2: Screening Criteria Scoring and Rating System
Score

Performance Relative to the Best Performing
Corridor * for Each MOE

Rating

4.1 – 5.0

Best

Between 100 and 91% of best performing corridor
(including the best performing corridor)

3.1 – 4.0

Very Good

Between 90 and 81% of best performing corridor

2.1 – 3.0

Good

Between 80 and 71% of best performing corridor

1.1 – 2.0

Fair

Between 70 and 61% of best performing corridor

0.0 – 1.0

Poor

60% or less of best performing corridor

* There can be more than one best performing corridor

Using this screening approach enabled comparison between corridors and the selection
and advancement of the best performing corridors while eliminating those that
underperformed.
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Section 3.0 describes in further detail the screening process, the criteria used in the
screening, and how the results of the screening were measured.
Calculation of Scores
Two methods were applied to arrive at the percentages used to measure the
performance of a corridor relative to the highest score. The methods vary depending on
whether the MOE was measuring a maximizing impact, in which the highest number was
the best, or a minimizing impact in which the lowest score was the best.


When quantitatively analyzing MOEs in which the highest number was the best
performing option, the following method was used.
d / D = Performance percentage based on a percent increase
D – being the largest number (the best performing corridor)
d – being the lower number (corridor that is below the best performing)
Based on the formula above, the lower number was divided by the largest number
(best performing) to get the performance percentage for the lower performing
corridor.
The following is an example for finding the performance percentage when calculating
the maximum positive effect of population access.
Corridor A – accesses a population of 6,000 (best performing)
Corridor B – accesses a population of 5,000
In this case, Corridor A was the “best performing” because it positively affected the
greatest population. So, Corridor B, and any other corridors must be compared to
Corridor A.
5,000 / 6,000 = .83 or 83%
Following the above calculations, Corridor B only accessed 83 percent of the
population compared with Corridor A. Based on Table 3-2, a rating of 83 percent
meant that Corridor B scored a 3.3.



When analyzing MOEs in which the lowest number was the best performing corridor,
as in the fastest travel time, the following method was used.
1 – (D – d / d) = Performance percentage based on a percent decrease
D – being the larger number (corridor that is over the best performing)
d – being the lowest number (the best performing corridor)
Based on the formula above, the difference between the lowest number (best
performing) and the higher number was calculated first. Then the percentage of that
difference based on the best performing number was determined, which was also
known as the percent decrease. Finally, that percent decrease was subtracted from
100 percent (1) to give the performance percentage.
The following is an example of finding the performance percentage when calculating
the negative effect of increased travel time.
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Corridor A – has a travel time of 77 minutes (best performing)
Corridor B – has a travel time of 83 minutes
In this case, Corridor A is the “best performing” because it has the lowest travel time.
So, Corridor B, and any additional corridor, must be compared to Corridor A.
1 – [(83 – 77) / 77] = .92 or 92%
Following the above calculations, Corridor B has a travel time of 6 minutes greater
than Corridor A, therefore the percent decrease is eight percent. That percent
decrease is subtracted from the best performing 100 percent to get a measurement
of 92 percent for Corridor B when compared to Corridor A. Based on Table 3-2 in the
example above, Corridor B would score a 4.2.

3.2.1

Travel Time
For travel time, the desire was to minimize the amount of time required to get from Point
A to Point B. The MOE measured the time it takes to travel the length of the corridor from
end to end. Travel times were estimated for each of the corridors based upon alignment
geometry, the number of station stops, speed assumptions, and general train
performance characteristics. A maximum speed of 180 mph was assumed for each
corridor to ensure an equitable comparison of corridors. Differentiation between SteelWheeled and Maglev technologies’ travel times were not made within this MOE since
technology selection was not the intent of the screening process. Assessing the time
required to travel between HJAIA (southern Project terminus) and downtown
Chattanooga (northern Project terminus) provided a means to determine the directness
of each corridor. Corridors that used routes that were more direct and able to
accommodate alignments with faster speeds scored the highest.
Travel times were calculated from the airport station in Atlanta (either HJAIA or Southern
Crescent) to downtown Chattanooga (see Appendix I). Travel time included all local
stops, plus a dwell time at terminal stations of 1.5 minutes and 3 minutes at each
intermediate station. The travel times indicated the time it takes to travel end to end for
the corridor. The shorter the travel time for a corridor resulted in that corridor scoring
higher than other corridors with longer travel times. As shown in Table 3-3, the end-toend travel times varied from a minimum of 77 minutes to a maximum of 130 minutes.
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Table 3-3: Travel Time by Corridor

Corridor (# of stations)

Time to
Travel
Corridor
End to End
(minutes)

Performance Relative to Best Performing (percent)
Poor
(0-60%)

Fair
(61-70%)

Good
(71-80%)

Very Good
(81-90%)

Best
(91-100%)

Score

92%

4.2

I-75 Terminal I-285 (8)

83

I-75 Southern Crescent NS (8)

86

I-75 Southern Crescent (8)

84

East Terminal I-285 (8)

92

East Southern Crescent NS (8)

95

77%

2.7

East Southern Crescent (8)

93

79%

2.9

I-75/West (6)

77

I-75/Rome Split (7)

90

88%

3.9
91%

81%

4.0
3.1

100%
83%

5.0
3.3

I-75/Rome Terminal I-285 (9)

101

69%

2.0

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS (9)

104

65%

1.6

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent (9)

102

68%

2.0

West (7)

81

West Connector (8)

126

West/East (6)

36%

81

West/East Connector (8)

3.2.2

95%

130

1.0
95%

31%

The population captured within a 10-mile radius of a proposed station location measured
population access. A 10-mile radius was used at this level of screening as a conservative
estimate of the approximate distance users are willing to travel to access HSGT service.5
Corridors that captured greater population concentrations received higher scores. The
population served by all stations along a corridor provided the corridor population value.

5

The purpose for measuring population and employment access was to provide a high-level estimation of each
corridor’s ability to provide access to population and employment concentrations. While proximity to population and
employment centers was related to ridership, forecasting of ridership was measured separately.
A 10-mile radius was identified as a conservative limit that a repeat user will be willing to travel to access the HSGT
service from a home based origin trip. Many of the proposed station locations are in communities with moderate
congestion. Therefore the travel time associated with a 10-mile trip was estimated to be no more than 20 minutes.
The capture area methodology assumes any trips requiring longer than 20 minutes to access a station would be
unattractive for a repeat user.
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Population data was collected by Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) for the relevant counties in
the Project area. TAZ data is typically available in those areas that are part of Regional
Planning Councils (RPCs) and have Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), or
areas that have developed travel demand models. The most recent TAZ data available
was used for this analysis. The MPOs are inclusive of the following regions: Atlanta,
Floyd, Whitfield, Dalton, and Chattanooga. Small portions of the Project area fell outside
the purview of an MPO or RPC; in these areas Census Tract level U.S. Census data was
utilized. These areas included portions of Murray, Walker, and Polk Counties. As shown
in Table 3-4, the number of people within 10 miles of potential station locations ranged
from a minimum of 1.26 million people to a maximum of 2.42 million people. Appendix II
depicts each corridor’s station areas and provides population data, as well as source
data.
Table 3-4: Population Access by Corridor

Corridor

Population
Within 10miles of All
Stations
(millions)

Performance Relative to Best Performing (percent)
Poor
(0-60%)

Fair
(61-70%)

Good
(71-80%)

Very Good
(81-90%)

Best
(91-100%)

I-75 Terminal I-285

2.13

I-75 Southern Crescent NS

2.34

96%

4.6

I-75 Southern Crescent

2.34

96%

4.6

East Terminal I-285

2.14

East Southern Crescent NS

2.34

97%

4.6

East Southern Crescent

2.34

97%

4.6

I-75/West

1.26

52%

1.0

I-75/Rome Split

1.36

56%

1.0

I-75/Rome Terminal I-285

2.22

92%

4.2

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS

2.42

100%

5.0

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent

2.43

100%

5.0

West

1.29

53%

1.0

West Connector

1.38

57%

1.0

West/East

1.27

52%

1.0

West/East Connector

1.39

57%

1.0

3.2.3

88%

Score

3.9

88%

3.9

Employment Access
Whereas population access captured the ability to provide transportation for home based
trips, employment access addressed the ability to provide transportation to employment
centers. The employment catchment MOE used a 5-mile radius around proposed station
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locations to evaluate the potential to serve job centers in the Project area. The 5-mile
radius being applied to employment access was less than the 10-mile radius applied to
population access due to passengers not having an automobile available at the
employment destination trip end and, frequently, minimal access to local transit
services.6 Corridors that captured greater employment concentrations received higher
scores. The employment served for all stations within a corridor determined the corridor
employment value.
Similar to population data, employment data was collected by TAZ for the relevant
counties in the Project area. TAZ data is typically available in those areas that are part of
RPCs and have MPO, or areas that have developed travel demand models. The most
recent TAZ data available was used for this analysis. The MPOs are inclusive of the
following regions: Atlanta, Floyd, Whitfield, Dalton, and Chattanooga. Small portions of
the Project area fall outside the purview of an MPO or RPC; in these areas Census tract
level U.S. Census data was utilized. These areas included portions of Murray, Walker,
and Polk Counties. Similar to population access, the higher the number for population
access means the more people having access to the corridor and the better the score.
As shown in Table 3-5, the number of jobs within five miles of potential station locations
ranged from a minimum of 403,000 to a maximum of 960,000. Appendix III depicts each
corridor’s station areas and provides employment data, as well as source data.

6

The purpose for measuring population and employment access was to provide a high-level estimation of each
corridor’s ability to provide access to population and employment concentrations. While proximity to population and
employment centers was related to ridership, forecasting of ridership was measured separately.
A 5-mile radius was applied to employment access due to the lack of access to personal vehicles at the destination
trip end. At the destination stations, the mobility options will include, pedestrian facilities, transit, and for-hire vehicles.
The methodology assumes that 5 miles is the maximum distance a user will be will to pay for car service, or use
transit.
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Table 3-5: Employment Access by Corridor

Corridor

Employment
Within 5-miles
of All Stations
(thousands)

Performance Relative to Best Performing (percent)
Poor
(0-60%)

Fair
(61-70%)

Good
(71-80%)

Very Good
(81-90%)

Best
(91-100%)

I-75 Terminal I-285

714

I-75 Southern Crescent NS

960

98%

4.8

I-75 Southern Crescent

960

98%

4.8

East Terminal I-285

702

East Southern Crescent NS

948

96%

4.6

East Southern Crescent

948

96%

4.6

I-75/West

410

42%

1.0

I-75/Rome Split

435

44%

1.0

I-75/Rome Terminal I-285

738

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS

983

100%

5.0

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent

983

100%

5.0

West

419

43%

1.0

West Connector

438

45%

1.0

West/East

403

41%

1.0

West/East Connector

422

43%

1.0
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4.0

SCREENING RESULTS

4.1

Results Based upon MOE Analysis
The results of screening indicated performance distinctions among the corridors. Table
4-1 lists the scores for each corridor. A score of “3.1” and above was considered a “very
good” rating, and any corridor that scored below a “3.0,” shown in a shaded row, was
considered to underperform. With an average MOE score of over 3.5 out of a possible
five, seven corridors performed the best of the 15 corridors in relation to the
transportation mobility needs of the Project, including:


I-75 Terminal I-285;



I-75 Southern Crescent NS;



I-75 Southern Crescent;



East Southern Crescent NS;



East Southern Crescent;



I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS; and



I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS.

The remaining corridors significantly underperformed, each having an average MOE
score of 3.0 or lower. The low scores put the remaining eight corridors below a “very
good” rating of “3.1”; therefore, they do not advance.

4.2

Corridors Not Advanced
Several corridors did not advance due to their poor performance relative to the mobility
MOEs (travel time, and population and employment access), not meeting the Project’s
Purpose and Need, and/or based on stakeholder feedback subsequent to the scoping
and screening processes. The quantitative screening process indicated performance
distinctions among the corridors with regard to the mobility MOEs. The I-75/West, I75/Rome Split, West, West Connector, West/East, and West/East Connector Corridors
demonstrated the lowest performance with regard to the mobility MOEs and were not
recommended for advancement for further Tier 1 EIS analysis. These corridors were
deemed as not reasonable per CEQ requirements and were eliminated from further
consideration. The more prudent and reasonable corridors advanced from screening
provided greater mobility improvements.

4.2.1

Corridor Variations within Atlanta Not Advanced
Of the seven remaining corridors that performed best with regard to the mobility MOE’s,
there were variations amongst them within Atlanta. Once inside Atlanta, the corridors
followed either I-285, NS ROW, or I-75 to a terminus at HJAIA.
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Table 4-1: Screening Results – Summary of Corridor Performance
Mobility MOE Scores
Travel Time

Population

Employment

Mobility MOEs
Average Score

I-75 Terminal I-285

4.2

3.9

2.3

3.5

I-75 Southern Crescent NS

3.9

4.6

4.8

4.4

I-75 Southern Crescent

4.0

4.6

4.8

4.5

East Terminal I-285

3.1

3.9

2.1

3.0

East Southern Crescent NS

2.7

4.6

4.6

4.0

East Southern Crescent

2.9

4.6

4.6

4.0

I-75/West

5.0

1.0

1.0

2.3

I-75/Rome Split

3.3

1.0

1.0

1.8

I-75/Rome Terminal I-285

2.0

4.2

2.5

2.9

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS

1.6

5.0

5.0

3.9

I-75/Rome Southern Crescent

2.0

5.0

5.0

4.0

West

4.4

1.0

1.0

2.1

West Connector

1.0

1.0

1.0

1.0

West/East

4.4

1.0

1.0

2.1

West/East Connector

1.0

1.0

1.0

1.0

Corridor

The I-75 Terminal I-285 corridor was eliminated because it did not satisfy two elements
of the Project Purpose and Need: (1) maximize intermodal connections with local transit,
major airports and highways, and (2) provide rapid, convenient, and reliable
transportation between major population and employment centers, as well as to HJAIA.
A corridor following I-285 would not provide access to the major activity center of
downtown Atlanta, would not provide an optimal connection to the existing Metropolitan
Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA) heavy rail transit system at the Five Points
station, nor would it connect to the planned multi-modal passenger terminal (MMPT) in
downtown Atlanta including the planned commuter rail and buses services serving the
MMPT.
The three corridors traveling along the NS railroad’s ROW near the Inman Yard were
also eliminated due to written stakeholder/owner/operator opposition to using this
corridor. Appendix IV provides documentation regarding NS’s opposition to HSGT using
their infrastructure or being constructed within or near their properties. As a result,
devising a corridor parallel to but outside of NS property would require excessive and
unreasonable property acquisitions.
Based on a lack of satisfying the Project’s Purpose and Need and primary stakeholder
opposition, the corridor using I-285 and the three corridors following NS have
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unreasonable shortcomings associated with the path they follow within Atlanta. For these
reasons, the following corridors were not advanced to further Tier 1 EIS analysis.
I-285 Corridors


I-75 Terminal I-285

NS Corridors

4.3



I-75 Southern Crescent NS



East Southern Crescent NS



I-75/Rome Southern Crescent NS

Corridors Advanced
Each of the 15 corridors presented in Table 2-1 were evaluated relative to the need for
transportation mobility, stakeholder input, and the Project’s Purpose and Need. As a
result, three corridors were selected as the best performing corridors and are presented
below. The three corridors that advanced from the screening process for further
evaluation in the Tier 1 EIS included the:


I-75 Southern Crescent Corridor;



East Southern Crescent Corridor; and



I-75/Rome Southern Crescent Corridor.

These three corridors are deemed to be reasonable per CEQ requirements. These three
corridors are presented in graphical detail in Appendix C of the Tier 1 DEIS.

4.4

Tier 1 EIS Next Steps
The recommended corridors emerging from this corridor screening process will be
carried forward and further analyzed in the Tier 1 Draft EIS (DEIS).
The No-Build Alternative will be developed and analyzed during the Tier 1 DEIS, and
each of the “Build” Alternatives will be compared to the No-Build Alternative. The NoBuild Alternative includes all of the planned transportation improvements for the Project
area that are listed in the regional and GDOT transportation plans, minus the Atlanta –
Chattanooga HSGT Project.
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I.

OVERVIEW
This report discusses the methodology used to develop the travel demand forecasting model system
for the Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) Study Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the results of the forecasting analysis. This modeling
effort has produced ridership demand data for the three Tier 1 Draft EIS Corridor Build Alternatives
(henceforth referred to as corridors), using updated data and assumptions, including a new 2040
forecast year, consistent with most of the MPO models1 in the project study area and incorporating
updated socioeconomic data from the 2010 US Census, a key data component of the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) subarea models used to build the HSGT model. The corridors subject
to this analysis include the I-75, I-75/Rome, and East corridors, as shown in Figure 1 below.

II.

RIDERSHIP MODELING METHODOLOGY

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) developed the initial Atlanta to Chattanooga
HSGT travel demand forecasting model system beginning in 2007. The HSGT model system was
developed to evaluate travel in four major geographic subareas, each of which currently has a MPOlevel demand forecasting model:





1

Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) regional forecasting model, which covers a 20-county
area around Atlanta;
Greater Dalton MPO model, which covers the Dalton urban area and Whitfield County;
Rome-Floyd County MPO model, which covers Rome and Floyd County; and
Chattanooga-Hamilton County North Georgia (CHCNGA) Regional Planning Agency model,
which is centered on the city of Chattanooga, Tennessee including all of Hamilton County,
Tennessee and extending into portions of northwest Georgia (Walker, Dade and Catoosa
Counties).

The Greater Dalton MPO model uses 2035 as the forecast year.
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Figure 1: DEIS Build Alternatives
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III.

OVERVIEW OF THE THREE MODELING SEGMENTS

The HSGT modeling system is a diversion model that uses the number of automobile trips between
each origin and destination pair from the MPO models and reallocates or diverts a percentage of the
automobile trips to the new HSGT mode, based on existing modal characteristics within the travel
corridor. The HSGT modeling system has three distinct model segments that apply different
modeling approaches to estimate the diversion from auto trips to HSGT of from the following three
travel markets:


Inter-City: trips from one of the corridor’s four major sub-areas to another sub-area



Intra-Atlanta:
o Main Intra-ARC (inside the Atlanta Regional Commission’s (ARC) transportation
planning area): trips from one location to another in the ARC region, excluding trips
by air travelers to/from the Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport (HJAIA)
o Airport Access: trips by resident and non-resident air travelers in the ARC region
to/from HJAIA



Airport Choice: trips made by air travelers to/from the Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport
(Lovell Field)

Data on the proposed station locations, estimated travel times, and proposed fare structure for each
corridor, as well as updated data from the subarea models were used as inputs to the HSGT model.
Each of the three model segments produced the number of trips diverted to HSGT, and the total
diverted trips (from all three travel markets) are summarized by boardings and alightings at each
proposed station, as well as corridor-level totals. In addition to ridership, fare revenue totals for each
corridor were also calculated by the model system. The three model segments are described in detail
in the following subsections.

A. Inter-City Model Segment
As stated above, the Inter-City model calculates diversions of auto trips to HSGT made from one of
the project area’s major sub-areas to another. The methodology applied to forecast inter-city
automobile trip diversions to HSGT is based on the Amtrak Northeast Corridor (NEC) ridership and
revenue forecasting work developed for the US Department of Transportation’s (DOT’s) Office of
Inspector General (OIG). It uses a two-mode (binary) diversion model that compares, for each intercity origin-destination pair and for different types of travelers, the attractiveness of travel via HSGT
versus automobile.To prepare the Inter-City model inputs, data from the four different sub-area
models were combined to develop a representation of the highway network and intercity travel
patterns in the project area. The ARC 4-Step Model, the Rome-Floyd County MPO Model, and the
CHCNGA Model had 2040 forecasts available, while the Greater Dalton MPO Model has a forecast
year of 2035. To develop the Dalton 2040 trip table, first the modeling team used the Dalton baseline
forecast of 2006 and the 2035 forecast to develop annual growth factors by zone pairs, and applied
them to the 2035 table, in order to obtain a comparable 2040 trip table for use in the Inter-City model.
All internal trips were then removed from each of the sub-area trip tables, along with external trips
which did not impact the corridor (i.e. trips to the area southeast of Atlanta). The 2040 trip tables were
used to develop growth factors by sub-area, which were then applied to update the 2030 trip table to
reflect the revised 2040 forecasts. The 2030 trip table was synthesized by appropriately connecting
the internal-external and external-external volumes in the 2030 highway trip tables of the four model
systems, making reference to US Census 2000 journey-to-work travel patterns, and using
engineering judgment to fine-tune county-level travel flows. By using the 2040 forecasts in this
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manner ensured that the trip table was consistent with the procedures previously used, while
incorporating current socio-economic forecasts and updated assumptions.
The 2040 sub-area networks were combined to create the Inter-City model network, This required a
minor reconciliation between network coding conventions of the different model systems, and
completion of the network in portions of the project area outside the four sub-areas.

B. Intra-Atlanta Model Segment
The Intra-Atlanta model segment is split into two pieces: the main Intra-ARC model and the Airport
Access model for trips to/from HJAIA. Each is described below.
i.

Main Intra-ARC Model

The Main Intra-ARC model forecasts HSGT trips internal to the 20-county ARC region built on the
ARC four-step travel demand model. It includes a mode choice model that predicts, for each Atlanta
region origin-destination pair and different trip types, the share of trips made by different modes. The
ARC mode choice model has the ability to address a number of premium (express bus,
BRT/streetcar, heavy/light rail and commuter rail) and standard (local bus, shuttle bus, arterial
express bus and arterial BRT) transit modes, segmented by access mode (walk, park-and-ride, and
kiss-and-ride).
In this analysis, HSGT is represented in the ARC model as a premium transit mode similar to
commuter rail, but having the appropriate travel time and headway attributes. A new transit sub-mode
choice model was added to the ARC model to predict the split of trips between HSGT and other
premium transit modes. This analysis used the current ARC PLAN 2040 forecast, which updated all
of the Main Intra-ARC model inputs to what is currently in use in the corridor.
ii.

Airport Access Model

For this analysis, a separate modeling approach was applied to forecast diversions to HSGT of air
passengers traveling to/from HJAIA. It was based on the current ARC air passenger model, a nested
logit model that forecasts the transportation mode used for airport access. Logit models are behaviorbased models that have the ability to forecast individuals’ choice based on the characteristics of the
alternatives and the decision makers themselves. The nested logit model specifically has the ability to
group similar choices (modes, in this case) to account for similarities and competition between
choices (grouping all transit options separately from auto, for example). The transit nest (the model
group that includes all transit options) was modified to include the HSGT option. The model was
applied to all zones included in the ARC model area.
The Airport Access model used the forecast year (2040 for this analysis) volumes to/from HJAIA, by
purpose and residence status, which are an output from the ARC four-step model. The Airport
Access model was developed using the 2001 Atlanta Air Passenger Survey to obtain the shares of
air travelers traveling to and from HJAIA, which is the most up-to-date data available and is what the
ARC four-step model uses.
The first step of the model is a spreadsheet application that estimates average daily air passengers
to and from the airport and allocates them to the ground side locations, based on zonal
socioeconomic data including household, income group, and employment, which were updated to
match the ARC PLAN 2040 assumptions. The second step of airport access model is the mode
choice model based on the current ARC air passenger model, which estimates the mode of
transportation used to access the airport based on the non-airport location of air passengers,
including high-speed rail (HSR) as an option.
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C. Airport Choice Model Segment
The airport choice model was developed to forecast diversions of Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport
(CMA) air passengers to HSGT and HJAIA. Without an HSGT connection between CMA and HJAIA,
passengers would take direct flights to/from CMA or connecting flights to/from CMA via airport hubs
(HJAIA or other). With the proposed HSGT, such travelers would have the option of taking it to/from
HJAIA and the connections there. The choice depends on the end-to-end service characteristics of
the different travel options. An ordered logit model using actual route shares and volumes
representing essentially all air trips in and out of Lovell CMA was used. The HSGT mode to/from
HJAIA was then introduced where appropriate as an additional routing alternative. This model was
applied to each relevant origin-destination airport pair to calculate the diversion to HSGT based on
the anticipated service level between CMA and HJAIA.
The Airport Choice model uses the HSGT alternative-specific schedule and air schedules as the
inputs. The service characteristics of the three corridors to be tested and Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) data, which include on-time performance and Airline Origin and Destination
Survey (DB1B)2 origin and destination data, were used. The on-time performance data from March
27, 2012 was used for developing the air schedule inputs.

IV.

TIER 1 DRAFT EIS CORRIDOR BUILD ALTERNATIVE SERVICE
CHARACTERISTICS AND KEY ASSUMPTIONS
This section describes the service characteristics of the three corridors which are the inputs for the
modeling system, including travel time, distance, and fares. All other service characteristics such as
frequency were held constant across the three corridor analyses, for comparison purposes.

A. Station-to-station Travel Time
The travel time assumptions are displayed in Table 1.

2

The Airline Origin and Destination Survey (DB1B) is a 10% sample of airline tickets from reporting carriers collected by the
Office of Airline Information of the Bureau of Transportation Statistics. Data include origin, destination and other itinerary
details of passengers transported. This database is used to determine air traffic patterns, air carrier market shares and
passenger flows.
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Table 1 Station-to-Station Travel Time (in minutes) by Corridor

Station

I-75

I-75 / Rome
Station
-toCumulative
Station

Station
-toStation

Cumulative

Hartsfield - Jackson
Atlanta International
Airport

0

0

0

Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville
Rome
Dalton
Dalton/Chatsworth

11
11
9
15
NA*
17
NA

11
22
31
46
NA
63
NA

14

11

Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport

Downtown
Chattanooga
*NA – Not Applicable

East
StationtoStation

Cumulative

0

0

0

11
11
9
15
14
17
NA

11
22
31
46
60
77
NA

11
11
9
15
NA
NA
20

11
22
31
46
NA
NA
66

77

14

91

18

84

88

11

102

11

95

B. Station-to-station Travel Distance
The station-to-station travel distance assumptions for the ridership modeling update are displayed in
Table 2.
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Table 2 Station-to-Station Travel Distance (in miles) by Corridor

Station

I-75

I-75 / Rome

East

StationtoStation

Cumulative

StationtoStation

Cumulative

StationtoStation

Cumulative

0

0

0

0

0

0

9

9

9

9

9

9

10

19

10

19

10

19

12
19
NA*
43
NA

31
50
NA
93
NA

12
19
24
42
NA

31
50
74
116
NA

12
19
NA
NA
48

31
50
NA
NA
98

25

118

25

141

30

128

10

128

10

151

10

138

Hartsfield - Jackson
Atlanta International
Airport
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland /
Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville
Rome
Dalton
Dalton/Chatsworth
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport

Downtown
Chattanooga
*NA – Not Applicable

C. Fare Structure
The fare structure used in this analysis matched that used in the original 2007 analysis, inflated to
2014 $. A distance-based fare of $0.85 per mile and a $14.22 boarding fee were assumed for intercity (including airport-to-airport) service. For intra-Atlanta and airport access service, a $14.22 HSGT
fare was assumed, with a $6.82 supplement for trips to/from the airport.

D. Trip Assumptions
The growth factors used by region for the Inter-City model are found in Table 3 below. The growth factors
are based on the trips from each regional model, after excluding the intra-region trips. The Atlanta region
experienced the greatest growth, while Dalton actually had a slight negative impact.
Table 3 Inter-City Trip Table Growth Factors

Region
Atlanta
Chattanooga
Dalton
Floyd
External
Total

2030 Daily Trips
86,003
67,699
46,396
40,978
53,662
294,738
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Table 4 details the annual passengers between the Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport and the top
twenty-five destinations, used in the airport choice segment of the model, along with the number of
connection options available (not including HSGT). These annual trips were assumed by applying a
growth rate of 69% between 2012 and 2040, which was obtained from FAA forecasts, to the DB1B
data as described in the modeling methodology section above.
Table 4 Annual Air Passengers for Top 25 Destinations from Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport
Origin
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA
CHA

V.

Destination
ORD
DFW
LGA
CLT
BOS
MCO
DCA
IAH
LAS
DEN
PHL
LAX
RDU
SFO
EWR
FLL
PHX
MSP
PIT
TPA
SAT
MCI
BWI
SAN
SEA

Annual Passengers
(Both Directions)
43,433
42,554
30,420
29,000
23,153
21,767
19,029
18,928
17,846
16,968
16,427
14,331
13,452
13,148
12,979
12,067
11,864
11,154
10,174
10,106
9,802
9,768
9,498
9,396
8,788

Connection
Options
3
4
3
2
3
2
3
4
4
3
3
4
2
4
3
2
4
4
3
2
3
4
3
4
4

RESULTS

The model system was run for all three corridors, and the ridership and revenue summaries are
described in this section. Table 5 contains the segment volumes, total boardings and total revenue
for each corridor.
The I-75/Rome corridor has the greatest ridership and revenue projections, primarily due to the
additional Rome station, which provides access to a larger population. The East corridor has the
lowest forecasted ridership and revenue, which may be attributed to the Dalton/Chatsworth station
not being in an area with a lower population density.
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Segment Volume

Table 5 2040 Daily Segment Volumes, Total Boardings, and Total Revenue by Corridor
Station A
Hartsfield-Jackson
Atlanta International
Airport
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland / Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville
Rome
Dalton / Chatsworth
Dalton
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport

Station B

I-75

I-75 / Rome

East

Downtown Atlanta

2,650

2,679

2,692

Cumberland / Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville
Dalton
Dalton / Chatsworth
Rome
Dalton
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport
Downtown
Chattanooga

5,648
6,422
4,625
4,268
NA*
NA
NA

5,886
6,922
5,088
NA
NA
4,663
3,682

5,002
4,934
2,785
NA
1,973
NA
NA

NA

NA

1,977

3,344

3,383

NA

2,611

2,452

1,379

11,725
641,566

13,204
$ 773,728

8,556
$ 382,105

Total Daily Boardings
Total Daily Revenue, in 2014$

$

*NA – Not Applicable
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Table 6 presents a more detailed look at the boardings and alightings at each station.

Table 6 2040 Daily Station Boardings and Alightings by Corridor
East
I‐75
I‐75 / Rome
Boardings Alightings Boardings Alightings Boardings Alightings
Northbound ‐ Hartsfield to Chattanooga
Hartsfield ‐ Jackson
Atlanta International
Airport
Downtown Atlanta
Cumberland/Galleria
Town Center
Cartersville
Rome
Dalton
Dalton/Chatsworth
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport

2,176

‐

2,157

‐

2,170

‐

436
333
221
289
NA*
NA
35

1,911
50
324
6
NA
NA
35

821
805
421
546
NA
543
NA

1,911
50
324
6
NA
1,026
NA

926
935
391
583
523
544
NA

1,911
50
324
84
1,057
681
NA

46

394

45

473

46

581

‐

815

‐

1,550

‐

1,429

563

‐

1,061

‐

1,023

‐

287

41

346

40

436

41

25
NA
NA
1,292
2,207
580
66

25
NA
NA
197
160
230
3,853

NA
834
NA
1,292
2,207
580
66

NA
392
NA
395
311
599
4,154

NA
554
928
1,292
2,207
580
66

NA
393
481
367
305
731
4,260

‐

516

‐

493

‐

508

3,536
5,020
8,556

3,536
5,020
8,556

5,340
6,385
11,725

5,340
6,385
11,725

6,118
7,085
13,204

6,118
7,085
13,204

Downtown
Chattanooga

Southbound ‐ Chattanooga to Hartsfield
Downtown
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport
Dalton/Chatsworth
Dalton
Rome
Cartersville
Town Center
Cumberland/Galleria
Downtown Atlanta
Hartsfield ‐ Jackson
Atlanta International
Airport
Northbound Total
Southbound Total
Corridor Total
*NA – Not Applicable
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VI.

SUMMARY

Based on the updated HSGT modeling system, using a forecast year of 2040 and current
socioeconomic assumptions, the I-75/Rome corridor produces the greatest ridership and revenue.
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Federal Capital Grant Programs
Historically, most states have relied on a variety of relatively small federal and state
funding programs to enhance their state passenger rail systems. With the passage of the
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act (PRIIA) and the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), the federal funding picture has changed for passenger
HSGT development.
This section highlights the major features of new federal funding programs as well as
other federal funding programs available for this project.

The Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 2008
In October of 2008, Congress passed the PRIIA. This legislation reauthorizes funding for
Amtrak, but most importantly, provides a new statutory framework for a federal/state
partnership to fund and develop U.S. high-speed and intercity passenger service using
80/20 federal/state capital grants. The PRIIA legislation authorizes $3.4 billion in capital
grants over five years to states, groups of states, interstate compacts, public agencies,
and in some cases Amtrak.
Congressional action is required each year to appropriate the amounts authorized.
Section 301 of the Act provides grants for the Intercity Passenger Rail Service Capital
Assistance. Section 501 provides capital grants for HSGT corridor development for
federally designated corridors with planned speeds of 110 mph or greater. Section 302
Congestion Grants are focused on relieving rail congestion bottlenecks.

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
In February of 2009, Congress passed the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) which appropriated $8 billion in 100 percent federal funding providing “capital
assistance for high-speed corridors and intercity passenger service.” This program is
based on the statutory framework provided by PRIIA and focuses funding on state
sponsored projects.
The ARRA also provided $1.5 billion in 100 percent flexible multi-modal funding under
the Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) Discretionary
Grant Program. Since its inception, Congress has dedicated more than $4.1 billion for six
rounds to fund projects that have a significant impact on the Nation, a region or a
metropolitan area. The TIGER grant programs provide funding for both passenger and
freight rail projects.

The FRA High Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail Program
In developing guidance for ARRA grants as well as grants offered under subsequent
PRIIA appropriations, a structure for the FRA’s High Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail
(HSIPR) Program has evolved. The current structure is best reflected in the most recent
notices of funding availability (NOFA) for FY 2011 appropriations issued in the Federal
Register on March 16, 2011.
FRA will develop final guidance and regulations for the HSIPR Program; however, these
interim guidance documents will provide the basic framework for the PRIIA grant
program as well as for future funding programs. Under the FY 2011 appropriation for
these programs, $2.4 billion was provided of which approximately $2.3 billion was solely
for the state of Florida and $38 million available for other states. FRA will not allocate
funding between Service Development Programs and Individual Projects in advance.
Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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Instead, FRA will make awards based on the outcomes of the application. Eligibility
requirements for specific program and project types can be accessed via the March 16,
2011 Federal Register1.

Federal Financing and Loan Programs
FRA Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing Program
The Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) Program provides direct
federal loans and loan guarantees to finance development of railroad infrastructure. The
program was established by the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century of 1998
(TEA-21) and amended by the Safe, Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation
Equity Act of 2005: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Under this program, the FRA
authorizes direct loans and loan guarantees up to $35 billion. Up to $7 billion is reserved
for projects benefiting freight railroads other than Class I carriers.
The funding may be used to acquire, improve, or rehabilitate intermodal or rail equipment
or facilities, including track, track components, bridges, yards, buildings, and shops. In
addition, the funding can be used to refinance outstanding debt incurred for the purposes
listed above as well as for developing or establishing new intermodal or railroad facilities.
While the program has been used largely for freight rail projects, HSGT projects also are
eligible.
In the case of passenger projects, RRIF funding is only workable where investment
grade revenue and operating cost forecasts show the project has the potential to provide
a substantial revenue stream after a significant public investment is typically made in
infrastructure and/or equipment. Typically, projects receiving RRIF credit assistance
must obtain an investment grade rating from at least one nationally recognized credit
rating agency. Direct loans can fund up to 100 percent of a railroad project, with
repayment periods of up to 35 years and interest rates equal to the U.S. treasury rate.
Eligible borrowers include railroads, state and local governments, government-sponsored
authorities and corporations, joint ventures that include at least one railroad, and limited
option freight shippers that intend to construct a new rail connection.
The RRIF program provides financing on favorable terms; however, the applicant must
identify a viable revenue stream to make payments over the loan period. The FRA
administers this program, and the USDOT Credit Council and the White House’s Office
of Management and Budget oversee final award decisions.

USDOT Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act
The USDOT’s Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA)
administered by the FHWA, authorizes $10.6 billion in credit assistance on flexible terms
in the form of secured loans, loan guarantees, and standby lines of credit. The TIFIA
program was created in 1998 by TEA-21 and amended by SAFETEA-LU.
TIFIA financial assistance is provided directly to public-private sponsors of surface
transportation projects of national significance. The TIFIA credit program’s fundamental
goal is to leverage federal funds by attracting substantial private and other non-federal
investment in critical improvements to the nation’s surface transportation system. TIFIA

1

http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L02744
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can be used for both freight and passenger projects. A wide variety of intermodal and rail
infrastructure projects including HSGT are eligible and can include equipment, facilities,
track, bridges, yards, buildings, and shops.
TIFIA credit assistance provides improved access to capital markets, flexible repayment
terms, and potentially more favorable interest rates than can be found in private capital
markets for similar instruments. The interest rate for TIFIA loans is the U.S. Treasury rate
and the debt must be repaid within 35 years. TIFIA can support up to 33 percent of a
project's cost and is restricted to projects costing at least $50 million. TIFIA can help
advance qualified, large-scale projects that otherwise might be delayed or deferred
because of size, complexity, or uncertainty over the timing of revenues.
Similar to the RRIF program above, TIFIA is not a funding source, but a method of
financing projects through assisted borrowing. In the case of passenger projects, RRIF
financing is only workable where investment grade revenue and operating cost forecasts
show the project has the potential to provide a substantial revenue stream after a
significant public investment is typically made in infrastructure and/or equipment.
Projects receiving TIFIA credit assistance must obtain an investment grade rating from at
least one nationally recognized credit rating agency.

State and Local Capital Match Funding
As discussed in the introduction, the major source of funding for HSGT development in
the U.S. will continue to lie with the federal government. The PRIIA, as currently
administered under the FRA HSIPR, provides the statutory framework for an 80/20
federal/state funding partnership that will continue for the foreseeable future. The States
of Georgia and Tennessee will be responsible for assembling the 20 percent state grant
share for this type of major transportation infrastructure project. Local governments
typically have a lesser role in providing capital funding for HSGT development, and
primarily only with regard to station development. A summary of each program follows.

State General Fund Appropriations
The use of a General Fund Appropriation for an HSGT project offers the most flexibility in
terms of the use of state tax revenues. The downside for an HSGT project, like other
transportation infrastructure projects, is that the significant amount of funding typically
required over multiple years is not easily obtained in a budgetary or political cycle given
the many other recurring demands for state appropriations.
Funding for transportation projects in Georgia relies heavily upon the State Highway
Account, or more specifically, segregated revenues from the Motor Fuel Tax. This
account provides approximately 96 percent of “total revenues from State sources in
GDOT’s budget for FY2009” (ARC 2010)2. However, state statutes do not allow for the
Motor Fuel Tax to be used on any transportation projects other than roads and bridges,
therefore, HSGT and transit projects in the State use General Fund Appropriations.
Similar to Georgia, Tennessee has implemented a Motor and Diesel Fuel Tax to fund
three entities within the state: Cities and Counties, State General Fund, and TDOT.
Tennessee differs from Georgia in that the Motor and Diesel Fuel Tax as well as
Registration Fees are used to fund a variety of transportation projects and basic
operations. Second to federal funding, the Highway User Tax is the largest portion of
2

Atlanta Regional Commission. Bridging the Gap 2010: Investigating Solutions for Transportation Funding
alternatives in the Atlanta Region. Atlanta, GA: 2010.
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TDOT’s annual budget and a majority of both sources fund highway projects. However, a
portion of the department’s budget is set aside for mass transit, planning and research,
and air, water, and rail programs for a total of approximately $289.8 million for FY 20102011.

State General Obligation and General Revenue Bonds
Both Georgia and Tennessee have the ability to issue state bonds for transportation
purposes. State bonding has many advantages as a source of state capital funding to
match federal grant funds. Bonding allows a state to spread funding for large capital
projects with continuing benefits over long time periods (typically up to 20 years). The
resulting effect on the state budget is relatively small in any one year.
General obligation (GO) bonds are backed with the legal pledge of all state revenues. On
the other hand, state revenue bonds are backed by the pledge of revenues from a
specific source such as a dedicated sales tax or in the case of an HSGT project, ticket
revenues. Given the political and underwriting challenges in obtaining a dedicated and
marketable revenue source, GO bonds have many advantages over revenue bonds.
Georgia offers GO and general revenue (GR) bond programs that can be used for a
variety of uses including the financing of transportation improvements. Currently, there
are no transportation projects being funded through GO or GR bonds and no allocations
have been made to GDOT. The majority of GO and GR bonds are currently funding
public safety and education projects and programs. However, funding for transportation
projects can be requested through these bond programs for future projects.
Tennessee does not issue bonds for transportation projects under the current policy.
Tennessee uses federal and state funds on a “pay-go” basis to fund its transportation
program. The Tennessee Legislature authorizes bonds each year in an amount equal to
multi-year project commitments. This allows contactors to enter into construction
contracts, which are then funded from annual appropriations. No bonds are actually
issued and the bond authorization is then canceled each year by the State Funding
Board prior to the subsequent reauthorization.

Freight Railroad Contributions
An HSGT project in shared-use freight rail corridors may have the opportunity to obtain
capital funding from the host railroad where the project provides freight benefits. An
example might include adding a double track on a congested single-track main line. The
capacity benefits to the freight railroad may exceed the capacity consumed by the
additional passenger service. Another example is the replacement of jointed rail with
more reliable and higher performance continuous welded rail, which can reduce
maintenance costs and increase freight rail speeds. The negotiations involved with the
freight railroad in such an arrangement are critical and typically involve the use of
sophisticated capacity models and other kinds of operations analysis. While this HSGT
project is not proposed to share tracks with other railroad service, this funding source is
relevant considering this project may share existing railroad corridors.

Local General Fund Appropriations
Local municipalities have the option of using their general funds to help match federal
funds or make improvements to HSGT stations and surrounding developments. This
capital must be budgeted ahead of time and approval must be received from the county
commissioners and/or councils. The use of local general fund appropriations for stations
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and similar improvements has the same considerations as State General Fund
Appropriations discussed above.

Local Bonding
As with the state bonds, local municipalities may issue bonds for transportation
improvement projects such as HSGT. These bonds may be used as the local match for
federal funds. The bonds, similar to the state bonds, will be repaid with future revenue or
general tax money. The use of local GO bond funding for stations and similar
improvements has the same considerations as state bonding discussed above.

Other Local Funding Sources
Along with general fund appropriations and bonding, local municipalities have other
innovative techniques to fund transportation infrastructure construction, operation, and
maintenance. The most popular technique used in Georgia is the Special Purpose Local
Option Sales Tax (SPLOST). This relies upon an increase in taxes to be used for a
variety of purposes, including transportation, at the municipalities’ discretion. Once the
SPLOST gains voter approval, the municipality has the ability to raise sales taxes up to a
maximum of two percent for five years. If more funding is needed after the five-year
period, the SPLOST referendum may be put to vote again. Currently, the State of
Georgia is working towards a regional Transportation SPLOST (TSPLOST) through
House Bill 277, which would increase sales tax by one percent on a regional level for ten
years throughout the state to solely fund transportation projects.
Other innovative sources of funding that may be used by local jurisdictions for the Atlanta
to Chattanooga HSGT are generalized as “Value Capture Taxes”. These taxes capture
the increased value of adjacent property to a proposed project (e.g., transportation, real
estate development, tourist attraction). There are five main taxation “tools” which include
Land Value Taxes, Land Tax Increment Financing (TIF) (aka Tax Allocation Districts
(TAD)), Community Improvement Districts (CID), Developer Impact Fees, and Air Rights.
For the purposes of this project, the sources most likely to be utilized are TIF and CID
funds. TIF is currently used in both Georgia and Tennessee to fund projects. One of the
main goals of the program is to help develop blighted areas. CIDs are relatively new and
are used in Georgia. They rely on revenues generated by a system in which businesses
and agencies agree to increase their property taxes to fund community projects. Of the
13 current CIDs in Georgia, three include portions of the three proposed HSGT
alternatives.

Joint Development
The establishment of an HSGT station offers opportunities for additional on-site real
estate development beyond just the station. Other development opportunities can include
commercial, office, hotel, and housing developments. Where such opportunities exist,
developer financing can be a significant source of funding for station improvements in
addition to public sources. The developer may also take on all property management
responsibilities for the station, which can be a burden for either state or local government
officials.

