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1.0

INTRODUCTION

Glynn County was designated as a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) as a result of the 1990 US
Census. The Brunswick Area Transportation Study (BATS) serves as the federally designated planning
area for Glynn County which includes the City of Brunswick, the County’s only municipality and County
seat.
As such, the MPO is responsible for the update of the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP),
formerly known as the Long Range Transportation Plan. One of the most critical elements of the plan
update is the incorporation of public and stakeholder input throughout the planning process. This Public
Participation Plan (PPP) was developed specifically for the 2040 plan update and is structured within the
framework of the overall public participation process for the MPO.
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) is the federal transportation legislation
regulating the federal transportation planning process applied to MPOs, states, and any federally funded
project. Each plan is reviewed for compliance with the mandated transportation planning process,
including public participation.
This PPP describes the processes and procedures that will be employed during the plan update and will
ensure compliance with MAP-21 and that the members of the public have ample opportunity to provide
input. It is crucial that stakeholders and members of the public be integrally involved in the planning
process and the plan development. The PPP provides the foundation and framework for this input and
outlines the strategies, methodologies and performance measures for participation in the planning
process.
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2.0

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Public involvement is an essential component of the Brunswick Area Transportation Study MTP update
and will occur throughout the planning process. This PPP is designed to involve local governments,
agencies, stakeholders and the public as participants and to enable them to provide meaningful input to
the process and outcomes of the MTP update. The plan strives to establish new forums for information
exchange while also taking advantage of existing groups and organizations. Outreach efforts will
educate, inform and involve the public as to the purpose and progress of the studies by highlighting local
issues, technical considerations, and potential impacts. Outreach techniques are designed to encourage
participation in the public process and to generate meaningful feedback. The PPP provides tools for both
disseminating study-related information and gathering public input that reflects the community’s
concerns and interests.
The public involvement process includes education of stakeholders to ensure full understanding of the
study. Generating public awareness and creating partnerships with residents, elected officials, local
agencies, businesses, educational organizations and civic associations is critical to the success of the
MTP.
The following sets forth the goals and objectives of the MTP update. These goals represent a high-level
approach to public involvement activities, while the objectives outline detailed strategies on achieving
the goals.
Goal: To consult with community stakeholders and gather their ideas on transportation issues and
needs, as well as potential solutions. This process is an opportunity for the members of the community
to voice their concerns and opinions about current and future travel activity within the BATS study area.
Coordination with the users of the transportation system will provide insight into existing travel
conditions and patterns and will serve as a foundation for the study.
o Objective: Develop partnerships among local governments, agencies and other
stakeholder interests through a project Stakeholder Advisory Committee of key
stakeholders within the County
o Objective: Meet with the Stakeholder Advisory Committee up to five (5) times during
the study to ensure effective feedback as part of the plan development process.
Goal: To inform and involve the public throughout the process. This plan intends to: 1) educate, 2) listen
and respond quickly to, and 3) learn from the public early and throughout the planning process. The
success of this effort depends on the cooperation and support of the public. The goal is to ensure that
those potentially impacted, influenced, inconvenienced or enhanced by the MTP are well aware of the
goals, timelines and available information throughout the duration of the planning process.
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o Objective: Hold a series of three (3) interactive Public Workshops to effectively
engage the public
o Objective: Develop and host an online survey to provide additional opportunities for
the public to provide input on the plan update.
o Objective: Document and incorporate all comments, feedback and input obtained
during the planning process.
Goal: To ensure all members of the public, including those traditionally underserved populations, have
opportunities to meaningfully participate in the planning process and plan development. This planning
process is structured to ensure that all meetings and other input opportunities are easily accessible and
convenient to all populations, especially those environmental justice groups.

o Objective: Using census data, identify the location of the traditionally underserved
populations, including minority and low income groups.
o Objective: Hold all meetings in accessible and convenient locations for all members
of the public, including environmental justice populations.
Goal: Continuously monitor the progress and effectiveness of the Public Participation Plan in
communicating and receiving information among stakeholders, citizens, planning partners and project
team. The public participation process must be a dynamic one and evaluated throughout the planning
process. This evaluation process will provide feedback on what techniques are successful and which
ones that were not successful. As the techniques are identified, input opportunities may need to be
adjusted during the planning process to ensure maximum participation.
o Objective: Review the participation efforts after each key opportunity to understand
what worked and what could be improved.
o Objective: Based on feedback, adjust opportunities for participation to improve input.
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3.0