Public Private Partnerships
Public Private Partnerships (P3s) are a relatively new venture in transportation projects.
Private investors and public entities join together to allow for more private sector
participation from both a delivery and financing standpoint. There are many types of P3
structures, which vary in responsibility and risk. Some of the options include DesignAtlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS
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Build, Design-Build-Operate, Design-Build-Finance-Operate, Long Term Lease, LeaseDevelop-Operate, and Private Contract Fee Services.
The P3s allow for more flexible funding by including the private sector into the project.
Private equity contributions, bonds, private activity bonds, flexible match, bank loans,
Section 129 loans, and TIFIA Credit are some examples of P3 financing techniques.
Georgia currently has three P3 initiatives in the procurement phase, including the Atlanta
Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal. No high-speed or intercity passenger HSGT programs
have entered into P3 agreements. However, as can be seen in Table 1, HSGT is on the
GDOT list of potential projects funded through the P3 program.
The Tennessee P3 program varies from the Georgia program. The program currently
does not have any enabling legislation tied to the program. There are only two pilot
projects classified as P3, both of which are tolling projects (one highway and one bridge).
There has been no consideration of HSGT to date.
Table 1: Potential Georgia P3 Project Initiatives
Project

Description

High-Speed Rail National Network –
Georgia Corridors

High-speed intercity passenger service (HSGT) on the portions of
Southeast and Southern national designated high-speed corridors.

Intercity Passenger Rail Program
Projects

Development of intercity passenger service in strategic segments such as
Atlanta to Macon.

Atlanta Multimodal Passenger
Terminal

Development of a passenger facility to accommodate passenger rail
services as well as bus service from local and regional providers. Transitoriented development could be part of the project with overbuild
possibilities.

Managed Lane System Plan Projects

Projects as developed through the Managed Lane System Plan. These
projects include, but are not limited to I-75/575 (NW Corridor), I-75 in
Henry County, and SR 400 in Fulton and Forsyth Counties.

Statewide Operations & Concessions
for Welcome Centers & Rest Areas

Statewide private sector participation with state owned welcome centers
and rest areas.
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I

PURPOSE OF THE COORDINATION PLAN
In compliance with the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), a Coordination Plan is required for all projects for
which an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The Coordination Plan is intended to make reviews
more efficient and to streamline the project decision-making process. The plan’s purpose
is to coordinate agency and public participation and comment on the environmental
review process for the project. This Coordination Plan also documents coordination that
has taken place to date and describes how future coordination on the Tier 1 EIS will
occur.
This Coordination Plan has been developed for the Tier 1 EIS for the AtlantaChattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) Study. This plan will be
submitted to appropriate agencies for comment, and acceptance. Further coordination
with cooperating and participating federal and state agencies will be required for the Tier
2 NEPA analysis, final design, and construction phases of development. This
Coordination Plan will be updated periodically as project development progresses. The
Coordination Plan is organized into the following sections:
Purpose of the Coordination Plan;
Project History and Overview;
Roles and Responsibilities (Designation of Joint Lead Agencies as well as
Participating Agencies and Tribal Governments);
Public Participation;
Collaborative Problem-Solving Administration; and
Project Milestones, Review Periods, and Expectations (Schedule).

II

PROJECT HISTORY AND OVERVIEW
On August 22, 2007 a Notice of Intent was published in the Federal Register to advise
the public that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) will jointly prepare a Tier 1 EIS with the Georgia Department of
Transportation (GDOT), with assistance from the Tennessee Department of
Transportation (TDOT) to evaluate the environmental and related impacts of constructing
and operating HSGT service between Atlanta and Chattanooga. The study area is
presented in Figure 1. The study area extents include the area between Downtown
Chattanooga and Lovell Field Airport in Hamilton County, Tennessee to the north, and
the Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport area in Fulton County and Clayton
County, Georgia to the south.
The concept of HSGT service between Atlanta, Georgia and Chattanooga, Tennessee
has been a subject of study for over ten years. The GDOT initially studied this study area
as part of an Intercity Rail Plan in 1997. The Atlanta-Chattanooga study area was first
considered for high-speed rail service as part of the federal Magnetic Levitation (Maglev)
Deployment Program funded by the FRA to demonstrate Maglev technology in the
United States. Georgia was among several states that participated in the program. The
Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC), in association with the GDOT and the Georgia
Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA), analyzed the Atlanta-Chattanooga study area
from 1999 to 2003. The purpose of this process was to fully explore mobility options and
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determine the feasibility for a high-speed passenger service. TDOT prepared a statewide
rail plan in 2003, which recommended high-speed rail connectivity with neighboring
states.
The Tier 1 EIS will incorporate and build upon previous studies in the AtlantaChattanooga study area of Maglev and steel wheel HSGT concepts prepared by ARC
and other planning partners. These studies include:
Georgia Intercity Rail Plan Final Report (GDOT, March 1997);
Atlanta-Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Environmental Assessment (ARC,
February 2000);
Concept Design Report for the Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal (GDOT, February
2002);
Atlanta-Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II EIS, (ARC, March 2002);
Atlanta-Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II Addendum, (ARC, March
2002);
High Speed Trains Nashville-Chattanooga-Atlanta (TDOT, November 2003);
ARC Envision6 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) – (ARC, September 2007); and
Chattanooga-Hamilton County/North Georgia TransPlan 2030, Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) – (Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning
Agency, June 2005, amended March 2009).
The Tier 1 EIS will:
Define the purpose and need;
Screen corridor-level alternatives for reasonableness;
Perform refined screening and evaluation to identify reasonable alignment, station,
and technology alternatives to be carried forward into the Tier 2 NEPA process; and
Estimate potential ridership.
The Tier 1 EIS will be prepared at a conceptual level of detail appropriate for a
programmatic analysis and will provide the FRA, FHWA, TDOT, and GDOT with
sufficient information to select the general alignment and general station locations, and to
potentially identify a preferred HSGT technology.
In this Tier 1 EIS, alternative corridors will be evaluated at a broad scale of analysis.
Proposed alternatives developed as a result of the Tier 1 EIS scoping process, a process
detailed in the Scoping Summary Report (February 2008) for this study, include a NoBuild Alternative, which is used as a baseline for comparison of all alternatives, and the
following HSGT corridors (presented by segments in Figure 2):
An HSGT corridor that roughly parallels Interstate 75;
One or more HSGT corridors that utilize a portion of an existing CSX Transportation
rail line; and
An HSGT corridor that roughly parallels U.S. Route 411.
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Figure 1: Map of Study Area
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Figure 2: Corridor Segments
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III

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES
The following agency roles and responsibilities reflect the general understanding among
the parties of the project’s Coordination Plan. Revisions to this plan can include updates
to agency roles and responsibilities as appropriate.

A. Lead Federal Agencies
Lead agencies bear essential responsibility for preparing the EIS in accordance with
federal statutes and regulations, and provide oversight and involvement in managing the
environmental review and issue resolution processes. Lead agencies must:
Identify and involve participating agencies;
Prepare a coordination plan;
Provide involvement opportunities for the public, and participating agencies and tribal
governments, in defining purpose and need as well as determining the range of
alternatives; and
Collaborate with participating agencies and tribal governments in determining
methodologies and the level of detail for the Tier 1 assessment and evaluation of
alternatives.
FRA and FHWA are designated as the joint lead federal agencies for the HSGT Tier 1
EIS and are responsible for compliance with the following:
NEPA;
NEPA-related federal environmental statutes and regulations;
FHWA’s environmental regulations contained in 23 CFR 771 (Environmental Impact
and Related Procedures);
FRA’s environmental regulations contained in FR Vol. 64, No. 101 (Procedures for
Considering Environmental Impacts); and
Section 4(f) of the DOT Act of 1966 and related regulations contained in 23 CFR 774
(Parks, Recreation Areas, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges, and Historic Sites).

FHWA’s environmental regulations, 23 CFR 771 and 23 CFR 774, will serve as the
baseline regulation for purposes of ensuring procedural compliance with NEPA and
Section 4(f), respectively. Each agency’s environmental requirements and technical
and financial evaluation criteria will be applied as appropriate to ensure that each
agency’s statutory responsibilities and concerns are addressed in the environmental
document.
FRA and FHWA will be responsible for coordinating the U.S. Department of
Transportation (USDOT) review of the Tier 1 EIS. FRA and FHWA will also
coordinate the project with other non-USDOT federal agencies with jurisdiction by
law or special expertise.
FRA and FHWA will review environmental documents as required and outlined in the
2008 Stewardship Agreement between FHWA and GDOT.
FRA will provide specific guidance on:
Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study
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Analysis of rail alternatives;
Rail planning and operations;
Rail ridership forecasting funding;
Mobility evaluation related to FRA requirements; and
FRA NEPA Procedures.
FHWA will review HSGT study documentation and processes for consistency with 23
CFR 771, 23 CFR 774, and SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 guidelines. 1

B. Lead State Agencies
GDOT will be a joint lead statewide agency for the HSGT Tier 1 EIS. GDOT will be
responsible for the coordination and oversight of appropriate and necessary technical
analyses and for the coordination of environmental document preparation, including, but
not limited to, agency and public involvement, notifications and coordination with affected
agencies, tribal governments, and the public.
GDOT will identify the preferred alternative(s) for more detailed definition, assessment,
and evaluation in the Tier 2 NEPA process.
TDOT will be a joint lead statewide agency for the HSGT Tier 1 EIS. TDOT will assist
GDOT with the technical coordination for the project, and will assist in the review and
coordination of all technical analyses and environmental documents, and public
involvement activities related to the Tier 1 EIS.

C. Cooperating Agencies
FRA and FHWA have determined that Cooperating Agencies would not be designated
until this project is at the Tier 2 NEPA stage.

D. Participating Agencies and Tribal Governments
Federal, state, and local agencies and tribal governments that may have an interest in
the environmental process for this project were invited by lead agencies to participate in
the NEPA process. These include, at minimum, public transportation providers,
metropolitan planning organizations, local and county governments, Native American
tribes, regional planning agencies, and federal and state environmental resource
agencies. Appendix A provides the set of participating agencies for the Tier 1 EIS. GDOT
provided a request for agencies to participate in the Tier I NEPA process for the AtlantaChattanooga HSGT study in March 2008.
Roles and responsibilities for participating agencies include:
Participating in the scoping process, so that agencies whose interest in the project
arises from initial scoping activities are invited to participate and still have an
opportunity for involvement;

1

The Georgia Division of FHWA will take primary responsibility for the joint federal agency activities. The FHWA
Georgia Division will coordinate the review of the draft and final Tier 1 EIS documents with the FHWA Tennessee
Division.
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Participating in the NEPA process starting at the earliest possible time, particularly
with regard to the development of the purpose and need statement, range of
alternatives, methodologies, and the level of detail for the analysis of alternatives;
Identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project's
potential environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or
prevent an agency from granting permits or other necessary project approvals; and
Providing meaningful and timely input on unresolved issues.
To ensure that the concerns of each participating agency are considered in the
environmental document, each party to this Coordination Plan will designate an
individual, as well as an alternate, to represent that agency on all matters relating to this
study. That individual will be the primary contact for transfer of project related
information, and will be responsible for providing timely input into the preparation,
coordination, and review of the environmental document. Each participating agency will
be responsible for notifying the lead agencies of changes in points of contact.
Study deliverables will be forwarded as soon as possible to the appropriate individual(s)
to allow for review and comment as set forth in the project schedule included with this
plan.
An entity’s acceptance of designation as a participating agency is not an indication of
project support, and does not provide the agency with increased oversight or approval
authority beyond statutory limits, if applicable.
Federal Resource Agencies
In addition to FRA and FHWA, other federal agencies may hold regulatory responsibility
for the protection of resources, and are responsible for participation in the NEPA process
in accordance with Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) and individual implementing
regulations and policies. Federal agency roles in the NEPA process for this study
include:
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) – Federal agency responsible for
consultation to avoid or minimize impacts to regulatory floodways. FEMA reviews the
Tier 1 EIS documentation for the discussion of avoidance or minimization actions for
Tier 1 EIS alternatives, and the identification of alternative avoidance or minimization
actions to be explored in the Tier 2 NEPA stage for compliance with National Flood
Insurance Program standards;
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) – Federally owned corporation responsible for
stewardship and provision of flood control, navigation, electricity generation, land
management, and economic development in the Tennessee Valley. Authorization
from TVA is required under Section 26(a) of the TVA Act for impacts to waters within
the Tennessee River watershed. Early coordination during the Tier 1 NEPA process
is necessary for the preparation of TVA permits during the subsequent Tier 2 NEPA
process;
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) – Federal agency responsible for
administering permits in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(regulated discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S.) and Section
10 of the Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act (protection of capacity within
navigable waters of the U.S.). While Section 404 and/or Section 10 permits will not
be requested during the Tier 1 EIS process, such permits and the Practical
Alternatives Review process are likely to be necessary as part of the Tier 2 NEPA
Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study
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process. Coordination will proceed as documented in the local NEPA/404(b)(1)
Coordination Procedures between GDOT, FHWA Georgia Division, and the USACE;
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) –
Federal agency responsible for protection of prime, statewide-important, and unique
farmland from significant conversion, in accordance with the Farmland Protection
Policy Act. Coordination with NRCS to identify average farm sizes by county within
the study area will occur during the Tier 1 EIS process. Further coordination and the
farmland impact rating procedures will be a function of the Tier 2 NEPA process;
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service (USFS) – Federal agency with
jurisdiction over National Forest lands potentially requiring transfers;
U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) – Federal agency
responsible for coordination to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts to federally listed
protected species in compliance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.
USFWS is the federal agency with jurisdiction for compliance with the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the Bald Eagle Protection Act. Additionally, USFWS consultation
includes the review of projects posing potentially unavoidable longitudinal stream
encroachments or channel straightening impacts of 50 or more feet to intermittent
and perennial streams, in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.
USFWS coordination will include reviews of technical ecology documentation
estimating overall potential jurisdictional impacts;
U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service (NPS) – Federal agency
responsible for coordination to avoid or minimize impacts to official units of the
National Park System.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) -– Federal agency responsible for
protecting public health and the environment by improving air, land and water quality.
Coordination with EPA is required under Section 102 (2) (C) of NEPA, Section 309 of
the Clean Air Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act to avoid or minimize
impacts to air, land and water quality.
Tribal Governments
Native American tribes are federally recognized self-governing entities exercising
inherent sovereign powers over their territories. Federal lead agencies are responsible
for coordination and consultation with tribal officials consistent with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and federal Executive Order 13175
(Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments). The invitation of
potentially affected tribal governments to participate in the EIS process is specified in
NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1501.2, 40 CFR 1501.7).
Section 101(d) (2) of the National Historic Preservation Act allows tribal governments to
assume the functions of State Historic Preservation Offices with respect to tribal land.
Tribal government representatives will review alternative projects occurring on, or
affecting historic properties on, their tribal lands. Tribal governments will also advise of
other historic properties that are of related religious or cultural significance.
GDOT has established Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) with a number of the nonresident tribes that have historical or cultural links with the state of Georgia. Such
memoranda address the project planning, identification of religious or cultural properties,
assessment and resolution of adverse effects, and the treatment of Native American
burials in compliance with the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.
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State Resource Agencies
In addition to GDOT and TDOT, other state agencies may hold statutory responsibility for
the protection of resources. State agency roles in the NEPA process for this study
include:
Georgia Department of Natural Resources (Environmental Protection Division), and
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation – In accordance with
Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, these state agencies are responsible for issuing
Water Quality Certifications for projects requiring an individual permit under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act. Early coordination during the Tier 1 EIS will contribute
toward the preparation of such certifications, if applicable, during the Tier 2 NEPA
phase;
Georgia Department of Natural Resources (Historic Preservation Division), and
Tennessee Historical Commission – State Historic Preservation Offices (SHPOs)
responsible for ensuring compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA. The SHPOs
contribute data identifying resources on or eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places, and other historic structures and archaeological sites. The agencies
also may establish agreements for assessment and coordination activities in
advance of the Tier 2 NEPA process.
Municipal and Regional Agencies
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), regional planning agencies (and city or
county planning agencies, where appropriate), and regional transportation agencies
within the study area provide the latest planning assumptions, including land use
assumptions, population and employment forecasts, and transportation modeling data.
Such data will be the common foundation for the Tier 1 EIS socioeconomic, mobility, and
land use analyses.
MPOs are established by the Governor and local officials for regional transportation
planning in urbanized areas. The USDOT designates urbanized areas with populations
of 50,000 or more. MPOs adopt long-range regional transportation plans meeting federal
air quality standards and establish short-term programs of transportation projects. MPOs
within the study area include:
Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) – MPO for Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Douglas,
Fulton, and Paulding Counties and a portion of Bartow County in the Atlanta
urbanized area;
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Agency (CHCRPA), Transportation
Planning Organization (TPO) – MPO for Hamilton County, Tennessee and portions
of Catoosa County and Walker County, Georgia in the Chattanooga urbanized area;
Floyd-Rome Urban Transportation Study (FRUTS) – MPO for the Rome urbanized
area within Floyd County; and
Greater Dalton MPO – MPO for the Dalton urbanized area within Whitfield County.
Designated under state laws, regional commissions within the study area develop,
promote, and assist with the establishment of coordinated and comprehensive plans,
offering technical assistance to state, federal, and local agencies in balancing quality
growth and development with the conservation of resources. Regional planning agencies
within the study area include:
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ARC – representing Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Douglas and Fulton Counties within
the study area;
Appalachian Regional Commission – federal-state partnership supporting
sustainable community and economic development for 13 states in the Appalachian
region, including Georgia and Tennessee;
CHCRPA – representing Hamilton County within the study area; and
Northwest Georgia Regional Commission – representing Bartow, Catoosa,
Chattooga, Floyd, Gordon, Murray, Paulding, Polk, Walker, and Whitfield Counties
within the study area.
Municipal governments within the study area (including city and county government
agencies) may also be consulted during the EIS development process to provide or
validate land use planning, right-of-way, or socioeconomic information. County
governments within the study area include:
Bartow County, Georgia;
Catoosa County, Georgia;
Clayton County, Georgia;
Cobb County, Georgia;
Douglas County, Georgia;
Floyd County, Georgia;
Fulton County, Georgia;
Gordon County, Georgia;
Hamilton County, Tennessee;
Murray County, Georgia;
Paulding County, Georgia;
Polk County, Georgia; and
Whitfield County, Georgia.
Regional and local transportation agencies within the study area include, but are not
limited to:
City of Atlanta, Department of Aviation;
Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport Authority;
Chattanooga Area Regional Transportation Authority;
Cobb Community Transit;
Georgia Regional Transportation Authority; and
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority.
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E. Additional Stakeholder Coordination
State Transportation Board - HSGT Intermodal Sub-Committee
This sub-committee includes members of the Georgia State Transportation Board and
study area stakeholders. The sub-committee provides input to GDOT project
management staff at key points in the development of the HSGT study.

IV

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
A Public Involvement Plan (PIP) was developed in accordance with Section 6002 of
SAFETEA-LU, which stipulates opportunity be provided for involvement by the public and
agencies. The PIP, based on GDOT’s Public Involvement Policy and Guidelines, was
developed to guide the public involvement process for the Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT
Study. It is intended to ensure ongoing public involvement using a variety of tools and
techniques to invite and encourage the public to learn about and become involved in the
Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study. The PIP describes a comprehensive program that
engages the many diverse stakeholders at key points in the Tier I EIS development
process.
Key objectives of the public involvement efforts are:
To provide a structure and forum for interested and affected parties to provide input
and comment on major issues, problems, and alternatives in the AtlantaChattanooga HSGT study area;
To educate agency representatives, stakeholders, and members of the public and
media about issues, opportunities, goals, and alternatives under consideration
affecting the Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT study area;
To create general awareness of the study among highway, airport, and transit users,
the business communities, residents, and local government officials;
To clarify the decision-making process; and
To engage all key stakeholders in the study process and results, and build
consensus on future activities.
The PIP outlines the following tools, techniques, and activities to maximize participation
in the study:
Meetings
o Agency Scoping Meetings
o Public Scoping Meetings
o Public Information Open Houses
o Stakeholder Meetings
o Charrettes
o Public Hearing Open Houses
Public Information Materials
o Website
o Fact Sheets
o Newsletters
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Drop-in Opportunities
o Displays at Highly Visible Locations
o Staffed Booths
o Speakers Bureau
Other Public Involvement Activities
o Outreach Meetings
o Database
o Media Outreach
Stakeholders and the public are engaged on an ongoing basis during the AtlantaChattanooga HSGT Study to provide timely and current feedback and to ensure that the
EIS process is consistent with federal policy regarding public participation. To date, there
has been one major decision point in the process where significant involvement from
participating agencies, stakeholders, and the public was solicited. This decision point
came during the September 2007 scoping process when GDOT conducted a number of
agency and public scoping meetings.
The scoping process for the Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT study area was conducted in
accordance with 23 CFR 771.123 and 40 CFR 1501.7 to solicit participation from
agencies, counties, municipalities, and the public as part of the NEPA process. The
scoping process was used to identify the range of alternatives to be studied, the potential
impacts to the human and natural environments, and the key issues and concerns to be
addressed during the EIS.
Two agency scoping meetings and three public scoping open houses were held for the
project. Details of the scoping meetings are outlined in the table below.
Table 1: Scoping Meetings - Locations, Dates, and Attendance
Target
Audience

Location

Date/Time

Agency

GDOT Office of Environment/Location
3993 Aviation Circle, Atlanta, Georgia

September 18, 2007,
10:30 am - 12:00 pm

Agency

Chattanooga Hamilton County Bicentennial Library.
1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, Tennessee

September 20, 2007,
10:30 am - 12:00 pm

Public

McEachern High School, 2400 New Macland Road,
Powder Springs, Georgia

September 18,2007,
5:00 – 7:30 pm

Public

Rome Civic Center, 400 Civic Center Drive,
Rome , Georgia

September 19,2007,
5:00 – 7:30 pm

Public

Chattanooga Hamilton County Bicentennial Library,
1001 Broad Street, Chattanooga, Tennessee

September 20,2007,
5:00 – 7:30 pm

The scoping meetings were announced in a Notice of Intent (NOI) that appeared in the
Federal Register on August 22, 2007. The NOI also announced the public comment
period from August 22, 2007 through October 4, 2007. The public scoping meetings were
also advertised in local newspapers such as the Atlanta Journal Constitution and the
Chattanooga Times-Free Press. Other means of advertising included direct mailings to
federal and state environmental regulatory and review agencies and local government
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officials, which also initiated the Early Coordination Process. All public meetings
locations were compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
Each agency scoping meeting opened with GDOT providing an overview of the project,
followed by a presentation outlining the scope of the project. After the presentation,
agency representatives could ask questions, provide input, or specify analysis that
should be considered as part of the EIS process. A total of 17 people representing
various agencies attended the agency scoping meetings.
Each of the formal public scoping meetings followed the same format. At each meeting
location, attendees signed-in upon arrival and each received a Scoping Information
Package. Each meeting location included an “open house” area with a series of 30
information boards displayed. GDOT staff and the consultant team were available to
answer questions. The information boards illustrated the corridors and alignments under
consideration and provided an overview of the EIS process. A total of 75 people attended
the public scoping meetings.
The information gathered during the scoping process will contribute to the assessment of
HSGT study alternatives best meeting the project purpose and need while minimizing
impacts to the social, cultural, and natural environments. Input gathered also assisted in
identification of specific environmental impacts to be assessed and in shaping future
study efforts to involve stakeholders and the public. A project website has been
established at http://www.atl-chatt.org to provide updated study information throughout
the EIS process. The project website will be updated at key project milestones:
Alternatives Screening, Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Final Environmental
Impact Statement. A study newsletter was also produced in Spring 2008 and distributed
to stakeholders and the public. Newsletter publications will coincide with the release of
the Alternatives Screening Report and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement to
share information on these study documents and encourage public input.
The following provides a comprehensive list of methods that will be used during the Tier
1 EIS process to encourage participation and input:
Two Participating/Resource Agency Meetings
Two rounds of three Stakeholder Meetings;
Three Public Information Meetings (Alternatives Screening)/Public Hearings (DEIS);
Small Group Meetings;
Two Newsletters; and
Website Updates.
The project schedule shown in Figure 3 indicates anticipated timeframes.

V

COLLABORATIVE PROBLEM-SOLVING
ADMINISTRATION
The following decision making approach will be taken among the lead agencies and the
study team as required.
If an impasse has been reached between the lead agencies and the direct project
management team cannot make a decision within a two-week period of the issue being
identified, each party agrees to involve relevant agency management as detailed below.
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Final decisions of any continuing issues will be a matter for determination by the GDOT
Commissioner, the TDOT Commissioner, the FHWA Georgia Division Administrator, and
the FRA Associate Administrator or their respective designees.
If a decision is stalled, the management hierarchy for these organizations is shown in
Table 2 below. When the representatives at the lowest level for each party have reached
an impasse and have agreed to elevate the decision, a meeting will be held within a oneweek period. At that time, representatives from both levels will meet to discuss the issues
related to the impasse and attempt resolution.
If an agreement cannot be reached within a week, the issue will be elevated to the next
level and a meeting will be held within a one-week period. At that time, representatives
from all three levels will meet to discuss the issues related to the impasse and attempt
resolution.
If an agreement cannot be reached within a week, the issue will be elevated to the
highest organizational level and a meeting date will be established within a one-week
period. At that time, all parties at all levels will meet to resolve the issue. The parties
hereto agree that any resolution to an impasse secured through the decision-making
process set forth in this section will be communicated in writing to all parties.

Table 2: Management Hierarchy
Level

FHWA

FRA

GDOT

TDOT

1

Environmental Team
Leader

Project Manager

Project Manager

Project Manager

2

Director of Program
Development

Director, Planning and
Environment Division

Intermodal Division
Director

Asst. Chief of
Environment and
Planning

3

Assistant Division
Administrator

Associate Administrator for
Railroad Development

Chief Engineer

Chief of Environment
and Planning

4

Division Administrator

Administrator

Commissioner

Commissioner

VI

PROJECT MILESTONES, REVIEW PERIODS, AND
EXPECTATIONS
SAFETEA-LU establishes milestones at which project efforts must be reviewed by the
joint lead agencies, participating agencies, and the public prior to moving forward in the
Tier 1 EIS process. These milestones include:
A. Project Need and Purpose (by public, participating agencies and tribal governments
during scoping)
B. Identification of the Range of Alternatives (by public, participating agencies and tribal
governments during scoping)
C. Methodologies for Alternative Evaluation (by participating agencies and tribal
governments during scoping and alternatives screening stages)
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D. Tier 1 Draft EIS (by lead agencies, prior to Notice of Availability)
E. Identification of Preferred Alternative (by lead agencies)
F. Tier 1 Final EIS (by lead agencies, prior to Notice of Availability)
G. Tier 1 Record of Decision (by lead federal agencies and U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency only)
These activities are identified in the overall anticipated project schedule, as shown in
Figure 3. The schedule includes anticipated timeframes for document reviews by
participating agencies.
Pre-DEIS Document Reviews
Documents received to date by the participating agencies include the Purpose and Need
statement and the initial Coordination Plan. Additional documents to be provided for
review, prior to the DEIS, will include:
Revised Coordination Plan
Screening and Evaluation Criteria Technical Memorandum
Alternatives Screening Report
DEIS Resource Technical Memoranda (for review by appropriate resource agencies)
Participating agencies are strongly encouraged to participate to the maximum extent
throughout the Tier 1 EIS development process. At each of the project milestones A
through C, documentation of the particular item would be submitted to all participating
agencies for review and comment. Agencies should comment within 30 calendar days
unless a written request for an extension of the review periods has been requested by
the participating agency from the lead agencies. Failure of an agency to respond with
either comments or a request for a review extension within 30 calendar days shall be
considered concurrence with the documentation.
DEIS and FEIS Reviews
The Tier 1 Draft EIS shall be made available to the public and transmitted to participating
agencies and tribal governments for comment. Beginning with the public notice of
availability on the Tier 1 Draft EIS, a 60-day period shall be provided for the return of
comments from the public, participating agencies, and tribal governments. The Tier 1
Draft EIS shall also be available at the Tier 1 Draft EIS public hearing and for a minimum
of 30 days in advance of the public hearing. A minimum 30-day review period for the
public, participating agencies, and tribal governments will follow the notice of availability
for the Tier 1 Final EIS.
A separate Public Involvement Plan (PIP) has been developed, which provides for a
variety of public participation opportunities during the EIS including Public Information
Open Houses, stakeholder meetings, and Public Hearing Open Houses. Project Fact
Sheets, newsletters and a website will also provide information to keep the public
informed about the project. The lead agencies would review and consider all comments
received. The Final EIS shall discuss substantive comments received on the Draft EIS
and responses thereto and summarize public involvement.
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Figure 3: Project Schedule
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Appendix A – Lists of Participating Agencies and Tribal Governments
Participating Agencies – Accepted Agencies
Federal

Tennessee Valley Authority
U.S. Department of Agriculture – Natural Resources Conservation
Service
U.S. Department of the Interior – National Park Service
U.S. Department of Transportation – Federal Transit Administration
(Region IV)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Region IV)

State

Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR)
Georgia DNR – Environmental Protection Division
Georgia DNR – Wildlife Resources Division
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation –
Tennessee Historical Commission

Municipal/Regional

Appalachian Regional Commission
Atlanta Regional Commission
Bartow County Board of Commissioners
Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport Authority
Cherokee County Board of Commissioners
City of Adairsville
City of Atlanta, Department of Aviation
City of Cartersville
City of Chattanooga
City of Dalton
City of Ringgold
City of Rome
Clayton County Department of Transportation and Development
Cobb County Department of Transportation (for Cobb County Board of
Commissioners)
Floyd County Board of Commissioners
Georgia Regional Transportation Authority
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Northwest Georgia Regional Commission (former Coosa Valley
Regional Development Center and North Georgia Regional
Development Center)
Whitfield County Board of Commissioners
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Participating Agencies – Other Invited Agencies
Federal

Federal Emergency Management Administration – Mitigation Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (North Area Section – Regulatory Branch)
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (Regional Office of
Community Planning and Development
U.S. Department of the Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service (Southeast
Region)
U.S. Department of Agriculture - Forest Service

State

Georgia Department of Natural Resources – Historic Preservation Division
(Georgia SHPO)
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation

Municipal/Regional

Catoosa County
Chattanooga Area Regional Council of Governments/Southeast Tennessee
Development District
Chattanooga Area Regional Transportation Authority
City of Aragon
City of Atlanta
City of Calhoun
City of Cohutta
City of College Park
City of East Point
City of Emerson
City of Fairmount
City of Hapeville
City of Kennesaw
City of Marietta
City of Plainville
City of Ranger
City of Resaca
City of Rockmart
Clayton County Board of Commissioners
Douglas County Board of Commissioners
Fulton County Board of Commissioners
Gordon County Board of Commissioners
Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
Murray County Board of Commissioners
Paulding County Board of Commissioners
Polk County Board of Commissioners
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Tribal Governments
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town
Cherokee Nation
Chickasaw Nation
Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana
Creek Nation of Oklahoma
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians
Eastern Shawnee of Oklahoma
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
Muscogee (Creek) National Council
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Shawnee Tribe
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
United Keetoowah Band

Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study

A-3

February 2008 (Revised September 2016)

Appendix E – Agency Coordination & Public Outreach

2.0

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

E

September 2016

TIER I EIS HSGT ATLANTA-CHATTANOOGA CORRIDOR

Georgia Department of
Transportation

Tier I Environmental Impact Study
High-Speed Ground Transportation Study
Atlanta to Chattanooga Corridor
Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI #T001684

Public Involvement Plan

Prepared for:
Georgia Department of Transportation
Office of Environment/Location
3993 Aviation Circle
Atlanta, Georgia 30336
Prepared by:
Earth Tech, Inc.
1455 Old Alabama Road, Suite 170
Roswell, GA 30076
June 2007

TIER I EIS HSGT ATLANTA-CHATTANOOGA CORRIDOR

Table of Contents
1.1
Description of the Study................................................................................. 3
1.2
Public Involvement Overview ........................................................................ 3
1.3
Public Involvement Principles ....................................................................... 3
1.4
Public Involvement Goals .............................................................................. 4
1.5
Public Involvement Activities ........................................................................ 4
1.6
Meetings .......................................................................................................... 4
1.6.1
Agency Scoping Meetings: ........................................................................ 4
1.6.2
Public Scoping Meetings:........................................................................... 5
1.6.3
Public Information Open Houses: .............................................................. 5
1.6.4
Stakeholder Meetings: ............................................................................... 5
1.6.5
Charrettes: ................................................................................................. 5
1.6.6
Public Hearing Open Houses:.................................................................... 6
1.7
Public Information Materials .......................................................................... 6
1.7.1
Website: ..................................................................................................... 6
1.7.2
Fact Sheets:............................................................................................... 6
1.7.3
Newsletters: ............................................................................................... 7
1.8
Drop-in Opportunities ..................................................................................... 7
1.8.1
Displays at High-Visibility Locations:.......................................................... 7
1.8.2
Staffed Booths: .......................................................................................... 7
1.8.3
Speakers Bureau: ...................................................................................... 7
1.9
Other Public Involvement Activities .............................................................. 8
1.9.1
Outreach Meetings:.................................................................................... 8
1.9.2
Database: .................................................................................................. 8
1.10 Environmental Justice .................................................................................... 8
1.11 Documenting the Process, Feedback and Public Participation Impact ..... 9
1.12 Media ................................................................................................................ 9
1.13 Study Schedule ............................................................................................... 9

Page 2 of 9

TIER I EIS HSGT ATLANTA-CHATTANOOGA CORRIDOR

Public Involvement Plan
1.1
Description of the Study
The proposed project involves planning for the deployment of a High-Speed Ground
Transportation (HSGT) system in the 110-mile corridor between Hartsfield-Jackson International
Airport in Atlanta, Georgia, and Chattanooga, Tennessee, that can provide competitive travel
times with other travel modes. Preliminary engineering and environmental analysis for the
deployment of a full 110-mile project is the subject of the Scope of Services, which includes
completion of a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the corridor. Should
implementation funding become available in the future, a completed Tier I EIS, with a Record of
Decision (ROD) could allow for advancement of selected shorter sections in the Atlanta–
Chattanooga corridor, as well as potentially advanced acquisition within the selected corridor.
This Atlanta-Chattanooga High-Speed Ground Transportation Study will include analyses of
HSGT alternatives, including magnetic levitation (maglev) and steel wheel technology. The Tier
I EIS will be prepared under the direction of the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as the co-lead federal agencies, and the Georgia
Department of Transportation (GDOT) as the state lead agency.
The Tier I EIS will incorporate and build upon previous studies of maglev and steel wheel HSGT
concepts prepared by the Atlanta Regional Commission. The Tier I EIS will define the purpose
and need, identify logical termini, analyze reasonable alternatives, estimate potential ridership,
and identify possible implementation phasing. The Tier I EIS will be prepared at a conceptual
level of detail appropriate for a programmatic analysis and will provide the FRA, FHWA and
GDOT with sufficient information to select the HSGT technology, general corridor location,
general station locations, and potential identification of an initial operating segment. The study
is expected to be complete at the end of 2009.
1.2
Public Involvement Overview
A study of this nature, scope and size requires the design and implementation of a public
involvement program characterized by three general goals: a) a comprehensive program that
maximizes participation of the many diverse stakeholders at key points in the planning process;
b) creation of effective dialogue on project issues and alternatives, which assists in the
development of solutions; and c) a proactive approach to addressing public concerns. A study of
this magnitude requires careful and consistent coordination, as well as flexibility to provide
responsiveness in the face of new events or changing perceptions. The GDOT Public
Involvement Policy (attached) will be closely followed at all times.
Assisting GDOT in this program is a team of consultants lead by Earth Tech, which will organize
and manage subconsultants and ensure that public input is incorporated into the study as
appropriate. Howard/Stein-Hudson Associates (HSH) is responsible for developing the Public
Involvement Plan and will oversee its implementation in association with Earth Tech. HSH will
be assisted primarily by Malvada Consulting and Dovetail Consulting. Technical support and
manpower assistance will be provided by Earth Tech and Moreland Altobelli on an as needed
basis.
1.3
Public Involvement Principles
Public involvement is not a stand-alone discreet task. It is integrated into the technical work
through a transparent process with a continuous feedback loop so that the public can see how
their input has been incorporated into the technical work. This ensures that at the end of the
project, while everyone may not be in agreement with the final recommendations, they have had
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an opportunity to provide input at all major milestones. Specific public involvement principles
are stated below:
Create an environment in which decisions are based on an objective, transparent, and
inclusive planning process that actively seeks input from a variety of stakeholders.
The public and stakeholders will provide valuable information to the overall decisionmaking process. GDOT will consider all public information and technical input and will
ultimately make decisions about alternatives, the preferred alternative, station locations,
and next steps for corridor planning.
Ensure open and clear communications.
Facilitate two-way education.
Meet and exceed state and federal public involvement requirements.
1.4
Public Involvement Goals
The specific Public Involvement goals for this project are as follows:
To provide a structure and forum for interested and affected parties to provide input and
comment on major issues, problems, and alternatives along the Atlanta-Chattanooga
HSGT corridor.
To educate agency representatives, stakeholders, and members of the public and media
about issues, opportunities, goals, and alternatives affecting the Atlanta-Chattanooga
HSGT corridor.
To create general awareness of the study among highway, airport, and transit users, the
business communities, residents, and local government officials.
To clarify the decision-making process.
To engage all key stakeholders in the study process and results, and build consensus on
future activities.
1.5
Public Involvement Activities
People receive information and provide feedback in many different ways. This study will provide
a variety of tools, techniques, and activities to maximize participation in the study.
Meetings
Public Information Materials
Drop-in Opportunities
Other Public Involvement Activities
1.6
Meetings
There will be several formal and informal meetings held throughout the life of this study. These
are summarized in the following paragraphs.
1.6.1

Agency Scoping Meetings:

To kick off the study, two (2) formal agency scoping meetings will be held for the project,
one in Atlanta and one in Chattanooga. While not necessarily a citizen-oriented
meeting, these Agency Scoping meetings will provide valuable information to federal,
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state and local governmental officials, who in turn, can provide information to the public,
staff and policy makers within their respective jurisdictions. The Agency Scoping meeting
will be held in accordance with Titles VI and VIII of the US Civil Rights Act and the
Americans with Disabilities Act.
1.6.2

Public Scoping Meetings:

In addition, three (3) public scoping meetings will be held, one in Atlanta, one in the
middle of the project study area, and another in Chattanooga. The scoping meeting will
have a presentation outlining the project’s history, the tiered environmental process and
its differences to the traditional environmental impact statement, and will discuss
evaluation techniques within the context of tiering. In addition, there will be generalized
information about the study process, the project’s purpose and need, evaluation
techniques, and other corridor information. Comments from the attending public will be
invited and documented. The Public Scoping meeting will be held in accordance with
Titles VI and VIII of the US Civil Rights Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act.
1.6.3

Public Information Open Houses:

To encourage two-way exchange of information, two rounds of three drop-in style open
house meetings will be held in the Atlanta and Chattanooga metropolitan areas and a
third meeting mid-way along the corridor at key milestones: The meetings will occur
following the above mentioned Scoping sessions and during the development of the
DEIS. Open Houses will be widely advertised in all appropriate media, on the GDOT
Website, and through partner agencies and organizations such as MPOs, cities and
towns, and state agencies. Unlike a public hearing, open houses are informal and
provide opportunities for participants to ask questions in a friendly and nonconfrontational manner. Maps and graphics will be on display with study team members
available to answer questions and record comments. Handouts and comment sheets will
be distributed to all participants. The public information open houses will be held in
accordance with Titles VI and VIII of the US Civil Rights Act and the Americans with
Disabilities Act.
1.6.4

Stakeholder Meetings:

Meetings will be held with local officials, community and civic leaders, elected officials,
and others to find out about their issues, concerns and ideas for the corridor. These
meetings will give people a chance to communicate specific issues and concerns in
addition to learning about the study as a whole. Earth Tech will identify stakeholders in
consultation with GDOT.
1.6.5

Charrettes:

A charrette is a meeting set up to address challenges or specific issues with a specified
time limit and scope. Charrettes to resolve issues around the possible locations of
stations in municipalities will be held to resolve issues of location and urban design, and
to identify other possible concerns that should be addressed in subsequent Tier II
documents. Up to four charrettes will be held.
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1.6.6

Public Hearing Open Houses:

These public hearing open houses will be opportunities to learn about the study and
provide testimony on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), as required by
law. The hearings will be widely advertised in all appropriate media; on the GDOT
Website, through partner agencies and organizations such as MPOs, cities, towns, and
state agencies. The first part of the hearing will be an open houses format to provide the
public with opportunities to ask questions of staff. Maps and graphics will be on display
with study team members available to answer questions. Following a presentation of the
DEIS findings, participants will be given a chance to testify for the public record. The
public hearing open houses will be held in accordance with Titles VI and VIII of the US
Civil Rights Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act.
1.7
Public Information Materials
Providing stakeholders and the public with clear and easy-to-understand information about the
study in general and specific elements of the study is critical to keeping them engaged over the
course of the three-year study. Meetings are only one way to communicate with people and will
be supplemented with public information that not only educates and informs, but also provides a
way to give feedback.
1.7.1

Website:

A Web page for the study will be set up as a link from the GDOT Website. Information will
be updated periodically and will be in downloadable formats. The goal of the Web page is to
enable the public to keep up to date on the progress of the study in between meetings and
events. Information that will be available will include:
Public Involvement Plan
Project schedule
Meeting calendar
Corridor photos and plans
Documents including GDOT approved technical memoranda, Scoping report, and
final documents
Fact sheets and newsletters
Handouts from meetings, workshops, scoping sessions, charrettes, etc.
Meeting summaries
In addition, a link to an e-mail box will allow people to give feedback on any aspect of the
study and on review documents as they are posted. Comments received in the e-mail
box will be responded to in a maximum of 72 business hours by GDOT. The team will
keep a complete record of all e-mail and responses.
1.7.2

Fact Sheets:

Fact Sheets will be prepared to answer the most frequently asked questions about the
study. Up to 10 Fact Sheets will be prepared over the course of the study. Possible
topics include a discussion of mode options, noise impacts, need and purpose,
environmental impacts, and service options. Fact Sheets will be concise and easy-to-
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read, two-sided sheets with color. Fact Sheets will be posted on the Web page and a
small quantity printed for distribution at public meetings and other events in the study
area.
1.7.3

Newsletters:

Newsletters are an excellent way to provide information about the study in a clear and
concise way. The team will prepare three newsletters that will be timed with key aspects
of the study: kickoff, during the alternatives analysis, and at the end of the study when
the DEIS is available. Newsletters will be distributed by e-mail and to a mailing list of key
stakeholders, citizens who specifically request a newsletter, and citizens who provide
address information at a public information open house. The newsletters will also be
posted on the Website in a downloadable format.
1.8
Drop-in Opportunities
Less formal than public meetings, open houses, and hearings that frequently interest a relatively
small group of people, special events and non-traditional meeting locations can capture the
attention of a larger, more representative group who might not make a special effort to go to a
meeting.
1.8.1

Displays at High-Visibility Locations:

Two displays describing the goals of the study and the alternatives under investigation
will be prepared with the ability to be located at high-visibility locations such as the
airports in Atlanta and Chattanooga, MARTA stations, etc. The displays will provide
contact information and direct viewers to other sources for additional information. The
displays will be bi-lingual and will be designed to be understandable without being
staffed.
1.8.2

Staffed Booths:

The Consultant will set up and staff booths at special events within the project study area
to informally distribute information about the project. Possible events include county fairs,
street festivals, etc. Fact Sheets will be made available, as well other summary
information that can be easily updated, reproduced, and distributed throughout the
duration of the study. Up to 12 special events booths will be staffed throughout the
course of the study. All questions and comments received from the public will be
recorded and logged.
1.8.3

Speakers Bureau:

Speakers Bureaus are groups of trained representatives who can knowledgeably speak
about the study to groups and organizations. For this study, the team will train staff for
the Speakers Bureau. These people will be available to make presentations, upon
request, to local and regional civic and community organizations. General handouts
about the study will be prepared as a “leave behind.” The handout will provide a
description of the study, schedule, and contact information, including the Web page
address.
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1.9

Other Public Involvement Activities
1.9.1

Outreach Meetings:

To encourage participation from people and groups who do not typically participate in
studies like this and may not be able to attend the Public Information Open Houses,
other venues will be identified that would be appropriate alternatives. These could
include minority churches, senior centers, and other community resources.
Environmental justice communities along the corridor will be included in this outreach.
Letters will be sent to church pastors, business groups, and other community leaders
introducing the study. Follow-up telephone calls will be made to encourage their
membership to attend the upcoming event.
1.9.2

Database:

Organizing all of the activities listed above requires identifying interested and affected
persons and groups and knowing a variety of ways to be in contact with them on a
regular or periodic basis. A comprehensive database for the study will be created and
maintained and will include names and addresses, organizations and affiliations,
telephone numbers, e-mail addresses, and fax numbers. The database will also provide
information on areas of interest or concern, how people got involved in the study, what
events or meetings they participated in, and more.
Categories of stakeholders will include:
Residents
Abutters
Property owners
Elected officials
Agency representatives
Neighborhood organizations
Business groups
Interest groups
The database will be one of the primary ways of organizing stakeholders. At key points
in the study, the team will telephone key stakeholders to inform them of upcoming
milestones, call their attention to review documents on the Website, and check in with
them before decisions are made.
1.10 Environmental Justice
Special attention will be paid to ensure that all populations in the study area, including those that
are historically under-represented in the transportation decision-making process, have a role in
the study. The goal of the Environmental Justice Executive Order 12898 (February 11, 1994)
and the Department of Transportation Order on Environmental Justice (DOT Order
5610.2) dated April 15, 1997, is to ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially
affected communities in the transportation decision-making process, and this study will meet
and exceed that goal. The goal will be achieved through outreach activities such as meeting
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with local community leaders, church leaders, special mailings and targeted advertising, as
required.
1.11 Documenting the Process, Feedback and Public Participation Impact
Documenting all public involvement activities, attendance, materials presented, and handouts is
a critical component of this plan. A log of activities by date will be maintained and posted on the
Website.
A comprehensive database of comments, issues, questions, and corrections will be maintained
and updated as needed. The goal of this database is to ensure that issues are addressed in the
process and those asking questions get an answer in a timely fashion.
A brief update on the status of the study will be written and posted on the Website at key
milestones. Unlike the newsletter, which will provide more details on the status of the study, this
update will answer the question, “What’s changed?” and will include where applicable issues
are raised by the public and others and how they have been addressed.
1.12 Media
Project updates and announcements will be disseminated to the local media via regular media
outlets. All media contact will be coordinated through GDOT, and all materials disseminated will
require GDOT approval prior to distribution.
1.13 Study Schedule
The Project Baseline Schedule provides a general sense of the study tasks and their
approximate timeframes. The dates shown for completion of specific tasks may shift during the
study.
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I.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document provides an outline for the Agency and Stakeholder Involvement Plan (ASIP) for the
Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) Tier 1 Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), (the proposed project). The ASIP is the 2014 Update of the Public Involvement Plan
(PIP), completed June 2007, and the Coordination Plan, completed February 2008 and revised
through July 2010. This document will carry these previous documents forward for the completion of
the proposed project when the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) issues a Record of Decision
(ROD).
The Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 EIS process was initiated in August 2007 by FRA and FHWA,
in cooperation with the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and Tennessee Department
of Transportation (TDOT). An administrative Draft EIS was prepared in December 2010, with
subsequent revisions in August 2011 and February 2012. The FRA is re-obligating its initial grant to
allow GDOT to complete the Tier 1 EIS under a new Grant/Cooperative agreement (March 2013).
This ASIP combines and updates the original PIP and Coordination Plan, but includes revisions to
address the terms under the new agreement. The ASIP will also conform to requirements from the
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21), which is the nation’s surface transportation
authorization legislation, and it includes updated agency/stakeholder lists, contact information, and a
summary of previous coordination activities during the environmental review process.
The tasks to be performed by GDOT under the new agreement include the following:
1. Complete a revised administrative draft EIS for FRA and submit for review and approval;
2. Complete a draft EIS incorporating FRA and FHWA1’s comments and after securing FRA’s
approval publish the draft EIS for agency and public comment;
3. Hold appropriate public meetings on the draft EIS;
4. Develop an administrative draft Final EIS (including responses to all substantive comments
received on the draft EIS) and submit for FRA review and approval;
5. Complete and publish a final EIS incorporating FRA’s comments (after securing FRA’s
approval);
6. Develop a draft Record of Decision (ROD) for FRA’s review and approval; and
7. Conduct appropriate public outreach activities during the term of this cooperative agreement
informing the public of the environmental review process.

1

Following GDOT’s receipt of FHWA’s comments, FHWA’s role was changed to a Participating agency as of July 31, 2014.
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II.

INTRODUCTION

A.

Purpose of the Agency and Stakeholder Involvement Plan (ASIP)

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) prepared this ASIP for the Tier 1 Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
(HSGT) project.
The Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 EIS process began in August 2007, and GDOT completed an
administrative Tier 1 Draft EIS in December 2010, with subsequent revisions in August 2011 and
February 2012. The ASIP updates and combines the previously completed Public Involvement Plan
(PIP), completed June 2007, and the Coordination Plan, completed February 2008 and revised July
2010. The PIP created a framework for interested and affected parties to provide input on the
proposed project; to educate and engage stakeholders and the public about the environmental
review process, issues, goals, and alternatives; and to create general awareness of the study. The
Coordination Plan facilitates agency coordination and participation and their review and comment
process during the environmental review process for the proposed project. This document will carry
these previous documents forward for the completion of the project when the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) issues a Record of Decision (ROD).
FRA is re-obligating its initial grant to allow GDOT to complete the Tier 1 EIS under a new
Grant/Cooperative agreement (March 2013). This ASIP will combine and update the original PIP and
Coordination Plan, and include revisions to address the terms under the new agreement.
The ASIP is considered a “living document” until a Record of Decision (ROD) is issued by FRA, the
Federal agency leading the development of the Tier 1 EIS. As the project development progresses,
GDOT may update the ASIP periodically, especially in response to reviews from participating
agencies. The ASIP includes the following information:


Project History and Overview;



Stakeholder Involvement Overview;



Stakeholder Involvement Activities;



Other Public Involvement Activities;



Environmental Justice Outreach;



Agency Involvement Plan;



Agency Roles and Responsibilities;



Additional Stakeholder Coordination (HSGT Intermodal Sub-committee);



Collaborative Problem-Solving Administration;



Project Milestones, Review Periods and Expectations; and



Milestones to Project Completion.

Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study

2

September 2016

Agency and Stakeholder Involvement Plan

The project sponsors will move forward with the agency and stakeholder involvement program
outlined in this document. GDOT will hold at least three public meetings within the study area; it
previously created a project website. In tandem with the project website, fact sheets and newsletters
will be distributed to resource agencies, stakeholders and the general public. A stakeholder listing is
provided in Appendix A of this document. A 45 to 60-day public review period will be held wherein
agencies and the public can review and submit comments on the Tier 1 Draft EIS.
The ASIP is prepared in accordance with Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) and amended by Section 1305 of
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21).Section 6002 of the SAFETEA-LU
created Section 139 of Title 23 of the United States Code (U.S.C.) that mandates, among other
requirements, that the lead agency must establish a plan for coordinating public and agency
participation in and comment on the environmental review process for a Federally-funded project. As
part of the ASIP, and after consulting with participating agencies and stakeholders, the lead agencies
may establish a schedule for completion of the environmental review process for the proposed
project.
This ASIP outlines the public and agency involvement program and identifies key contacts between
Federal and State agencies, public officials, local communities, affected Native American Tribes, and
other key stakeholder groups and the public. The ASIP also identifies key contacts with civic and
business groups, relevant interest groups, present and potential riders/users, and private service
providers/shippers. The ASIP identifies how involvement activities will be linked to key milestones in
the planning/engineering and environmental analytic process, including public meetings on the Tier 1
Draft EIS. This process includes Tribal coordination to fulfill FRA's responsibilities under Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).

B.

Project Overview

Study Area Description
The project sponsors defined a broad geographic area for study comprised exclusively or in part, of
the following counties: Clayton, Fulton, Cobb, Cherokee, Floyd, Bartow, Murray, Whitfield, Gordon,
Chattooga, Catoosa, Douglas, Paulding, Polk, and Walker counties of Georgia; and Hamilton
County, in Tennessee. See Figure 1 below for a depiction of the project study area.
Project Background
The concept of HSGT service between Atlanta and Chattanooga has been a subject of study for over
a decade. Initially, GDOT studied this corridor as part of a 1997 Intercity Rail Plan. The Atlanta to
Chattanooga corridor was first considered for high speed rail service as part of the Federal Magnetic
Levitation (Maglev) Deployment Program funded by the FRA to demonstrate Maglev technology
capabilities in the United States. Georgia was among several states that participated in the program.
The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) in cooperation with GDOT and the Georgia Regional
Transportation Authority (GRTA), analyzed the 110-mile corridor between Atlanta and Chattanooga
over a four-year period, from 1999 to 2003. The purpose of this analysis was to explore mobility
options to determine the feasibility for a high speed passenger service. TDOT prepared a statewide
rail plan in 2003, which recommended high speed rail connectivity with neighboring states.
The overall goal of the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT project is to enhance intercity passenger
mobility in northwest Georgia, and part of Tennessee, by expanding passenger transportation
capacity, increasing overall personal and business mobility and providing an alternative to highway
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and air travel in a manner that is safe, reliable, and cost-effective while avoiding, minimizing, and/or
mitigating effects on the human and natural environments.
Currently, the state and interstate highway systems within the corridor are operating at or near
capacity, especially within and adjacent to the Atlanta, Rome, Dalton and Chattanooga areas.
Although capacity improvements to the state and interstate roadway system along the corridor are
either currently underway or planned for the near future, they will not address all of the future capacity
or mobility needs for the region. The increased traffic volumes and accident rates in the study corridor
further emphasize the need for alternative transportation. Social and economic demands will continue
to call for a provision of alternative transportation choices for those individuals, who cannot or choose
not to drive, as well as those travelers and commuters looking for alternatives to congested
highways.
Corridor Screening Process and Tier 1 EIS Build Alternatives
During the screening process, 15 unique corridors from Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International
Airport (HJAIA) to downtown Chattanooga were identified. From these 15 corridors, 3 corridors
advanced to become Build Alternatives for analysis in the Tier 1 Draft EIS. The three corridors that
advanced as Build Alternatives are:


I-75 Southern Crescent;



East Southern Crescent; and



I-75/Rome Southern Crescent.

The Tier 1 Draft EIS will evaluate four alternatives: a No-Build Alternative and the three Build
Alternatives. The No-Build Alternative represents the project area’s transportation system as it was
forecast to be in the year 2030 with implementation of programs or projects that were already
identified in local, regional, and state transportation plans and had identified funds for implementation
by 2030. The No-Build Alternative assumes that an HSGT system would not be built between Atlanta
and Chattanooga and is the basis for comparison of the alternatives under consideration in the Tier 1
EIS. Transportation options between Atlanta and Chattanooga consists of automobile travel, primarily
along Interstate 75 (I-75), Interstate 285 (I-285), US Route 411 (US 411), US Route 41 (US 41), and
Interstate 24 (I-24), existing local, regional, and intercity rail and bus services, and air travel between
HJAIA Lovell Field Airport in Chattanooga.
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Figure 1 – Project Study Area
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Prior Coordination with Agencies, Stakeholders, and the Public
The Scoping Process for the Tier 1 Draft EIS began in 2007, during which GDOT established a
comprehensive program for agency coordination as well as stakeholder and public outreach that
allowed for dialogue on issues and alternatives that assisted in the development of solutions. Two
Agency Scoping Meetings were conducted during the scoping process, which began in August 2007
and ended in October 2007. The meetings were held in Atlanta and Chattanooga, and included
comments pertaining to the capacity of existing freight corridors, potential effects on water and
biological resources, the number and location of stations, and the potential location of the proposed
service. Additionally, Lead Agency coordination meetings between Federal and state lead agencies
continue to take place on a regular basis during the development of the Tier 1 Draft EIS. More
information about the Agency Scoping Meetings can be found in the Coordination Plan.
The stakeholder and public outreach program also includes a framework for stakeholder meetings,
which occurred from January to June of 2008. These 19 meetings occurred in various locations along
the potential alignment, and included the participation of more than 60 local government
representatives. The stakeholder meetings included comments pertaining to county zoning
ordinances, land development activities, and conflicts between areas designated for industrial-related
economic development. More information about the 2008 stakeholder meetings can be found in the
PIP and the Tier 1 Draft EIS document.
Specifically related to the general public, there were two types of meetings designed to solicit public
involvement. These meetings included the 2007 Public Scoping Meetings, which were held to
develop the Purpose and Need, and the 2010 Public Information Open House (PIOH) meetings,
which reviewed the screening and alternative development process and results.

III.

AGENCY INVOLVEMENT PLAN

A.

Roles and Responsibilities for Lead Agencies and Participating
Agencies

The following agency roles and responsibilities reflect the general understanding among the parties
of the proposed project’s ASIP. Future revisions to the ASIP may include updates to agency roles
and responsibilities as appropriate.
Federal Lead Agencies
Federal lead agencies have an important responsibility for preparing the Tier 1 EIS in accordance
with Federal statutes and regulations. Federal lead agencies provide oversight and involvement in
managing the environmental review process and issue resolution processes. Federal lead agencies
must:

2



Identify and involve participating agencies2;



Prepare a coordination plan;

Per FRA, in conjunction with FHWA, cooperating agencies will not be identified for this Tier 1 EIS.
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Provide involvement opportunities for the public, and participating agencies and tribal
governments, in defining purpose and need as well as determining the range of alternatives;
and



Collaborate with participating agencies and tribal governments in determining methodologies
and the level of detail for the Tier 1 EIS assessment and evaluation of alternatives.

FRA has been designated as the Federal lead agency for the Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 EIS
and is responsible for compliance with the following:


National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA);



NEPA-related Federal environmental statutes and regulations;



FRA’s environmental regulations as published in 64 Federal Register 28545; and



Section 4(f) of the DOT Act of 1966 and related regulations contained in 23 CFR 774 (Parks,
Recreation Areas, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges, and Historic Sites).

FRA’s environmental guidance will serve as the baseline for purposes of ensuring procedural
compliance with NEPA and Section 4(f), respectively. FHWA’s environmental regulations, 23 CFR
771 and 23 CFR 774, will serve as guidance for areas not covered by FRA’s regulations. Each
agency’s environmental requirements and technical and financial evaluation criteria will be applied as
appropriate to ensure that each agency’s statutory responsibilities and concerns are addressed in the
environmental document.
As the Federal lead agency, FRA may provide specific guidance for GDOT on:


Analysis of HSGT alternatives;



HSGT planning and operations;



Ridership demand and revenue forecasting;



Capital and operating funding;



Mobility evaluation related to FRA requirements; and



FRA NEPA procedures.

Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, as amended by MAP-21 and 23 CFR Part 771, specify that Federal
lead agencies must provide participating and cooperating agencies and the public the opportunity for
involvement in the development of the need and purpose statement and the identification of the
range of alternatives to be considered. As the Federal lead agency for this project, FRA will review
HSGT study documentation and processes for consistency with SAFETEA-LU Section 6002, as
amended by MAP-21, 23 CFR Part 771 and 23 CFR Part 774.
State Lead Agencies
GDOT will be a state joint-lead agency with TDOT for the HSGT Tier 1 EIS. GDOT will be
responsible for the coordination and oversight of appropriate and necessary technical analyses and
for the coordination of environmental document preparation, including, but not limited to, agency and
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public involvement, notifications and coordination with affected agencies, tribal governments, and the
public.
GDOT will recommend the preferred alternative(s) for more detailed definition, assessment, and
evaluation in the Tier 2 NEPA process.
TDOT will be a state joint-lead agency for the HSGT Tier 1 EIS. TDOT will assist GDOT with the
technical coordination for the proposed project, and will assist in the review and coordination of all
technical analyses and environmental documents, and public involvement activities related to the Tier
1 EIS.
Participating Agencies
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will serve as a participating agency in the development
of the Tier 1 EIS. FHWA is the Federal agency responsible for consultation for the development of
the range of alternatives, methodologies, and the level of detail for the analysis of the alternatives for
the Tier 1 EIS. FHWA reviews the Tier 1 EIS documentation for the Tier 1 EIS range of alternatives
and the identification of avoidance or minimization actions to be explored in the Tier 2 NEPA stage
for site-specific impacts that may result from these alternatives.

B.

Roles and Responsibilities for Cooperating Agencies, Tribal
Governments, Resource Agencies, and Local Governments

The current lists of contact information for all local, state, and Federal participating agencies and tribal
governments that are involved have been updated and may be found in Appendix A of this
document. GDOT will send a newsletter to all listed agencies involved to provide a project update
and to inform them of the intent and process for carrying the Tier 1 EIS forward to completion.
Roles and Responsibilities
To ensure that the concerns of each participating agency are considered in the environmental
document, each party to this Plan will designate an individual, as well as an alternate, to represent
that agency on all matters relating to this study. That individual will be the primary contact for transfer
of project related information, and will be responsible for providing timely input into the preparation,
coordination, and review of the environmental document. Each participating agency will be
responsible for notifying the lead agencies of changes in points of contact.
Study deliverables will be forwarded as soon as possible to the appropriate individual(s) to allow for
review and comment as set forth in the project schedule included with this plan.
An entity’s acceptance of designation as a participating agency is not an indication of project support,
and does not provide the agency with increased oversight or approval authority beyond statutory
limits, if applicable.
Cooperating Agencies
FRA, in consultation with FHWA, has determined that cooperating agencies would not be designated
until Tier 2 NEPA analyses are performed for this project.
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Tribal Governments
Native American tribes are federally recognized self-governing entities exercising inherent sovereign
powers over their territories. Federal lead agencies are responsible for coordination and consultation
with tribal officials consistent with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and
Federal Executive Order 13175 (Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments). The
invitation of potentially affected tribal governments to participate in the EIS process is specified in the
Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) regulations implementing the procedural provisions of
NEPA (40 CFR 1501.2, 40 CFR 1501.7).
Section 101(d) (2) of the National Historic Preservation Act allows tribal governments to assume the
functions of State Historic Preservation Offices with respect to tribal land. Tribal government
representatives will review projects occurring on, or affecting historic properties on, their tribal lands.
Tribal governments will also advise of other historic properties that are of related religious or cultural
significance.
GDOT established Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) with a number of the non-resident tribes
that have historical or cultural links with the state of Georgia. Such memoranda address the project
planning, identification of religious or cultural properties, assessment and resolution of adverse
effects, and the treatment of Native American burials in compliance with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act.
Federal Resource Agencies
In addition to FRA and FHWA, other Federal agencies may hold regulatory responsibility for the
protection of resources and are responsible for participation in the NEPA process in accordance with
CEQ and individual implementing regulations and policies. Federal resource agency roles in the
NEPA process for this study include:


Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) – Federal agency responsible for
consultation to avoid or minimize impacts to regulatory floodways. FEMA reviews the Tier 1
EIS documentation for the discussion of avoidance or minimization actions for Tier 1 EIS
alternatives and the identification of alternative avoidance or minimization actions to be
explored in the Tier 2 NEPA stage for compliance with National Flood Insurance Program
standards;



Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) – Federally owned corporation responsible for stewardship
and provision of flood control, navigation, electricity generation, land management, and
economic development in the Tennessee Valley. Authorization from TVA is required under
Section 26(a) of the TVA Act for impacts to waters within the Tennessee River watershed.
Early coordination during the Tier 1 NEPA process is necessary for the preparation of TVA
permits during the subsequent Tier 2 NEPA process;



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) – Federal agency responsible for administering
permits in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (regulated discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S.) and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors
Appropriation Act (protection of capacity within navigable waters of the U.S.). While Section
404 and/or Section 10 permits will not be requested during the Tier 1 EIS process, such
permits and the Practicable Alternatives Review process are likely to be necessary as part of
the Tier 2 NEPA process. Coordination will proceed as documented in the Local
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NEPA/404(b)(1) Coordination Procedures between GDOT, FHWA Georgia Division, and the
USACE;
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) – Federal
agency responsible for protection of prime, statewide-important, and unique farmland from
significant conversion, in accordance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act. Coordination
with NRCS to identify average farm sizes by county within the study area will occur during the
Tier 1 EIS process. Further coordination and the farmland impact rating procedures will be a
function of the Tier 2 NEPA process;



U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service (USFS) – Federal agency with jurisdiction
over National Forest lands potentially requiring transfers;



Department of Housing and Urban Development (USHUD) - Federal agency responsible for
implementation of programs and projects in accordance with the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Uniform Act). The Uniform Act
provides important protections and assistance for people affected by the acquisition,
rehabilitation, or demolition of real property for Federal or federally funded projects. HUD
works closely with FHWA, the designated Federal Lead Agency for the Uniform Act.



U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) – Federal agency
responsible for coordination to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts to Federally-listed
protected species in compliance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act. USFWS is
the federal agency with jurisdiction for compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the
Bald Eagle Protection Act. Additionally, USFWS consultation includes the review of projects
posing potentially unavoidable longitudinal stream encroachments or channel straightening
impacts of 50 or more feet to intermittent and perennial streams, in accordance with the Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act. USFWS coordination will include reviews of technical ecology
documentation estimating overall potential jurisdictional impacts;



U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service (NPS) – Federal agency
responsible for coordination to avoid or minimize impacts to official units of the NPS; and



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) -– Federal agency responsible for
protecting public health and the environment by improving air, land and water quality.
Coordination with EPA is required under Section 102 (2) (C) of NEPA, Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act to avoid or minimize impacts to
air, land and water quality.

State Resource Agencies
In addition to GDOT and TDOT, other state agencies may hold statutory responsibility for the
protection of resources. State resource agency roles in the NEPA process for this study include:


Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GADNR) Environmental Protection Division,
and Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation – In accordance with Section
401 of the Clean Water Act, these state agencies are responsible for issuing Water Quality
Certifications for projects requiring an individual permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act. Early coordination during the Tier 1 EIS will contribute toward the preparation of such
certifications, if applicable, during the Tier 2 NEPA phase;
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GADNR Historic Preservation Division, and Tennessee Historical Commission – both State
Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs) responsible for ensuring compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA. The SHPOs contribute data identifying resources on or eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places, and other historic structures and archaeological sites. The
agencies also may establish agreements for assessment and coordination activities in
advance of the Tier 2 NEPA process; and



GADNR Wildlife Resources Division is responsible for, conserving, enhancing, and promoting
Georgia’s wildlife resources, including game and nongame animals, fish and protected plants.
The Division is comprised of three sections – Game Management, Fisheries Management,
and Nongame Conservation.

Municipal and Regional Agencies
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), regional planning agencies (and city or county
planning agencies, where appropriate), and regional transportation agencies within the study area
provide the latest planning assumptions, including land use assumptions, population and
employment forecasts, and transportation modeling data. Such data will be the common foundation
for the Tier 1 EIS socioeconomic, mobility and land use analyses.
MPOs are established by the Governor and local officials for regional transportation planning in
urbanized areas. The USDOT designates urbanized areas with populations of 50,000 or more.
MPOs adopt long-range regional transportation plans meeting Federal air quality standards and
establish short-term programs of transportation projects. The pertinent MPOs, and their respective
counties that fall within the study area, include:


Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) – MPO for Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Douglas, Fulton,
and Paulding Counties;



Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Agency (CHCRPA), Transportation
Planning Organization (TPO) – MPO for Hamilton County, Tennessee and portions of
Catoosa County and Walker County, Georgia in the Chattanooga urbanized area;



Cartersville-Bartow MPO – Formed in 2013; an intergovernmental transportation planning
body for Bartow County, Georgia;



Floyd-Rome Urban Transportation Study (FRUTS) – MPO for the Rome urbanized area
within Floyd County; and



Greater Dalton MPO – MPO for the Dalton urbanized area within Whitfield County.

Designated under state laws, regional commissions within the study area develop, promote, and
assist with the establishment of coordinated and comprehensive plans, offering technical assistance
to state, Federal, and local agencies in balancing quality growth and development with the
conservation of resources. Regional planning agencies within the study area include:


Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) – representing Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Douglas and
Fulton Counties within the study area;



Appalachian Regional Commission (also known as the ARC) – Federal-state partnership
supporting sustainable community and economic development for 13 states in the
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Appalachian region, including Georgia and Tennessee. To avoid confusion with the Atlanta
Regional Commission, the “ARC” acronym will not be used to make reference to the
Appalachian Regional Commission and will only be used to refer to the Atlanta Regional
Commission;


CHCRPA – representing Hamilton County within the study area; and



Northwest Georgia Regional Commission – representing Bartow, Catoosa, Chattooga, Floyd,
Gordon, Murray, Paulding, Polk, Walker, and Whitfield Counties within the study area.

Municipal governments within the study area (including city and county government agencies) may
also be consulted during the Tier 1 EIS development process to provide or validate land use
planning, right-of-way, or socioeconomic information. County governments within the study area
include:


Bartow County, Georgia;



Catoosa County, Georgia;



Clayton County, Georgia;



Cobb County, Georgia;



Douglas County, Georgia;



Floyd County, Georgia;



Fulton County, Georgia;



Gordon County, Georgia;



Hamilton County, Tennessee;



Murray County, Georgia;



Paulding County, Georgia;



Polk County, Georgia; and



Whitfield County, Georgia.

Several regional and local transportation agencies are located within the study area. These include,
but are not limited to:


Chattanooga Area Regional Transportation Authority (CARTA);



Cobb Community Transit;



Georgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA); and



Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA).
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C.

Additional Stakeholder Coordination (HSGT Intermodal Subcommittee)

HSGT Intermodal Sub-Committee
This sub-committee includes members of the Georgia State Transportation Board and study area
stakeholders3. The sub-committee provides input to GDOT project management staff at key points in
the development of the HSGT study.

D.

Collaborative Problem-Solving Administration

The lead agency and the study team will use the following decision-making approach, as required. If
an impasse occurs between the lead agency and the direct project management team cannot make
a decision within a two-week period of the issue being identified, each party agrees to involve
relevant agency management as outlined in Table 1. Final decisions of any continuing issues will be
a matter for determination by the GDOT Commissioner, the TDOT Commissioner, and the FRA
Associate Administrator or their respective designees.
If a decision is stalled, the management hierarchy for these organizations is shown in Table 1 below.
When the representatives at the lowest level for each party have reached an impasse and have
agreed to elevate the decision, a meeting will be held within a one-week period. At that time,
representatives from both levels will meet to discuss the issues related to the impasse and attempt
resolution.
If an agreement cannot be reached within a week, the issue will be elevated to the next level and a
meeting will be held within a one-week period. At that time, representatives from all three levels will
meet to discuss the issues related to the impasse and attempt resolution.
If an agreement cannot be reached within a week, the issue will be elevated to the highest
organizational level and a meeting date will be established within a one-week period. At that time, all
parties at all levels will meet to resolve the issue. The parties hereto agree that any resolution to an
impasse secured through the decision-making process set forth in this section will be communicated
in writing to all parties.

3

Stakeholders generally include County Commissioners, City Council members, and planning managers/staff of jurisdictions within
the project study area.
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Table 1 – Management Hierarchy
Level

E.

FRA

GDOT

TDOT

1

Environmental Protection
Specialist

Project Manager

Project Manager

2

Division Office of Program
Delivery

Intermodal Division
Director

Assistant Chief of
Environment and
Planning

3

Associate Administrator for
Railroad Development

Chief Engineer

Chief of Environment
and Planning

4

Administrator

Commissioner

Commissioner

Project Milestones, Review Periods & Expectations

As stated in the Introduction, SAFETEA-LU 6002 established the milestones at which proposed
project efforts must be reviewed by the joint lead agencies, participating agencies, and the public
prior to moving forward in the Tier 1 EIS process. These milestones include:


Project Need and Purpose (by public, participating agencies and tribal governments during
scoping);



Identification of the Range of Alternatives (by public, participating agencies and tribal
governments during scoping);



Methodologies to be used and level of detail required in the analysis of each alternative
(by participating agencies and tribal governments during scoping and alternatives screening
stages);



Tier 1 Draft EIS (by lead agency, prior to Notice of Availability);



Identification of Preferred Alternative (by lead agency);



Tier 1 Final EIS (by lead agency, prior to Notice of Availability); and



Tier 1 ROD (by Federal lead agency and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency only).

Section 1319(b) of MAP-21 directs the lead agencies, to the maximum extent possible, to
expeditiously develop a single document that consists of a Final EIS and ROD in order to streamline
the environmental review process. Traditionally, Final EIS and ROD documents are issued as
separate documents with a minimum 30-day period between the Final EIS and the ROD. The current
project schedule, as seen below, does not reflect this new guidance. Further coordination between
the project sponsors and lead agencies will determine the proper course of action.
The activities shown above are identified in the overall anticipated project schedule. The project
schedule includes anticipated timeframes for document reviews by participating agencies. See
Figure 2: Project Schedule.
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Figure 2 – Project Schedule
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F.

Milestones to Project Completion

The project milestones include all work required to complete the Tier 1 EIS, supporting technical
reports and studies, and ROD. This work includes:


A revised administrative Tier 1 Draft EIS for FRA review and approval;



A Revised Administrative Tier 1 Draft EIS that includes responses to all substantive
comments received on the Tier 1 Draft EIS;



An Agency Summit, which includes an invitation for local, state, and Federal agencies to
identify any outstanding issues prior to the formal review period;



Tier 1 Draft EIS Notice of Availability (NOA), which notifies agencies and the public of the
public meetings and public/agency review period;



Public meetings and minimum 45 to 60-day comment period;



An Administrative Tier 1 Final EIS, which will be prepared based on agency and public review
comments, as well as those received at public meetings;



Tier 1 Final EIS and NOA, based on comments from FRA review; and



Record of Decision (ROD), prepared for FRA.

IV.

PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT PLAN

A.

Public and Stakeholder Involvement Overview

Public involvement is integrated into the environmental review process through a transparent
process. During the environmental review process, stakeholders who may be affected by the
proposed project can see how their input has been taken into account and incorporated into the
technical work. This ensures that at the end of the project, stakeholders in the project have had an
opportunity to provide input at all major milestones. The public involvement process enables the
project sponsors to:


Create an environment in which decisions are based on an objective, transparent, and
inclusive planning process that actively seeks input from a variety of stakeholders;



Consider all public information and technical input, which aids the planning process and
decision-making;



Ensure open and clear communications;



Facilitate two-way education; and



Meet and exceed state and Federal public involvement requirements.

Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT Study

16

September 2016

Agency and Stakeholder Involvement Plan

The specific public involvement goals for this project are:

B.



Provide a structure and forum for interested and affected parties to provide input and
comment on major issues, problems, and alternatives along the proposed AtlantaChattanooga HSGT corridor;



Educate agency representatives, stakeholders, and members of the public and media about
issues, opportunities, goals, and alternatives affecting the proposed Atlanta-Chattanooga
HSGT corridor;



Create general awareness of the study among highway, airport, and transit users, the
business communities, residents, and local government officials;



Clarify the decision-making process; and



Engage all key stakeholders in the study process and results, and build consensus on future
activities.

Public and Stakeholder Involvement Activities

Public Meetings
Public meetings will be held once FRA has approved the Tier 1 Draft EIS and released if for public
and agency review. The public meetings will be held in three locations in the proposed project study
area, providing opportunities at the south (Atlanta Region) and north termini (Chattanooga Region) of
the study area, and at least one location in between Atlanta and Chattanooga such as Cartersville,
Georgia.
Public Information Materials
The previously-created project website will be maintained through the completion of the Tier 1 Final
EIS and ROD. This site will include project documents, project newsletters and announcements
(including locations/dates) of public meetings. The website is accessible via the following link:
http://www.dot.ga.gov/travelingingeorgia/rail/Pages/Atl-Chatt.aspx.
Fact Sheets and Newsletters
The project sponsors will prepare project fact sheets and newsletters to answer the most frequently
asked questions about the study. Possible topics include a discussion of mode options, noise
impacts, need and purpose, environmental impacts, and service options. Fact sheets will be concise
and easy-to-read, two-sided sheets with color. Both fact sheets and newsletters will be posted on the
Web page and a small quantity printed for distribution at public meetings and other events in the
study area.
Outreach Database
The outreach database, which includes a list of stakeholder contact information, will be updated for
the ASIP and maintained through the completion of the Tier 1 EIS.
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C.

Environmental Justice Outreach

In accordance with Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low Income Populations), there will be particular emphasis on involving
underserved populations, including minority, low-income, transit-dependent, and non-English
speaking communities. Executive Order 12898 requires each Federal agency to achieve
environmental justice as part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate,
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects, including interrelated
social and economic effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority populations and lowincome populations in the United States.
Outreach: A key aspect of an Environmental Justice (EJ) analysis is to ensure the involvement of
affected communities/populations in our transportation decision-making processes. Early and
continuous public involvement is critical to identifying needs and developing solutions to our
transportation problems. The efforts to engage minority and low-income populations/communities
must be genuine in order to develop trusting relationships with these communities. They need to
know that their input is valued and given serious consideration in project decisions. EJ communities
of concern within the proposed project study area may be targeted for additional public engagement
before a ROD is issued. Special outreach will be conducted for minority and low-income populations
in these communities. The project team will identify the languages spoken by the communities in the
project study area and will provide language services for greater participation from these
communities. For instance, it is already known that Spanish-language publicizing of meetings and
public meetings, availability of Spanish-language versions of presentation materials, and availability
of Spanish interpreters at public meetings will be needed.
Maintaining some consistency among those involved through the life of a project, and engaging the
public frequently, helps to build trust in the project sponsors. Additional measures such as inviting
local elected officials and other known community leaders and communicating project updates with
these individuals will be maintained throughout the environmental review process.
Accessibility: Public meetings and public meetings will take place in Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA)-accessible locations to ensure disabled persons may attend. Public meetings will also take
place in transit-accessible locations when possible, so that transit-dependent persons are able to
attend.
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Appendix A – Distribution Lists

Stakeholders
Prefix

First
Name

Last Name

Title

Organization

Phone
#

Email

770-3875030
706-9652500
678-4936000
770-9743112
404.330.6
004

taylors@bartowga.or
g
keith.greene@catoo
sa.com
lbahrens@cherokee
ga.com
bbulthuis@acworth.o
rg
dfarooqui@atlantaga
.gov

706-6290151
770-3875616
706-2789500
423-8677711
770-3829819
706-9353061
423-7575198
770-4248274
770-4773208

fepeterson@calnetga.net
sgrove@cityofcarter
sville.org
tross@cityofdaltonga.gov
fwheeler@eastridget
n.org
apallone@emersonc
ityhall.com
danwright@catt.com

770-5281000
770-9207269
404-7308200
706-2915110
706-629379
423-2096100
423-2097200

tlee@cobbcounty.or
g
tworthan@co.dougla
s.ga.us
john.eaves@fultonco
untyga.gov
burkhalterg@floydco
untyga.org
bhood@gordoncount
y.org
countymayor@mail.
hamiltontn.gov
district7@mail.hamilt
ontn.gov

County and City
Mr.

Steve

Taylor

County Commissioner Bartow County

Mr.

Keith

Greene

Chairman

Mr

L.B. "Buzz"

Ahrens, Jr.

Commission Chairman Cherokee County

Mr.

Brian

Bulthuis

City Manager

City of Acworth

Ms.

Duriya

Farooqui

City of Atlanta

Mr.

Eddie

Peterson

Chief Operating
Officer, Office of the
COO
City Administrator

Mr.

Sam

Grove

City Manager

City of Cartersville

Mr.

Ty

Ross

City Administrator

City of Dalton

Ms.

Freida

Wheeler

City Manager

City of East Ridge

Mr.

Al

Pallone

Mayor

City of Emerson

Mr.

Dan

Wright

City Manager

City of Ringgold

Ms.

Carol

Berz

Councilwoman

Mr.

Mark

Matthews

Mayor

City of
Chattanooga
City of Kennesaw

Mr.

Jeffrey

Turner

Chairman

Mr.

Tim

Lee

Chairman

Clayton County
Board of
Commissioners
Cobb County

Mr.

Tom

Wortham

Chairman

Douglas County

Mr

John

Eaves

Chairman

Fulton County

Mr

Gary

Burkhalter

County Manager

Floyd County

Mr.

Becky

Hood

Chair-Person

Gordon County

Mr.

Jim

Coppinger

Mayor

Hamilton County

Mr.

Larry L

Henry

Chairman

Hamilton County
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Prefix

First
Name

Last Name

Title

Organization

Mr.

James

Welch

Chairman

Murray County

Mr.

David

Austin

Chairman

Paulding County

Ms.

Bebe

Haskell

Commissioner

Walker County

Mr.

Mike

Babb

Chairman

Whitfield County

Ms.

Ceasar

Mitchell

City Council President City of Atlanta

Mr.

Kwanza

Hall

City Council Member

City of Atlanta

Mr.

Mason

Zimmerman

Chairman

Town Center CID

Mr.

Tad

Leithead

Chairman

Cumberland CID

Mr.

Don

Cope

President & CEO

Dalton Utilities

Mr.

Paul

Bowers

President & CEO

Georgia Power

Mr.

Kevin

Green

President & CEO

Midtown Alliance

Mr

A.J.

Robinson

President

Central Atlanta
Progress

Prefix

First
Name

Last Name Title

Ms.

Bari

Love

Senior Vice President
of Communications
and Marketing

Ms.

Susan

Paredes

GDMPO Coordinator

Mr.

Lamont

Kiser

Mr

John

Bridger

Mr.

Mike

Babb

Mr.

James

Thompson

Mr.

Walter
"Sonny"
Douglas

Deriso

Phone
#
706-6952413
770-4437550
706-6381437
706-2757500
404- 3306030
404-3306038

Email

commissioners@pau
lding.gov
commissioner@walk
erga.us
mbabb@whitfieldcou
ntyga.com
ccmitchell@atlantag
a.gov
khall@atlantaga.gov

Business
Organizations
770-9800808
770.859.2
347
706-2781313

hmzimmerman@pop
eandland.com
rplummer@cumberla
ndcid.org
dcope@dutil.com

404-8920050
404-6581877

kevin@midtownATL.
com
aj@atlantadowntown
.com

Organization

Phone
#

Email

Metro Atlanta
Chamber of
Commerce

404-5868466

blove@macoc.com

706-8762559
770-6076253

sparedes@whitfieldc
ountyga.com
kiserl@bartowga.org

423-7575216

bennett_b@mail.cha
ttanooga.gov

Planning
Organizations

Mr

Hooker
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MPO
Director
Cartersville-Bartow
Metropolitan
Planning
Organization
Secretary to
ChattanoogaCommission
Hamilton County
Regional Planning
Agency
Executive Director
Northwest Georgia
Regional
Commission
Program Manager
Appalachian
Regional
Commission
Chairman of the Board GRTA
of Directors
Director
Atlanta Regional
Commission
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Prefix

First
Name

Last Name

Title

Organization

Phone
#

Email

Transportation
Agencies
Mr.

Jeff

Lewis

Mr.

Roger

Williams

Ms.

Stacey

Key

Mr.

John

Schroer

State Transportation
Board Member,
Congressional District
11
State Transportation
Board Member,
Congressional District
14
State Transportation
Board Member,
Congressional District
5
DOT Commissioner

GDOT

770-3824411

jeflewis@dot.ga.gov

GDOT

706-6186029

rogwilliams@dot.ga.
gov

GDOT

404-3105040

skey@dot.ga.gov

TDOT

615-7412848

Mr.

Steve

Vogel

President

Mr.

Gordon

Kenna

Ms.

Jannine

Miller

Chief Executive
Officer
Executive Director

Mr.

Tom

Nissalke

Mr.

Terry

Hart

Director of
Environmental and
Technical Services,
City of AtlantaDepartment of
Aviation
President & CEO

Mr.

Robert

Ashe III

Board Member

Chattanooga
Airport
MARTA

Mr.

Rodney

Barry

Division Administrator

FHWA-GA

Mr.

Judson

Hill

Senator

Marietta

Mr.

Steve

Thompson

Senator

Marietta

Mr.

Jeff

Mullis

Senator

Chickamauga

Mr.

Hunter

Hill

Senator

Atlanta

Ms.

Nan

Orrock

Senator

Atlanta

Mr.

Charlie

Bethel

Senator

Dalton

Georgia
Association of
Railroad
Passengers
Georgians for
Passenger Rail
GRTA
Hartsfield Jackson
Atlanta
International
Airport

president@garprail.o
rg

404-4633000
404-5305500

gkenna@georgiarail.
org
jmiller@grta.org
tom.nissalke@atlant
a-airport.com

423-8552201
404-8814169
404-5623630

thart@Chattairport.c
om
ashe@bmelaw.com

404-6560150
404-6560083
404-6560057
404-4632518
404-4638054
404-6517738

judson.hill@senate.g
a.gov
steve.thompson@se
nate.ga.gov
jeff.mullis@senate.g
a.gov
hunter.hill@senate.g
a.gov
nan.orrock@senate.
ga.gov
charlie.bethel@sena
te.ga.gov

Rodney.barry@dot.g
ov

State Senators
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Prefix

First
Name

Last Name

Title

Organization

Phone
#

Email

US Senators &
Representatives
The Honorable

Lamar

Alexander

US Senaor

The Honorable

Bob

Corker

US Senator

The Honorable

Phil

Gingrey

The Honorable

Johnny

Isakson

Congressman 11th
District
US Senator

State of
Tennessee
State of
Tennessee
US House of
Representatives
State of Georgia

The Honorable

John

Lewis

The Honorable

Rob

Woodall

The Honorable

Tom

Price

The Honorable

Chuck

Fleischmann

The Honorable

Saxby

Chambliss

Congressman 5th
District
Congressman 7th
District
Congressman 6th
District
Congressman District
3
US Senator

US House of
Representatives
US House of
Representatives
US House of
Representatives
US House of
Representatives
State of Georgia
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770-9980049
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Tribes
Figure 3 illustrates the Native American tribes within the project study area.
Figure 3 – Affected Native-American Tribes
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For reference purposes, Federally-recognized tribes are listed below:

Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
571 State Park Road, 56
Livingston, TX 77351
Web: www.alabama-coushatta.com/
Oscola Clayton Sylestine, Principal Chief
Carlos Bullock, Tribal Council Chairman
Bryant Celestine, THPO
936.563.1181
936.563.1183 fax
celestine.bryant@actribe.org

Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of
Oklahoma
2025 S. Gordon Cooper Drive
Shawnee, OK 74801
405.275.4030
405.878.4711 fax
Web: www.astribe.com
Edwina Butler-Wolfe, Governor
Mr. Joseph H. Blanchard, THPO
joseph.blanchard@astribe.com
405.275.4030 ext. 203
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Cherokee Nation PO Box 948
Tahlequah, OK 74465
Physical address: 17675 S.
Muskogee
Web: www.cherokee.org
Mr. Bill John Baker, Principal Chief
Mr. S. Joe Crittenden, Deputy Chief
RICHARD Allen, THPO
Richard-Allen@cherokee.org
918.453.5466
Chickasaw Nation
PO Box 1548 Ada, OK 74281-1548
Web: www.chickasaw.net
Mr. Bill Anoatubby, Governor
Mr. Jefferson Keel, Lt. Governor
Ms. LaDonna Brown, Historic Preservation
Officer
580.272.5593
580.272.5327 fax
ladonna.brown@chickasaw.net
***2020 Arlington, Suite 4 (for packages)

Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana
Phone (337) 584-1545
Fax (337) 584-2998
www.coushattatribela.org
Kevin Sickey, Chairman
Mr. Michael Tarpley, Deputy
THPO
kokua.aina57@gmail.com
PO BOX 10
Elton, LA 70532
337.584.1560
C: 318.709.8488
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Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians
P.O. Box 455
Cherokee, NC 28719
Web: http://www.cherokee-nc.com/
Michell Hicks, Principal Chief
828.497.2771
Mr. Russell Townsend, THPO
RussellT@nc-cherokee.com
828.554.6851
Mr. Tyler Howe, Tribal Hist. Pres.
Specialist
tylehowe@nc-cherokee.com 554.6852

Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 350
(127 West Oneida Street Seneca)
Seneca, MO 64865
918-666-2435
http://estoo-nsn.gov/
Ms. Glenna J. Walace, Chief
Robin Dushane, Cultural Preservation
Director
918.666.2435 ex. 247
Cell 918.533.4104
rdushane@estoo.net
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians
PO Box 14
Jena, LA 71342
Web: http://www.jenachoctaw.org/
B. Sheryl Smith, Chief
Dana Masters, THPO
danammasters@aol.com
318.992.1205
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Kialegee Tribal Town
PO Box 332
Wetumka, OK 74883
405.452.3262
405.452.3413 fax
Web:
http://www.kialegeetribaltown.net/
Mekko Jeremiah Hobia, Town King
Mary Givens, THPO
maryj.givens61@yahoo.com

Miccosukee Tribe of
Indians of Florida
Tamiami Station
P.O. Box 440021
Miami, FL 33144
http://www.miccosukeeresort.
com
Billy Cypress, Chairman
Mr. Fred Dayhoff
NAGPRA/106 Coordinator
Real Estate Services
Mile Marker 70
US 41 at Admin. Bldg.
Miami, FL 33194
239.695.4360
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Mississippi Band of Choctaw
Indians
P.O. Box 6257/ 101 Industrial Road
Choctaw, MS 39350
601.656.5251
601.650.7333 fax
Web: www.choctaw.org
Phyliss J. Anderson, Chief
Mr. Ken Carleton, THPO
kcarleton@choctaw.org

Muscogee (Creek) Nation P.O.
Box 580
Okmulgee, OK 74447
Web: www.muscogeenationnsn.gov
Mr. George Tiger, Principal Chief
gtiger@muscogeenation-nsn.gov
office: 918.732.7731
Emman Spain, Deputy THPO
espain@muscogeenation-nsn.gov
**1008 East Eufaula (for packages)
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Poarch Band of Creek Indians
5811 Jack Springs Road
Atmore, Alabama 36502
Web: www.poarchcreekindiansnsn.gov/xhtml/index.htm
Buford Rolin, Chairman
Mr. Robert Thrower, THPO
rthrower@pci-nsn.gov
251.368.9136, ext. 2052
251.253.5620 iphone
251.368.4502 fax

Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
12555 NS 3540
Seminole, OK 74868
405.257.7200
405.257.7209 fax
Web: www.seminolenation.com
Mr. Leonard M. Harjo, Principal
Chief
principalchief@seminolenation.co
m
Natalie Harjo, THPO
harjo.n@sno-nsn.gov
405.303.2683
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Seminole Tribe of Florida
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
30290 Josie Billie Highway PMB 1004
Clewiston, FL 33440
Web: www.seminoletribe.com
Mitchell Cypress, Chairman
Dr. Paul N. Blackhouse, THPO
863.983.6549 x12244
863.902.1117 fax
863.228.3793 cell
Bradley Mueller
Compliance Review Supervisor
(863) 983-6549 ext. 12245
bradleymueller@semtri
be.com
Shawnee Tribe
Ron Sparkman, Chief
Ben Barnes, Second
Chief
Shawnee Tribe
29 S. Highway 69A
Miami, OK 74354
(918) 542-2441
ben.barnes@gmail.co
m
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Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
PO Box 188
Okemah, OK 74859 918.560.6198
918.560.6195 fax
Mr. Vernon Yarholar, Town King
vyarholar@tttown.org
Mr. Bill Fife, Tribal Administrator
bfife@tttown.org
Mr. Charles Coleman, THPO/NAGPRA
chascoleman75@yahoo.com Cell: 405.220.2185
United Keetoowah Band
PO Box 746
Tahlequah, OK 74465
918.456.6533
Web: www.unitedkeetoowahband.org
Mr. Georgia Wickliffe, Chief
Mr. Charles Locust, Assisant Chief
Ms. Lisa Larue-Baker, THPO
918.431.9998
Cell 918.822.1952
918.458.6889 fax
UKBTHPO-ARUE@YAHOO.COM
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Project Schedule
The study is expected to take two years to complete. A series of scoping meetings in September 2007 provided initial input on key issues
and concerns. Alternatives will be prepared and reviewed by the public in the spring 2008, and the preferred alternative will be identified
in fall 2009.

GDOT HSGT Study
High Speed Ground Transportation Underway
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), with the
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), has begun
study of high speed ground transportation alternatives between
Atlanta and Chattanooga. The 110-mile corridor between
the two cities is currently congested on I-75, and few
alternatives are available.
The primary goals of this study are to develop and evaluate
viable alternatives; assess all substantial transportation and
environmental impacts; and solicit input from agencies and
the public to help GDOT make decisions. The outcome of
the two-year study—a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)—will be analysis that provides the sponsoring agencies with
enough information to select a transportation technology, general corridor,
and general station locations.

Scoping Meetings in September 2007

Why High Speed Ground Transportation?

HSGT in the
Chattanooga News!
Chattanooga residents reviewed and
commented on station location and
alignment options at the Public
Scoping meeting.
The Public Scoping meeting in Rome
provided residents with an overview
of the HSGT project goals
and options.

Georgia Department of
Transportation
Mike Thomas
Director of Planning, Data, and
Intermodal Development
(404) 656-0610
mike.thomas@dot.state.ga.us

Susan Knudson
Project Manager
(404) 699-4407
susan.knudson@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Population growth and economic development growth are straining the highway
system between Atlanta and Chattanooga. Transportation demand is outpacing
existing and planned roadway capacity. Georgia is the country’s sixth fastest
growing state. The Atlanta Metropolitan Area represents two-thirds of the state’s
economy. In metropolitan Atlanta, population is projected to increase from
3.9 million to 7.8 million by 2030. Employment is estimated to double from
2.3 million to 4.6 million. Three major highways serve the corridor: I-75,
US 41 and US 27. These highways are projected to operate at or above capacity
in 2025. There is a need for additional capacity, but increasing vehicular capacity
alone is not an appropriate strategy.

■

HSGT would enhance airpor t access. Atlanta’s Hartsfield-Jackson International
Airport is approaching capacity and vehicular access from the north is becoming
congested and unreliable: alternatives to driving are needed.

■

Regional air quality issues must be addressed. Under the 1990 Clean Air Act
Amendments, 13 counties (several of which are in the corridor) in the Atlanta
Metropolitan area are designated non-attainment area for ozone and particulate
matter. Hamilton County Tennessee is non-attainment for the 8-hour
ozone standards. A variety of solutions, including alternatives to cars will need to
be implemented to address air quality issues.

■

HSGT would help remove barriers to economic development within the region.
Economic development at existing centers is hampered by inefficient access. For
years, the area has been hampered by a surface transportation system adapted to
hilly terrain area and an inadequate system of regional freeways.

PROJECT TEAM

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental/Location Engineer
(404) 699-4401
glenn.bowman@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta residents reviewed alignment options.

■

Earth Tech Consulting Inc.
David Gorden, P.E.
david.gorden@earthtech.com
Spring 2008

High speed ground transportation from
Atlanta to Chattanooga!
Highway congestion, growing population
and jobs in the region, and lack of
alternative modes are reasons to study
high speed ground transportation
options. The Georgia Department of
Transportation with the Tennessee
Department of Transportation and the
Federal Railroad Administration and the
Federal Highway Administration are
beginning a comprehensive, two-year
study that will lead to selection of a
preferred strategy for the AtlantaChattanooga corridor.
Input from the public is needed!
Keep up to date with the study—
read newsletter updates, attend meetings,
and send you comments.
Sign up for the mailing list!
Contact Susan Knudson at
susan.knudson@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Spring 2008

Continued

Continued

GDOT HSGT Study

What is this Study About?

■

■

■

Providing an alternative to driving in the corridor
could result in potential energ y savings from
reduced vehicle travel. HSGT offers an alternative mode that could reduce congestion and
in c r e a s e r e g i o n a l m o b i l i t y a n d i n t e r m o d a l c o n nectivity. By diverting travelers from cars, HSGT
would not only help reduce roadway congestion
in the corridor, but would also connect to existing and planned transit systems within the corridor, including MARTA, Cobb Transit and the
Chattanooga transit systems.
H SG T wo u ld h e lp m eet t h e t r a ns po r tation
needs of transit-dependent populations, including low-income, elderly, youth, persons with disabilities, and car-free residents and workers.
Alternatives to driving would support comprehensive land use planning and smart growth initiatives
by promoting intermodal connectivity, improved
mobility, and economic activity.

Stations: Hartsfield Airport (Southern Crescent Transportation
Center), Downtown Atlanta, Galleria Station, Town Center
Station, Cartersville, Dalton-Chatsworth, Lovell Field Airport
Station and Downtown Chattanooga.

Rome Alignment: Serves Rome with a potentially higher-speed
alignment bypassing the dense I-75 corridor and activity centers in
the southern section. Follows Camp Creek Parkway to I-285 and
utility corridors in rural areas.
Stations: Hartsfield Airport, Downtown Atlanta, Rome, Dalton,
Lovell Field Airport Station and Downtown Chattanooga.

CONNECTORS

Eastern Alignment: A potentially higher-speed alignment in the
northern half of the corridor which uses an existing rail corridor.
Leaves I-75 north of Cartersville and generally follows the
CSX corridor.

Western Suburban Alignment: A potentially higher-speed
alignment in the southern half of the corridor.

I-285 By-Pass: A potential lower cost, higher-speed alignment
in the Atlanta urban area, starting at Hartsfield Airport and continuing on Camp Creek Parkway to I-285. No additional stations.
I-285 to I-75 Connector: A lower-cost alignment in the Atlanta
urban area with potentially fewer impacts. Reduces the amount of
aerial structure needed. No additional stations.
Rome to I-75 Connector: Provides a connection to Rome from
the I-75 alignment, departing I-75 south of Cartersville.

High Speed Ground
Transportation Technologies

HSGT in this corridor would provide a southeast
US link to a future system of high-speed train
service. There is a need to advance HSGT as a
network and to comprehensively plan and design
the ultimate regional and national system.

Two technologies are under study for the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor. Several years ago, this corridor was studied as
part of GDOT’s Intercity Rail Plan which looked at commuter rail service. The corridor was first considered for high-speed
rail service as part of a federal initiative to demonstrate magnetic levitation (Maglev) technology in the United States;
the Atlanta Regional Commission conducted the study.

What is this
Study About?

Magnetic Levitation (MAGLEV)

This study, a Tier I EIS, will investigate and assess
transportation, environmental, and planning issues
for the HSGT alternatives developed for the study.
The alternatives will include two technologies, eight
alignments along 110 miles, a variety of station
locations, alternative operating plans, and phased
implementation. The study will estimate ridership, capital and operating costs, revenue projections, and economic impacts.
Agencies and the public are encouraged to participate in the study through meetings, public information materials such as this newsletter,
public information open houses, and public hearings.

■

Potential speeds over 300 mph.

■

Average operating speed 185 mph.

■

Station spacing 30+ miles.

■

Grade separated right-of-way.

■

Electric power to magnets
from track..

■

Magnetic force lifts and propels
on guideway.

■

Electric power from overhead
wires to vehicle.

■

Steel wheel on steel rail.

Very High Speed Rail (VHS)

Potential Alignments and Stations
Initial conceptual alignments begin at Hartsfield-Jackson International Airport and end in Downtown Chattanooga. Two types of
mainline alignments were developed: alignments that serve various city centers along the I-75 corridor or alignments through rural areas.
I-75 Median Alignment: The shortest route in the most densely developed corridor. Stays within the I-75 median for most of its length
to minimize right-of-way impacts.
Stations: Hartsfield Airport (Southern Crescent Transportation Center), Downtown Atlanta, Galleria Station, Town Center Station,
Cartersville, Dalton, Lovell Field Airport Station, and Downtown Chattanooga.

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study

I-75 Corridor Alignment: Leaves the median on aerial
structure after the dense urban Atlanta area to obtain a potentially
higher travel speed.
Stations: Hartsfield Airport (Southern Crescent Transportation
Center), Downtown Atlanta, Galleria Station, Town Center
Station, Cartersville, Dalton, Lovell Field Airport Station and
Downtown Chattanooga.
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US link to a future system of high-speed train
service. There is a need to advance HSGT as a
network and to comprehensively plan and design
the ultimate regional and national system.

Two technologies are under study for the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor. Several years ago, this corridor was studied as
part of GDOT’s Intercity Rail Plan which looked at commuter rail service. The corridor was first considered for high-speed
rail service as part of a federal initiative to demonstrate magnetic levitation (Maglev) technology in the United States;
the Atlanta Regional Commission conducted the study.

What is this
Study About?

Magnetic Levitation (MAGLEV)

This study, a Tier I EIS, will investigate and assess
transportation, environmental, and planning issues
for the HSGT alternatives developed for the study.
The alternatives will include two technologies, eight
alignments along 110 miles, a variety of station
locations, alternative operating plans, and phased
implementation. The study will estimate ridership, capital and operating costs, revenue projections, and economic impacts.
Agencies and the public are encouraged to participate in the study through meetings, public information materials such as this newsletter,
public information open houses, and public hearings.
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Initial conceptual alignments begin at Hartsfield-Jackson International Airport and end in Downtown Chattanooga. Two types of
mainline alignments were developed: alignments that serve various city centers along the I-75 corridor or alignments through rural areas.
I-75 Median Alignment: The shortest route in the most densely developed corridor. Stays within the I-75 median for most of its length
to minimize right-of-way impacts.
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I-75 Corridor Alignment: Leaves the median on aerial
structure after the dense urban Atlanta area to obtain a potentially
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Project Schedule
The study is expected to take two years to complete. A series of scoping meetings in September 2007 provided initial input on key issues
and concerns. Alternatives will be prepared and reviewed by the public in the spring 2008, and the preferred alternative will be identified
in fall 2009.

GDOT HSGT Study
High Speed Ground Transportation Underway
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), with the
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), has begun
study of high speed ground transportation alternatives between
Atlanta and Chattanooga. The 110-mile corridor between
the two cities is currently congested on I-75, and few
alternatives are available.
The primary goals of this study are to develop and evaluate
viable alternatives; assess all substantial transportation and
environmental impacts; and solicit input from agencies and
the public to help GDOT make decisions. The outcome of
the two-year study—a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)—will be analysis that provides the sponsoring agencies with
enough information to select a transportation technology, general corridor,
and general station locations.

Scoping Meetings in September 2007

Why High Speed Ground Transportation?

HSGT in the
Chattanooga News!
Chattanooga residents reviewed and
commented on station location and
alignment options at the Public
Scoping meeting.
The Public Scoping meeting in Rome
provided residents with an overview
of the HSGT project goals
and options.

Georgia Department of
Transportation
Mike Thomas
Director of Planning, Data, and
Intermodal Development
(404) 656-0610
mike.thomas@dot.state.ga.us

Susan Knudson
Project Manager
(404) 699-4407
susan.knudson@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Population growth and economic development growth are straining the highway
system between Atlanta and Chattanooga. Transportation demand is outpacing
existing and planned roadway capacity. Georgia is the country’s sixth fastest
growing state. The Atlanta Metropolitan Area represents two-thirds of the state’s
economy. In metropolitan Atlanta, population is projected to increase from
3.9 million to 7.8 million by 2030. Employment is estimated to double from
2.3 million to 4.6 million. Three major highways serve the corridor: I-75,
US 41 and US 27. These highways are projected to operate at or above capacity
in 2025. There is a need for additional capacity, but increasing vehicular capacity
alone is not an appropriate strategy.

■

HSGT would enhance airpor t access. Atlanta’s Hartsfield-Jackson International
Airport is approaching capacity and vehicular access from the north is becoming
congested and unreliable: alternatives to driving are needed.

■

Regional air quality issues must be addressed. Under the 1990 Clean Air Act
Amendments, 13 counties (several of which are in the corridor) in the Atlanta
Metropolitan area are designated non-attainment area for ozone and particulate
matter. Hamilton County Tennessee is non-attainment for the 8-hour
ozone standards. A variety of solutions, including alternatives to cars will need to
be implemented to address air quality issues.

■

HSGT would help remove barriers to economic development within the region.
Economic development at existing centers is hampered by inefficient access. For
years, the area has been hampered by a surface transportation system adapted to
hilly terrain area and an inadequate system of regional freeways.

PROJECT TEAM

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental/Location Engineer
(404) 699-4401
glenn.bowman@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta residents reviewed alignment options.

■

Earth Tech Consulting Inc.
David Gorden, P.E.
david.gorden@earthtech.com
Spring 2008

High speed ground transportation from
Atlanta to Chattanooga!
Highway congestion, growing population
and jobs in the region, and lack of
alternative modes are reasons to study
high speed ground transportation
options. The Georgia Department of
Transportation with the Tennessee
Department of Transportation and the
Federal Railroad Administration and the
Federal Highway Administration are
beginning a comprehensive, two-year
study that will lead to selection of a
preferred strategy for the AtlantaChattanooga corridor.
Input from the public is needed!
Keep up to date with the study—
read newsletter updates, attend meetings,
and send you comments.
Sign up for the mailing list!
Contact Susan Knudson at
susan.knudson@dot.state.ga.us

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
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Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Introduction
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), with the Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), is continuing a study of high speed ground transportation (HSGT) between Atlanta and
Chattanooga. This is the second in a series of newsletters to inform stakeholders and the public
about this study as it progresses. In this newsletter you will find information about the four alternative alignments that are proposed for further study in a Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS), and the process by which those alignments were selected.

Visit Our
Web Site!
www.atl-chatt.org

Scoping Meetings Update
One of the first steps in preparing an EIS is Scoping where the public, stakeholders,
and government agencies provide input on the following:

Project Overview
The introduction of high speed ground
transportation (HSGT) along the 110-mile
corridor between Atlanta and Chattanooga is intended to provide a high capacity
alternative to roadway and air travelers.
The study involves the development of a
Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) to ensure that alternatives for the
proposed action are evaluated, including
a no-build alternative; that transportation, social, economic, and environmental
impacts are assessed; and that public involvement and comments are solicited to
assist the decision-making process.
The Tier 1 EIS will evaluate potential HSGT
alternatives, which include general station
locations, and storage and maintenance
facilities. The Tier 1 EIS will build upon previous Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT studies.
The Tier 1 EIS will be at a conceptual level
of engineering and environmental detail.
It will provide the FRA, FHWA, GDOT, and
TDOT with sufficient information to determine a general alignment, general station
locations, and define the requirements to
build and operate an Atlanta – Chattanooga HSGT system.

•
•
•
•
•

The study’s purpose and need (see page 2);
Suggested alignment alternatives for further study;
The technical evaluations to be undertaken to determine how environmental impacts will be assessed;
How the alternatives will be selected for further study; and
The opportunities for public involvement.

Agency Scoping meetings were held with federal, state, and local agencies in Atlanta
and Chattanooga in September 2007. Public Scoping open houses were also held in
Powder Springs, Rome, and Chattanooga. Both sets of Scoping meetings provided
an overview of the study and opportunities for input. The study team received numerous comments, questions, and suggestions during these meetings, and throughout the formal 30-day comment period.
After the close of the comment period, GDOT evaluated all the input received from
agencies and the public regarding the purpose and need, methodology for the study,
station locations, alignments, technology, and environmentally sensitive issues and
made changes to the study as a result. These changes included the addition of new
concept alignments to be considered as part of the analysis and enhancements to
future public and agency coordination efforts.
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Project Purpose and Need
According to the U.S. Department of Transportation, a Purpose and Need
Statement is one of the most important parts of an EIS. They explain, “It establishes why the agency is proposing to spend large amounts of taxpayers’
money while at the same time causing significant environmental impacts. [It]
explains to the public and decisionmakers that the expenditure of funds is
necessary and worthwhile… and should justify why impacts are acceptable
based on the project’s importance.”
Based on analysis of previous studies and through feedback from the public
and agencies during the Scoping Process, the study team finalized the Purpose and Need Statement for the project.
The purpose of the Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project is to enhance intercity passenger mobility in northwest
Georgia and part of Tennessee, by expanding passenger transportation capacity, increasing mobility, and providing an alternative to highway and
air travel that is safe, reliable, and cost-effective while avoiding, minimizing, and/or mitigating impacts on neighborhoods and the environment.
The needs for the HSGT project are summarized as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Address travel demand and population growth
Provide high capacity versus highway capacity
Enhance airport access
Maintain or improve air quality
Address safety deficiencies in the study area
Support economic development
Reduce energy consumption
Enhance intermodal connections
Address social demands of various population groups
Support comprehensive land use planning and smart growth initiatives
Provide a link in the southeast U.S. region HSGT system

Tier 1 EIS Process
The remaining steps in the Tier 1 EIS process include
the environmental impact evaluation, preparation of a
Tier 1 Draft EIS (DEIS), presentation of findings to the
public and agencies, preparation of the Tier 1 Final EIS
(FEIS), and finally release of a Record of Decision (ROD)
by FRA and FHWA.

Project Schedule
2010
Project Coordination

August

September

October

December

Approval by FHWA/FRA and
Submittal to Participating Agencies

Screening Methodology and
Criteria Technical Memorandum
Screening Report

November

2011
January

FHWA/FRA Sign-Off on
Technical Memorandum

Presentation to Participating Agencies
Presentation to
FHWA/FRA

Submittal to
FHWA/FRA

FHWA/FRA Sign-Off
on Screening Report

Presentation to Participating Agencies
Development of DEIS Chapters

DEIS Documentation
Public and Stakeholder Outreach

Public Involvement
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Submittal to GDOT of
Administrative Draft
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Alignment Alternatives Evaluated in the Scoping Process
Prior to the Scoping Process, the study team developed a series of potential
HSGT “segments” that could be combined in various configurations to
connect Downtown Atlanta and Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International
Airport (HJAIA) to Downtown Chattanooga. Each segment represents
a potential connection that could be made between key destinations
in Georgia and Tennessee. The segments are shown in the map below.
These segments were reviewed, analyzed and developed into full-length
alignments during the Scoping Process.
I-287/I-75 Split

Downtown Chattanooga Segment
Downtown
Chattanooga

Lovell Field Airport

The Scoping Process also gave the public and agencies an
opportunity to review and comment on the method by
which the long list of alternatives would be reduced. This
process is called “screening” where suggested alternatives
are evaluated against a series of agreed upon criteria. This
study utilized a two-step screening process to eliminate
certain suggested alternatives, and identify those that
warrant further consideration in the Tier 1 EIS. The twostep approach to screening consisted of the following:
•

Step 1: An initial corridor screen to advance the
best performing corridor(s) based on transportation
mobility and consistency with the project’s Purpose
and Need Statement, and

•

Step 2: A second screen of alignment(s) within the
remaining corridor(s) that provided a more detailed
assessment relative to ridership, mobility, environmental, and financial/economic criteria.

Cumberland/Galleria
I-75 Segment
I-285 Bypass Segment

NS Segment

Eastern Segment
Dalton

Dalton/Chatsworth
Boulder
Park

Downtown
Atlanta

Based on the results of the screening process the alignments discussed had the best overall performance.

I-285 Bypass Segment
I-75 Segment

I-75 Segment

Four Alignment Alternatives to be
Advanced in the Draft Tier 1 EIS

HJAIA to I-285
HJAIA Southern
Terminal Crescent

Rome Segment

Four alignment alternatives, all generally following I-75,
are proposed to advance in the Tier 1 DEIS analysis. South
of the I-285/I-75 split, two alignments follow the Norfolk
Southern (NS) railroad corridor and two continue along
I-75 to Downtown Atlanta.

I-75 Segment

Rome
Rome to I-75 Segment

Cartersville

The four alignment alternatives (shown on the next page)
are as follows:

Rome Segment
Rockmart
Western Suburb Segment

I-75 Segment

•
•
•
•

Town Center

These alignments are being presented to the public and
stakeholders through this newsletter and at public information meetings to be held in November 2010 (see page
6). It is important that the public understand how these
selections were made and have an opportunity to review
and comment.

Legend
Rome Segment
Douglas County
0 2.5 5

I-75 Median Southern Crescent NS
I-75 Non-Median Southern Crescent NS
I-75 Median Southern Crescent
I-75 Non-Median Southern Crescent

Miles
10

Map of Alternatives Evaluated in the Scoping Process
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Alignment Alternative Map
I-75 Median and Non-Median
Southern Crescent Norfolk
Southern (NS) Alignment

Atlanta In-Town Inset

The two I-75 Southern Crescent NS Alignments begin on the east side of HJAIA at
the proposed Southern Crescent station
immediately adjacent to I-75, and follow I-75 to a point south of the proposed
Downtown Atlanta station. Using the existing NS rail corridor northwest to I-285
into Cobb County, the alignment continues along I-285 to the propose Cumberland/Galleria station. Heading north, the
alignment occupies the right-of-way of
I-75 north of the I-285/I-75 junction utilizing the interstate’s median (Median
Alignment), or the broader I-75 corridor
area (Non-Median Alignment), to continue to the Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field (Chattanooga
Metropolitan Airport) stations, and terminating at the Downtown Chattanooga
station.

I-75 Median and Non-Median
Southern Crescent Alignment
Like the previous alignments, the two I-75
Southern Crescent Alignments begin on
the east side of HJAIA at the proposed
Southern Crescent station immediately
adjacent to I-75, and follow I-75 to a point
south of the proposed Downtown Atlanta
station. The alignment continues northeast to I-75 turning northwest into the
median of I-75 to the proposed Cumberland/Galleria station. Heading north, the
alignment occupies the right-of-way of
I-75 and utilizes the interstate’s median
(Median Alignment), or the broader I-75
corridor area (Non-Median Alignment) to
continue to the Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field stations, and terminating at the Downtown Chattanooga
station.

Legend
I-75 Corridor (Same for all 4 alternatives)
I-75 Southern Crescent NS
I-75 Southern Crescent
Potential Stations
Study Area
Cities
0

2.5

5

10

Miles
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High Speed Ground Transportation Technologies
Steel-Wheeled
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

Steel-wheel vehicles on steel rail.
Electric-powered locomotives receive energy from overhead wires.
Operates on a grade-separated right-of-way, which eliminates
potential points of conflict with pedestrians or other non-rail
vehicles.
Technically capable of operating in a shared use environment with
freight and passenger trains.
Station spacing can be as short as 30 miles, but averages 50-75
miles.
Average operating speed of 180 mph, but capable of 220 mph
average speed. Operating speeds in excess of 320 mph are possible.
Currently utilized throughout Europe and Asia.
Appropriate for intercity use, and can provide a travel time
competitive with automobile travel within the Atlanta-Chattanooga
corridor.

Canadian Steel-Wheeled

Japanese Steel-Wheeled

Spanish Steel-Wheeled

Maglev (Magnetic Levitation)
•

•
•

•
•

•

Uses “attractive” or “repulsive” electromagnetic forces to lift and
propel a train along a guideway, with power supplied to the magnets
through the track.
Allows vehicles to hover or float a small distance above the
guideway, eliminating friction and rolling resistance.
Operates on a grade-separated right-of-way, which eliminates
potential points of conflict with pedestrians or other non-rail
vehicles.
Systems in operation are designed for maximum operating speeds of
310 mph. A Japanese Maglev train has reached speeds of 360 mph.
No Maglev intercity systems are currently in service, but a
commercial track in China and a test track in Germany are in
operation.
Appropriate for intercity use, and can provide a travel time
competitive with automobile and air travel within the AtlantaChattanooga corridor.

German Maglev

Japanese Maglev

Project Team
Georgia DOT
Erik Steavens
Director of Intermodal
Programs
T: 404-347-0573
esteavens@dot.ga.gov

AECOM

Glen Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental
Administrator
T: 404-631-1101
gbowman@dot.ga.gov

Alan Ware
Project Manager
T: 404-631-1226
alware@dot.ga.gov
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Sheldon Fialkoff
Consultant Project Manager
T: 404-946-9536
shelly.fialkoff@aecom.com

High Speed Ground Transportation Public Information Meetings
You are invited to attend a public information meeting to better understand the travel opportunities for the corridor, and provide
your opinion on potential high speed rail alternatives to connect Atlanta to Chattanooga. With your help GDOT and its partners
hope to create a long-term plan that will increase travel choices and access in this critical part of the southeast region. Please attend
one of the three meetings planned in November.

Thursday, November 4
Regional Planning Agency
1250 Market Street
Chattanooga, TN 37402
First Floor, Room 1A
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
(presentation at 6:30 p.m.)

Dalton, GA

Atlanta, GA

Monday, November 8
Tuesday, November 9
Dalton State College
St. Mark United Methodist Church
650 College Drive
781 Peachtree Street NE
Dalton, GA 30720
Atlanta, GA 30308
James Brown Center, Room 105
Fellowship Hall
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
(presentation at 6:30 p.m.)
(presentation at 6:30 p.m.)

Can’t attend a meeting?

Submit your comments online at www.atl-chatt.org/CommentForwardAdd.do

Contact Us
Georgia Department of
Transportation
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachtree Street NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
P: (404) 631-1990
F: (404) 631-1844
HSGT@dot.ga.gov
www.atl-chatt.org

Move
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Scoping Meeting
Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
W O R K B O O K
January 21, 2008

Background
The concept of High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT)
service between Atlanta, Georgia and Chattanooga, Tennessee
has been a subject of study for approximately ten years. Initially,
the Georgia Department of Transportation studied this corridor
as part of a 1997 Intercity Rail Plan. The Atlanta to Chattanooga
Corridor was first considered for high-speed rail service as part of
the federal Maglev Deployment Program funded by the Federal
Railroad Administration to demonstrate Maglev technology in the
United States. Georgia was among several states that participated
in the program. The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC), in
association with GDOT and the Georgia Regional Transportation
Authority (GRTA), analyzed the 110-mile Atlanta to Chattanooga
corridor over a four-year period from 1999 to 2003, exploring
mobility options and the opportunity for high-speed passenger

Introduction
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is
preparing a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
the Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
(HSGT) corridor, with the assistance of the Tennessee
Department of Transportation (TDOT). The Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) are the federal co-lead agencies. The FRA and FHWA
are operating administrations within the United States Department
of Transportation (USDOT). The study, to be completed by 2009,
involves the planning and environmental analysis of a potential
High Speed Ground Transportation system in the 110-mile
corridor between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and Chattanooga, Tennessee.

service. TDOT prepared a statewide rail plan in 2003, which
recommended high-speed rail connectivity with neighboring
states

On The Inside...
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Project Schedule.......................................................... 9

Project Description
The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) requires that the potential environmental impacts
of an action be assessed for every federal action that could
“significantly affect the quality of the human environment.”
The law applies to any project where there is major federal
involvement, including federal financial assistance, the
issuance of a permit, or a requirement for federal approval.
An environmental impact statement is required when it is
apparent from the beginning of the project, or through
subsequent analysis, that the proposed project is likely to
have a significant impact on the human environment.
The Tier I Environmental Impact Statement for the
Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
corridor will:
• Address appropriate environmental and related
planning and impact analyses of the High Speed
Ground Transportation alternatives to be identified in
the study, including maglev and steel wheel technology,
in compliance with applicable requirements of both
state and federal law, including, but not limited to the
National Environmental Policy Act.
• Analyze reasonable location and technology
alternatives, estimate potential ridership, identify
general station locations, and identify possible
implementation phasing.
• Analyze potential feasibility to include projected
ridership revenue, operations and maintenance costs,
capital costs and economic impact.
Preparation of this Tier I Environmental Impact
Statement is designed to ensure that all viable alternatives
for the project are evaluated, including a No-Build

Corridor Study Map

Alternative; that all substantial transportation, social,

information to select the High Speed Ground Transportation

economic, and environmental impacts are assessed; and

technology, general corridor location, general station locations,

that public involvement and comments are solicited to assist the

and potential identification of an initial operating segment. The

decision-making process. The evaluation of alternatives helps to

study is expected to be completed at the end of 2009.

ensure that the environmental impacts, benefits, costs, and tradeoffs among alternatives are in compliance with federal and state
requirements.
The Tier I Environmental Impact Statement will be prepared at
a conceptual level of detail appropriate for a programmatic analysis
and will provide the FRA, FHWA and GDOT with sufficient
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Project Purpose and Need
The growth in both population and employment in the Atlanta
to Chattanooga corridor is projected to continue, resulting
in increased travel demand for both goods and people. The
transportation infrastructure that will serve this demand, including
highways, transit and aviation, are all projected to be at or above
capacity, despite proposed improvement programmed to expand
these facilities.
The purpose of the Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground
Transportation system is to enhance intercity passenger mobility in

northwest Georgia and part of Tennessee by expanding passenger
transportation capacity, increasing mobility and providing an
alternative to highway and air travel in a manner that is safe,
reliable, and cost-effective while avoiding, minimizing and/or
mitigating impacts on neighborhoods and the environment.
currently funded or programmed, ultimate capacity improvements

In addition, Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground

are needed to accommodate future travel demand. This need is

Transportation system is intended to address the following

further emphasized by increased traffic volumes, congestion, and

objectives:

accident rates in the study corridor. Social and economic demands

• The project addresses concerns of increasing vehicular
congestion on the I-75 and parallel highway facilities within
and between Atlanta and Chattanooga.

will continue to call for provision of alternative transportation
choices for those individuals who cannot or choose not to drive,
as well as those travelers looking for alternatives to congested

• The project supports other modes of transportation, especially
modes such as transit.

highways.

• The project provides rapid, convenient and reliable
transportation, which extends the existing highway and aviation
infrastructure beyond current expected usefulness.

The project addresses the following needs in the corridor.
• Existing and future transportation demand and travel growth
• Provision of total throughput versus just highway capacity

• The project assists in improving regional air quality.

• Enhancement of airport access

• The project promotes regional economic development and
joint development opportunities at station areas.
• The project addresses
transportation initiatives.

Federal

and

• Maintenance or improvement of regional air quality
• Safety deficiencies in corridor

congressional

• Promotion of economic development
• Reduction of energy consumption

Transportation demand and travel growth, as prompted by

• Enhancement of intermodal connections and relationships

social changes, population growth and economic development, is

• Social demands of various population groups

outpacing existing and planned roadway capacity. Currently, the

• Support of comprehensive land use planning and smart
growth initiatives

state and interstate highway system within the corridor is operating
at or near capacity, especially within and adjacent to the major

• Provision of a critical link in a future Southeast US Region

metropolitan areas of Atlanta, Rome, Dalton and Chattanooga.

High Speed Ground Transportation System

Although capacity improvements to the state and interstate system
along the corridor are either currently underway or planned for
the near future, they are considered interim, that is, they will not
address all of the future capacity or mobility needs. Although not
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Long Distance Ground Transportation Technologies
MAGNETIC LEVITATION
(MAGLEV)
•Potential Speeds over 300 mph
•Average Operating Speed 185 mph
•Station Spacing 30+ miles
•Grade Separated Right-of-Way
•Electric Power to Magnets from Track
•Magnetic Force Lifts and Propels on Guideway

VERY HIGH SPEED RAIL
(VHS)
•Potential Speeds near 220 mph
•Average Operating Speed 155 mph
•Station Spacing 30+ miles
•Grade Separated Right-of-Way
•Electric Power from Overhead Wires to Vehicle
•Steel Wheel on Steel Rail

INTERCITY RAIL
(AMTRAK)
•Potential Speeds 79 to 110 mph
•Average Operating Speed 69 mph
•Station Spacing 30+ miles
•Shared Right-of-Way with Freight Rail Traffic
•Diesel Powered Locomotive
•Steel Wheel on Steel Rail

COMMUTER RAIL
•Potential Speeds 79 to 110 mph
•Average Operating Speed 59 mph
•Station Spacing 7 to 10 miles
•Shared Right-of-Way with Freight Rail Traffic
•Diesel Powered Locomotive
•Steel Wheel on Steel Rail
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Existing Conditions
The study corridor runs from Hartsfield–Jackson Atlanta
International Airport in the Atlanta metropolitan area, to
Chattanooga, Tennessee, and is approximately 110 miles in length.
The study area consists of hilly topography dissected by numerous
rivers and streams. This area is heavily urbanized, primarily within
and around the City of Atlanta and the City of Chattanooga, but
also includes suburban and rural areas within the corridor. The
study area is contained wholly or in part in the following counties:
Hamilton County, Tennessee; and Fulton, Cobb, Cherokee,
Floyd, Bartow, Murray, Whitfield, Gordon, Chattooga, Paulding,
Polk, Catoosa, Douglas, Clayton and Walker Counties, Georgia.

Presently, there are 83 roadway improvements or expansions
planned or currently in progress along the 110-mile corridor.
Many of these improvements are along I-75. However, even with
these improvements, many of these facilities are projected to
operate at or above capacity. In addition, analysis of accident data
on I-75 shows a trend for increasing numbers of accidents and
injuries over time as this facility grows more congested.
Aviation. HJAIA bears the distinction of being the world’s
busiest passenger airport with five runways, 29,550 public parking
spaces, 76.3 million domestic passengers and eight million
international passengers in 2006. Lovell Field currently serves
ten major airports via six different airlines. Atlanta’s HJAIA is
Lovell Field’s number one connecting hub, accounting for 28% of
Chattanooga’s local outbound travel. A total of 503,468 passengers
enplaned and deplaned in Chattanooga in 2006. Lovell Field has
a current parking capacity of 1,226.

Population and Income. According to data from the U.S.

Census, the population in the study corridor has grown from
2,608,619 in 1990 to 3,752,037 in 2006, which is a 43.83% increase
over the 16-year period. The project corridor average income of
$41,547 falls in-between the Georgia ($42,433) and Tennessee
($36,360) average income. The percentage of households living
below the poverty level in the project corridor is 10.73%, which is
slightly above Georgia at 9.90% and Tennessee at 10.30%.

Railroads. There are two main railroad lines (W&A, and NS

“H” Line) connecting Atlanta and Chattanooga. A third line (NS
C-Line) connects Rome and Chattanooga and the northern portion
of a fourth line (TAG Line) originally connected Chattanooga,
Tennessee, and Gadsden, Alabama.

Visitors. The Atlanta and Chattanooga areas combined have

over 23 million visitors to their cities each year. According to
the Atlanta Convention and Visitor’s Bureau, 20 million visitors
come to the Atlanta area annually. The Chattanooga area draws
3.3 million visitors each year.

Transit. The major transit systems operating along or near the

corridor include, but are not limited to, MARTA, CCT, GRTA,
C-Tran, RTD, and CARTA. MARTA operates 464 buses,
812 rail cars and 98 demand response vehicles for 142,385,899
trips annually. CCT operates 54 buses and 12 demand response
vehicles offering an estimated 3,854,413 annual trips to its riders.
GRTA operates 58 buses, 55 vanpools and four demand response
vehicles offering 2,231,859 trips for its passengers annually. CTran operates 24 buses and five routes within the limits of Clayton
County, Georgia. RTD operates 24 buses, and four demand
response vehicles providing 830,502 annual trips to its riders.
CARTA operates 49 buses, 12 demand response vehicles, and two
sky-rail trains providing 2,529,157 annual trips to its passengers.
In addition to these systems, Greyhound operates bus service
between Atlanta and Chattanooga, with eight daily departures
from Atlanta Monday through Saturday and six departures on
Sundays.

Major Highway Network. Three major highways connect

the metropolitan Atlanta area with the northwest Georgia
and Chattanooga metropolitan areas. These three routes are
Interstate 75, US 41 and US 27. Interstate 75 is one of the most
heavily traveled interstates in Georgia as well as in the entire
nation. Traffic volumes north of Atlanta on I-75 for 2005 ranged
from the low to mid 100,000s in Bartow County to mid 80,000s
near the Tennessee border. According to the Georgia Interstate
System Plan, completed in 2004, most of I-75 north of Atlanta is
projected to exceed available capacity. By 2035, volumes on I-75
will continue to exceed capacity, even assuming that the additional
lanes have been implemented.
Portions of US 41 are four lanes from Atlanta to Chattanooga,
with two lanes in more rural sections. North of Atlanta, the daily
traffic volumes in 2005 ranged from a low of 5,000 to a high of
40,000. While not as heavily traveled as I-75, US 41 is also expected
to equal or exceed capacity within the next 20 years, despite several
proposed multi-lane improvements. Traffic volumes along the
US 27 corridor range from a low of approximately 5,000 AADT
to a high of around 40,000 AADT in Rome in 2005. The future
(2025) Level of Service (LOS) for the corridor is approaching or
exceeding capacity.
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed
Ground Transportation Study

Air Quality. The following counties and or cities located within
the study corridor are considered non-attainment areas for air
quality:

Clayton County•City of Atlanta•Fulton County•City of Rome•
Cobb County•City of Chattanooga•Cherokee County•Bartow
County•Floyd County•Catoosa County•Hamilton County



Potential Alignments
The initial conceptual alignments that have been developed for the study begin at the Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International
Airport in Atlanta and end in downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee, after stopping at Lovell Field Airport on the outskirts of Chattanooga.
Several alignments have been developed along a variety of corridors to serve the purpose and need of the project. The alignments
can either serve the various city centers along the I-75 corridor or pass through the more rural areas at potentially higher speed or a
combination of each.
The potential corridors and the major
reason behind their development along
this approximately 125-mile long route
are:
• I-75 Median Alignment – The

shortest route in the highest
developed corridor which stays
within the median of I-75 for most
of its length to minimize the rightof-way impact.
• I-75 Corridor Alignment – Leaves

the median after the dense urban
Atlanta area to obtain a potentially
higher travel speed.
• Rome Alignment – Serves Rome

with a potentially higher speed
alignment, by-passing the densely
developed I-75 corridor and activity
centers in the southern section.
• Eastern Alignment – A potentially

higher speed alignment in the
northern half of the corridor, which
utilizes an existing rail corridor.
• Western Suburban Alignment – A

potentially higher-speed alignment
in the southern half of the corridor.
• I-285 By-Pass – A potentially lower

cost, higher speed alignment in the
Atlanta urban area.
• I-285 to I-75 Connector – A lower

cost, less impact alignment in the
Atlanta urban area.
• Rome to I-75 Connector – Serves

Rome from the I-75 Alignment.
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Potential Alignments (continued)
• Requires right-of-way outside of and adjacent to the I-75
corridor

Southern Corridor

This corridor extends from the Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta

• Aerial Station at Town Center spanning I-75

International Airport to south of the Cobb/Cherokee and Polk/

I-285 By-Pass starts out at the existing Hartsfield-Jackson

Floyd county lines.

Terminal and MARTA station and continues on Camp Creek
Parkway to I-285.
• At-grade along the west shoulder of I-285
• Grade-separated
interchanges

alignment

with

the

local

highway

• An Intermodal Station with MARTA near Martin Luther
King Jr. Highway
• A Galleria Station on the west side of I-75
I-285 to I-75 Connector attempts to alleviate the aerial

structure along Howell Mill Road with a mostly at-grade section
along the railroad corridor to I-285 and back to I-75.
Rome Alignment provides a potentially higher speed route

from the Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport to
Southern Corridor Map

I‑75. The alignment by-passes downtown Atlanta and the highly
developed I-75 corridor and activity centers north of Atlanta. The

I-75 Median Alignment was developed to serve the most

line follows Camp Creek Parkway to I-285 and utility corridors

densely developed corridor and has these significant features:

through the rural areas.

• Four stations; Hartsfield Airport (Southern Crescent
Transportation Center), Downtown Atlanta (Five Points
area), Galleria Station, and Town Center Station

Central Corridor

This corridor extends from the Southern Corridor to

• Aerial structure in the median of I-75 from the HartsfieldJackson Atlanta International Airport to one mile south of
I-20

approximately Calhoun along the I-75 corridor.

• Tunnel through downtown Atlanta with a deep underground
station near Forsyth and Alabama Streets with the tunnel
ending north of Bankhead highway
• Aerial structure in Howell Mill Road and back into the I-75
median
• Aerial Station in the median of I-75 near the Galleria with
patron access from either side of the highway
• At-grade section in the median from north of I-575 junction
to the Town Center Station with patron access from above
and either side of the highway
I-75 Corridor Alignment is similar to the I-75 median

alignment from the airport to approximately two miles north of

Central Corridor Map

the I-75 / I-285 junction where it weaves in and out of the median
I-75 Median Alignment stays in the median of I-75 in an

on aerial structure to obtain higher speeds.

at-grade configuration. At some narrow sections, the highway

• Aerial structure from Delk Road to Town Center Station
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed
Ground Transportation Study



Potential Alignments (continued)
• At some narrow sections, the highway is envisioned to be
shifted slightly to either side to create sufficient space in the
median.

would be shifted slightly to either side to create sufficient space
in the median. It has one station in the median of I-75 near
Cartersville.

• The alignment passes to the west of the I-75 corridor south
of the Dalton area to avoid the developed area with a mix of
aerial and at-grade configuration.

I-75 Corridor Alignment weaves in and out of the highway

corridor to obtain higher speeds.
• It crosses Lake Altoona with a high-speed curve passing
through some residential areas

• Dalton has a Station in the median with access from either

• It requires new right-of-way outside I-75

• It diverts from the I-75 median south of the I-24 corridor
passing through residential and commercial areas to the

side.

• It is a mix of at-grade, aerial structure and tunnel sections
• It has one station on the east side of I-75 near Cartersville

Lovell Field Airport Station along Airport Road.

Rome Alignment passes through rural areas with a high-speed

I-75 Corridor Alignment weaves in and out of the highway

alignment and serves Rome with a station. It is at-grade and re-

corridor to obtain higher speeds.
• The alignment is typically on the side of the highway corridor
in aerial structure with significant at grade sections and some
tunnels.

joins the I-75 alignment near Calhoun.
Rome to I-75 Connector provides a connection from the I-75

alignment to Rome. It is at-grade with short sections of aerial and

• A Dalton Station is proposed on the east side of I-75.

tunnel sections.

• It diverts from the I-75 median south of the I-24 corridor
passing through residential and commercial areas to the
Lovell Field Airport Station along Airport Road.

Eastern Alignment departs from the I-75 corridor north of

Cartersville and generally follows the CSX corridor with a higher
speed alignment. The alignment is generally at-grade with short

Eastern Alignment continues in the CSX corridor in an at-

sections of aerial structure.

grade configuration with some aerial structure sections.
• The alignment diverts from the CSX corridor south of
Chatsworth through the rural areas.

Northern Corridor

This

corridor

extends

from

Calhoun

to

downtown

• A Dalton-Chatsworth Station is proposed near Chatsworth

Chattanooga.

Road.
• North of the Dalton-Chatsworth Station, the alignment is
mostly at-grade with some significant tunnels and aerial
structure sections.
• The alignment section ends at the Lovell Field Airport Station
along Airport Road.
Downtown Chattanooga Connector continues from the

Lovell Field Airport Station to downtown Chattanooga following
an existing railroad corridor in an at-grade configuration. A station
is proposed near the railroad corridor and downtown.

Northern Corridor Map

I-75 Median Alignment stays in the median of I-75 in an at-

grade configuration.
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Project Schedule

Phase 3

The project is a 30-month study, which is structured in three
phases, as follows:

This phase is comprised of the preparation, review, and
distribution of the Draft and Final Environmental Impact

Phase 1

Statements. The preferred alternative will be recommended to

This phase includes initial data collection activities, including

the project sponsors. Public hearings will be held and public

stakeholder coordination; development of preliminary conceptual

comments addressed. The Record of Decision will be prepared

alternatives; initial environmental baseline activities in the corridor;

based on the study results, public comment and policy input from

and preparation of the travel demand model. During this phase,

the sponsoring agencies.

the general location and technology alternatives that will be carried

It should be noted that the project has an extensive Public

forward for additional study in the Tier I Environmental Impact

Information Program to exchange information, analysis and

Statement will be identified.

opinions regarding high-speed ground transportation in the
corridor. The Scoping meetings being held September 18th

Phase 2

through the 20th are the public’s first exposure to this study.

The second phase is initiated by formal project Scoping as

Subsequent formal public involvement activities will include

well as the completion of a draft purpose and need statement.

public information open houses, stakeholder meetings, charettes,

Environmental analysis of the study alternatives will be initiated,

and public hearings/open houses. In addition, public information

including an assessment of community, social and land use

materials will include the GDOT web materials, fact sheets,

impacts. The economic impact analysis of the study alternatives

newsletters and displays.

will take place, as well as completion of ridership forecasts. Cost

activities will include outreach meetings, a speaker’s bureau and

estimates for construction, operation and maintenance will be

project booths at major events. Interested parties are invited to

developed. A maximum of three alternatives will be produced

contact the persons listed at the end of this package for additional

for the final analysis. Public involvement activities will continue

information.

throughout this phase.

Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed
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Finally, other public involvement



Contact Information
This scoping session is the first of many opportunities to participate in the Tier I EIS study of alternatives for high-speed ground
transportation between Atlanta and Chattanooga. Public meetings will be held during the alternatives phase and after the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement is published to get input to help guide the next phases of the study.

Project Team:
Georgia Department of Transportation

Earth Tech Consulting, Inc. — Prime Consultant

David Gorden, P.E.
david.gorden@earthtech.com

Mike Thomas
Director of Planning, Data & Intermodal Development
No. 2 Capitol Square
Atlanta, GA 30334
(404) 656-0610
mike.thomas@dot.state.ga.us

Eddie McFalls
eddie.mcfalls@earthtech.com
Subconsultants

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental/Location Engineer
3993 Aviation Circle
Atlanta, GA 30336
(404) 699-4401
glenn.bowman@dot.state.ga.us

Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.
Charles River Associates
Commonwealth Research Associates
Dovetail Consulting
Economic Development Research Group
HNTB, Inc.
Howard/Stein-Hudson Associates
JJ&G, Inc.
Kennedy Engineering & Associates
Malvada Consulting
PB Americas
Planning Innovations

Christa Wilkinson
Project Manager
Office of Environment/Location (OEL)
3993 Aviation Circle
Atlanta, GA 30336
(404) 699-4437
christa.wilkinson@dot.state.ga.us
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1. Introduction
The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires that the potential
environmental impacts of an action be assessed for every federal action that could “significantly
affect the quality of the human environment.” The law applies to any project where there is
federal action, including federal financial assistance, the issuance of a permit, or a requirement
for federal approval. Following the enactment of NEPA, regulations issued by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) noted that Environmental Impact Statements (EISs) shall “provide
full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts and shall inform decision-makers
and the public of the reasonable alternatives which would avoid or minimize adverse impacts or
enhance the quality of the human environment” (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts
1500-1508). An EIS is required when it is apparent from the beginning of the project, or through
subsequent analysis, that the proposed project is likely to have a major effect on the human
environment.
The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is preparing a Tier 1 EIS for the Atlanta to
Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) corridor with the assistance of the
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT) and with the Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as the federal co-lead agencies. The
FRA and FHWA are operating administrations within the United States Department of
Transportation (USDOT). FRA has oversight responsibility for the safety of railroad operations
nationwide. The FHWA administers the highway transportation programs of the USDOT in
accordance with the Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S. Code (USC) §104 and USC
§101 et. seq.). As such, it also coordinates the development of highway programs with other
modes of transportation. At this time, cooperating federal agencies include, but are not limited to
the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), FRA and FHWA, who have determined
that an EIS is appropriate to satisfy the NEPA requirements.
Preparation of the Tier I EIS, together with its eventual circulation and review and comment, is
designed to ensure that all viable alternatives for the project are evaluated, including a “No-Build
Alternative.” Additionally, all substantial transportation, social, economic, and environmental
impacts are assessed; and public involvement and comments are solicited to assist the decisionmaking process. The evaluation of alternatives helps to ensure that the environmental impacts,
benefits, costs, and trade-offs among alternatives are in compliance with federal and state
requirements and addressed according to FRA and FHWA procedures and CEQ NEPA
regulations.
When preparing an EIS, Scoping is one of the first steps of the process. The Scoping Phase is
used to identify reasonable and feasible concepts to be evaluated in the EIS, to determine
environmental impacts to be assessed, and to gain insight on how stakeholders would like to be
involved throughout the study. Scoping includes outreach to both the agencies and the public to
identify possible issues at the outset of the project and also typically coincides with the agency
Early Coordination process. The FHWA and FRA published a Notice of Intent (NOI) on August
22, 2007, to prepare a Tier I EIS. A copy of the NOI is included in Appendix A.
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A copy of the legal advertisement published prior to the scoping meetings is included in
Appendix B. Three comments were received regarding the NOI, two from the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), dated October 4, 2007 and September 25, 2007; and one from the
City of Atlanta Department of Aviation dated October 3, 2007. Copies of the comments are
included in Appendix C. The USFWS (Tennessee Office) comment noted the various federally
endangered or threatened species that are known to occur in the region including the snail darter
and the large-flowered skullcap, and requested that these species be considered as the project is
being planned. The comment from the Department of Aviation noted plans to expand the
Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport (HJAIA) terminal to the west and requested to
meet with the project team to ensure that they are aware of these specific plans and other
proposed improvements to the airport.
The Tier I EIS will be prepared at a level of detail appropriate for a programmatic analysis with
the main goal being determination of a preferred HSGT technology, a general corridor location,
general station locations, potential environmental impacts of the preferred alternative, and
identification of a phased implementation plan. A Tier II EIS would be required prior to
advancing the project to the design and construction phases.
The 30-day scoping comment period formally closed October 4, 2007. This date marks the
completion of the scoping process. This Scoping Summary Report formalizes this step in the
EIS process. The remaining steps in the EIS process include Alternatives Analysis and
environmental impact evaluation, preparation of a Draft EIS (DEIS), presentation of findings to
the public and agencies, preparation of the Final EIS (FEIS) summarizing comments on the
DEIS, and finally FRA and FHWA would issue a decision on the FEIS as part of a Record of
Decision (ROD). See Figure 1 for a graphical representation of this Planning and Project
Development Process.
This scoping summary report also provides a brief project background, and a review of
transportation networks and HSGT-related studies, economic data and federal air quality
requirements for the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor. These baseline data combined with an
explanation of the HSGT project need and purpose, and the HSGT conceptual alternatives serve
to inform and prepare stakeholders for participation in the scoping process. The last two sections
of the report detail the stakeholder outreach and participation activities, and the results of these
processes.
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Figure 1: Tier I EIS Planning and Project Development Process
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1.1 Project Background / History
The concept of HSGT service between Atlanta, Georgia and Chattanooga, Tennessee has been a
subject of study for approximately ten years. Initially, the GDOT studied this corridor as part of a
1997 Intercity Rail Plan. The Atlanta to Chattanooga Corridor was first considered for highspeed rail service as part of the federal Magnetic Levitation (Maglev) Deployment Program
funded by the FRA to demonstrate Maglev technology in the United States. Georgia was among
several states that participated in the program. The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC), in
association with GDOT and the Georgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA), analyzed
the 110- mile Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor over a four-year period, from 1999 to 2003. The
purpose of this process was to explore mobility options and determine the feasibility for a highspeed passenger service. TDOT prepared a statewide rail plan in 2003, which recommended
high-speed rail connectivity with neighboring states.
A search for existing studies related to the I-75 corridor between Atlanta and Chattanooga
revealed nearly one hundred studies, maps and documents related to transportation and land use.
Of those studies, eight were determined to be highly relevant background information for the
Atlanta to Chattanooga study. The documents that are listed below, as well as the various
Federal state and regional studies, and city and county comprehensive plans, will be utilized for
existing and future conditions analysis throughout this study. The key initial documents include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Georgia Intercity Rail Plan Final Report, March 1997
Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Environmental Assessment, February
2000
Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II EIS, March 2002
Concept Design Report for the Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal, February 2002
Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II Addendum, March 2002
High Speed Trains Nashville – Chattanooga – Atlanta, November 2003
Chattanooga Hamilton County/North Georgia Trans Plan 2030, Long Range
Transportation Study (LRTP) – June 2005
ARC Envision 6/Mobility 2030 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), May 2006

1.2 Key Initial Document Summaries
The following provides a brief summary of these key studies.
1.2.1 Georgia Intercity Rail Plan Final Report
This study was commissioned by the GDOT in June of 1994 to assess the potential for serving
longer distance rail passenger trips using existing rail lines. The study focused on “intercity” rail
passenger trips, defined as those greater than 60 miles long in Georgia and adjacent states.
Intercity travel characteristics were determined from over 17,000 traveler surveys at key
locations for Amtrak, air, auto and bus locations.
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After identifying potential core and extended rail networks, the study goes on to assess each
line’s potential for carrying high-speed trains, their ridership and revenue potential, as well as
benefits and costs to the regional economy. The Atlanta to Chattanooga rail line was identified
early in the study as a possible intercity corridor for an extended network, but was eliminated
from further analysis because it did not meet the thresholds.
Conclusions and recommendations from this study emphasize the need for high-speed service
(such as the 180 mph typical of high-speed rail) in order to attract large numbers of auto users.
1.2.2 Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Environmental Assessment
(EA)
An EA of Maglev high-speed passenger service was initiated in the 110-mile Atlanta to
Chattanooga corridor in August of 1999. FRA initiated the Maglev Transportation Technology
Deployment Program in an effort to demonstrate the feasibility of Maglev technology in the
United States. The study was administered by the ARC who was selected in a national
competition by the FRA to be one of seven areas in the United States to demonstrate the
feasibility of maglev technology.
Alignments Studied
The study examined potential alignments for high-speed passenger service in the corridor for
engineering, environmental, and economic feasibility as well as local support for particular
connections and destinations. The seven alignment segments studied include:
Segment A: Begins at the proposed Atlanta Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal (MMPT) and
extends northward to the Cartersville area, along I-75.
Segment B: Continues from Cartersville to Lovell Field Airport in Chattanooga, generally
following I-75.
Segment C: Begins at the west end of the HJAIA paralleling the Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid
Transit Authority (MARTA) rail line, then west to Camp Creek Parkway and north to I-285, then
joins the Segment A and B routes at I-75.
Segment D: Begins at the proposed Southern Crescent Transportation Service on the east side of
HJAIA, then heads south and west to follow I-285 along the perimeter of the airport to Camp
Creek Parkway where it extends northward joining Segment B.
Segment E: An alternative to Alignment B, departing from the I-75 corridor in Cartersville and
follows the CSX Railroad corridor north. Near Chatsworth, the alignment turns northward
toward I-75, then connects to and follows Segment B to Lovell Field in Chattanooga.
Segment F: An alternative to the southern portion of Segment A, beginning at the Southern
Crescent Transportation Service Center and heading north along I-75. Just north of University
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Avenue, this alignment heads northwest, following the Norfolk Southern (NS) rail line to the
vicinity of the proposed MMPT.
Segment G: Segment G represents a shift of the downtown portions of segments A and F
westward to follow a segment of Northside Drive in the area of World Congress Center, Phillips
Arena and the Georgia Dome.
EA Preferred Alignment
Discussion of choosing the preferred alignment mentions a preference to serve downtown
Atlanta instead of following I-285. Segments A, B, E, F and G met this criterion. The preferred
alignment follows Segment F from the east side of the HJAIA and heads north until it reaches
Interstate 20, where the recommended alignment transitions to Segment G. At the north end of
Segment G, the recommended alignment follows Segment A, northward to Town Center (the
terminus of the project in the EA Alignment). If the project were constructed, the Maglev
System would continue northward on Segment A, and then follow Segment B to Chattanooga.
Station Locations
Four potential station locations were identified for Maglev trains at HJAIA, Vine City, Galleria,
and Town Center. The EA document did not explore station locations north of Town Center.
1.2.3 Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II EIS
The ARC received funding for the additional environmental and planning work and began the
study in mid 2001. The additional work studied alternative alignments and train technologies in
greater detail between Town Center and Lovell Field in Chattanooga, using Maglev technology
as the baseline. Other technologies studied were Accelerail 90, 110, 125 and 150, and New
High-Speed Rail (HSR). This study did not examine environmental impacts by alignment and
did not screen environmental impacts for the preferred alignment.
Alignments Studied
Five alignments were reviewed and recommended for further study. Options included the I-75
alignment (the June 2002 Project Description alignment), the CSX Railroad alignment, two
western alignment options (Alignment WA and WB) which connect to Rome, Georgia and an
eastern alignment (Alignment EA) through Chatsworth, Georgia. These alignments were
assessed based on their capital costs and financial performance relative to ridership projections
and cost recovery abilities relative to the capabilities of the various technologies.
Preferred Alignment
A preferred alignment, which generally follows the I-75 highway alignment (the Project
Description alignment) was selected due to several factors, including optimal grades necessary to
achieve top Maglev design speeds, while maximizing potential ridership and revenue. Because
significant ridership would relate to HJAIA, the study concluded that a corridor route must offer
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direct service to Hartsfield Airport. Use of existing railroad corridors in the study area was not
recommended.
Station Locations
More detailed station-area plans were developed in this study at four locations: Town Center,
Cartersville/Cassville, Dalton/Carbondale, and Lovell Field. It appears that a station at Ringgold
was discussed, but not explored in any detail.
The Preferred Technology
Maglev technology was selected as the “Preferred Technology” due to its ability to attract a higher
number of passengers (because of theoretical faster travel times) and a greater ability to self-fund,
including capital leases and potential for joint development. However, it was surmised that the
relatively close performance of new HSR technology compared with Maglev warranted further
consideration, especially if it allowed a connection with a larger regional network of train service.
Accelerail 150 was also identified as an alternate technology.
A major finding that led to a narrowing of the alternatives was that travel times on the train between
Town Center and Chattanooga could not exceed 65 minutes without losing riders to an alternate
travel mode. That study concluded that significantly higher capital cost of Maglev was offset by the
higher ridership and revenue forecasts for the faster technology. However, detailed investment level
capital costs, operations and maintenance costs and patronage forecasting were not completed for
this study.
Travel time comparisons between Atlanta and Chattanooga airports by technology and by
alignment varied from a low of 29.2 minutes for Maglev on the I-75 alignment to a high of 113.1
minutes with New HSR on one of the western alignments, the WA alignment. All technologies
performed well with higher speeds on the I-75 alignment compared with other alignments
1.2.4 Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev Deployment Study Phase II Addendum
This document summarizes the findings of the Phase II planning and environmental study and
provided detailed alignment maps and station plans as well as operating and cost comparisons
between alternatives. A possible timeline for Maglev implementation was also presented as part
of this study.
1.2.5 Concept Design Report for the Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal
An oversight committee comprised of board members for the GDOT, the Georgia Regional
Transportation Authority (GRTA), and the Georgia Rail Passenger Authority (GRPA), formed
the state’s Rail Passenger Program Management Team (PMT). The PMT members adopted
Concept 6 of the MMPT project as the official Concept Design of the MMPT project.
Five component parts of the MMPT include:
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1.

2.
3.
4.

5.

A main terminal for trains of both the Georgia Rail Passenger Program and Amtrak with a
regional Commuter Bus Terminal A-North, consisting of 10 stalls above the tracks and
train terminal concourse.
Commuter Regional Bus Terminal B-South consisting of 10 stalls on top of the MMPT
parking deck providing 700 parking spaces.
An Intercity Bus Terminal on top of the Replacement Parking Deck, (replaces the existing
1850 space CNN deck to accommodate the new commuter rail track layout).
Direct pedestrian connections to MARTA’s Five Points Station fare gate level, MARTA’s
Philips Arena Station plaza level, and between the Regional Bus Terminal B and the Main
Train Terminal.
Two additional roadways – Alabama Street Extension (between Forsyth Street and
Centennial Olympic Park Drive) and the new North-South Street (between Martin Luther
King (MLK) Drive and Alabama Street extension) to accommodate increased bus and other
vehicular traffic in the immediate MMPT area.

The net square feet programmed for the MMPT is 1,118,168 for two buildings and site structures
(train and bus platforms, new roadways, etc.) including the two parking decks. Order-ofmagnitude cost estimate for the full-build design is $309 million. A potential “Phase I”
operational segment to accommodate the first two commuter rail lines could be built for about
$25 million dollars. The MMPT is planned for the years 2010 to 2025 with a phased
construction during that period.
1.2.6 High Speed Trains Nashville-Chattanooga -Atlanta
In December 2000, TDOT developed the Rail Plan for Tennessee. The Intercity Passenger Rail
component of the Rail Plan was completed in early 2003. A key conclusion of that study was the
recommendation that the Federally designated high-speed rail corridor from Atlanta to
Chattanooga be extended to include Nashville, with an eventual connection to Louisville,
Kentucky.
Technology alternatives for high-speed ground transportation were not explored in this study. An
assumption of steel wheel technology was used as the basis for travel time estimates, ridership
forecasts and public benefits. A goal for the project was to meet the FRA’s criteria of sustained
running speeds of 90 miles per hour or greater in the corridor. Alternatives were not evaluated
for the Chattanooga to Atlanta segment because this portion was covered in the earlier Maglev
study.
1.2.7 Chattanooga, Hamilton County / North Georgia Trans Plan 2030 LRTP
The Chattanooga Urban Area’s transportation planning boundary includes the municipalities of
Chattanooga, Collegedale, East Ridge, Lookout Mountain, Red Bank, Ridgeside, Signal
Mountain, Soddy-Daisy and Walden and unincorporated Hamilton County in Tennessee. It also
includes the north Georgia counties of Dade, Walker and Catoosa Counties. The cities of
Rossville, Fort Oglethorpe, Lookout Mountain, Chickamauga, and Ringgold fall within this
north Georgia boundary.

February 2008

Page 8

Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study
Scoping Summary Report - FINAL
Adopted in June of 2005, the Chattanooga Hamilton County North Georgia “TransPlan 2030”,
includes 380 roadway, pedestrian and bicycle projects totaling $1.316 billion. Additional safety,
bridge, Intelligent Transportation System and transit projects and planning studies total $543
million. The Atlanta to Chattanooga Maglev passenger rail project is mentioned as a possibility
in this plan; however no specific funding is identified for this effort. Rail safety funding of $1.2
million per year is set aside to improve about 20 crossings per year. Public Transportation 5307,
5309 and 5311 monies continue to be funded at historic levels for existing public transit needs.
New road construction projects receive the bulk of funding at $1.347 billion for the Tennessee
and Georgia portions combined.
1.2.8 ARC Envision 6 Needs Assessment Report
The RTP is a long-range plan which includes a balanced mix of projects, such as bridges, bicycle
paths, sidewalks, transit services, new and upgraded roadways, safety improvements,
transportation demand management initiatives and emission reduction strategies. The Envision 6
Transportation Plan covers the years through 2030 and is slated for adoption by the ARC Board
in 2007.
The corridors portion of the Needs Assessment Report focuses on eleven freeway corridors
within the Atlanta region, representing 20 of the top 25 congested facility segments identified in
the “2004 Congestion Management System”. Mobility 2030 is the planning process developed
by the ARC to focus on specific investment strategies for these transportation corridors in the
creation of the RTP.
In 2005, the I-75 north corridor had the second highest total population and employment of all
corridors. It also featured the highest densities of all radial interstate corridors in the region. The
I-75 corridor is projected to experience a 41% increase in households and a 25% increase in
employment between 2005 and 2030. The I-75 north corridor has the second highest daily truck
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) of all corridors as well as the second highest percent of daily truck
VMT (23.2%). I-75 north between South Marietta Parkway and I-285 has the highest truck
volumes of any freeway segment in the region. By the year 2030, over 100,000 daily trucks are
expected.
The planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) system in the corridor is expected to more than double
daily corridor transit ridership from 15,000 in 2005 to 37,000 in 2030. New transit service and
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes in the corridor increase home based work trip transit
mode share from 4% to 6% and HOV mode share from 13% to 15%. In 2005, 49% of I-75 lane
miles outside of I-285 experience more than 4 hours of daily congestion. In 2030, the number of
lane miles with greater than 4 hours of congestion increases to 68%.
After the extension of the HOV system and the BRT corridor are complete, I-75 will be
effectively built-out. An additional 24 projects are identified in the 2030 Aspirations Plan that is
not funded within “Mobility 2030”. Six of these projects are related to improvements to
US41/Cobb Parkway from Bartow County to the Cumberland/Galleria area. These projects
include 16 miles of widening and some grade separation at major intersections, improvements
along US41 will act to draw some traffic away from I-75 north and serve as an alternate route in
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the event of major delays. Other projects within the “Aspirations Plan” include improvements
along arterials accessing I-75 north, such as Barrett Parkway and Bells Ferry Road; and transit,
including the potential for rail transit in the corridor and transit along the Marietta Boulevard
corridor from Cumberland/Galleria to the Cumberland business district.
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2. Existing Conditions
The study corridor generally parallels Interstate 75 from HJAIA in the Atlanta metropolitan area,
to Chattanooga, Tennessee. The study area consists of rolling topography dissected by numerous
rivers and streams. This area is heavily urbanized, primarily within and around the City of
Atlanta and the City of Chattanooga, but also includes suburban and rural areas within the
corridor. The study area is contained partially or entirely in the following counties: Hamilton
County, Tennessee; and Clayton, Fulton, Cobb, Cherokee, Floyd, Bartow, Douglas, Paulding,
Polk, Murray, Whitfield, Gordon, Chattooga, Walker, and Catoosa Counties, Georgia. A map of
the study area is provided as Figure 2.
2.1 Population and Income
According to data from the U.S. Census, the population in the project corridor has increased
from 2,766,800 in 1990 to 4,603,08 in 2006. It is projected that the project corridor population
will reach 5,222,153 between the years 2015 to 2030. That increase translates into an 88.87%
growth from the year 1990. The project corridor’s average income of $41,875 falls in-between
the Georgia ($42,433) and Tennessee ($36,360) average incomes. The percentage of households
living below the poverty level in the project corridor is 13.48%, which is above Georgia at
9.90% and Tennessee at 10.30%. Population data is provided as Tables 1 and 2.
2.2 Visitors
The Atlanta and Chattanooga areas combined have over 23 million visitors to their cities each
year. According to the Atlanta Convention and Visitor’s Bureau, 20 million visitors come to the
Atlanta area annually. The Chattanooga area draws 3.3 million visitors each year.
2.3 Major Highway Network
Three major highways connect the metropolitan Atlanta area with the northwest Georgia and
Chattanooga metropolitan areas. These three routes are Interstate 75, US 41 and US 27.
Interstate 75 is one of the most heavily traveled interstates in Georgia as well as in the entire
nation. Traffic volumes north of Atlanta on I-75 for 2005 ranged from the low to mid 100,000s
in Bartow County to the mid 80,000s near the Tennessee border. According to the Georgia
Interstate System Plan, completed in 2004, most of I-75 north of Atlanta is projected to exceed
available capacity. By 2035, volumes on I-75 will continue to exceed capacity, even assuming
that the additional lanes have been implemented.
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Figure 2 Map of Study Area
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Table 1: Corridor Population Growth by County
County

1990
Census

2000
Census

Estimated
2006
Population

2025/2030
Projected
Population
(See Note)
134,409 (2)
101,319 (1)
34,114 (1)
213,951 (2)
299,916 (2)
763,889 (2)
218,551 (2)
1,145,902 (2)
157,090 (1)
85,435 (1)
352,285 (1)
83,246 (2)
221,839 (2)
72,735 (1)
89,032 (1)
126,185 (2)
4,099,898

Population
Change
Since 1990

Percentage
Population
Change

Bartow
55,915
76,019
91,266
78,494
140.38%
Catoosa
42,464
53,282
62,016
58,855
138.59%
Chattooga
22,242
25,470
26,442
11,872
53.37%
Cherokee
90,204
141,903
195,327
123,747
137.18%
Clayton
181,436
236,517
271,240
118,480
65.30%
Cobb
447,745
607,751
679,325
316,144
70.60%
Douglas
71,120
92,174
119,557
147,431
207.29%
Fulton
648,776
816,006
960,009
497,126
76.62%
Floyd
81,251
90,565
95,322
75,839
93.33%
Gordon
35,067
44,104
51,419
50,368
143.63%
Hamilton
211,000
307,896
312,905
151,334
66.95%
Murray
26,147
36,506
41,398
57,099
218.37%
Paulding
41,611
81,678
121,530
180,228
433.12%
Polk
33,815
38,127
41,091
38,920
115.09%
Walker
41,398
61,053
64,606
47,634
115.06%
Whitfield
72,462
83,525
92,999
53,723
74.13%
County
2,104,643 2,794,576 3,226,452
1,993,017
94.80%
Total
Georgia
6,478,149 8,186,453 9,363,941
12,017,838
5,539,689
85.51%
Total
(2)
TN Total
4,877,185 5,689,283 6,038,803 7,380,634 (2)
2,503,449
51.32%
Sources: 2000 U.S. Census and American Community Survey 2006 Update;
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Council;
North Georgia Regional Development Center; Catoosa Regional Development Authority;
Atlanta Regional Commission
Note: Projection Years: (1) 2025; (2) 2030
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Table 2: Corridor Overall Population Growth by City
Census

Census

Estimate

Projection *

1990

2000

7/1/2006

Year*

City
Atlanta, GA
Chattanooga,TN
Cartersville, GA
Dalton, GA
Douglasville, GA
Kennesaw, GA
Rome, GA
Smryna, GA
City Total
County Total

394,017
152,466
12,035
21,761
11,635
8,936
30,326
30,981
662,157
2,104,643

416,474
155,554
15,925
27,912
20,065
21,675
34,980
40,999
733,584
2,794,576

486,411
155,190
17,407
33,045
28,870
30,936
36,142
48,632
836,633
3,226,452

602,783 (3)
175,755 (2)
44,121 (3)
117,400 (2)
28,870
48,487 (2)
36,000 (1)
69,039 (2)
1,122,255
4,099,898

Study Corridor Total

2,766,800

3,528,160

4,063,085

5,222,153

6,478,149
8,186,453
9,363,941
(3) 12,017, 838
Georgia Total:
4,877,185
5,689,283
6,038,803
(3) 7,380,634
Tennessee Total:
Sources: 2000 US Census and American Community Survey 2006 Update

Actual Change *

% Change *

1990 to
1990 to
Projection Year Projection Year
208,766
52.98%
23,289
15.27%
32,086
266.60%
95,639
439.49%
17,235
148.13%
39,551
442.60%
5,674
18.71%
38,058
122.84%
460,098
69.48%
1,993,017
94.80%
2,455,353

88.87%

5,539,689
2,503,449

85.51%
51.32%

Chattanooga Hamilton County RPC
North Georgia Regional Development Center
Cartersville Comprehensive Plan update
Dalton Comprehensive Plan
Atlanta Regional Commission
ProjectionYear 1 = 2015, 2 = 2025, 3 = 2030

Presently, there are 83 roadway improvements or expansions planned or currently in progress
along the 110-mile corridor. Many of these improvements are along I-75. However, even with
these improvements, many of these facilities are projected to operate at or above capacity. In
addition, analysis of accident data on I-75 shows a trend for increasing numbers of accidents and
injuries over time as this facility grows more congested
Portions of US 41 are four lanes from Atlanta to Chattanooga, with two lanes in more rural
sections. North of Atlanta, the daily traffic volumes in 2005 ranged from a low of 5,000 to a
high of 40,000. While not as heavily traveled as I-75, US 41 is also expected to equal or exceed
capacity within the next 20 years, despite several proposed multi-lane improvements.
Traffic volumes along the US 27 corridor range from a low of approximately 5,000 Average
Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) to a high of around 40,000 AADT in Rome in 2005. The future
(2025) Level of Service (LOS) for the corridor is approaching or exceeding capacity.
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2.4 Aviation
HJAIA bears the distinction of being the world’s busiest passenger airport with five runways,
29,550 public parking spaces, 76.3 million domestic passengers and eight million international
passengers in 2006. Lovell Field currently serves ten major airports via six different airlines.
Atlanta’s Hartsfield is Lovell Field’s number one connecting hub, accounting for 28% of
Chattanooga’s local outbound travel. A total of 503,468 passengers enplaned and deplaned in
Chattanooga in 2006. Lovell Field has a current parking capacity of 1,226.
2.5 Railroads
There are three main railroad lines (W&A, CSX and NS “H” Line) connecting Atlanta and
Chattanooga. A third line (NS C-Line) connects Rome and Chattanooga and the northern
portion of a fourth line (TAG Line) originally connected Chattanooga, Tennessee, and Gadsden,
Alabama.
2.6 Transit
The major transit systems operating along or near the corridor include, but are not limited to,
MARTA, Cobb County Transit (CCT), GRTA, C-Tran (Clayton County), Rome Transit
Department (RTD), and Chattanooga Area Rapid Transit Authority (CARTA). MARTA
operates 464 buses, 812 rail cars and 98 demand response vehicles for 142,385,899 trips
annually. CCT operates 54 buses and 12 demand response vehicles offering an estimated
3,854,413 trips to its riders annually.
GRTA operates 58 buses, 55 vanpools and four demand response vehicles offering 2,231,859
trips for its passengers annually. C-Tran operates 24 buses and five routes within Clayton
County, Georgia. RTD operates 24 buses, and four demand response vehicles providing 830,502
trips to its riders annually. CARTA operates 49 buses, 12 demand response vehicles, and two
sky-rail trains providing 2,529,157 trips to its passengers annually.
In addition to these more urban transit systems, Greyhound operates bus service between Atlanta
and Chattanooga, with eight daily departures from Atlanta Monday through Saturday and six
departures on Sundays. The most recent passenger data, which was collected from October 1,
2006 to September 30, 2007, reports over 149,805 passengers and 3,639 buses have traveled
between Atlanta and Chattanooga.
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2.7 Air Quality
Ten counties in the project study area have been designated as nonattainment areas for not
meeting National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) under the Clean Air Act (CAA).
Bartow, Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Douglas, Fulton and Paulding Counties are all part of the
Atlanta Nonattainment Area for ozone and PM2.5 (particulate matter with an aerodynamic
diameter of 2.5 microns or less). Floyd County constitutes the Rome Nonattainment Area for
PM2.5. Catoosa and Hamilton Counties are part of the Chattanooga Nonattainment Area for
PM2.5 and are part of the Chattanooga Early Action Compact (EAC) area for ozone. This EAC
requires the development of a comprehensive air quality plan to implement control strategies to
achieve and maintain the 8-hour ozone NAAQS. EAC areas must meet all terms and milestones
in their EACs to defer the effective date of a nonattainment designation. To date all EAC
milestones have been met and as long as this continues, the nonattainment designation for this
EAC will be deferred until April 15, 2008.
Until October 16, 2007 a portion of Murray County was a nonattainment area for ozone. The
designated portion included the portion of the county included in the Chattahoochee National
Forest. This 8-hour nonattainment area was re-designated by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) as a maintenance area on October 16th. EPA also approved a revision to the
Georgia State Implementation Plan including the 8-hour maintenance plan for the Murray
County area on this date.
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3. Project Need and Purpose
The growth in both population, employment and tourism in the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor
is projected to increase significantly resulting in increased travel demand for both goods and
people. The transportation infrastructure that will serve this demand, including highways, transit
and aviation are all projected to be at or above capacity, despite proposed improvements
programmed to expand these facilities.
The overall purpose of the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT system is to enhance intercity
passenger mobility in northwest Georgia, and part of Tennessee, by expanding passenger
transportation capacity, increasing overall personal and business mobility and providing an
alternative to highway and air travel in a manner that is safe, reliable, and cost-effective while
avoiding, minimizing, and/or mitigating effects on affected neighborhoods and the environment.
Currently, the state and interstate highway systems within the corridor are operating at or near
capacity, especially within and adjacent to Atlanta, Rome, Dalton and Chattanooga areas.
Although capacity improvements to the state and interstate roadway system along the corridor
are either currently underway or planned for the near future, they will not address all of the
future capacity or mobility needs for the region. The increased traffic volumes and accident rates
in the study corridor further emphasize the need for alternative transportation. Social and
economic demands will continue to call for a provision of alternative transportation choices for
those individuals, who cannot or choose not to drive, as well as those travelers and commuters
looking for alternatives to congested highways.
The following paragraphs outline the deficiencies and transportation issues that define the need
for the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT.
3.1 Existing and Future Transportation Demand and Travel Growth
There is a need to provide mobility options to address existing and future transportation demand
and travel growth in the corridor. The corresponding increase in the number of automobiles will
far exceed the states’ ability to provide enough safe, efficient, and environmentally acceptable
solutions with the existing highway and airport infrastructure.
The Atlanta area is the ninth-largest metropolitan area in the United States and consists of up to
28 counties in Georgia. According to the US Census 2006 population estimates, the 28-county
Atlanta metropolitan area is currently the fastest-growing metropolitan area in the United States
based on numerical gains. The Georgia job market is one of the ten strongest in the nation. The
Atlanta area is the economic engine for the State of Georgia, representing two thirds of the
state’s economy.
Chattanooga is the fourth largest city in Tennessee and the county seat of Hamilton County. The
City of Chattanooga is located at the crossroads of three states: Alabama, Georgia, and
Tennessee. Chattanooga is home to several Fortune 500 companies, such as Blue Cross/Blue
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Shield of Tennessee, Brach & Brock Confections, Chattem Inc., Dixie Yarns, The Krystal
Company, McKee Banking Company, North American Royalties, Olan Mills and the
headquarters for the Division of Power of the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA), which is the
largest utility in the United States. The US Census 2006 population estimates show that
Chattanooga/Hamilton County is the fifth fastest growing county the State.
Level of service (LOS) is a measure of traffic density (or a measure of congestion). The
transportation LOS system uses the letters A through F, with A being best and F being worst to
measure congestion on roadways. The peak hour volume (PHV) is the volume of traffic that
uses the approach, lane, or lane group in question during the hour of the day that observes the
highest traffic volumes for that intersection. See Figures 3 and 4, which identify LOS and PHV
for I-75. The majority of the corridor operates, or will operate, at LOS E or F.
3.2 Provision of Person Trip Capacity versus Highway Capacity
A HSGT system cannot meet all of the future capacity needs of the major travel corridors within
the study area and will not eliminate congestion, but will relieve some of the traffic problems,
and may delay the need for future improvements, freeing funds for other network capacity
improvements. In addition, HSGT service would provide mobility options to the traveling public.
Interstate 75 is one of the most heavily traveled interstates in the entire nation, typically second
only to the I-95 corridor. Most of I-75 north of Atlanta is projected to exceed available capacity.
Projects are currently planned to widen I-75. However, by 2030, volumes on I-75 will continue
to exceed capacity. US Highway 41 is also expected to equal or exceed capacity within the next
20 years, despite several proposed multi-lane improvements. The US 27 corridor is also
approaching or exceeding capacity.
3.3 Enhance Airport Access
HJAIA is consistently ranked as one of the world’s busiest airports. About 250,000 passengers
use HJAIA on an average day. As roads to HJAIA approach capacity, and the vehicular access
from the north becomes congested and unreliable, a HSGT system, in conjunction with MARTA
and other available transit modes, would provide an additional non-vehicular mode of airport
access.
The six flights per day between HJAIA and Chattanooga’s Airport, Lovell Field, account for
28% of its traffic. Lovell Field captures only 55% of the region’s perspective enplanements.
Since 80% of local passengers flying in and out of HJAIA live north of Interstate 20, Lovell
Field may become a more desirable option for those in northwestern Georgia and far North
Atlanta due to improved access provided by HSGT.
3.4 Maintain or Improve Regional Air Quality
There is a need to maintain or improve regional air quality. The CAA of 1970 and the CAA
Amendments of 1990 require regional long-range transportation plans to support the achievement
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and maintenance of air quality standards. These areas must demonstrate that proposed
transportation improvements do not negatively impact the quality of the air.
The use of new technologies being considered for the HSGT and other approaches aimed at
reducing the demand for trips in single occupancy vehicles, must be an integral part of all
transportation plans and programs to ensure that these areas conform to federal air quality
standards. Multi-purpose transportation corridors, such as high-speed rail lines in medians and
designated lanes for high occupancy vehicles and local travel, are transportation strategies that
can achieve a reduction in pollution levels.
3.5 Address Safety Deficiencies in Corridor
Safety is a paramount consideration in providing transportation capacity. Recent statistics
indicate that passenger rail travel is one of the safest modes of transportation, while motor
vehicle fatalities account for more than 90 percent of all transportation-related fatalities.
Analysis of accident data on I-75 shows increasing numbers of accidents and injuries over time,
as the study corridor becomes more congested.
In order to minimize the possibility of train-vehicular or pedestrian collisions and maximize
safety, this HSGT project will incorporate grade-separated crossings and barrier intrusion
systems. The HSGT system may contribute to a reduction in the accident rate as automobile and
some truck trips (freight) are diverted from parallel highway facilities to the HSGT facility.
Thus, accident rates are anticipated to decrease as a result of fewer vehicles on the roadway and a
reduction in the number of vehicle miles traveled by the public.
3.6 Promote Economic Development
There is a need to promote economic development in the region within and between Atlanta and
Chattanooga. The existing transportation system is one of the critical factors hindering economic
development in the corridor. For years, the area has been hampered by an inadequate system of
regional freeways that do not meet the demand of all users. Although there is potential for
economic development at existing activity areas, efficient transportation access to these sites is
not always present.
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Figure 3 Levels of Service North

LOS calculated by Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc- Staff
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Figure 4 Levels of Service South

LOS calculated by Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc- Staff
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Construction and eventual operation of the HSGT system will create jobs and associated
economic development. With the proper placement of HSGT stations, there could be an impetus
to redevelop any nearby undeveloped and underdeveloped sites, which creates employment
opportunities. In addition, the development of an alternative transportation system in the region
could help revitalize local industries, which in turn will create new employment opportunities
and job markets.
3.7 Reduce Energy Consumption
Transportation energy consumption is expected to grow by 30 percent within the next 15 years.
Americans consume disproportionate shares of the world’s energy, perhaps as much as 34
percent. Nearly half of the oil Americans use is imported from other countries, creating a heavy
dependence on foreign oil. Traffic congestion resulted in a total annual average cost of $69.5
billion, 3.5 billion hours of delay, and 5.6 billion additional gallons of fuel.
There is a need to reduce energy consumption, both nationally and locally. Transportation
accounts for approximately two-thirds of all oil consumed in this country. Implementation of a
HSGT system could result in potential energy savings from reduced vehicle travel, and
consequently, could reduce some of the demand for oil. As compared to other potential modal
improvements within the corridor, HSGT has the potential to utilize less energy per passenger.
3.8 Enhance Intermodal Connections/Relationships
HSGT offers an alternative transportation mode that could reduce congestion and increase
regional mobility and intermodal connectivity. By diverting travelers from single-occupant
automobile trips, HSGT would not only help reduce roadway congestion in the corridor, but
connect to existing and planned transit systems within the corridor, including, but not limited to
MARTA, CCT and CARTA. These connections will provide relief for local and sub-regional
highway facilities, and provide additional access, through non-automotive means, to the
corridor’s airports.
The provision of HSGT service will create momentum for the development of a multi-modal,
intermodal transportation system by assisting in servicing longer distant trips, by non-automotive
means, that local transit cannot serve.
3.9 Address Social Demands of Various Population Groups
Senior citizens and those with disabilities depend on access to user-friendly transportation
facilities and services for mobility between major urban centers and visitor attractions. Bus
service is provided sporadically along the corridor, which offers senior citizens and the disabled
no alternative transportation means other than vehicle travel.
Business travelers lose productive working hours and tourists lose valuable recreation time
because of delays on congested roadways and in congested airports. In order to ensure efficient
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and cost effective travel for business and tourist travelers, more than one mode of transportation
is desirable.
3.10 Support Comprehensive Land Use Planning and Smart Growth Initiatives
The opportunities of intermodal connectivity, improved mobility, and economic activity offered
by a HSGT system support local land use planning goals and smart growth initiatives.
Integrating land use choices with transportation choices is the best approach to addressing the
corridor’s challenges and to promoting healthy, sustainable regional economic development and
quality communities. Communities across the country are attempting to provide a range of
mobility options to increase travel by non-automotive means, which would result in higher
quality and increased development at activity centers, and encourage compact urban growth and
transit-oriented development. The HSGT would connect major regional activity centers and
encourage compact urban growth.
A HSGT system provides for more effective linkages to important regional activity centers and
major business development areas, provides for worker access to jobs, business access to
markets, and resident access to services. In addition, the fixed-guideway element of HSGT has
the potential to influence and support denser development patterns. This occurs directly by
presenting joint development opportunities and indirectly by enhancing land values around
transit centers and fixed-guideway stations.
3.11 Provide Link in Southeast US Region HSGT system
TDOT is currently evaluating the Nashville to Chattanooga corridor, and has studied in the past
the Louisville to Nashville corridor for HSGT. The existing Norfolk Southern freight right-ofway to operate new high-speed passenger train service between Macon and Atlanta, Greenville,
Spartanburg and Charlotte, North Carolina, with continuing service into Virginia and the
Washington-New York-Boston Northeast Corridor is also being evaluated. Other nearby HSGT
corridors that have been analyzed include, but are not limited to, Charlotte to Washington DC,
Atlanta to Savannah, Savannah to Jacksonville, and Jacksonville to Miami.
With high-speed rail corridors in the planning stages to the east, west, and south of AtlantaChattanooga corridor, this corridor is a major piece in a future hub system of high-speed train
service from Atlanta throughout the Southeast. There is a need to advance HSGT as a network.
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4. Conceptual HSGT Alternatives
The alternatives to be evaluated in the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT project would include
implementing the current transportation plans for the corridor, and would also evaluate
alternatives that would construct a new very HSGT project. The alternatives presented during
scoping included the No-Build Alternative and various Build Alternatives, which are described
in more detail in the following section. This discussion is broken into two distinct categories,
alignment and technology. A graphic depicting the conceptual alignments and the station
locations is provided as Figure 5.
4.1 No-Build Alternative
For the purposes of this project the Baseline Alternative or the No Action as per CEQ will be the
same as the No-Build Alternative. This alternative includes the existing network highway and
transit system projects. In addition, projects programmed in the adopted plans, which also
includes low-cost, operationally oriented transit improvements are assumed in the No Build
Alternative.
4.2 Build Alternative(s)
Several alignments have been developed along a variety of corridors to serve the purpose and
need of the project. All conceptual alignments that have been developed begin at the HJAIA and
end in downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee, after stopping at Lovell Field Airport on the outskirts
of Chattanooga. Potential project alignments for the build alternative will be evaluated and
narrowed down through the Alternatives Analysis process. Because of the size of the corridor
and the multiple connection points that could be made the corridor has been divided into three
sections, South, Central, and North. The alternatives presented during the scoping process are
described below by segment within each corridor section.
4.2.1 Southern Corridor
This corridor extends from the Atlanta Airport to south of the Cobb/Cherokee and Polk/Floyd
county lines. A map of the Southern corridor is provided as Figure 6.
I-75 MEDIAN ALIGNMENT - This alignment was developed to serve the most densely
developed portion of the corridor and can briefly be described with the following defining
features:
• Four stations; Hartsfield Airport (Southern Crescent Transportation Center), Downtown
Atlanta (Five Points area) Galleria Station, and Town Center Station
• Aerial structure in the median of I-75 from the Hartsfield Airport to one mile south of I-20
• Tunnel through downtown Atlanta with a deep underground station near Forsyth and
Alabama Streets with the tunnel ending north of Bankhead highway

February 2008

Page 24

Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study
Scoping Summary Report - FINAL

Figure 5. Conceptual Alignments and Station Location Map
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Figure 6. Southern Corridor Map

• Aerial structure in Howell Mill Road and back into the I-75 median
• Aerial Station in the median of I-75 near the Galleria with patron access from either side of
the highway
• At-grade section in the median from north of I-575 junction to the Town Center Station with
patron access from above and either side of the highway
I-75 CORRIDOR ALIGNMENT - This alignment is similar to the I-75 median alignment from
the Atlanta Airport to approximately two miles north of the I-75 / I-285 junction where it begins
to weave in and out of the median on aerial structure in order to allow for higher speeds. Other
differences include the following:
• Aerial structure from Delk Road to Town Center Station
• Requires right-of-way outside of and adjacent to the I-75 corridor
• Aerial Station at Town center spanning the I-75 highway
I-285 BY-PASS - This segment starts out at the existing Hartsfield Terminal and MARTA
station and continues on Camp Creek Parkway to I-285, and includes the following features:
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•
•
•
•

At-grade along the west shoulder of I-285
Grade-separated alignment with the local highway interchanges
An Intermodal Station with MARTA near MLK Highway
A Galleria Station on the west side of I-75

I-285 TO I-75 CONNECTOR - This segment attempts to alleviate the aerial structure along
Howell Mill Road with a mostly at-grade section along the railroad corridor to I-285 and back to
I-75.
ROME ALIGNMENT – This segment provides a potentially higher speed route from the Atlanta
Airport to I-75. The alignment bypasses downtown Atlanta and the highly developed I-75
corridor north of Atlanta. The alignment follows Camp Creek Parkway to I-285 and utility
corridors through rural areas.
4.2.2 Central Corridor
This corridor extends from the Southern Corridor past Calhoun along the I-75 corridor. A map of
the Central Corridor is provided as Figure 7.
I-75 MEDIAN ALIGNMENT- This alignment stays in the median of I-75 in a mostly at-grade
configuration. This alignment would require that some narrow sections of the existing median
be widened by shifting the mainline of I-75 to the outside. This segment proposes one station in
the median of I-75 near Cartersville.
I-75 CORRIDOR ALIGNMENT- This alignment is similar to the I-75 median alignment, but
proposes to weave in and out of the highway corridor to obtain higher speeds. Other features are
noted as follows:
•
•
•
•

It crosses Lake Alatoona with a high-speed curve passing through some residential areas
It requires new right-of-way outside the I-75 highway
It is a mix of at-grade, aerial structure and tunnel sections
It has one station on the east side of I-75 near Cartersville

ROME ALIGNMENT - This alignment passes through rural areas with a high-speed alignment
and serves Rome with a station. It is mostly at-grade and re-joins the I-75 alignment south of
Calhoun.
ROME TO I-75 CONNECTOR - This segment provides a connection from the I-75 alignment to
Rome. It is mostly at-grade with short sections of aerial and tunnel sections.
EASTERN ALIGNMENT - This alignment departs from the I-75 corridor north of Cartersville
and generally follows the CSX corridor with a higher speed alignment. The alignment is
generally at-grade with short sections of aerial structure. Please see Figure 7, which illustrates
all of the alignment segments in the Central Corridor.
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Figure 7. Central Corridor Map

4.2.3 Northern Corridor
This corridor extends from Gordon County to downtown Chattanooga. A map of the Northern
Corridor is provided as Figure8.
I-75 MEDIAN ALIGNMENT - This alignment mainly follows the median of I-75 and generally
utilizes an at-grade configuration. Other features of this alignment include the following:
• This alignment would require that some narrow sections of the existing median be widened
by shifting the mainline of I-75 to the outside.
• The alignment passes to the west of the I-75 corridor south of the Dalton area to avoid the
more developed area, which would be accomplished with a mix of aerial and at-grade
configurations.
 The Station is proposed to be located in the median with access from either side.
• It diverts from the I-75 median south of the I-24 corridor passing through residential and
commercial areas to the Lovell Field Airport Station along Airport Road.
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Figure 8. Northern Corridor Map

I-75 CORRIDOR ALIGNMENT - This alignment is similar to the I-75 median alignment, but
proposes to weave in and out of the highway corridor to obtain higher speeds. Other features are
noted as follows:
• The alignment is usually on the side of the highway corridor mostly aerial structure with long
at grade sections and some tunnels.
• A Dalton Station is proposed on the east side of I-75.
• It diverts from the I-75 median south of the I-24 corridor passing through residential and
commercial areas to the Lovell Field Airport Station along Airport Road.
EASTERN ALIGNMENT - This alignment continues in the CSX corridor in a mostly at-grade
configuration, but would include some aerial structure sections.
• The alignment diverts from the CSX corridor south of Chatsworth through the rural areas.
• A Dalton Chatsworth Station is proposed near Chatsworth Road.
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• North of the Station, the alignment is mostly at-grade with some significant tunnels and
aerial structure sections.
• The alignment section ends at the Lovell Field Airport Station along Airport Road.
DOWNTOWN CHATTANOOGA CONNECTOR - This segment continues from the Airport
Station to downtown Chattanooga following the railroad corridor in a mostly at-grade
configuration. This segment includes a station located downtown near the railroad corridor.
4.3 Technology Alternatives
As described above the growth in both population and employment in the Atlanta to Chattanooga
corridor is projected to continue resulting in increased travel demand for both goods and people.
The transportation infrastructure that will serve this demand, including highways, transit and
aviation are all projected to be at or above capacity within the next 20+ years, despite proposed
improvements programmed to expand these facilities.
As indicated in the Draft Project Purpose and Need Statement in Section 3, the purpose of an
Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT system is to enhance intercity passenger mobility in northwest
Georgia, and part of Tennessee, by expanding passenger transportation capacity, increasing
mobility and providing an alternative to highway and air travel in a manner that is safe, reliable,
and cost-effective while avoiding, minimizing, and/or mitigating impacts on neighborhoods and
the environment.
Intercity passenger mobility has the potential to be provided by several modes. Based on past
studies in this corridor it has been determined that HSGT is an excellent alternative mode when
compared to highway (personal automobile, intercity bus) and air travel. HSGT can be provided
by several different transportation technology options, ranging from diesel multiple units and
commuter rail to Maglev. The various technology options and their applicability to this study are
briefly discussed below.
4.3.1 Diesel Multiple Units (DMU)
DMU refers to a steel wheel on steel rail transit vehicle that is self-propelled, with the capacity to
pull non-powered cars. Typically, these are European-style vehicles, which are utilized for
regional and sub-regional passenger service, and are intended for low density, non-electrified
lines up to 30 to 35 miles in length. Heavy duty DMU’s have been in service in Europe for
several decades, and were utilized in the past in this country for intracity rail and intercity rail.
However, in this country, these cars were discontinued in the late 1940’s, early 1950’s,
coinciding with the demise of intraurbans and trolleys. Recently, there has been renewed interest
in DMU’s, typically in cities that have old railroad spur lines, abandoned main lines or
underutilized short lines that appear attractive for commuter rail. Some cities that have major
rail lines, have found that DMU’s have the potential to be a less costly alternative to Light Rail
Transit or traditional push-pull commuter rail (see below). The issue until recently has been the
crash strength of the DMU vehicles. The DMU’s produced to date have been non-FRA
compliant, and thus could not operate on the same track with freight or AMTRAK trains.
However, recently advances in technology have allowed the development of FRA-compliant
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vehicles. DMU technology has a maximum speed of approximately 70 miles per hour (mph),
with an average operating speed of approximately 35 mph and is appropriate for regional and
sub-regional intercity travel from suburb to urban core, but not for higher speed interstate,
intercity travel. DMUs will not be evaluated in this study.
4.3.2 Commuter Rail
Commuter rail typically serves medium to high passenger volumes over medium to longer
distances. The technology is steel wheel on steel rail. Commuter rail most often shares right-ofway with freight rail traffic. The traction power is provided by a diesel-powered locomotive,
which pushes or pulls one or several passenger coach cars. Although the potential speed of this
technology is 79 to 110 mph, because the general station spacing is approximately seven to 10
miles, the average operating speed is well under 59 mph. Typically, the distance between stops
is greater than other forms of fixed guideway transit (heavy rail, light rail), and the number of
stops at the destination (the urban core) is limited. Commuter rail is currently utilized
throughout the United States as a regional transportation alternative to the automobile or intercity
and express bus to access the urban core from outlying suburban communities. Recent
commuter rail projects cover distances ranging from 31 miles in Nashville to 75 miles in South
Florida and in Seattle. The State of Georgia is currently planning for commuter rail from Atlanta
to locations such as Athens (72 miles, 11 stops), Gainesville (53 miles, 11 stops), Canton (43
miles, 8 stops), Bremen (52 miles, 6 stops), Senoia (38 miles, 7 stops), Madison (68 miles, 9
stops) and Lovejoy (26 miles, 7 stops) with an extension to Macon (103 miles, 13 stops). As
with the DMU, this technology is appropriate for regional and sub-regional intercity travel from
outlying areas to the urban core, but is not ideal for higher speed interstate intercity travel.
Commuter rail will not be evaluated in this study.
4.3.3 Intercity Rail
Intercity Rail is provided in this country by AMTRAK, which serves medium to higher
passenger volumes over long distances. This technology utilizes diesel-powered locomotives
that are steel wheel on steel rail, with coach, first class, sleeper, dining and club cars. As with
commuter rail technology, intercity rail as provided by AMTRAK shares the right-of-way with
freight rail traffic. With commuter rail, this sharing of the track is not overly problematic, as
commuter rail schedules are typically peak hour oriented and freight service can be scheduled
around passenger service. With intercity rail, this is not the case. Intercity rail runs on daily
scheduled service, and often crosses several state lines as well as railroad territories. Thus,
because of freight service on the same track, intercity rail is often several hours off schedule.
The average station spacing for intercity rail is typically 30 miles or more. While the potential
speeds are limited to the class of the railroad, approximately 79 to 110 mph, the average
operating speeds are 69 mph and below in order to comply with municipal speed restrictions,
avoid conflict with freight traffic, and be compatible with unprotected corridors with multiple
grade crossings and vehicular points of conflict, and alignment characteristics of the track.
While this technology is appropriate for intercity travel, the slow average operating speeds, the
shared track utilization, the multiple grade crossings and corresponding safety issues, and the

February 2008

Page 31

Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study
Scoping Summary Report - FINAL
inability to provide a travel time competitive with automobile travel within the corridor,
eliminates the consideration of this technology in this study.
4.3.4 “Low” High Speed Intercity Rail
“Low” High Speed Intercity Rail is provided in this country by AMTRAK, which serves the
Northeast corridor between Boston, New York, Philadelphia and Washington D.C.. This
technology utilizes both diesel and electric powered locomotives that are steel wheel on steel
rail, with coach, first class, and club cars. Unlike commuter rail and intercity rail technology,
high-speed intercity rail as provided by AMTRAK, when it operates at high speeds, is on
exclusive track in a sealed corridor. The average station spacing for high-speed intercity rail is
typically 75 miles or more. While the potential speeds are limited to the class of the railroad,
approximately 79 to 110 mph, the potential speeds on the Northeast corridor can be as high as
150 mph, with the average operating speeds of 90 mph While this technology is appropriate for
intercity travel, previous studies conducted in the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor documented
the inability of this “low” high-speed technology to provide a travel time competitive with
automobile travel within the corridor. Pending a reaffirmation of the previous study’s conclusion
through patronage forecasting, it is anticipated that this technology would be eliminated from
consideration in this study.
4.3.5 Very High Speed Rail (VHS)
VHS Rail serves higher passenger volumes over long distances. This technology utilizes
electric-powered locomotives that receive energy from overhead wires to the vehicle. The
vehicles themselves are steel wheel on steel rail, with coach, first class, sleeper, dining and club
cars. Unlike commuter and intercity rail, this technology is on totally grade separated right of
way, which eliminates potential points of conflict with pedestrians or other non rail vehicles. In
addition, there is no shared use of the track with freight, so higher speeds and passenger
schedules can be met. The station spacing can be as low as 30 miles, and average 50 to 75 miles
in order to take advantage of the speed of the technology. Speeds of this technology are
approximately 220 mph, although recent advances allow this technology to travel at speeds in
excess of 320 mph. While the average operating speed of this technology is approximately 180
mph, there are several lines operating in Europe at average speeds of 200 mph Although this
technology does not currently operate in the U.S., it is utilized throughout Europe and Asia
including the TGV in France, the ICE in Germany, and the Shinkansen in Japan. This
technology is well suited for intercity travel, and previous studies conducted in the Atlanta to
Chattanooga corridor documented the ability of this high-speed technology to provide a travel
time competitive with automobile travel within the corridor. The application of VHS technology
within the corridor will be evaluated.

4.3.6. Maglev
Maglev serves higher passenger volumes over long distances. This technology utilizes either
attractive or repulsive magnetic forces to lift and propel the train along a guideway. Maglev
allows the vehicles to hover or float a small distance above the guideway, thereby eliminating
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friction and rolling resistance. The power is supplied to the magnets through the track. Maglev
uses a unique guideway and could also operate in a shared right-of-way similar to VHS systems.
Like VHS, this technology is on totally grade separated right of way, which eliminates potential
points of conflict with pedestrians or other non rail vehicles, and higher speeds and passenger
schedules can be met. The station spacing can be as low as 30 miles, and average 50 to 75 miles
in order to take advantage of the speed of the technology. Current systems under development
are designed for maximum operating speeds above that of VHS technology, 310 mph and
beyond. A Japanese maglev train has reached speeds of 360 mph While there are currently no
Maglev systems in intercity revenue service, the German Transrapid system is currently in
commercial operation in China on a track over 20 miles long between downtown Shanghai and
the airport. In addition, the 25 mile closed loop test track in Elmsland, Germany had been in
operation for over 20 years. This system has also been certified for use in Germany for a
Hamburg-Berlin line, and a 23-mile line running from Munich Airport to the city center is
approved for construction. This technology is appropriate for intercity travel, and previous
studies conducted in the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor documented the ability of this highspeed technology to provide a travel time competitive with automobile travel within the corridor.
This technology will be considered in this study.
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5. Scoping Process
The scoping process for the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT corridor is being conducted in
accordance with 23 CFR 771.123 and 40 CFR 1501.7 to solicit participation from agencies,
counties, municipalities, and the public under the NEPA process. The scoping process is used to
identify the range of alternatives to be studied, the potential impacts to the human and natural
environments, and the key issues and concerns to be addressed in the EIS. This section of the
report documents the scoping efforts conducted for the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study and
the results of those efforts.
The scoping open houses were announced using newspaper advertisements and news releases.
The advertisement appeared in the Atlanta Journal Constitution on September 2 and September
16. In addition, a report by the Associated Press was published and aired by most area media
outlets. There were relevant individual news stories on the scoping open houses in at least three
northwest Georgia newspapers: the Rome-News Tribune, The Daily Tribune-News of
Cartersville, and the Chattanooga Times-Free Press. Some of these stories and reports were
generated by pre-event news releases and others were coverage of the open houses themselves
and the public’s input.
5.1 Stakeholder Participation
Two agency scoping meetings and three public scoping open houses were held for the project.
The agency scoping meetings were held in Atlanta and Chattanooga on September 18th and
September 20th, respectively. The September 18th meeting was held at 10:00 A.M. at the GDOT
Office of Environment/Location, in Atlanta. The September 20th meeting was held at 10:00
A.M. at the Hamilton County Public Library in Chattanooga.
The scoping meetings were announced in a Notice of Intent (NOI) that appeared in the Federal
Register on August 22, 2007. A copy of the NOI and the legal advertisement is included as
Appendix A and Appendix B. Other means of advertising included direct mailings to federal and
state environmental regulatory and review agencies and local government officials, which also
initiated the Early Coordination Process. Public Scoping open houses were held between 5:00
P.M and 7:30 P.M in Powder Springs, Rome, and Chattanooga on September 18th, 19th, and
20th, respectively. The invitations to stakeholders to participate in the scoping process are
summarized in the following sections.
5.1.1 Public and Agency Open House/Meeting Format
Public
A series of three open houses for public input were held along the project corridor. A series of
thirty exhibit graphic boards were displayed to help explain the project. There were individuals
from the consultants available to answer questions of the attendees. A Scoping Booklet handout
was given out to each of the attendees. A total of 75 people attended the three public
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information open houses. Copies of the Public Meeting Summaries are provided as Appendix D
and a copy of the Scoping Booklet is provided as Appendix H.
Agency
There were two meetings for agency input held in the corridor. The meetings started with
GDOT giving an overview of the project, after which the various consultants gave a presentation
explaining the scope of the project. After the presentation, there was a question and answer
portion, where the agencies could ask questions, provide their input, or specify analysis that
should be considered as part of the EIS process. A total of 17 people representing various
agencies attended. Copies of the Agency Meeting Minutes are provided as Appendix E.
5.2 Mailings
State and federal environmental regulatory and review agencies, Native American tribal
councils, municipalities, counties, floodplain administrators, and other government organizations
and officials were notified of the scoping meetings and scoping process through a mailing.
Copies of example letters and mailing lists are included in Appendix F and G. Federal and state
agencies, regional government planning organizations, Native American tribes and associated
agencies, counties and municipalities, and members of Congress contacted are listed below.
5.2.1 Federal and State Agencies
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
U.S. Center for Disease Control - National Center for Environmental Health
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Federal Emergency Management Agency
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Geological Survey - Environmental Affairs Program
National Park Service
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Railroad Administration
Federal Transit Administration
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency – Region IV
Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GDNR)
Division of Floodplain Management
Environmental Protection Division
Georgia Natural Heritage Program
Historic Preservation Division - State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
Georgia Forestry Commission

February 2008

Page 35

Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study
Scoping Summary Report - FINAL
Tennessee Department of Economic and Community Development – Community Development
Division
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation
Tennessee Historical Commission – State Archaeologist and SHPO
5.2.2 Regional Government Planning Organizations
Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC)
Chattanooga - Hamilton County Regional Planning Council
Coosa Valley Regional Development Center (RDC_
North Georgia RDC
5.2.3 Native American Tribes and Associated Agencies
Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town of the Creek
Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma
The Chickasaw Nation
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma
Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina
Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Kialegee Tribal Town of the Creek Nation
Loyal Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians
Muscogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians
Yuchi Tribe of Oklahoma
Advisory Council on Tennessee Indian Affairs
Bureau of Indian Affairs Eastern Agency
Tennessee Commission of Indian Affairs
Tennessee Native American Convention
5.2.4 Counties
Bartow County
Catoosa County
Chattooga County
Cherokee County
Clayton County
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Cobb County
Douglas County
Floyd County

Paulding County
Walker County
Whitfield

5.2.5 Municipalities
Acworth
Atlanta
Austell
Ball Ground
Canton
Cartersville
Cave Spring
Chattanooga
College Park
Dalton
East Point
Fairmont
Forest Park
Fort Oglethorpe
Hapeville
Holly Springs

Jonesboro
Kennesaw
Lafayette
Lawrenceville
Marietta
Nelson
Powder Springs
Rex
Ringgold
Riverdale
Sandy Springs
Smyrna
Varnell
Waleska
Woodstock

5.2.6 Chambers of Commerce
Atlanta Chamber of Commerce
Chattanooga Chamber of Commerce
5.2.7 United States Congress
Senator Saxby Chambliss
Senator Johnny Isakson
Representative Phil Gingrey
Representative John Lewis
Representative John Linder
Representative Tom Price
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6. Scoping Meeting Results
Public Meetings
Three public meeting were held on September the 18th, 19th and 20th between 5:30 to 7: 00 PM.
The following is a brief synopsis of the results of each of the open houses:
Powder Springs Public Scoping Public Information Open House, September 19, 2007A total of 13 people attended . From those attending, 10 comment forms, no letters and 2 verbal
statements were received. An additional letter from the City of Atlanta’s Department of
Aviation was received during the ten-day comment period following the open house, totaling
thirteen comments. They are summarized as follows:
No. Opposed
1

No. In Support
4

Uncommitted
1

Conditional
4

Rome Scoping Public Information Open House, September 19, 2007A total of 14 people attended. From those attending, 3 comment forms, no letters and 2 verbal
statements were received. No additional comments were received during the ten-day comment
period following the open house, for a total of 5 comments. They are summarized as follows:

No. Opposed
0

No. In Support
3

Uncommitted
0

Conditional
2

Chattanooga Scoping Public Information Open House, September 20, 2007A total of 49 people attended. From those attending, 24 comment forms, no letters and 1 verbal
statement were received. No additional comments were received during the ten-day comment
period following the open house, for a total of 25 comments. They are summarized as follows:

No. Opposed
0

No. In Support
20

Uncommitted
3

Conditional
2

Copies of the Public Meeting Summaries are provided as Appendix D.
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Government Agency Meeting
The Atlanta government agency meeting was attended by a total of 17 participants representing
the following agencies and organizations; ARC, Chattanooga Enterprise Zone, Coosa Valley
RDC, USACE Savannah District, US EPA Region IV, FHWA, GDNR-Historic Preservation
Division, GDOT Planning Data and Intermodal Development and GDOT Office of
Environment/Location
The topics that were raised at the Atlanta Agency meeting are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Greyhound bus travel times and stops along the project corridor
Concerns about available capacity along the CSX and Norfolk Southern rail lines
Clarification on the freight component of the HSGT system
Concerns over HSR using existing freight lines
Concerns whether the project would meet the standards of the Etowah Conservation
Habitat Plan
Request to review the methodology and the level of detail proposed in the Tier I EIS
Concerns over whether any reservoirs were located in the vicinity of the proposed
corridor
If the project would comply with Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users regarding new obligations for a
public comment process
If other corridors were being considered other than rail corridors
If the number and locations of stations limits potential speed
If origin destination data would be incorporated into ridership projections
Were there any preliminary cost figures and what those figures were
How wide typical support columns would be in elevated sections
Whether monorail systems had or would be considered
How the project would be integrated with the Bus Rapid Transit Plans along I-75
Where VHS or Maglev has been implemented in the US
How high the elevated sections would have to be above ground
If another alternative could be considered that served Cartersville instead of Rome
If quickest route between Atlanta and Chattanooga is desired, then the Rome Alignment
makes sense
If a reduction in landings is expected at HJAIA was anticipated as result of the project
Comparison of the energy usage of VHS and Maglev
Was HSGT included in any municipality/county transportation plans?
The projects effect on the State Implementation Plan
The width of the anticipated or recommended corridor

The topics raised at the Chattanooga Agency meeting are as follows:
•

The proposed station locations were questioned and it was thought that Dalton should
have a station closer to town rather than the Chatsworth/Dalton station shown

February 2008

Page 39

Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT Study
Scoping Summary Report - FINAL
•

Additional GIS data was available and should be used as appropriate

Copies of the minutes from the agency meetings are provided as Appendix E.
6.1 Scope Changes
One of the changes that came out of the scoping process is the inclusion of a Western Suburb
Alignment, which would be located in the Southern Corridor. This Alignment has a potentially
higher speed alignment from the Atlanta Airport to I-75. The alignment bypasses downtown
Atlanta and the highly developed I-75 corridor north of Atlanta. The line follows Camp Creek
Parkway and utility corridors through rural areas joining the I-75 corridor near Lake Altoona
south of Cartersville. This alignment was added to the list of potential alternatives for
consideration and analysis as part of the Tier I EIS along with the other alternatives identified in
Section 4.2 of this report.
6.2 Next Steps
The purpose of the Scoping Phase for the Tier I EIS is to identify potential project alternatives
that will be screened to determine if they are reasonable and feasible. The alternatives that are
determined to best meet the project purpose and need while minimizing impacts to the social,
cultural, and natural environments would then be evaluated further and in greater detail in the
EIS. Another desired outcome of the scoping process is to identify the specific environmental
impacts to be assessed, and to identify how the public would like to be involved throughout the
study. After the close of the scoping period, GDOT evaluated the comments and input received
from the agencies and the public regarding the project purpose and need, methodology to
complete the study, station locations, alignments, technology, and sensitive ecological issues and
made applicable changes to the study, which includes the ongoing development of an Agency
Coordination Plan, and the addition of a new concept alignment to be considered as part of the
analysis..
6.2.1 Evaluation Methodology
Based on a review of existing conditions, previous transportation studies, local land use and
transportation plans, and input from the public, this study identified a wide range of potential
alternatives for the implementation of a HSGT solution for the Atlanta to Chattanooga corridor.
This “universe of alternatives” included both possible alignments (broken down into segments)
and a range of transportation technologies. Potential alignment segments, station locations and
different technologies would be evaluated further through a modeling process that compares
factors including travel time, patronage, and operation and maintenance costs to name a few of
the evaluation criteria. The various conceptual alternatives alignments would also undergo an
environmental screening to identify potential environmental impacts associated with each
alignment. Ongoing public involvement and stakeholder coordination would also be an
important feature of the alternatives screening and development process.
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6.2.2 Methodology for Narrowing Alternatives
In developing a methodology for the screening of alternatives for the project, the following general
approach would be followed:
1. Prepare a Universe of Alternatives – A series of conceptual alternatives that represents
all feasible connections between Atlanta and Chattanooga has been developed, on which
the initial screening would be completed.
2. Develop Measures of Effectiveness – Measures of Effectiveness (MOEs) are used to
compare the differences between the various alternatives and determine the extent that
each meets the project purpose and need.
3. Complete Preliminary ScreeningMOEs.

Alternatives would be evaluated based on the

4. Identify Environmental Areas of Concern – Each of the alternative alignments would
be evaluated to identify potential areas of environmental concern.
5. Narrow Alternatives – Those alternative that perform the best when compared against
the MOEs, and are determined to have the least impact to areas of environmental concern
would be advanced for further evaluation until a preferred alternative is defined. The
preferred alternative will identify the corridor and the technology.
6. Keep Stakeholders Involved – Continued public outreach on this project will be an
important part of the alternatives development and decision making process as they are
narrowed. An upcoming round of public outreach is currently being planned to begin
meeting with affected municipalities in the corridor to begin discussions regarding
potential alignment and station locations. Outreach to environmental justice populations
is also planned in the early phases of the Public Involvement Plan.
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Atlanta-Chattanooga Corridor
High Speed Ground Transportation Project
Participating Agency Meeting
October 19, 2010 10:00 AM – 12:00 Noon
Georgia Department of Transportation
600 West Peachtree Street, Atlanta, Georgia
Attendees: (*Participated via phone)
Georgia Department of Transportation
Glenn Bowman, Office of Environmental Services
Gail D’Avino, Office of Environmental Services
Lillian Jackson, Government & Community Relations Manager
Lisa Safstrom, Scenic Byways Coordinator
Bryan Holloway
Lead Agencies
Katy Allen, Federal Highway Administration
Catherine Dobbs-Kauffman*, Federal Railroad Administration
Participating Agencies
Kelly Laycock, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Jamie Higgins, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IV
Pete Patavina *, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services – Athens, GA
Mary Dills, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District, Regulatory Division, Piedmont Branch
Paul Burkhalter*, Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Paul Archambault*, Southeast TN Development District
Gary Sexton*, Southeast TN Development District
Bob McCord*, Atlanta Regional Commission
Kenneth Parr*, T ennessee Valley Authority
Kenneth Wester*, Appalachian Regional Commission
John Crocker, Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA)
Luz Borrerro*, City of Atlanta
Richard Osborne, City of Cartersville
Randy Mannino, City of Cartersville
Jackson Myers, City of College Park
Tommy Parker*, Murray County Commissioners Office
Mike Jolley*, Dalton Utilities
Robert Todd*, Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency
Joe Ferguson, The Enterprise Center
Roussan Francois, Fulton County
Delmos Stone, Rome Floyd County Planning Department
Sue Hiller, Rome Floyd County Planning Department
Crew Heimer, Georgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA)
Matt Denton*, Polk County

Consultant Team
Sheldon Fialkoff, AECOM
Harry Boxler, AECOM
Samantha Castro, AECOM
Todd Hill, Moreland Altobelli
L.N. Manchi, Moreland Altobelli
Brian Smart, Moreland Altobelli
Chris Brady, Commonwealth Research

DRAFT MEETING MINUTES
I.

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

Glenn Bowman, State Environmental Administrator for the Georgia Department of
Transportation (GDOT) welcomed participants and initiated introduction of meeting participants
both on the phone and present. He then outlined the following meeting agenda:
1. Review of Participating Agency comments on the Screening Criteria and Methodology
Report and the September 23, 2010 meeting
2. Presentation of results of the Screening Process
3. Next steps
II.

REVIEW OF PARTICPATING AGENCY COMMENTS

Sheldon Fialkoff, Consultant Team Project Manager, confirmed that all participants had received
a copy of the presentation either in hard copy form at the meeting, or emailed out ahead of time
to those joining by phone.
There were approximately 25 comments received from the Participating Agencies that could be
grouped into five general categories. The five categories and the response to the comments are
summarized as follows:
1. Links to Local Transit
Comment: There should be some acknowledgment in the Screening Report as to the
linkages to local transit.
Response: While links to local transit it would not be a discriminator among the
alternatives at this level, it is important and will be evaluated in subsequent analyses. In
recognition of its importance, a discussion of linkages to local transit will be included in a
section of the Screening Report, although it will not become a measure of effectiveness
(MOE) at this time.
2. Forest Habitats
Comment: There was concern that forest habitats were not included as an evaluation
criteria or MOE.
Response: Forest habitats are evaluated by examining the amount of built environment
within the ROW and by utilizing the parkland MOE. The parkland MOE includes forest
habitats. In combination, the two MOEs give a view of the potential use of forest habitat.
Forest habitats would also be examined in greater detail in the DEIS assessment.
3. Environmental Justice (EJ) Communities
Comment: Why not acknowledge EJ communities in the Screening Process?
Response: We felt we could not do justice at this level of screening to the positives and
negatives on the impact to EJ communities. It will be part of the DEIS. It will also be
acknowledged in the Screening Report, but not as an MOE.

4. Farmland – will be considered in the DEIS, and not as an MOE in the Screening Report.
5. Scoring system – the Screening Report uses a five-point system rather than a four-point
system to show greater differentiation between alternatives.
The full list of comments will be documented in a Disposition of Comments Report, and
circulated to everyone after it has been reviewed by GDOT, FHWA, and FRA.
III.

SCREENING RESULTS PRESENTATION

Sheldon Fialkoff went on to provide an overview of the project and the screening methodology,
criteria, and results. It was noted that these are preliminary results, since this is all subject to
review. Below is an outline of the presentation.
Alignments/Corridors
Screening Process and Results
Alignments Advancing in DEIS
Next Steps
IV.

NEXT STEPS

A similar slideshow will be presented to stakeholder groups starting the week of October 25th
through November 8th, 2010. All comments from Participating Agencies and stakeholders will be
documented and addressed. The Screening Report is currently under review by GDOT, FHWA
and FRA. Once these agencies complete their review, the document will be distributed to
Participating Agencies and the study will proceed into the development of an administrative draft
of the DEIS.
V.

QUESTION & ANSWER SESSION

The following resulted from the Q&A session held after the presentation of the screening results.
Q1: (Mary Dills, USACE Savannah) – You talk about use of the median on I-75. How does that
work with the current proposal for high-occupancy travel (HOT) lanes?
A1: (Sheldon Fialkoff) – We will be addressing that as part of the DEIS. We will look at whether
the system should be elevated or the road widened if it is at-grade. This would appear in the
potential impacts section of the DEIS.
(Glenn Bowman): It is important to note that these are separate and independent projects. The
HOT project is pretty far along so it may eventually influence more decisions as it moves ahead.
We are not setting the exact alignment in this Tier 1, but instead using a buffer of approximately
1,000 feet.
Q2: (Pete Patavina, USFWS) – How did you weigh alignments within corridors? All of the
criteria appear to be weighed equally. It does not seem like the environmental criteria capture
the benefits of the project completely. For instance, in terms of air quality being directly
proportional to ridership. Shouldn’t ridership have a higher weighting? There does not seem to
be a good measure yet of how the HGST would be relieving pressures on the interstate system
in that corridor. Maybe more alignments should be carried into the DEIS. The benefits to the
environment (i.e. air quality) of high ridership should be taken more heavily into account. We
want to make sure that the most efficient alignments make it into the DEIS stage.

A2: (Todd Hill) – We tried not to weight anything at this level since we do not have detailed
engineering for the alignments under consideration. At this broader level of study, there is not
enough detail to assess those types of impacts. This will be looked at further in the DEIS.
(Glenn Bowman) – The screening process attempts to look at the alignments resulting from the
Scoping Process objectively to determine which alignments best meet the Purpose and Need of
the project. All of the criteria are Purpose and Need based, and assessed on a pass/fail basis.
(Sheldon Fialkoff) – Ridership was considered, and several alignments were eliminated
because of low ridership numbers. If you look at the majority of the alignments that were
eliminated, it was actually due to environmental considerations. Environmental considerations
eliminated almost half of the alignments. The screening criteria remained unweighted so that
alignments could be assessed equally across the board. At this point, if an alignment is not
doing well in one criterion, it is unlikely that it will do better as it moves further in the analysis.
We will look at air quality at a Tier 1 level.
(Glenn Bowman) – We are looking for the Participating Agencies to challenge the numbers that
they do not feel comfortable with to make sure we have applied the criteria correctly. It is not
just about what we are moving forward with, but what we are not moving forward with.
Q3: (Bryan Hollaway, GDOT) – Under the MOEs of the Environmental Criteria why does the I75 corridor get a “1” when it is an existing corridor that has already been developed?
A3: (Sheldon Fialkoff) – It is not just the right-of-ways that are being considered, but a 500-foot
buffer to either side of the highway centerline. This allows us to identify any potential resources
that might be affected if widening or another use outside of the existing right-of-way is
necessary.
(Todd Hill) – The data has only been taken at a GIS level at this point. Field surveys have not
yet been completed. They will be completed as part of the DEIS. You have to remember that
part of the reason that I-75 is where it is has to do with the fact that there was development
present prior to the interstate system, which is why there is a higher number of impacts along
the I-75 corridor than some of the more rural corridors.
(Glenn Bowman) – At the same time, it is a better-studied corridor, with more GIS data
available.
Q4: (Kelly Laycock, EPA) – Under the Environmental Criteria MOEs are the stream indicators
just calculated as the number of crossings? Is there a way to get an indication of linear feet at
the GIS level?
A4: (Todd Hill) – When we get to the more detailed analysis level and have a better feel for the
alignment, we will have to do more in depth assessments.
(Sheldon Fialkoff) – We calculated the number of crossings for streams, and the area for lakes.
This was as specific as we could get at this level without further engineering. We feel they
represented the potential effects well enough for this level. The engineering will deal with how
we cross the stream or lake, or how we work around it.

Q5: (Pete Patavina, USFWS) – Are the ridership numbers encouraging versus the capital and
operational costs?
A5: (Sheldon Fialkoff) – It is a little premature to be looking at that. There is no one barometer to
determine cost of rail. The ridership is around 10-11,000 riders annually and the capital cost is
estimated to be in the multiple billions.
VI.

CLOSING REMARKS AND ADJOURN

Comments on the results of the Screening Report are requested by November 18, 2010 to Alan
Ware. The next steps include stakeholder meetings and three public meetings to present the
surviving alignments in Chattanooga, Dalton, and Atlanta in the first two weeks of November to
present essentially the same information as this meeting. The exact dates are as follows:
Chattanooga, TN
Thursday, November 4, 6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (presentation at 6:30 PM)
Regional Planning Agency, First Floor, Room 1A, 1250 Market Street, Chattanooga, TN 37402
Dalton, GA
Monday, November 8, 6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (presentation at 6:30 PM)
Dalton State College. James Brown Center, Room 105, 650 College Drive, Dalton, GA 30720
Atlanta, GA
Tuesday, November 9, 6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (presentation at 6:30 PM)
St. Mark United, Fellowship Hall, Methodist Church, 781 Peachtree Street, NE, Atlanta, GA
30308
Assuming no major delays as a result of public and stakeholder review or coordination with the
lead federal agencies review of the DEIS, we are hoping the Participating Agencies will get back
together sometime next spring to go over the details of the draft.
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Georgia Department of Transportation
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Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
PTSCO - 0023-00-002 PI : No. T001684
PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING NOVEMBER PUBLIC INFORMATION OPEN HOUSES
Public Information Open House (PIOH)
December 20, 2010

Activity:
Date:

1

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

2

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Comment

Medium

This is an excellent project that I think should happen
sooner than later. I’m glad to see it taking form.

Comment form

Uncommitted

No comment

Comment form

3

For

No Comment

Comment form

4

For

No Comment

Comment form

5

For

No Comment

Comment form

6

For

Expression of
support

Great Project! GDOT needs more projects like this. We
don’t need to expand another highway in the Atlanta
Region.

Comment form

7

Conditional

Economic and
financial aspects

This presentation did not provide a cost benefit analysis
& compare the high speed project to low speed rail or no
change. There was no explanation of auto, bus or plane
travel & costs. Without this information it is hard to
formulate an informed opinion. However, I do support &
encourage the idea of regional rail transit for Atlanta.

Comment form

Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Project– Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
December 2010

Reviewer

Ricardo Bailey
20 Marietta St. #10E
Atlanta, GA 30303
Katy Brookby
1930 Dellwood Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30309
Randy Curles
1860 Gainsborough Dr.
Chamblee, GA 30341
Steve Hausler
2410 Paces Ferry Rd.
Suite 100
Atlanta, GA 30339
Robert Isaf
5330 Redfield Rd.
Dunwoody, GA 30338
Wyatt Kendall
609 Virginia Ave.
Apt. #5207
Atlanta, GA 30306
John Kent

Georgia Department of Transportation
Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Project
Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
PTSCO - 0023-00-002 PI : No. T001684
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8

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

9

Conditional

10

For

Expression of
support

How can we have all the proposed train stops without
sacrificing speed?? Include estimated productivity gains,
not just time saved, when choosing between routes.
Please communicate with Atlanta in town neighborhoods
early & often to minimize adverse impacts on the city.
HSGT for passengers needs to be demonstrably
capable of generating sustainable economic growth
before it justifies the commitment of federal funds. I have
not yet seen any argument that distinguishes this
corridor from others.
Such a system would most definitely enhance the
Atlanta transportation needs.

11

For

Expression of
support

Great Project – excellent groundwork &
preparation/analysis!

Comment form

12

For

Expression of
support

Very exciting project! Can we have it tomorrow? I think
the 4 recommended alignments are the best options.

Comment form

13

Conditional

Economic and
financial aspects

Comment form

14

For

Expression of
support

As a pilot project, it is a great start, but until the project
reaches the point where monetary costs are considered,
it is difficult to pass judgment. I would like to see current
numbers on commuters between Chattanooga region
and Atlanta region.
Project has amazing national potential. Big step for this
state and the southeast.

15

For

Connection to
airports

I am a huge supporter of high speed rail & look forward
to future connections to other major cities across the
country – it appears the high speed connection to HJAIA
was eliminated from the second screening. In order to
increase ridership this stop/node should be added back.

Comment form

Item
No.

Category

Maintaining
higher speeds

Economic and
financial aspects

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

Comment form

Jeff Lam
400 W. Peachtree St. NW, Unit 715
Atlanta, GA 30308

Comment form

Eugene S. McGuinness
th
301 10 St. NW
Atlanta, GA 30309

Comment form

Gloria J. Mims
835 Oglethorpe Ave. SW #601
Atlanta, GA 30310
Ben O’Callaghan
2903 Yale Court
Atlanta, GA 30339
Scott Rose
805 Peachtree St., #403
Atlanta, GA 30308
Christopher Silveira
4301 Renaissance Way
Atlanta, GA 30308

Comment form

Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Project – Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
December 2010
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Adam Toal
170 Boulevard SE
Apt #H210
Atlanta, GA 30312
Jessica Toal
170 Boulevard SE
Apt # H210
Atlanta, GA 30312

Georgia Department of Transportation
Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Project
Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
PTSCO - 0023-00-002 PI : No. T001684
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16

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Conditional

17

Conditional

18

For

19

For

20

Conditional

21

For

22

For

No Comment

Comment form

23

For

No Comment

Comment form

24

For

Hope it’s done while I’m still young enough to ride it.

Comment form

25

For

I am only concerned about the political concerns this
could bring.

Comment form

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Economic and
financial aspects
Technology
selection

Expression of
support

Environmental
and property
impacts
Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Medium

Reviewer

A good example and first experiment of HSGT. It’s
meaningful to connect the important areas in an HSGT
network. But make sure the area can generate enough
ridership for the transit system.
My comment would just be regarding possible
technologies that I would hope at this point, due to the
economic conditions and scarcity of funds that we
should focus on the steel rail technology because it is
more proven. There is less risk and it’s more flexible, no
matter what the funding situation might be.
It appears that logic prevailed during Tier I studies. The
four I-75 corridor designs make the most ‘common’
sense, and I am glad the study shows the results.

Comment form

Yi Zhon
505C GLC
th
301 10 Street NW
Atlanta, GA 30318
David Kelman
9219 Magic Mtn. Dr.
Chattanooga, TN 37421

No Comment

Comment form

Concerned with the possible environmental impact as
well as the impact on private property ownership.

Comment form

I support this project 100%. GA and TN need more
transportation options!!

Comment form

Court Reporter

Comment form
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Tim Boyd
County Courthouse
Ste 401
Chattanooga, TN 37402
Hugh Failing
1250 Market Street
Suite 2000
Chattanooga, TN 37402
Stephen D. Fairley
th
153 W. 17 St.
Chattanooga, TN 37408
Ashley Farless
1210 Premier Drive Suite 200
Chattanooga, TN 37421
Nelson Galeano
2627 Hixson Pike #149
Chattanooga, TN 37415
Donna Gorka
1000 S. Scenic Hwy.
Chattanooga, TN 37409
John T. Horton
3909 Hoyt Street,
Chattanooga, TN 37411
Cameron Kilgore
500 McMury Cove
Rising Farm, GA 30738
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26

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

27

For

Expression of
support

28

For

Expression of
support

29

For

Connections to
airport

30

For

Expression of
support

31

For

32

For

33

For

34

For

Expression of
support

Due to screening process, I-75 alignment makes sense.
Chattanooga to Atlanta connection & Chicago to
Jacksonville is very exciting!

Comment form

35

For

Expression of
support

Wish it were here already!

Comment form

Item
No.

Category

Technology
selection

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

No Comment

Comment form

This is a long awaited and overdue project. Public rail
transportation along this corridor will vastly improve
many aspects of life in communities throughout the
region.
Splendid concept, well formulated design basis scoping
– good presentation – will attend future updates.

Comment form

Dennis Malone
1250 Market St.
Suite 2100
Chattanooga, TN 37402
Aaron Moore
529 Old Hwy 2
Cisco, GA 30708

The Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport is presently
planning a future terminal which should include the
Maglev Intermodal Facility. Conversations need to start
now.
The sooner the project is completed, the better.

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

I hope this becomes reality as soon as possible. I also
believe the project should go with Maglev Technology.

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

Comment form

Comment form
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Roger Mortlock
1000 S. Scenic Hwy
Chattanooga, TN 37409
John Naylor
1001 Airport Rd.
Suite 14
Chattanooga, TN 37421
Kim Nixon
4113 Finch Lane
Chattanooga, TN 36419
Jenny Park
5502 St. Elmo Ave.
Chattanooga, TN 37409
John Pless
4279 Benton Drive
Chattanooga, TN 37406
Ronald Simmons
7524 Igou Gap Rd.
Chattanooga, TN 37421
Jeremiah Smith
306 W. Main St.
Suite 114
Chattanooga, TN 37408
Marie Thomas
140 Lillie Drive
Chickamauga, GA 30707
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36

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

37

For

Environmental
and property
impacts

38

For

Expression of
support

39

For

Economic and
financial aspects

40

For

Expression of
support

41

For

Expression of
support

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

It is an important alternative. People mover needed as
an integral part of an overall integrated transport
network.
Certainly do!! Kind of thing our country must do.
Question: Since all corridors now being considered
involve proximity to I-75, what is being done to
determine if trains at >180mph would negatively impact
vehicles? I have been near the TGV and the Shinkansen
and they move a huge envelope of air. Would this affect
drivers and/or their vehicles especially campers, semis
and the like??
High speed rail is inevitable. We can’t keep widening
freeways. This connection would provide much needed
corridor capacity and expand options for air travelling
without major airport expansion.
Will it create meaningful jobs for Northwest GA and
Chattanooga?

Comment form

Chet Tschetter
2111 Sargent Daly Dr.
Chattanooga, TN 37421
Richard VanScoy
2 Rock Crest Dr.
Signal Mtn., TN 37377

The U.S. is far behind Europe and Asia in high speed
rail capabilities. The proposed route is in a great area to
begin to build up these capabilities within the U.S. It
should also provide an economic boost to the area.
Thank you for facilitating this public meeting in
Chattanooga for this very important project.

Comment form

Comment form

Comment form

Comment form

Comment form
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John Van Winkle
1250 Market Street
Suite 3030
Chattanooga, TN 37402
Greg Walton
817 Greenwood Rd.
Chattanooga, TN 37411
Sandra & Floyd Walterhouse
2678 Churchill Downs Cr.
Chattanooga, TN 37421
Shane Womack
1201 C. Market St.
Chattanooga, TN 37402
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42

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

43

For

44

For

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

I like the project. I’m not understanding completely
where the technology is, but they haven’t decided on
that. I think this needed. It’s been desperately needed
for a long time. We had no viable transport rail up until
about 50 years ago, and it worked well. Unfortunately,
the interstates sort of supplanted it, and it’s never
recovered.
The rail system had been subsidized since its inception.
The interstates have been subsidized since their
inception. I don’t see why this should be any different
for this project. It will need to be subsidized with tax
dollars. There’s no contradiction of that. There’s no
surprise to that. It just needs to be done. If we want to
provide a later needed transportation over and above
the interstates and over and above the local street grid,
it needs to be implemented. It needed to be
implemented probably ten or 20 years ago.
Unfortunately, politics get in the way and we have lots of
unbending ideologues who just don’t believe in rail which
is unfortunate. They don’t understand the economics of
the system. They don’t understand the economics of rail
or how the railroads work and have worked to start with
to move people and to move foods and services. So it’s
needed. It’s been needed for a long while. I’m in favor
of it.
I think that people quickly come to the conclusion that
the I-75 corridor is probably the easiest way of going
about it. Like I said, people have been thinking about
this for 20 years. It’s just been needed all that time. It
just needed some impetus and some seed money to get
started.
No Comment

Court Reporter

Dr. J.M. Prince
282 Briar Patch Lane
Cartersville, GA

Comment form

The sooner the better!

Comment form

Earl Ashby
30 Camden Woods Dr.
Cartersville, GA 30121
Judy Brock
P.O. Box 3031
Cartersville, GA 30120
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45

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

46

For

47

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Medium

No Comment

Comment form

Expression of
support

Very pleased with your mindset of high speed rail
defined as 180mph +.

Comment form

For

Expression of
support

I believe the day is coming that the price of gasoline will
force people to mass transit.

Comment form

48

For

Expression of
support

Very excited about the project. Keep up the good work!
The sooner the better.

Comment form

49

For

First, need to build 411 Connector Highway on the route
that already has been approved.

Comment form

50

For

Expression of
support

Comment form

51

For

Expression of
support

Need as high a speed (particularly infrastructure) as
possible. Glad that Cartersville is integral part of system
being planned.
Needed to be done / started years ago. At least a
decade or more.

52

Uncommitted

No Comment

Comment form

53

For

This would be a positive economic impact for the NW
region of Georgia & Chattanooga. Installing the system
would be a great impact for job growth. Increased
visitors to points on the route would help businesses.
Reduced emissions beneficial too.
No Comment

Comment form

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

54

For

55

Uncommitted

Expression of
support

Comment form
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Reviewer

B.G. Butler
66 Timberlake
Cartersville, GA 30121
L. Ken Collins, II
6501 Mall Blvd.
Union City, GA 30291
Sam Freeman
1 Riverside Parkway
Rome, GA 30161
Wesley D. Moore
P.O. Box 201544
Cartersville, GA 30120
William Neel, Jr.
P.O. Box 458
Cartersville, GA 30120
Richard Brock
P.O. Box 3031
Cartersville, GA 30120
J.M. Princey
282 Briar Patch Lane
Cartersville, GA 30120
Kay Read
P.O. Box 307
Cartersville, GA 30120
Raborn Taylor, III
807 North Tennessee St.
Suite 101
Cartersville, GA 30120
Ann Westmoreland
21 Herring St.
Cartersville, GA 30120
Dennis Neff
38 Rocky Cr. N.E.
White, GA 30184
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56

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

57

For

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

Comment

I’m very supportive of the high speed rail route. I don’t
think that we can get it completed fast enough really.
I’ve overheard a lot of people critical of the cost of these
type of projects and it’s common. The economic impact
that this project specifically and similar projects would
have for our region, our state and even our nation would
be tremendous. Payback would be more than we could
really imagine - the return on the investment that we’d
make.
Another thing I don’t think people appreciate is the
potential to have a national and international network of
these high speed rail routes and the potential to
transport manufactured and industrial items, raw
materials, and actually manufacturing products. Again,
the economic benefits would be out of this world,
especially in conjunction with other large scale
infrastructure projects. Which you run into the very
similar criticisms an cynicism. The same principles
apply. The return of those kinds of investments would
be extraordinary.
It’s just exciting. It gives people a vision for the future,
especially even younger generations to have something
to be inspired about, economic job opportunities,
something to actually go to school for. I just hope and
pray we can move this forward quickly and be excited,
get excited about it. It’s exciting. So it’s frustrating
maybe to hear people’s criticism. It’s very exciting.
That’s it.
Pricing and Boarding Time (Security) must be
considered to make the HGST a viable option for the
public. Would recommend an express train.

Medium

Reviewer

Court Reporter

Dustin Coker
P.O. Box 1844
Dalton, GA 30722

Comment form

LaDon Bandy
236 Gray Street
Trion, GA 30753
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58

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Conditional

59

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

Court Reporter

Altoona Holland
2002 Brook Haven
Dalton, GA 30720

For

I have a farm at Carbondale exit. I’m not wanting – we
have donated to 41 Highway years ago. My granddaddy
helped build Carbondale Road and we gave them- he
died before he collected anything on I-75. So I’m not
wanting to give them any more, not wanting to give them
another inch.
I do think the way to go, and I understand this is one of
the proposals, is to go down the center of I-75 and build
it up high, whatever you call that. They said that was
one of the leading possibilities. If you come over on the
east side, they’ll wipe my farm out. I’m trying to hold on
to it for my kids. I’ve got two grandkids. I want to give
them a place to live. I don’t want to sell it. Put it in the
center of I-75 up high. Do something about the noise.
The trucks on I-75 are just terrible. I don’t know what
kind of noise there would be with this high speeding rail.
They can do something to keep the noise down I’m sure.
That’s what I would like to see happen.
No Comment

Comment form

60

For

No Comment

Comment form

61

Conditional

Economic and
financial aspects

If ridership pays for construction and operation would
support

Comment form

62

For

Expression of
support

Can’t come soon enough

Comment form

Ernest M. Acree, Jr.
P.O. Box 39
Dalton, GA 30722
Randall Acree
38 Forest Hill Rd. SW
Dalton, GA 30720
Frank Barnes
107 Timberland Dr.
Dalton, GA 30721
Peggy Belk
709 Emmons Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720

63

For

Expression of
support

To compete for new industry (economic development),
to bring tourist to area as well as people who want to
take advantage of our green space and trails, to
commute to Dalton to work – We must proceed and fund
this project for the benefit of our state.

Comment form

Environmental
and property
impacts
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Linda Blackman
1717 Briarcliff Cir.
Dalton, GA 30720
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64

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

65

Conditional

66

For

67

For

68

For

69

For

70

For

71

Conditional

72

For

73

For

74

For

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Medium

Expression of
support

We need this! Way past due!

Comment form

Economic and
financial aspects

I am in favor of public transportation initiatives but my
concerns are; funding sources, taking over of private
properties, type of fuel/propulsion system, and who
would be in charge if administrating the system
No Comment

Comment form

Expression of
support

It would eliminate traffic on I-75 and make the process
much easier and quicker.

Comment form

Expression of
support

Move forward as quickly as possible. Economic impact
would be tremendous. Exciting and inspiring vision for
future. Nationwide high speed rail network!! MAGLEV
No Comment

Comment form

Expression of
support

Very Good project. Will bring development and reduce
the use of I-75 and save lives.

Comment form

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

Cost to ride? Frequency of trains? Will there be an
express train?

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

Economic and
financial aspects

As long as it doesn’t run a deficit on GA or TN state/local
government budgets

Comment form

Expression of
support

I am for anything that benefits downtown Dalton. I lived
in Chicago from 1969 – 1986 and experienced the joy of
a well – developed rail system.

Comment form

Comment form

Comment form
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Reviewer

Judy Bowen
1928 Fairfield Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Denil Bryson
910 David Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Carlos Calderin
504 Williamsburg Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720
Lana Chumley
1825 Rocky Branch Pass
Marietta, GA 30066
Dustin Coker
P.O. Box 1844
Dalton, GA 30722
Gary Crews
1011 Desota Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Emeka Ejieke
17 Knollwood Way
Cartersville, GA 30121
Howard Elder
415 Ambercliff
Rocky Face, GA 30740
M.W. Glenn
509 Winding Way
Dalton, GA 30720
Nathan Horne
508 E. Morris St.
Dalton, GA 30722
Ben Laughter
P.O. Box 1005
Dalton, GA 30722
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75

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

76

For

Expression of
support

77

For

78

For

79

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Comment

Medium

I’m in favor of using the I-75 corridor due to the existing
right-of-way. This would minimize adverse environmental
and cultural impacts.
This is one of the most important things we can do for
this area.

Comment form

Expression of
support

For I-75 corridor with stop in Dalton

Comment form

Expression of
support

Support the I-75 corridor. Add later to provide additional
routes if it makes economic sense.

Comment form

For

No Comment

Comment form

80

For

No Comment

Comment form

81

For

No Comment

Comment form

82

For

No Comment

Comment form

83

For

No Comment

Comment form

84

For

YES!

Comment form

85

For

No Comment

Comment form

86

For

We need some relief on I-75

Comment form

Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Comment form
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Reviewer

John Loughridge
3421 Smyrna Ramhurst Rd.
Chatsworth, GA 30705
Melissa Lu
890 College Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Maryanne McDanie
1767 Rapala Drive, NE
Dalton, GA 30721
W.L. McDaniel, Jr. MD
1767 Rapala Drive, NE
Dalton, GA 30721
Mickey D. McGran,
95 Club Drive
Trion, GA 30753
Katie O’Gwin
161 East Armuchee Rd.
Lafayette, GA 30728
Tate O’Gwin
161 East Armuchee Rd.
Lafayette, GA 30728
Bobby Painter
132 Marion Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Margie Painter
132 Marion Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Chris Patterson
1922 Fairington Drive
Dalton, GA 30720
Octavio Perez
P.O. Box 185
Dalton, GA 30722
William D. Rich
309 W. Nance Springs Rd. SW
Resaca, GA 30735
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87

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

88

For

89

For

90

Conditional

91

For

92

For

93

For

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Expression of
support

Comment

Medium

Let’s get started!

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

I support this project and it makes sense to have it on I75. It also makes sense that Dalton is a stop on the
corridor. With all the business people travelling to
Hartsfield on a daily basis, it is to the advantage to have
a stop in Dalton.
No Comment

Comment form

This will provide a great mechanism for business travel
and stimulate economic development

Comment form

No Comment

Comment form

Make it happen! I am very excited about this proposed
project. I think it is an excellent way to show the world
that our country is not falling behind. I understand that it
is expensive but most good investments are. This
project will foster growth and opportunity for the future of
our region. Please take action and let the public know
how we can help make it happen!

Email via website

Comment form
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Reviewer

Dawn A. Sanders
604 Kenilworth Ct.
Dalton, GA 30720
John Schwenn
1303 Morton Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720
Phyllis Stephens
890 College Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720
Naomi Swanger
703 Valley Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720
John Thomas
2622 Oakridge Dr.
Rocky Falls, GA 30740
Ted Thompson
1004 Willow Park Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720
Anonymous
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Item
No.
94

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Conditional

Category

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

Comment

I would like to make 4 points about a possible highspeed rail link between Atlanta and Chattanooga.

Medium

Email via website

1. Target Market - The target market for such a high
speed rail link are round trip customers that will be able
to get to their destination without renting a car. Few
people, I think, will drive to a train station and then rent a
car when they get to Atlanta or Chattanooga. The target
passenger will either take MARTA at the Atlanta end or
board a plane at one of the airports.
2. Direct connection to ATL. - A significant portion of the
travelers will board at intervening cities with the intention
of boarding a plane. These travelers have the choice of
either parking at the train station or at the airport. They
may also choose the train because their spouse is
willing to drop them off at the train station and not so
willing to drive to the airport.
A good example of such services in Japan's Narita
Express. The train is designed for airport travelers. The
inside of the train looks more like a passenger cabin of a
jet than a MARTA train. It has reclining seats, overhead
bins for luggage, and places to store larger pieces of
luggage at the ends of the cars. Airlines can probably
give you an approximation of the size of this market from
tickets sold to residents along the corridor.
3. Unified fare system - A unified fare system simplifies
the problem of someone boarding at the ATL airport
MARTA station and getting off in Marietta. It also may
lessen the need for a train station in downtown Atlanta.
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Reviewer

Michael Ceigler
10585 Branham Fields Rd.
Johns Creek, GA 30097
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Item
No.
94

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Conditional

Category

Comment

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

I have traveled to Asia, within North America, and
Europe. One of the things that I appreciate about Japan
is the use of a single fare card, the PASMO card, for all
rail and bus service. You load it up with enough money
for your trip, tap the card when you get on, tap it when
you get off. The Tokyo area rail service is actually
multiple carriers that have agreed on a common fare
card. In some cases you get on one carrier's platform
and get off on another's. Somehow they figure out who
gets how much of your fare. A fare calculation based
upon where you get on and where you get off can be
adjusted up or down based upon the contribution of the
source and destination counties.

Medium

Email via website

4. Realistic assumptions about fare subsidy. - I think,
when we talk about fare subsidies we should take a high
level view. I think 10 to 15 cents per passenger mile is
reasonable from all sources. Here is why: The I-75
corridor is saturated, it will be necessary to add more
capacity, by road widening, high-speed rail or both. One
way or another it is going to come out of the taxpayer's
pocket. If we focus on road widening, how much will
adding a lane cost, how many cars per day will that add?
Of course, coming up with a cost per vehicle mile,
requires making an assumption about how long the road
will last. Given the public's reaction to the continuation of
tolls on GA-400. I think a fairer way to answer the cost
per vehicle mile question is to ask given the cost and the
projected monthly traffic: How much do we need to
charge each car at the projected traffic level to make a
20 year mortgage payment. Using the rate that the
Federal government pays for 20 year obligations.
I think that would be a reasonable fare subsidy. If the
traveler did not take the train, the taxpayer would have to
pay that much for the car to use the road.
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Reviewer

Michael Ceigler cont’d
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95

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

96

For

Expression of
support

97

For

Expression of
support

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Comment

I fly out of Atlanta a few times a year, and go down to
visit friends or shop. I hate having to deal with the traffic
and the gas cost. If we had a high speed train
alternative, it would allow me to visit Atlanta more often,
and it would make Dalton even more attractive to
potential investors and employees as they see the ease
with which one can travel to one of the major cities in the
United States.
Unfortunately, I don't believe I will be able to attend the
public meeting in Cartersville on November 18, 2010
regarding the High Speed Ground Transportation
between Atlanta and Chattanooga, but I want to say
"SIGN ME UP!" I live in northern Bartow County and
presently work in downtown Atlanta, have worked in
downtown Atlanta for 20 yrs, and expect to work in
downtown Atlanta for another 15 years or more. I
adamantly support the High Speed Ground
Transportation and hope it becomes a reality.
I am a resident of Rome GA. I choose to live in Rome
after living in Atlanta for many years. I have family here
and enjoy the laid back life a small town can offer. I do
not, however, enjoy the traffic I encounter whenever
business takes me to Atlanta. I would love to be able to
have my cake and eat it too. I would love for job
opportunities to open up for me in the "Big City" and still
stay living in my home. I also think that with the high
speed rail, many more cars would be off the road
keeping tons of toxins out of our environment. Please
start building today!

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Donna Davis

Email via website

Billie Robinson
22 Sugarberry Pl.
Cartersville, GA 30121

Email via website

James McCrickard
228 A Huffaker Rd.
Rome, GA 30165
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98

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Against

99

For

Item
No.

Category

Environmental
and property
impacts

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

Comment

I own a house that is being impacted by your US 411
project, and now I find out that not only am I going to
end up with a highway in my backyard, but you're also
going to throw a train in my backyard?! I am beyond
angry. You have turned what is supposed to be my
peaceful retirement home (after 20 years of active duty
military service) into a nightmare. I lived in Europe for
10 years. The trains are noisy through all hours and
they are dirty. And, with a train station right near my
house, I can expect lots of transient (read - undesired)
strangers hanging out in my neighborhood. Have you
ever seen a train station neighborhood that didn't have
graffiti and riff-raff hanging out all hours (especially
nighttime)? Stop the madness! You are ruining
Cartersville, Georgia and you are making the retirement
home that I've worked so hard for, worthless!
I would like to express my support for the proposed
Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Project. The HSGT
provides a much needed transportation service that links
communities and offers transit options to its users as an
alternative to air and automotive travel. When traveling
in Europe and also along the eastern coast in the U.S., I
frequently took trains to travel to the city or outlying
towns and villages.

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Jamie McClain
190 Nickel Loop
Slidell, LA 70458

Email via website

Pamela Glaser
209 Lloyd Springs Rd.
Soddy-Daisy, TN 37379
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99

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

100

For

Expression of
support

101

For

Expression of
support

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Station locations,
fares and
schedule

I found this means of travel very efficient and
convenient. I would like to have the same opportunity
living here in the South. One concern that I have after
looking over the materials presented on Nov. 4th is that
the project study area covers a good amount of area in
North GA, but in TN it takes in only Hamilton County. I
believe that there may be opportunities in Bradley
County and perhaps Marion County that should also be
studied. Local systems - whether as shuttles, express
bus routes or other rail opportunities could further link
the Chattanooga hub to more HSGT users for increased
connectivity? I would also like to see each county submit
growth readiness plans or other documents that address
land use, ecology and transportation issues. These
plans should be created (and required as part of the
HSGT efforts.
Communities in the project area must adopt smart
growth policies that build more transit oriented
development to ensure the success of the HSGT project.
I definitely support a regional high speed rail project and
think we need to do whatever we can to move quickly on
the Atlanta to Chattanooga connection.
I unfortunately did not attend the meeting because I had
no idea it was taking place. Was this advertised in
anyway? Regardless. Please build us some high speed
rail. At this point, years and years of planning and replanning and "Hey, it’s been 10 years since that study,
so time for a new study" I just want to see something get
built... to anywhere. Just show me the GDOT has the
ability to actually follow through on something (and no,
highway re-paving doesn't count)

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Pamela Glaser
cont’d.

Email via website

Karen Hundt
6521 Forest Park Dr.
Signal Mtn., TN 37377
Cynthia Toso
800 Peachtree St. NE #1212
Atlanta, GA 30308

Email via website
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102

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Against

103

For

104

Against

Item
No.

Category

Comment

Economic and
financial aspects

I believe this will be a huge mistake, that tax payers will
pay billions of dollars, with little or no benefits to them.
Remember the Trade Center, NASCAR museum,
AMTRAK, MARTA. Surely you have roads that need to
be repaired. Many could have been repaired with the
money paid for this study. Stop wasting money that you
don't have, for things that we do not want or need.
We have very little mass transit in this country because
of the tax structure which favors oil and autos. This
project will greatly benefit the airports in Atlanta and
Chattanooga.
People from north GA go to Atlanta and Chattanooga for
many other reasons other than the airport. A train
system that would stop at more locations would benefit
the people and would create more of an environmental
and social impact.
This project should be scrapped. It is a waste of
taxpayer money that is more desperately needed for
repair and expansion of our interstate highways. I know
for a fact, that a private company by the name of
Groome Transportation is currently operating hourly
service from Chattanooga to the Atlanta Airport seven
days a week. They operate 8-10 passenger vans and,
unlike this idiotic project, pay taxes rather than waste
them.
The Nation's for profit railroads once upon a time
provided passenger rail service between the nation’s
urban centers, but they discontinued that service
because such service was unprofitable. That is why
Amtrak is operated by the federal government - there is
no money to be made.

Expression of
support

Economic and
financial aspects

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Dudley Lock
601 Royal Oak Dr.
Dalton, GA 30721

Email via website

Charles Callaway
1907 Wycliffe Dr.
Dalton, GA 30720-7124

Email via website

Bret Rudeseal
7 E. Camelia Rd. NE
Rome, GA 30161
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Item
No.
104

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Against

Category

Comment

Economic and
financial aspects

According to your own estimates, traffic is not expected
to exceed 11000 passengers per year, which at
Groome's fare structure will be about $333,000.00 per
year. That is revenue that wouldn't pay the salary of 4
full time unionized state bureaucrats, much less pay for
maintenance, equipment, staff, nor liabilty insurance. I
would point out that Groome already provides the level
of service that is demanded by the traffic load. This
project will do nothing to alleviate traffic congestion on I75, as that traffic is a combination of tractor trailer traffic
and North South traffic to and from Florida. A much
more useful project would be an interstate that allowed
vehicle traffic to avoid Atlanta while allowing vehicle
traffic to connect with South Georgia and I-20 West to
Alabama. I would point out that the Atlanta Airport put in
a small "people mover" for their rental car operators and
that the project was very small (less than 2 miles) in
scale but cost a great deal of money-which businesses
at the airport are now having to pay for-and did not open
for business for over 3 years. I look forward to an
explanation as to why our state resources are being
wasted.

Medium

Email via website
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105

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
Conditional

106

For

107

Conditional

108

For

Item
No.

Category

Connections to
airports

Expression of
support
Construction and
operation

Expression of
support

Comment

This project makes sense if it connects the two airports.
As has been said in the past this would allow Atlanta
people to use the less crowded Chattanooga airport and
allow Chattanooga people to use the many connections
of the Atlanta Airport without the parking and ground trip
to Atlanta. I have seen people on the MARTA System in
Atlanta who obviously have bags for the Atlanta Airport.
It could also have connections to sports facilities in
Atlanta and to the MARTA system. The Braves play 83
games in Atlanta and People from this area are well
represented. I have seen a standard train connection to
Fenway Park in Boston which is well ridden by people
from Worchester, Mass. area. There are even
complaints in that area that, since the last train runs at
11:00 p.m., they have to leave Red Sox games too early.
I think I heard that a plan to connect Baltimore Washington International (BWI), Dulles and Reagan
National Airports was approved. Although cost might be
prohibitive a link to downtown Chattanooga might be
useful since a large part of our tourist traffic downtown is
from the Atlanta area.
I have been hearing this for a long time and I hope it
finally comes to fruition. It is a step in the right direction
and will bring much needed relief to Hartsfield as it may
become the second ATL airport.
What will be the travel time for each one? I know we
need to go thru the bigger cities so it can make money
(#1), but it also needs to go thru the smaller cities so
they can grow. Are we trying to get from CHA to ATL the
quickest way, the best way, or the most riders? I hope to
be there on Monday but would like to see how high it will
be off the ground also not just the route.
I wish it were already in operation.

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Fred Brunker

Email via website

Yaqim Lalani
6455 Jimmy Carter Blvd.
Norcross, GA 30071

Email via website

Gerald Caldwell
3835 Brock Rd.
Dalton, GA 30721

Email via website

Yvonne Peters
702 Hampton Court #6
Dalton, GA 30720
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109

Project
Support
For / Against /
Conditional /
Uncommitted
For

110

For

111

For

112

For

Item
No.

Category

Expression of
support

Comment

Medium

Reviewer

Email via website

Anonymous

Expression of
support

In my opinion, transportation of any kind linking Atlanta
and Chattanooga would be a great asset to the region.
My family would take more opportunities to shop and
see regional attractions (zoo, museums, sports,
concerts, etc.) if transportation was readily available. I
also think commuting to work/school would be
wonderful.
This is needed in the Chattanooga area and will be
utilized

Email via website

Expression of
support

I am in support of the Maglev Atlanta-Chattanooga High
speed rail project.

Email via website

No Comment

Comment form

Sarah Merrell
8461 Shadetree Lane
Ooltewah, TN 37363
Betsy Evans
4808 Curtis Cir.
Chattanooga, TN 37415
Anonymous
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Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
Public Information Open House
Dalton, Georgia
November 8, 2010
I.

Meeting Background
Meeting Name
Meeting Date
Meeting Time
Venue
City
Attendees
Project Team
Interpreters
Court Reporter
Moderator

II.

Information Distributed
a.
b.
c.
d.

III.

GDOT HSGT Public Information Open House
November 8, 2010
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Dalton State College
Dalton, GA
87
GDOT, AECOM, Dovetail Consulting, Moreland-Altobelli
Aaron Moore (Spanish), Michael Chumley (Portuguese)
Tracy Beamon
L. N. Manchi, Moreland-Altobelli

Public Comment Cards (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Description (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Newsletter, Issue #2
Public Information Open House Welcome Letter (English, Spanish, Portuguese)

Meeting Summary
During the first 30 minutes of the meeting, participants registered and received written project information.
Participants also reviewed display boards and asked study team members questions related to the project
alternatives under consideration, evaluation criteria, and preliminary results of the screening of the alternatives.
The meeting sign-in sheets are included as Attachment A. The updated project stakeholder list is included as
Attachment B.
At approximately 6:30 p.m., Mr. Manchi, a member of the GDOT consultant team, presented the AtlantaChattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement, Preliminary Screening
Results presentation. The presentation is included as Attachment C.
Attendees were encouraged to dictate their comments to the court reporter or complete public comment cards
and place them in the return box. Comments transcribed by the court reporter are included as Attachment D.
Public comment cards received at the meeting are included as Attachment E.
Following the presentation, study team members continued to discuss the display boards and answer questions
with meeting participants.
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

IV.

Attachments
Attachment A
Attachment B
Attachment C
Attachment D
Attachment E

Sign-In Sheets
Project Stakeholder List
Presentation
Court Reporter Transcription
Public Comment Cards
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Dalton, GA - November 8, 2010
Last Name

First Name

Blackman
O'Gwin
Calderan
McEntire
Williams
Putnam
Putnam
Lu
Blackmen
Kathurorain
Coker
Schwenn
Daniel
Laughter
Bryson
Smith
Stephens
Bowen
Loughridge
Bethel
Patterson
Turner
Painter
Painter
Laysen
Sawyer
Kinard
Ranell
Walker
Agree Jr.
Miners
Dunn
O'Neal
Peterfreund
Painter

William
Tate
Carols
Dan
Roger
Dianne
Mike
Melissa
Linda

Belk
Belk
Layson
Roberts
Horne
Neal
Anderson
Thomas
Sanders
Perez
Cope
Kotrba
Gay
McDaniel
Knick
Peeples
Peeples
Naomi
Holland
Holland
McGraw
Olie

Paul
Peggy
Butch
Bryan
Natham
John
Brian
John
Dawn
Octavia
Don
Brad
Tom
Maryanne
S.A. (Tony)
Tom
Shelby
Rick
Altoona
Mike
Mickey
Charles

Dustin
John
Lu
Ben
Denil
Andrew
Phyllis
Bill
John
Bob
Chris
Amy
Bobby
Margie
Diana
Steve
Bob
Mike
Damon
Ernest
Holly
Benny
John
Allen
Eddie

Organization

How did you hear
about meeting?

Address 1

City

State

Zip

Phone #

Archway

1717 Briarcliff Cir.

Newspaper
Legislature

P.O. Box 1075
132 Huntington Rd.,
504 Valley Dr.
504 Valley Dr.
890 College Dr.
1717 Briarcliff Cir.

Chatsworth
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

706-695-4611
706-278-0390
278-2933
278-2933
30720 706-483-2028
706-226-3726

Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Radio
Email
Email
Chamber
Chamber E-mail
Newspaper
Internet
Newspaper
Senator Isakson
Newspaper
Newspaper
News
Chamber
News - Chamber
Newspaper

P.O. Box 1844
1303 Morton Dr.
P.O. Box 1105
P.O. Box 1005
1910 David Drive
5840 Dovnick Dr.
890 College Drive
P.O. Box 643
700 E. 2nd Ave. Suite J
915 Rockdale Dr.
1922 Fairington Dr.

Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Lilburn

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

Dalton
Rome
Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA

30722 706-847-7697
30720 706-618-1287
706-278-4499
30722 706-529-5255
30720
30042 404-946-5708
706-278-7373
30722
30165 706-295-6131
30720 706-529-3471
30720 706-226-7778

132 Marion Drive
132 Marion Drive
320 Trammell St.
1914 Meadow Brook Cir.
1920 Fairington
244 Ben Putnam Rd.

Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA

News
News
Email
Friend
Email
Email

P.O. Box 39
1611 Kensington Rd.
P.O. Box 1205

Dalton
GA
Chickamauga GA
Dalton
GA

30707
30720

206 W. Hawthorne St.
908 W. Tyler St.

Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA

30720
30720

Mail Out
Mail Out
Wife
Friend
Email
Email
Email
Email

709 Emmons Drive
709 Emmons Drive
1015 S. Wall St.
203 Harrison Lane
508 E. Morris St.
745 College Drive Suite B
890 College Drive
2622 Oak Ridge Dr.
604 Kenilworth Ct
P.O. Box 185
P.O. Box 869
503 W. Waugh St.
585 Cherokee Estates Dr.
1767 Rapala Dr. NE
208 VanBuren Dr.
204 W. Industrial Blvd.
1906 S. Hamilton St.
309 W. Navel SR Rd.
2002 Brook Haven
141 Carbondale Rd.
95 Club Drive
The Daily Citizen

Dalton
Dalton
Calhoun
Calhoun
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

30701
30701
30720
30720
30720
30720

Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

30720
30720
30721
30721
30720
30720

Dalton

GA

30720

Trion

GA

30753

Chamber of Commerce
Archway

706-226-3726

Resaca

GA

30720 706-275-9080
30720 706-275-9080
706-629-4120
706-278-4975
706-483-7166
30735 706-275-0152

w/Congressman Tom Graves

Email
Email
Email
Email
Word of Mouth
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Flyer

706-271-7007
423-637-2001
706-278-7077
706-277-3341
706-508-4059
706-260-0515
706-278-3393
706-278-3393
706-629-4120
706-629-8255
423-432-3360
706-259-2586
706-278-7373
706-463-2216
706-272-6900
706-278-2115
706-529-1091
706-272-2300
678-640-6109
706-581-7653
706-264-8945
706-217-7700
706-876-1107
706-277-1428
706-217-5849
706-277-1324
706-844-2269
706-272-7737

Email
blackman@optilink.us

supremecarpetinc@windstream.net
wroger@optilinks.us
dianneputnam@hotmail.com
mdlu@uga.edu
lblackman@optilink.us
highestdesire@gmail.com
jschwenn@daltonstate.edu
daniel@mccanoylaw.com
bllaughter@charter.net
dbryson@optilink.us
asmith@hrtb.com
stephens@daltonchamber.org
williamsbowen@hotmail.com
jloughridge@gaswcc.org
robert_bethel@hotmail.com
Amy_Turner@isakson.senate.gov
mpainter@optilink.us
mpainter@optilink.us
s.sawyer@live.com
bobkinard@kinardrealty.com
damon.walker@mail.house.gov
sayba30722@yahoo.com
hollyaminers@comcast.net
bdunn@cityofdalton-ga.gov
allen.peterfreund@acp-ga.com

blayson@gmail.com
bryanroberts@bellsouth.net
nathan_horne@mohawkind.com
jneal@mbulaw.com
anderson@daltonchamber.com
jthomas@dutil.com
dawn-a-sanders@regions.com
op2115@yahoo.com
dcope@dutil.com
bkotrba@nwgrc.org
gayt@vmcmail.com
belkredbaron@optilink.us
tknick@windstream.net
tompeeples@univeryrl-textile.net

mickey_mcgraw@mohawkind.com
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Last Name
Cargal
Fogarty
Cooper
Bowen
Thompson
Rich
Brandy
Barnes
McDaniel
Chumley
Crews
Bowman
Sadosuk
Callaway
Glenn
Agree
Hixon
Swanson
Elden
Ejieke
Putnam
Allen
Boozer
Boozer
Loughridge
Langley
Lindsey
Watson
Pavlica
Johns

First Name
Joe
Nick
Mitch
Judy
Ted
William D.
LaDon
Frank
Bill
Lana
Gary
Glenn
George
Charles A.
M W.
Randall
Wayne
Naomi
Howard
Endea
Michael
Katy
Teresa
Bert
Amber
Brent
Jason
Misty
Jillian
Andy

Organization

How did you hear
about meeting?
Internet
Newspaper
FYI
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Interpreter
Email
Email
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Chamber of Commerce
News
Paper
GDOT
DCN
DCN
Email
Radio Work
Work, Daily Citizen
Email

Address 1

City

State

Zip

1105 Memorial Dr.
310 Cappes St.
3200 Headsick Cir
1928 Fairfield

Dalton
Dalton
Dalton
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA

30720
30720
30720
30720

309 W. Nance Spring Rd. SE
236 Gray St.
107 Timberland Dr.
1767 Rapala Dr. NE
1825 Rocky Branch Pass
1011 Desota Drive
GDOT
449 Castle Rd.
1907 Wycliffe Dr.
509 Winding Way
138 Forest Hill Rd.
P.O. Box 21263
703 Valley Dr.
415 Ambercliff
17 Knollwood Way
504 Valley Dr.
1601 E. Mountain Dr.
1704 Brandywine Way
1704 Brandywine Way
3421 Smyrna Ramhurst Rd.
P.O. Box 1284

Resaca
Trion
Dalton
Dalton
Marietta
Dalton

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

30735
30753
30721
30721
30066
30720

Dalton
GA
Dalton
GA
Dalton
GA
Dalton
GA
Chattanooga TN
Dalton
GA
Rocky Face GA
Cartersville GA
Dalton
GA
Powder SpringGA
Dalton
GA
Dalton
GA
Chatsworth GA
Dalton
GA

30720
30720
30720
30720
37363
30720
30740
30121
30720
30127
30720
30720
30705
30722

308 S. Thornton

Dalton

30720

405 E. 11th St.

Chattanooga TN

GA

Phone #
706-278-9211
706-876-1379
706-275-4041
706-260-1623
706-260-1623
706-277-1428
706-734-2548
706-259-6317
706-259-5424
770-575-0707
706-581-5744
706-226-4946
706-278-1986
706-226-2198
706-483-8575
423-667-1632
319-621-1824
706-278-6979
770-309-8328
706-278-2933
770-919-0996
706-278-5256
706-278-5256
706-517-9809
706-278-5511
706-673-2533

727-424-3895
37403 423-757-6324

Email
jcargal@hhes.org
fogartyn@ngrl.org
headsickcir@yahoo.com

landon_brandy@yahoo.com

picapau40@yahoo.com
gc10K@yahoo.com

jbescac@windstream.net

waynehixon@comcast.net
daltonteaparty@aol.com
howardelder@windstream.net
noymele@comcast.net
mputnam@mapei.com
katyallen@dot.gov
tboozer@optilink.us

plangley@rgaradio.com

jpavlica@wdnntv.wm
ajohns@timesfreepress.com
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Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
Public Information Open House
Chattanooga, Tennessee
November 4, 2010
I.

Meeting Background
Meeting Name
Meeting Date
Meeting Time
Venue
City
Attendees
Project Team
Interpreters
Court Reporter
Moderator

II.

Information Distributed
a.
b.
c.
d.

III.

GDOT HSGT Public Information Open House
November 4, 2010
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Regional Planning Agency
Chattanooga, TN
66
GDOT, AECOM, Dovetail Consulting, Moreland-Altobelli
Aaron Moore (Spanish), Michael Chumley (Portuguese)
Kim Nixon
L. N. Manchi, Moreland-Altobelli

Public Comment Cards (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Description (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Newsletter, Issue #2
Public Information Open House Welcome Letter (English, Spanish, Portuguese)

Meeting Summary
During the first 30 minutes of the meeting, participants registered and received written project information.
Participants also reviewed display boards and asked study team members questions related to the project
alternatives under consideration, evaluation criteria, and preliminary results of the screening of the alternatives.
The meeting sign-in sheets are included as Attachment A. The updated project stakeholder list is included as
Attachment B.
At approximately 6:30 p.m., Mr. Manchi, a member of the GDOT consultant team, presented the AtlantaChattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement, Preliminary Screening
Results presentation. The presentation is included as Attachment C.
Attendees were encouraged to dictate their comments to the court reporter or complete public comment cards
and place them in the return box. Comments transcribed by the court reporter are included as Attachment D.
Public comment cards received at the meeting are included as Attachment E.
Following the presentation, study team members continued to discuss the display boards and answer questions
with meeting participants.
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

IV.

Attachments
Attachment A
Attachment B
Attachment C
Attachment D
Attachment E

Sign-In Sheets
Project Stakeholder List
Presentation
Court Reporter Transcription
Public Comment Cards
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Chattanooga, TN - November 4, 2010
Last Name
Moore, III
Hatcher
Galeano
Brown
Mortlock
Walker
Palm
Thomas
Smith
Littlefield
Day
Horton
Collier
Farless
Kilgore
Black
Tschetter
Ciersch
Failing
Stone
Strickland
Kinder
Walterhouse
Walterhouse
Aboagye
Fairley
Dillard
Naylor
Johnson
Ferguson
Kelman
McLean
Watson
Crye
Adams
Gorka
Van Scoy
Williams
Womack
Gray
Simmons
Gustafson
Hgnzer
Crossland

First Name

Organization

Robert L.
Horace Benson
Nelson
Carol
Roger
Steve
John
Marie
Jeremiah
Ron
James
John T.
LaRosa
Ashley
Cameron
Scott R.
Chet
Jennifer
Hugh
Donna
Justin
Tony
Sandra
Floyd
Kwabena
TDOT
Steve
James W.
John
Chattanooga Metra Airport
Dan
Gary
David
Aldo A.
Catherine
Danny
Matthew
Donna
Richard
Jamion
Shane
Doug
Ronald
Aaron
Mark
Lin

How did you
hear about
meeting?
Paper
Paper
At work
Newspaper
Newspaper
Web
Newspaper
DRC
City Source
Paper
Paper

Address 1
6441 Plantation Dr.
608 Line Street
2627 Hixon Pike #149
2033 Clematis Dr.
1000 S. Scenic Hwy.
GDOT
3432 Piedmont Rd. NE #721
140 Lillie Dr.
306 W. Main St.
City Hall 11th St.
P.O. Box 15302

505 Deaderick Street, Ste. 1800
Paper/Online
1210 Premier Drive, Suite 200
Online
500 McMury Cove
Chamber Email Onlin3508 Martin Rd.
TFP
2111 Sargent Daly Dr.
Paper
515 Page Avenue
RPA
Friend
4602 Lake Haven Dr.
Online
210 Forsythe Street
Online
132 Terri Lane, SW
Newspaper
2678 Churchill Downs Cir.
Newspaper
2678 Churchill Downs Cir.
505 Deaderick Street, SW
Newspaper
135 W. 17th St.
Newspaper
P.O. Box 1566
1001 Airport Rd. Suite 14
LRPC
City of Chattanooga 101 E. 11th St.
505 Deaderick Street, Suite 1800
9219 Magic Mountain Dr.
Newspaper
615 McCallie Ave
Newspaper
3463 Lockwood Cir.
Newspaper
2033 Clematis Dr.
Interwebs
1612 Jefferson St.
Newspaper
1000 S. Scenic Hwy.
Newspaper
2 Rock Crest Dr.
Word of Mouth
335 Tucker St.
Newspaper
1201C Market St.
KWOY News
Work
Chattarati
1115 Hanover St.
Work
117 Drew Rd.
Newspaper
9010 Burnwood Ln.

City

State

Zip

Phone #

Email

Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Hixson
Chattanooga

TN
TN
TN
TN
TN

37416 423-326-8862
423-624-9080
37415 423-693-9841
37343 423-842-5684
37409 423-834-0061

Atlanta
Chickamauga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga

GA
GA
TN
TN
TN

Nashville
Chattanooga
Rising Farm
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Atlanta

TN
TN
GA
TN
TN
GA

Chattanooga
Chattanooga
McDonald

TN
TN
TN

Nashville
Chattanooga
Hixson
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Nashville
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Hixson
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Signal Mtn.
Chattanooga
Chattanooga

TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN

30305 404-403-4545 Palm@pbworld.com
30707 706-639-7040
37408
37403 423-425-7800 littlefield@chattanooga.gov
37415
bnkvet@bellsouth.net
johnhorton@hotmail.com
37243 615-253-1034 larosa.collier@tn.gov
37421 423-756-7193 ashley.farless@arcadis-us.com
30738 423-529-0418 glrstfreemon@gmail.com
37415 423-280-0688 srblackgs@hotmail.com
chet.tschetter@gmail.com
37421 499-9127
30307 404-373-1680 gierschhome@bellsouth.net
423-668-2287
37416 423-757-5551 stone_donna@chattanooga.gov
37415 423-580-0715 blueridge82@hotmail.com
37353 643-6022
tonykinder@aol.com
423-499-8118 sfwalterhouse@comcast.net
423-499-8118 fwroarcreek@gmail.com
37243 605-741-5316 kwabena-aboagy@tn.gov
37408 404-323-5374 sdfair77@comcast.net
37343 423-903-9651 james.dillard@gmail.com
37421 423-855-2214 jnaylor@chattairport.com
37402 423-425-7818 johnson_dan@chattanooga.gov
37243 615-253-1030 gary.ferguson@tn.gov
37421 423-553-0716 dskelman@mindspring.com
37403 502-533-2537 aldo-mclean@utc.edu
37415 423-874-0695 ccd494@bellsouth.net
37343 423-842-5684 dancrye@comcast.net
37408 423-650-7851 matthewadams@epbfi.com
37409 423-825-2117 dgorka@yahoo.com
423-886-6704 vanscoy2@bellsouth.net
37405 423-284-6168 jamionw@gmail.com
37402 423-634-0170 shane.womack@hdrinc.com

Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga

TN
TN
TN

37405
37419
37416

rmoore@yahoo.com
galeano_n@chattanooga.gov
cbrwn@yahoo.com
rogermortlock@yahoo.com

aaron@easy-designs.net

Chattanooga, TN - November 4, 2010
Last Name

First Name

Crossland
Mitchell
Cochran
Van Winkle
Parks
Acuff
Holmes
Park
Malone
Boyd

Hal
Ckysses
Arnold
John
Mark S.
Chris
David
Jenny
Dennis
Tim

Ratcliff
Ratcliff
Gleffe
Walter
Pless
Crisp
Barnello
Zielke
Carrich
Guardiani

Gary
Charlotte
Ray
Greg
John
Adam
Jana
Rabbit
Melissa
Jesse

Organization

Channel 9
Times Free Press
Channel 9
WUTC
Visit South

How did you
hear about
meeting?
Newspaper
GDOT
Newspaper
Office
Internet
Times Free Press
Friend
Professor
RPA Internet
County Govt
Friend
Paper
Paper
Paper
Joe Ferguson
Press Release
Press Release
Press Release
Press Release
Walking by
Friend

Address 1

City

State

Zip

9010 Burnwood Ln.

Chattanooga

TN

37416

1631 Mary Dupre Dr.
1250 Market St., Suite 3030
6920 Sawtooth Dr.
4313 Evergreen Dr.
1041 Roseland Dr.
5502 St. Elmo Ave.
1250 Market St., Suite 2100
Hamilton Co. Court House Suite 401
P.O. Box 39
313 Walker Rd.
313 Walker Rd.
48 Cloudcrest Dr.
817 Greenwood Rd.
4279 Benton Drive
400 E. 11th Street
4279 Benton Drive
615 McCallie Ave
8440 Grady Dr.
22 Bellflower Cir.

Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Ooltewah
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga

TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN

37421
37402
37363
37411
37421
37409
37402
37402

Rossville
Rossville
Rossville
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga
Chattanooga

GA
GA
GA
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN
TN

30741
30741
30741
37411
37406
37405
37406
37403
37419

Phone #

423-326-0839
423-598-0008
423-894-6541
423-488-0230
423-643-6188
423-987-8072
706-278-2232
706-866-9840
706-866-9840
423-605-9834
423-629-6507
423-757-7338
423-757-6323
423-421-7717
423-425-2224
423-653-8400
423-716-0036

Email

vanwinkle@chattanooga.gov
mparks8192@yahoo.com
cjacuff@gmail.com
jenny-park@mocs.utc.edu
malone_d@chattanooga.gov
timboyd52@gmail.com

rgleffe@comcast.net
jpless@newschannel9.com
acrisp@timesfreepress.com
jbarnello@newschannel9.com
rabbit@celticradio.org
m.carrich22@gmail.com
jesse@guardiani.us
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Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
Public Information Open House
Cartersville, Georgia
November 18, 2010
I.

Meeting Background
Meeting Name
Meeting Date
Meeting Time
Venue
City
Attendees
Project Team
Interpreters
Court Reporter
Moderator

II.

Information Distributed
a.
b.
c.
d.

III.

GDOT HSGT Public Information Open House
November 18, 2010
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Cartersville Civic Center
Cartersville, GA
28
GDOT, AECOM, Dovetail Consulting, Moreland-Altobelli
Aaron Moore (Spanish), Michael Chumley (Portuguese)
Jacqueline Washington
L. N. Manchi, Moreland-Altobelli

Public Comment Cards (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Description (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Newsletter, Issue #2
Public Information Open House Welcome Letter (English, Spanish, Portuguese)

Meeting Summary
During the first 30 minutes of the meeting, participants registered and received written project information.
Participants also reviewed display boards and asked study team members questions related to the project
alternatives under consideration, evaluation criteria, and preliminary results of the screening of the alternatives.
The meeting sign-in sheets are included as Attachment A. The updated project stakeholder list is included as
Attachment B.
At approximately 6:30 p.m., Mr. Manchi, a member of the GDOT consultant team, presented the AtlantaChattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement, Preliminary Screening
Results presentation. The presentation is included as Attachment C.
Attendees were encouraged to dictate their comments to the court reporter or complete public comment cards
and place them in the return box. Comments transcribed by the court reporter are included as Attachment D.
Public comment cards received at the meeting are included as Attachment E.
Following the presentation, study team members continued to discuss the display boards and answer questions
with meeting participants.
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

IV.

Attachments
Attachment A
Attachment B
Attachment C
Attachment D
Attachment E

Sign-In Sheets
Project Stakeholder List
Presentation
Court Reporter Transcription
Public Comment Cards
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Cartersville, GA - November 18, 2010
Last Name

First Name

Collins
Jones
Poulnot
Burge
Brock
Brock
Butler
Canopy
Doss
Freeman
Rellsier
Neel
Barger
McAllister
Prince
Lutjens
Westmoreland
Adams
Butler
Taylor III
Read
Shindl
Moore

Ken
Pauline
Brande
Monica
Judy
Rick
Skip
Bryan
David
Sam
Bob
Billy
Joe
Lon
J.M.
Karl
Ann
Linda
B. G.
Raborn
Kay
Matt
Wesley D.

Crawford
Niff
Ashby
Martin

Leslie
Devin
Earl
Mary

Organization

Patch
Bartow Neighbor

Daily Tribune
WBHF

Daily Tribune

Coalition for the Right Road

How did you hear
about meeting?
DOT web site
Facebook
Email
Email
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
GDOT
Email
City Newspaper
Newspaper
Mail
Newspaper
Web
Chamber
Radio
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Mail/Chamber
Newspaper
Signs
Newspaper
News
Newspaper
Newspaper

Address 1
th

City

State

101 Constitution Ave. NW 9 FL Suite C08

Washington DC

12 Roundtable Ct.

Cartersville

GA

Zip

20001 202-344-0000
30121 770-607-9464

19 Grant Drive

770-547-1957
770-795-3088

Rome
1 Rivenside Parkway
27 Spring Lake Tr.
P.O. Box 458
37 Barger St.
27 Bramblewood Pt. SW
282 Briarpatch Ln.
925 N. Tennessee st.
21 Herring St.
10 Forrest Hill Dr.
66 Timberlake Ln.
807 Tennessee St., Suite 101
P.O. Box 307
251 S. Tenn St.
P.O. Box 201544
P.O. Box 200053
38 Rocky Cir.
30 Camden Woods Dr.
33 Camden Woods Dr.

Phone #

Rome

GA
GA

White
Cartersville
Ringgold
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville
Cartersville

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

Cartersville
Cartersville

GA
GA

Cartersville
White
Cartersville
Cartersville

GA
GA
GA
GA

706-291-7663
770-606-1702
770-382-0622
706-935-2019
30120 770-881-3697

30161
30184
30120
30736

404-797-3423
30120
30121 678-858-5288
30121
30120
770-382-4845
30120 770-547-0325
30120
678-535-7093
30184 770-655-8888
30121 404-667-5918
30121 770-608-0598

Email
k.collins@tencate.com
PaulineJ45@comcast.net
Brande.poulnot@patch.com
bartow@neighbornewspapers.com

sfreeman@vomega.com
bkgr@comcast.net

lwmcallister@comcast.net
k.l@southlandengineers.com

Westmoreland_ann@yahoo.com
Bgbjb66@comcast.com
R+3@landofgeorgia.com
kay@cartersvillechamber.com
Matt.shindl@daily-tribune.com
wesmooreld@gmail.com
Leslie@rymrock.com
Coalitionfortherightroad@gmail.com
10011@comcast.net
Squirrel1939@comcast.net
sqonkee@comcast.net
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Atlanta – Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation
Public Information Open House
Atlanta, Georgia
November 9, 2010
I.

Meeting Background
Meeting Name
Meeting Date
Meeting Time
Venue
City
Attendees
Project Team
Interpreters
Court Reporter
Moderator

II.

Information Distributed
a.
b.
c.
d.

III.

GDOT HSGT Public Information Open House
November 9, 2010
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
St. Mark United Methodist Church
Atlanta, GA
32
GDOT, AECOM, Dovetail Consulting, Moreland-Altobelli
Aaron Moore (Spanish), Michael Chumley (Portuguese)
Jacqueline Washington
L. N. Manchi, Moreland-Altobelli

Public Comment Cards (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Description (English, Spanish, Portuguese)
Project Newsletter, Issue #2
Public Information Open House Welcome Letter (English, Spanish, Portuguese)

Meeting Summary
During the first 30 minutes of the meeting, participants registered and received written project information.
Participants also reviewed display boards and asked study team members questions related to the project
alternatives under consideration, evaluation criteria, and preliminary results of the screening of the alternatives.
The meeting sign-in sheets are included as Attachment A. The updated project stakeholder list is included as
Attachment B.
At approximately 6:30 p.m., Mr. Manchi, a member of the GDOT consultant team, presented the AtlantaChattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement, Preliminary Screening
Results presentation. The presentation is included as Attachment C.
Attendees were encouraged to dictate their comments to the court reporter or complete public comment cards
and place them in the return box. Comments transcribed by the court reporter are included as Attachment D.
Public comment cards received at the meeting are included as Attachment E.
Following the presentation, study team members continued to discuss the display boards and answer questions
with meeting participants.
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

IV.

Attachments
Attachment A
Attachment B
Attachment C
Attachment D
Attachment E

Sign-In Sheets
Project Stakeholder List
Presentation
Court Reporter Transcription
Public Comment Cards
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Atlanta, GA - November 9, 2010
Last Name
Bailey
O’Callaghan
O’Callaghan
Nelson
Hogsed
Cranford
Alex
Silveira
Kendall
Wells
Durrett
Isaf
Lam
Rose
LaMaira
Hausler
McGuinness
McCauven
Koch
Curles
Toal
Kenna
Ahanotu
Kent
Zhou
Brookby
Mims
Toal
Brown
Anduron
Ball
Edelslcin

First Name

Organization

How did you hear
about meeting?

Address 1

City

Riccardo
Knox
Ben
Richard
Keith
Mac

Internet
Newspaper
Newspaper
Newspaper
Email

20 Marietta St. 10E
4538 Kingsgate Drive
2903 Yale Court
119 Luckie St. NW
3160 Main St. #100

Brijith
Christopher
Wyatt
Tim
Pat
Robert
Jeff
Scott
David
Steve

Email
GDOT web site
Email

301 10 Street NW, Apt. 417C
4301 Renaissance Way NE
609 Virginia Ave. NE Apt #5207
100 W Butler Ave.

Atlanta

5330 Redfield Road
400 W. Peachtree St. NW #715
805 Peachtree St. #403
860 Peachtree St. #2104
2410 Paces Ferry, Suite 600

Eugene F.
Joe
Chris
Randy
Jessica
Gordan
Dike
John
Yi
Katy
Gloria J.
Adam
Jim
Ross
Jennifer
Ken

th

Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta
Duluth

State

Zip

Phone #
404-939-2394
404-848-5610
404-438-6206
404-522-0077
770-813-0882
770-986-1260
404-578-9619

GA
GA
GA
GA
GA

30330
30339
30303
30096

Atlanta
Atlanta
Ambler

GA
GA
GA
PA

30318
30308 559-308-0872
30306
19002

Dunwoody
Atlanta
Atlanta

GA
GA
GA

30338
30308 678-756-2261
30308 678-954-8899

GA

404-272-7196
30339 404-926-0727

GA
GA

30318
30329

GPR

Newspaper
Email
AJC

th

301 10 Street NW #604B
1679 Oak Lane NE

1860 Gainsborough Dr.
Newspaper
170 Blvd. SE Apt H210
Email
1516 Peachtree
Email
Colleague
Internet (student planning list service)
Email school
School
Radio
Email
Newspaper
GPR
50 Hurt Plaza SE #110
Email
Email

Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta
Atlanta

GA
GA
GA

30341
30312
30309

404-460-2601

Atlanta

GA

30303 404-522-3344

Email
ricardosolaris@gmail.com
kocallaghan@itsmarta.com
benbloc@aol.com
fhn@cnna.com
Keith.hogsed@stantec.com
mcranford@dot.ga.gov
Balex3@gatech.edu
casilv@gatech.edu
jwkendall@selcga.org
twells@ltk.com
patdurrett@mindspring.com
Robert.isaf@gmail.com
shaolin@alumni.carnegiemellon.edu
The.ledeux@gmail.com
dlamaira@gmail.com
shausler@walshgroup.com

ckoch@mindspring.com
jcurles@bellsouth.net
jessicabetel@gmail.com
gkenna@comcast.net
dahanotu@camsys.com
Jmsk20@aol.com
Yzhou81@gatech.edu
katybrooklby@yahoo.com
Jmims0609@gmail.com
abtoal@gmail.com
Jim_p_brown@uscorp.com
Kenshiu_hamurabi@yahoo.com
jball@atlantadowntown.com
Ken@gbchronicle.com
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Appendix E – Agency Coordination & Public Outreach

10.0

PARTICIPATING AGENCIES

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

E

September 2016

GENA L. ABRAHAM,
COMMISSIONER
(404) 656-5206

BUDDY GRATTON, P.E.
DEPUTY
(404) 656-5212

GERALD M. ROSS, P.E.
CHIEF ENGINEER
(404) 656-5277

EARL L. MAHFUZ
TREASURER
(404) 656-5224

March 14, 2008
Agency Contact
and address
City, State

Re: Invitation to Become Participating Agency
Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study
Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No.: T001684
Dear Agency Contact:
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), and the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), in association
with the Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT) is initiating a Tier I Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for proposed High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) in the Atlanta
to Chattanooga Corridor. This study involves the planning and environmental analysis of a
potential HSGT system in the 110-mile corridor between Atlanta, Georgia, and Chattanooga,
Tennessee. The study area (attached Figure 1) is contained wholly or in part in the following
counties: Hamilton County, Tennessee; and Clayton, Fulton, Cobb, Cherokee, Floyd, Bartow,
Douglas, Paulding, Polk, Murray, Whitfield, Gordon, Chattooga, Catoosa, and Walker Counties,
Georgia.
Your agency has been identified as an agency that may have an interest in the project. With this
letter, we extend your agency an invitation to become a participating agency in coordination with
the FRA, FHWA and GDOT in the development of the Tier I EIS for the subject project in
accordance with 40 CFR 1501.6 of the Council on Environmental Quality's (CEQ) Regulations
for Implementing the Procedural Provision of the National Environmental Policy Act. This
designation does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special
expertise with respect to evaluation of the project.
The Tier I EIS will build upon previous studies of MagLev and steel wheel HSGT concepts
prepared for the corridor. The Tier I EIS will be prepared at a conceptual level of engineering
and environmental detail appropriate for a programmatic analysis and will provide the FRA,
FHWA and GDOT with sufficient information to select HSGT technology characteristics,
general corridor location, general station locations, and potentially to identify an initial operating

Tier I EIS
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
P.I. # T001684
Page 2 of 3
segment. Should implementation funding become available in the future, a completed Tier I
EIS, with a Record of Decision (ROD) would allow for further engineering and site-specific
environmental documentation contained in a Tier II EIS to advance a HSGT system, in total or in
phases, as well as right-of-way acquisition within the selected corridor. The current study is
expected to be complete at the end of 2009.
The purpose of the Atlanta to Chattanooga HSGT system is to enhance intercity passenger
mobility in northwest Georgia, and part of Tennessee, by expanding passenger transportation
capacity, increasing mobility and providing an alternative to highway and air travel in a manner
that is safe, reliable, and cost-effective while avoiding, minimizing, and/or mitigating impacts on
neighborhoods and the environment.
Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, participating agencies are responsible to identify, as
early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project's potential environmental or
socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a
permit or other approval that is needed for the project.
Your agency’s involvement should include those areas of your interest, and no direct writing or
analysis will be necessary for preparing the document. The following are activities we will take
to maximize interagency cooperation:
1. Consult with you on any relevant technical studies that will be required for the project;
2. Provide you with project information, including study results;
3. Encourage your agency to use the above documents to express your views on the
subjects within your jurisdiction or expertise; and
4. Include information in the project environmental documents that participating agencies
need to discharge their National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) responsibilities and
any other requirements regarding jurisdictional approvals, permits, licenses, and/or
clearances.
Please respond to Mr. Glenn Bowman, P. E., Environment/Location Engineer, Georgia
Department of Transportation, 3993 Aviation Circle, Atlanta, Georgia 30336-1593, in writing
with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If your
agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the invitation. Pursuant to
SAFETEA-LU Sec. 6002, any Federal agency that chooses to decline the invitation to be a
participating agency must specifically state in its response that it:
* Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project;
* Has no expertise or information relevant to the project; and
* Does not intend to submit comments on the project.
If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our agencies'
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this Tier I EIS, please contact Mr.
Wayne Fedora, P.E. (FHWA) at (404) 562-3651. If you would like to review the project

Tier I EIS
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Coordination Plan, please contact Susan Knudson of my staff at (404) 699-4407. If you decide
to accept this invitation to become a participating agency we would also request that you review
the enclosed project purpose and need statement, and provide your comments along with your
acceptance within the time frame noted above.
Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project.
Sincerely,

Glenn Bowman, P.E..
Office of Environment/Location
GB/sk/gth
Enclosure
Project Need and Purpose
Project NOI
Study Area Map
cc:

Wayne Fedora, P.E.
David Valenstein
Gerald Ross, P.E.

List of Confirmed Participating Agencies
Tier I Environmental Impact Statement
Atlanta-Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) Study
Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No.: T001684

Federal Agencies
Mr. Steven M. Wright
Environmental Protection Specialist
United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service, Southeast Regional Office
Mr. David Schilling
State Programs Team Leader
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Transit Administration - Region IV
Mr. Ben West
Agency Representative
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IV
Mr. Dan Wallace
State Resource Inventory Coordinator
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Ms. Mary Dills
Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Savannah District, Regulatory Division, Piedmont Branch
Mr. Pete Patavina
Staff Biologist
U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Mr. Randy Warbington
Director of Engineering
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Forest Service, Southern Region

State Agencies
Georgia
Ms. Katrina Morris
Environmental Review Coordinator
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Wildlife Resources Division

As of August 26, 2010

Mr. James Johnson
Forest Management Chief
Georgia Forestry Commission
Mr. Paul Burkhalter
Deputy Commissioner
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Ms. Amanda Schraner
Transportation Projects Coordinator
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) - Historic Preservation Division
Mr. Bert Langley
Manager - Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Environmental Protection Division

Tennessee
Mr. Silas Mathes
Data Manager
Heritage Program - Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation
Mr. Joe Garrison
Historic Preservation Specialist
Tennessee Historical Commission - Department of Environment and Conservation
Mr. Robert Todd
Fish and Wildlife Environmentalist
Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency

Native American Tribes
Ms. Lisa C. Stopp
Tribal NAGPRA POC
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians
Mr. Willard Steele
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Seminole Tribe of Florida

Regional Planning Agencies
Mr. Bob McCord
Principal Management Analyst
Atlanta Regional Commission
As of August 26, 2010
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Mr. Kenneth P. Parr
NEPA Specialist
Tennessee Valley Authority
Environmental Permits and Compliance
Mr. Don Cope
President
Dalton Utilities
Mr. Kenneth W. Wester
ADHS Program Manager
Appalachian Regional Commission
Ms. Sue Hiller, AICP
Planning Director
Rome Floyd County Planning Department (MPO)
Mr. William R. Steiner
Executive Director
Northwest Georgia Regional Commission
Mr. Zach Montgomery
Transportation Planner
Greater Dalton Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)
Ms. Beth Jones
Executive Director
Chattanooga Area Regional Council of Governments/Southeast Tennessee Development District

Regional and Local Transportation Planning Agencies
Ms. Cheryl King AICP
Assistant General Manager Planning
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Mr. Michael J. Landguth
President and CEO
Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport Authority
Dr. Thomas E. Nissalke Ph.D.
Director of Environmental and Technical Services
City of Atlanta - Department of Aviation - Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
Mr. Shaun Green
Senior Principal Operations Engineer
Georgia Regional Transportation Authority

As of August 26, 2010
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County Governments
Mr. Antonio Valenzuela
Transportation Planning Administrator
Fulton County Department of Public Works
Mr. David Ridley
Sole Commissioner
Murray County Board of Commissioners
Ms. Faye DiMassimo AICP
Director
Cobb County Department of Transportation
Mr. Matt Denton
Assistant County Manager
Polk County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Jeff Metarko
Director
Clayton County Department of Transportation and Development
Mr. L.B. Ahrens Jr.
Chairman
Cherokee County Board of Commissioners

City Governments
Ms. Luz Borrero
Deputy Chief Operating Officer
City of Atlanta
Mr. William Moore
College Park Engineering Director
City of College Park
Hon. Ron Littlefield
Mayor
City of Chattanooga
Mr. Kevin McBurnett
City Manager
City of Emerson
Hon. Matthew J. Santini
Mayor
City of Cartersville

As of August 26, 2010
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Mr. J. Tyson Ross
City Administrator
City of Dalton
Hon. Evan King
Mayor
City of Adairsville
Mr. Randy L. Mannino, AICP
Planning & Development Director
City of Cartersville

As of August 26, 2010
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Appendix E – Agency Coordination & Public Outreach

11.0

AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

E

September 2016

Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

1

2

3

4

5

Participating Agency

Comment

Disposition

Georgia Department of Natural
Resources - Wildlife Resources
Division

The role of the Nongame Conservation Section
is to determine potential impacts to high priority
species and habitats as a result of the
proposed project.

Noted. No response

Noted. No response

City of Adairsville

We feel this project is exceedingly important to
our community and will aid in promoting
economic development, help create new
choices for travelers, help in reducing
dependence on oil, and aid in urban and rural
development.

Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation Natural Heritage Program

Enclosed a list of rare species.
Suggested that we contact Rob Todd of TWRA
for participation (615-781-6577) regarding
state-listed plants and animals.

U.S. Department of
Transportation -Federal Transit
Administration - Region IV

Confirmed FTA's role:
1. Participating in the scoping process
2. Participating in the NEPA process
3. Identifying environmental or socioeconomic
impacts
4. Providing meaningful input to resolve issues

U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency - Region IV

EPA's participation does not preclude an
independent review according to Section
102(2)(C) of NEPA and Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act. EPA also requested that the
revised coordination plan identify EPA as a
Federal Resource Agency.

As of July 23, 2010

Contacted Robert Todd to invite
TWRA to participate in the study’s
NEPA process.

Noted. No response

Identified EPA as a Federal Resource
Agency in the revised Coordination
Plan.
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

6

7

8

9

Participating Agency

United Keetoowah Band of
Cherokee Indians

Tennessee Historical
Commission - Department of
Environment and Conservation

Comment

Disposition

There is no objection to the project, but if any
remains, artifacts or other items are
inadvertently discovered, please cease
construction immediately and contact at 918458-6533 or by letter.
Review and comment on proposed
undertaking are among the requirements of
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. The Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation has codified procedures
for carrying out Section 106 review in 36 CFR
800.

Noted. No response

Considering available information, they find
that the project as currently proposed may
adversely affect properties eligible for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places and
immediate consultation with their office is
requested.

U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation
Service

The agency will continue to provide information
of the designation of Important Farmland in the
project area.

City of Dalton

We would like to provide input on the
methodology and preliminary screening results

As of July 23, 2010

Noted. No response

Noted. No response

Noted. No response
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

10

11

Participating Agency

Chattanooga Area Regional
Council of Governments –
Southeast Tennessee
Development District

U.S. Department of the Interior –
National Park Service

As of July 23, 2010

Comment

Disposition

Local governments that comprise CARCOG
consider the high speed rail project to be very
important to the economic development of the
region. The project consistently ranks high at
SETDD/CARCOG annual planning retreats,
and it is on the document prepared under an
agreement with the Economic Development
Administration.
Since Catoosa and Walker Counties are in the
study area, it is important that CARCOG
maintains a relationship with GDOT and other
regional partners in transportation projects that
will affect regional plans and projects on both
sides of the state line.
NPS’ role is to ensure that pertinent NPS
mission statements, legislative authorities, and
policies are duly considered when developing
any alternatives, related management actions,
or options applicable to units of the NPS. NPS
will commit subject expertise to assist and
insure that the affected environment and
environmental impacts sections of the Tier I
EIS are structured to fully address NPS
interests pertaining to the units of the NPS.

Noted. No response

Noted. No response
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

12

Participating Agency

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
North Area Section - Regulatory
Branch

As of July 23, 2010

Comment

Disposition

This project has been assigned permit number
SAS-2007- 01423, please refer to it in all
correspondence. Wetlands will require Dept.
of Army authorization to dredge or fill
waterways.
The project corridor does contain waters of the
U.S. that are considered to be within the
jurisdiction of Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S. C. 403) and/or
Section 404 of the Clean Waters Act (33 U.S.C
1344) the placement of dredged or fill material
into any waterways and/or adjacent wetlands
and mechanized land clearing of those
wetlands would require prior Department of the
Army authorization pursuant to Section 404.
Impacts to wetlands and streams, which are
one-half acre or less to waters of the U.S. at a
single crossing, could be permitted under the
2007 Nationwide Permit Program provided the
cumulative impacts do not exceed 10 acres of
wetlands and /or 1,500 linear feet of streams.
If the Nationwide Permit thresholds are
exceeded, this project would require a
standard individual permit (IP) application,
which should follow Section 404 (b) (1)
guidelines for avoidance and minimization to
waters of the U.S. and include mitigation plan
and alternatives analysis. Enclosed a copy of
404 (b) (1) application form.

Noted. No response
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Tahirah Wilson, Transportation Planner
AECOM-Atlanta
1360 Peachtree Street, NE
Suite 500
Atlanta , GA 30309
RE: Seminole Tribe of Florida Point of Contact for Section 106 Consultation Process
Dear Ms. Wilson:
Per our conversation today, the Point of Contact for consultations with the Seminole Tribe of Florida is:
Willard Steele, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Seminole Tribe of Florida
34725 West Boundary Road
Clewiston, FL 33440 (Physical Address)
(863) 983-6549
willardsteele@semtribe.com
Addt’l Copy to:

Anne Mullins, Compliance Review Supervisor
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Seminole Tribe of Florida
HC 61, Box 21-A
Clewiston, FL 33440
(863) 983-6549 ext. 12262
annemullins@semtribe.com
jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com
elliottyork@semtribe.com

The Seminole Tribe of Florida looks forward to establishing an effective consultation process with regard
to the Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation.
Sincerely,

Willard S. Steele,
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

1

2

3

4

5

Participating Agency

Comment

Disposition

Georgia Department of Natural
Resources - Wildlife Resources
Division

The role of the Nongame Conservation Section
is to determine potential impacts to high priority
species and habitats as a result of the
proposed project.

Noted. No response

Noted. No response

City of Adairsville

We feel this project is exceedingly important to
our community and will aid in promoting
economic development, help create new
choices for travelers, help in reducing
dependence on oil, and aid in urban and rural
development.

Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation Natural Heritage Program

Enclosed a list of rare species.
Suggested that we contact Rob Todd of TWRA
for participation (615-781-6577) regarding
state-listed plants and animals.

U.S. Department of
Transportation -Federal Transit
Administration - Region IV

Confirmed FTA's role:
1. Participating in the scoping process
2. Participating in the NEPA process
3. Identifying environmental or socioeconomic
impacts
4. Providing meaningful input to resolve issues

U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency - Region IV

EPA's participation does not preclude an
independent review according to Section
102(2)(C) of NEPA and Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act. EPA also requested that the
revised coordination plan identify EPA as a
Federal Resource Agency.

As of July 23, 2010

Contacted Robert Todd to invite
TWRA to participate in the study’s
NEPA process.

Noted. No response

Identified EPA as a Federal Resource
Agency in the revised Coordination
Plan.
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

6

7

8

9

Participating Agency

United Keetoowah Band of
Cherokee Indians

Tennessee Historical
Commission - Department of
Environment and Conservation

Comment

Disposition

There is no objection to the project, but if any
remains, artifacts or other items are
inadvertently discovered, please cease
construction immediately and contact at 918458-6533 or by letter.
Review and comment on proposed
undertaking are among the requirements of
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. The Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation has codified procedures
for carrying out Section 106 review in 36 CFR
800.

Noted. No response

Considering available information, they find
that the project as currently proposed may
adversely affect properties eligible for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places and
immediate consultation with their office is
requested.

U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation
Service

The agency will continue to provide information
of the designation of Important Farmland in the
project area.

City of Dalton

We would like to provide input on the
methodology and preliminary screening results

As of July 23, 2010

Noted. No response

Noted. No response

Noted. No response
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

10

11

Participating Agency

Chattanooga Area Regional
Council of Governments –
Southeast Tennessee
Development District

U.S. Department of the Interior –
National Park Service

As of July 23, 2010

Comment

Disposition

Local governments that comprise CARCOG
consider the high speed rail project to be very
important to the economic development of the
region. The project consistently ranks high at
SETDD/CARCOG annual planning retreats,
and it is on the document prepared under an
agreement with the Economic Development
Administration.
Since Catoosa and Walker Counties are in the
study area, it is important that CARCOG
maintains a relationship with GDOT and other
regional partners in transportation projects that
will affect regional plans and projects on both
sides of the state line.
NPS’ role is to ensure that pertinent NPS
mission statements, legislative authorities, and
policies are duly considered when developing
any alternatives, related management actions,
or options applicable to units of the NPS. NPS
will commit subject expertise to assist and
insure that the affected environment and
environmental impacts sections of the Tier I
EIS are structured to fully address NPS
interests pertaining to the units of the NPS.

Noted. No response

Noted. No response
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Participating Agency Comments
in Response to June 10th Letter Confirming Participation, Updated Coordination and Revised Purpose and Need
Statement

No.

12

Participating Agency

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
North Area Section - Regulatory
Branch

As of July 23, 2010

Comment

Disposition

This project has been assigned permit number
SAS-2007- 01423, please refer to it in all
correspondence. Wetlands will require Dept.
of Army authorization to dredge or fill
waterways.
The project corridor does contain waters of the
U.S. that are considered to be within the
jurisdiction of Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S. C. 403) and/or
Section 404 of the Clean Waters Act (33 U.S.C
1344) the placement of dredged or fill material
into any waterways and/or adjacent wetlands
and mechanized land clearing of those
wetlands would require prior Department of the
Army authorization pursuant to Section 404.
Impacts to wetlands and streams, which are
one-half acre or less to waters of the U.S. at a
single crossing, could be permitted under the
2007 Nationwide Permit Program provided the
cumulative impacts do not exceed 10 acres of
wetlands and /or 1,500 linear feet of streams.
If the Nationwide Permit thresholds are
exceeded, this project would require a
standard individual permit (IP) application,
which should follow Section 404 (b) (1)
guidelines for avoidance and minimization to
waters of the U.S. and include mitigation plan
and alternatives analysis. Enclosed a copy of
404 (b) (1) application form.

Noted. No response
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010
Mr. James Tillman, Sr.
State Conservationist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service
355 East Hancock Avenue
Mail Stop 200
Athens, GA 30601-2769
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Mr. Tillman:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:



An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
 Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
 Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,

GB/th/bh
Attachment

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010

Mr. Robert Todd
Fish and Wildlife Environmental Specialist
Natural Heritage Inventory Program
Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency
Ellington Agricultural Center
PO Box 40747
401 Church Street
7th Floor, L&C Annex
Nashville, TN 37204
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Mr. Todd:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:
•
•

An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
• Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
• Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.
Enclosed is a list of federally listed threatened and endangered species and state protected species with a
distributional range that may include the proposed project. This list, which was derived from a computerized
list of threatened and endangered species provided and updated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
and the TN Department of Environment and Conservation, will be used during the Tier I EIS ecological evaluation
of this project. Please let us know if any additional species should be on the list. Please also provide
information on any known locations of existing bald and golden eagle nests and foraging areas.
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator

GB/th/bh
Attachments

cc:

Roger McCoy, TNDEC
Brian Bowen, TNDEC
Silas Mathis, TNDEC

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010

Mr. Pete Pattavina
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
West Park Center, Suite D
105 West Park Drive
Athens, Georgia 30306-3175
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Mr. Pattavina:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:
•
•

An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
• Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
• Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010
Enclosed is a list of federally listed threatened and endangered species and state protected species with a
distributional range that may include the proposed project. This list, which was derived from a computerized
list of threatened and endangered species provided and updated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
and the GA Department of Natural Resources, will be used during the Tier I EIS ecological evaluation of this
project. Please let us know if any additional species should be on the list. Please also provide information on
any known locations of existing bald and golden eagle nests and foraging areas.
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator

GB/th/bh
Attachments

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010

Ms. Mary Jennings
Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
446 Neal Street
Cookeville, TN 38501
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Ms. Jennings:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:
•
•

An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
• Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
• Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010
Enclosed is a list of federally listed threatened and endangered species and state protected species with a
distributional range that may include the proposed project. This list, which was derived from a computerized
list of threatened and endangered species provided and updated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
and the TN Department of Environment and Conservation, will be used during the Tier I EIS ecological
evaluation of this project. Please let us know if any additional species should be on the list. Please also provide
information on any known locations of existing bald and golden eagle nests and foraging areas.
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator

GB/th/bh
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010

Ms. Katrina Morris
Environmental Review Coordinator
GA Department of Natural Resources
Nongame Conservation Section
Wildlife Resource Conservation Center
2065 US Hwy 278, SE
Social Circle, Georgia 30025-4743
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Ms. Morris:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:
•
•

An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
• Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
• Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010

Enclosed is a list of federally listed threatened and endangered species and state protected species with a
distributional range that may include the proposed project. This list, which was derived from a computerized
list of threatened and endangered species provided and updated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
and the GA Department of Natural Resources, will be used during the Tier I EIS ecological evaluation of this
project. Please let us know if any additional species should be on the list. Please also provide information on
any known locations of existing bald and golden eagle nests and foraging areas.
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator

GB/th/bh
Attachments

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Vance C. Smith, Jr. Commissioner

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

August 27, 2010
Mr. Kevin Brown
State Conservationist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service
675 U.S. Courthouse
801 Broadway
Nashville, TN 37203
Re:

Early Coordination Request for Project PTSC0-0023-00-002, PI No. T001684 - Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation Study

Dear Mr. Brown:
In July 2007 the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
filed a Notice of Intent to prepare a Tier I Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Atlanta to Chattanooga
High Speed Ground Transportation (HSGT) project. The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and
Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), in conjunction with FHWA and FRA, are in the beginning
stages of project development for the above-mentioned project. By copy of this letter we are requesting your
input on the proposed project as part of the early coordination process.
The HSGT study area is a 110-mile corridor located between Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
(HJAIA) in Atlanta, Georgia, and downtown Chattanooga, Tennessee. Please see Figure 1, Study Area Map,
for a graphical depiction of the alignments that are currently being evaluated. We will also be sending you an
email that contains a link that will allow you to download the GIS shape files of the different alignments for
your use and comparison to the species data you may have. The proposed HSGT alignments under
consideration would include two terminal stations, downtown Chattanooga and HJAIA, and as many as six
intermediate stations, Five Points (downtown Atlanta), Galleria (I-285 and I-75), Town Center, Cartersville,
Dalton, and Lovell Field Airport. The HSGT project is currently evaluating alignments along the I-75 Interstate
highway between Chattanooga and Atlanta:



An alignment generally within the I-75 median; and
An alignment generally outside of the I-75 median.

South of the I-75/I-285 divergence, each of the above alignments reaches HJAIA by two distinct routes:
 Via the Norfolk Southern Railroad right-of-way between I-285 and Howell Mill Road through
downtown Atlanta and then south via I-75/I-85 corridor: and
 Via I-75 to Howell Mill Road through downtown Atlanta and the I-75/I-85 corridor.
Combined together the alignments form the four full-length alignments under consideration.
Two different types of locomotive power (Maglev and steel-wheel) are being evaluated for each alignment;
therefore, eight alternatives are currently under consideration.

GDOT Project PTSC0-0023-00-002
PI No. T001684
Atlanta to Chattanooga High Speed Ground Transportation Study
August 27, 2010
Alignment options for the project are being developed and evaluated concurrently with environmental
documentation and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. This process, developed by GDOT to
make projects more responsive to social, economic, and environmental concerns, offers you the opportunity to
identify the site-specific conditions to be addressed in the Tier I EIS. Please advise us of any known project
area conditions of special concern. With your assistance we can give these issues due consideration and
integrate them into the development of the preferred project alignment and mode.
We appreciate your efforts in assisting us with the development of this project. We request your response
within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no comments are received from your agency by then, we will assume
you have no comments at this time. If you need additional review time, have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Gail D’Avino, GDOT Office of Environmental Services, at 404-6311075 or email at gdavino@dot.ga.gov. Thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,

GB/th/bh
Attachment

Glenn Bowman, P.E.
State Environmental Administrator
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DISTRIBUTION
The following is the distribution list for this Tier 1 DEIS:

Federal Agencies
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Mr. Brad Loar, CFM, Director
Mitigation Division
Federal Emergency Management Agency
3003 Chamblee-Tucker Road
Atlanta, Georgia 30341

Federal Transit Administration
Yvette G. Taylor, PhD, Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
Region IV
230 Peachtree, NW Suite 800
Atlanta, GA 30303

National Park Service
Mr. David Vela, Regional Director, Southeast Region
National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior
100 Alabama Street, S.W.
1924 Building
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Ms. Mary Dills, Regulatory Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
North Area Section
Regulatory Branch
1590 Adamson Parkway, Suite 200
Morrow, Georgia 30260

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Mr. Leonard Jordan, Regional Conservationist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Federal Building
355 East Hancock Avenue, Stop Number 200
Athens, Georgia 30601

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Mr. John Perry, Director
Regional Office of Community Planning and Development
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
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75 Spring Street, S.W., Room 346
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Jimmy Palmer, Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IV
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ms. Cindy K. Dohner, Regional Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
247 South Milledge Street
Athens, Georgia 30601

State Agencies
Georgia
Georgia Department of Natural Resource
Mr. Noel Holcomb, Commissioner
Georgia Department of Natural Resource
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, S.E.
Floyd Towers East, Ste. 1252 East
Atlanta, Georgia 30335

Georgia Forestry Commission
Mr. Robert Farris, Director
Georgia Forestry Commission
Box 819
Macon, Georgia 31298-4599

Georgia Natural Heritage Program
Ms. Katrina Morris, Data Manager
Georgia Natural Heritage Program
2117 U.S. Highway 278, S.E.
Social Circle, GA 30279

State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
David Crass, PhD, Division Director
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
Historic Preservation Division Department of Natural Resources
254 Washington Street, SW, Ground Floor
Atlanta, GA 30334
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Tennessee
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
Mr. E. Patrick McIntyre, Jr., Executive Director
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
Tennessee Historical Commission
2941 Lebanon Road
Nashville, TN 37243-0442

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation
Mr. Robert Martineau, Commissioner
Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation
L&C Annex, 1st Floor
401 Church Street
Nashville, TN 37243

Regional Planning Agencies
Appalachian Regional Commission
Thomas M. Hunter, Executive Director
Appalachian Regional Commission
1666 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20009-1068

Atlanta Regional Commission
Mr. Douglas R. Hooker, Director
Atlanta Regional Commission
40 Courtland Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Chattanooga Area Regional Council of Governments/Southeast Tennessee
Development District
Mr. D. Gary Davis, Chairman
Chattanooga Area Regional Council of Governments/Southeast Tennessee
Development District
P.O. Box 4757
Chattanooga, TN 37405

Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Council
Mr. Barry Bennett, Executive Director
Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Council
Development Resource Center
1250 Market Street, Suite 2000
Chattanooga, TN 37402-2713

Northwest Georgia Regional Commission
Mr. Billy Crocker, Chairman or Mr. William Steiner, Executive Director
Coosa Valley Regional Development Center
P.O. Box 1793
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1 Jackson Hill Drive
Rome, GA 30162

Tennessee Valley Authority
Mr. Tom Kilgore, President & CEO
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 W. Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, TN 37902-1499

Regional and Local Transportation Planning Agencies
Chattanooga Area Regional Transit Authority Board of Directors
Mr. E. Stephen Jett, Chair
Chattanooga Area Regional Transit Authority Board of Directors
1617 Wilcox Boulevard
Chattanooga, TN 37406

Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport Authority
Daniel Jacobson, Chairman
Chattanooga Metropolitan Airport Authority
1001 Airport Road, Suite 14
Chattanooga, TN 37421

City of Atlanta - Department of Aviation
Mr. Tom Nissalke II, PhD, Director of Environmental and Technical Services Planning
and Development
City of Atlanta - Department of Aviation
Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport
P.O. Box 20509
Atlanta, GA 30302

Georgia Regional Transportation Authority
Mr. Jannine Miller, Executive Director
Georgia Regional Transportation Authority
Marquis One Tower
245 Peachtree Center Avenue, N.E.
Suite 900
Atlanta, GA 30303

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Dr. Beverly Scott, PhD, General Manager and Chief Executive Officer
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
2424 Piedmont Road, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30324-3311
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County Governments
Bartow County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Clarence Brown, Commissioner
Bartow County Board of Commissioner’s
135 West Cherokee Avenue, Suite 251
Cartersville, GA 30120

Catoosa County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Keith Greene, Chairman
Catoosa County
800 Lafayette Street
Ringgold, GA 30736

Cherokee County Board of Commissioners
Mr. L.B. Buzz Ahrens, Chairman
Cherokee County Board of Commissioners
1130 Bluffs Parkway
Canton, GA 30114

Clayton County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Eldrin Bell, Chairman
Clayton County Board of Commissioners
Clayton County Administration Annex 1
112 Smith Street
Jonesboro, GA 30236

Cobb County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Tim Lee, Chairman
Cobb County Board of Commissioners
100 Cherokee Street
Marietta, GA 30090-9679

Douglas County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Tom Worthan, Chairman
Douglas County Board of Commissioners
8700 Hospital Drive, 3rd Floor
Douglas County Courthouse
Douglasville, GA 30134

Floyd County Board of Commissioners
Mr. John Mays, Chairman
Floyd County Board of Commissioners
12 East 4th Avenue

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

F-5

September 2016

Appendix F – Distribution

Suite 209
P.O. Box 946
Rome, GA 30162

Fulton County Board of Commissioners
Mr. John H. Eaves, Chairman
Fulton County Board of Commissioners
141 Pryor Street, S.W., 10th Floor
Atlanta, GA 30303

Gordon County Board of Commissioners
Ms. Judy Bailey, Chairperson
Gordon County Board of Commissioners
201 North Wall Street
P.O. Box 580
Calhoun, GA 30701

Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
Larry L. Henry, Chairman
Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
401 Courthouse
625 Georgia Avenue
Chattanooga, TN 37402

Murray County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Steve Anglea, Chairman
Murray County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 1129
121 North 4th Avenue
Chatsworth, GA 30705

Paulding County Board of Commissioners
Mr. David Austin, Commission Chairman
Paulding County Board of Commissioner’s
240 Constitution Boulevard
Dallas, GA 30132

Polk County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Marshell Thaxton, Chairman
Polk County Board of Commissioners
West Avenue, Suite B
Cedartown, GA 30125

Whitfield County Board of Commissioners
Mr. Mike Babb, Chairman
Whitfield County Board of Commissioners
301 West Crawford Street
Dalton, GA 30720
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City Governments
City of Adairsville
Mr. Evan King, Mayor
City of Adairsville
116 Public Square
Adairsville, GA 30103

City of Aragon
Mr. Ken Suffridge, Mayor
City of Aragon
2814 Rome Highway
Aragon, GA 30104-2474

City of Atlanta
Mr. Kasim Reed Mayor
City of Atlanta
55 Trinity Avenue, S.W., Suite 2400
Atlanta, GA 30303

City of Calhoun
Mr. James Palmer, Mayor
City of Calhoun
P.O. Box 248
Calhoun, GA 30703-0248

City of Cartersville
Mr. Matt Santini, Mayor
City of Cartersville
P.O. Box 1390
1 North Erwin Street
Cartersville, GA 30120

City of Chattanooga
Mr. Ron Littlefield, Mayor
City of Chattanooga
Office of the Mayor
City Hall
101 E. 11th Street
Chattanooga, TN 37402

City of Cohutta
Mr. Don Henderson, Mayor
City of Cohutta
4408 Trailwood Drive
Cohutta, GA 30710

City of College Park
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Mr. Jack Longino, Mayor
College Park City Hall
3667 Main St.
College Park, GA 30337

City of Dalton
Mr. David Pennington, Mayor
City of Dalton
300 West Waugh Street
P.O. Box 1205
Dalton, GA 30720

City of East Point
Ms. Earnestine D. Pittman, Mayor
City of East Point
2777 East Point Street
East Point, GA 30344

City of Emerson
Mr. Al Pallone, Mayor
City of Emerson
P.O. Box 300
Emerson, GA 30137-0300

City of Fairmount
Mr. Harry Pierce, Mayor
City of Fairmount
P.O. Box 705
Fairmount, GA 30139-0705

City of Hapeville
Mr. Allan Hallman, Mayor
City of Hapeville
3488 N. Fulton Avenue
Hapeville, GA 30354

City of Kennesaw
Mr. Mark Mathews, Mayor
City of Kennesaw
2529 J.O. Stephenson Avenue N.W.
Kennesaw, GA 30144

City of Marietta
Mr. Steve Tumlin, Mayor
City of Marietta
P.O. Box 609
Marietta, GA 30061

City of Plainville

Atlanta-Chattanooga HSGT Tier 1 DEIS

F-8

September 2016

Appendix F – Distribution

Ms. Sally Johnston, Mayor
City of Plainville
P.O. Box 657
Plainville, GA 30733-0657

City of Ranger
Mr. David Charity, Mayor
City of Ranger
P.O. Box 9
Ranger, GA 30734-0009

City of Ringgold
Mr. Joe Barger, Mayor
City of Ringgold
34 Barger Street
Ringgold, GA 30736

City of Resaca
Mr. Samuel Allen, Mayor
City of Resaca
P.O. Box 231
Rockmart, GA 30153-0231

City of Rome
Ms. Evie McNiece, Mayor
City of Rome
P.O. Box 1433
Rome, GA 30162-1433

City of Rockmart
Mr. Curtis Lewis, Mayor
City of Rockmart
P.O. Box 231
316 Piedmont Avenue
Rockmart, GA 30153-0231

Native American Tribes
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
Ms. Debbie Thomas
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
NAGPRA Coordinator
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
571 State Park Road, 56
Livingston, TX 77351

Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town
Ms. Augustine Asbury
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town
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PO Box 187
Wetumka, Oklahoma 74883

Cherokee Nation
Mr. Richard Allen
NAGPRA Representative
Cherokee Nation
PO Box 948
Tahlequah, OK 74465

Chickasaw Nation
Ms. Gingy Nail
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Chickasaw Nation
PO Box 1548
Ada, OK 74281-1548

Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians
Mr. Russell Townsend
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians
Cultural Resources
P.O. Box 455
Cherokee, NC 28719

Eastern Shawnee of Oklahoma
Robert Dushane
Eastern Shawnee of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 350
Seneca, MO 64865

Kialegee Tribal Town
Mr. Marsey Harjo
Kialegee Tribal Town
Creek Nation of Oklahoma
PO Box 332
Wetumka, OK 74883

Muscogee (Creek) Nation
Ms. Joyce A. Bear
Historic Preservation Officer
Cultural Preservation Office Manager
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
P.O. Box 580
Okmulgee, OK 74447

Muscogee (Creek) National Council
Mr. Alan Cook
c/o Muscogee (Creek) National Council
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16988 W. 780 Road
Tahlequah, OK 74464

Muscogee (Creek) National Council
Mr. George Tiger
Muscogee (Creek) National Council
P.O. Box 158
Okmulgee, OK 74447

Poarch Band of Creek Indians
Mr. Robert Thrower
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
5811 Jack Springs Road
Atmore, Alabama 36502

Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
Mr. Pare Bowlegs
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
PO Box 1498
Wewoka, OK 74884

Seminole Tribe of Florida
Mr. Willard Steele, THPO
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Ah-Tah-Thi-Ki Museum
HC 61, Box 21A
Clewiston, FL 33440

Shawnee Tribe
Rebecca Hawkins
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Shawnee Tribe
P.O. Box 189
Miami, OK 74355

Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
Mr. Charles Coleman
Tribal Committee Member
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
PO Box 188
Okemah, OK 74859

Tribe of Louisiana
Mr. John Zachary, Attorney at Law
c/o Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana
P.O. Box 12730
Alexandria, LA 71315-2730
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United Keetoowah Band
Ms. Lisa Stopp
THPO/NAGPRA Representative
United Keetoowah Band
PO Box 746
Tahlequah, OK 74465
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