STAKEHOLDERS AND PARTICIPANTS

The 2040 update will involve many participants, including community stakeholders and citizens
from Glynn County and Brunswick, which is the only municipality in the county. Because of the
varied interests, issues, opportunities and focuses, an organized approach will be required to
efficiently maintain the stakeholder and citizen involvement process.
Stakeholder Advisory Committee
Key Stakeholders from Glynn County, Brunswick, agencies, and other interested entities will be
identified in coordination with the BATS staff. Representatives of these groups will be invited to
participate as part of the study Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC). Based on input from
staff, the Technical Coordinating Committee may serve as the SAC. The full realm of interests
may be captured through the members of the MPO Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC) and
may serve as the Stakeholder Advisory Committee. The SAC will be composed of important
business leaders (i.e. Chambers of Commerce), local elected officials, representative from County
Departments (i.e. emergency services and public safety, and public works), representatives from
other agencies, such as schools, hospitals, the Georgia Ports Authority, and representatives of
traditionally underserved communities to provide important input throughout the plan
development process. The SAC will meet up to five (5) times during the study, with the following
agenda items:
o Meeting 1: Introductory kick-off, discuss study expectations and initial transportation
concerns
o Meeting 2: Discussion and identification of overall transportation goals and objectives
o Meeting 3: Present existing and future conditions, obtain input on mobility needs
o Meeting 4: Present draft plan and obtain comments
o Meeting 5: Presentation of Final Plan
Stakeholder and Public Coordination and Involvement
The following include the important principles guide the stakeholder/public coordination and
involvement activities:
o Continuous communication and exchange of key information through the stakeholder
coordination and involvement processes are conveyed to the project team for use in
the development of the plan.
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o The process also provides for direct communications and interaction among the staff,
the consultant team and the committees and groups to minimize any confusion in the
overall direction of the project at the policy level.
o Continuous communication is maintained throughout the planning process among
the project team, stakeholders, and all parties interested in participating in the plan.
o The process provides easy and accessible opportunities for input from all populations.
Through close coordination with BATS staff, the initial list of stakeholders and interested parties
will be identified. As more interested parties are identified during the planning process, they will
be added to the list of contacts. Contact information for these groups will be compiled into a
database and will be used to supplement any existing stakeholder and public contact lists used
by BATS staff. Potential stakeholders may include:
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

Board of Education
Institutions of higher education (Universities, Technical Colleges)
Business Community
Chambers of Commerce
Industrial/Development authorities
Planning Commissions
Tourism agencies
State authorities and agencies (i.e., Jekyll Island Authority, Department of Natural
Resources)
Georgia Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Faith based organizations and churches
Social service agencies and organizations
Community service and civic organizations
Environmental advocates and organizations
Parks and recreation departments and agencies
Coastal Regional Commission
Health care agencies and organizations
Historic preservation agencies and organizations
Developers
City and County engineering staff
City and County public works staff
Emergency preparedness agencies and organizations
Public safety agencies (i.e., Police, Fire, Law Enforcement Training Center)
Intermodal agencies and organizations
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 Airport Commission
 Georgia Ports Authority
 Railroads
o Bicycle and pedestrian advocates, organizations and users
o City and County elected officials
o Neighborhood/community associations
Environmental Justice Communities
The traditionally underserved populations will be included in the process through the individual
group presentations and participation opportunities, focusing particularly on church, school,
civic, and neighborhood organizations. In addition, every attempt will be made to hold meetings
in locations accessible to the underserved populations. Should such a location be unavailable or
cause hardship for other participants, additional meetings specifically for the environmental
justice communities will be held to ensure their participation.
Coordination Roles and Responsibilities
Effective implementation of the stakeholder involvement and coordination program for this
project relies on an understanding of clearly described roles and responsibilities.
o

Project Manager
The BATS Project Manager is responsible for directing the overall project on behalf of
BATS and is the leader of the project team.

o Project Team
The Project Team includes the BATS staff and Consultant staff. The role of the Project
Team is to provide direction, guidance, assistance and technical support throughout
the planning process and to ensure the development of a viable MTP.
o

Consultant Project Manager
The Consultant Project Manager is responsible for directing the work of the
consultant team.

o

Consultant Team
The role of the technical team is to carry out all of the contractual requirements for
the project as specified in the Scope of Work, including the completion of all technical
work in a manner that meets professional standards with the work being conducted
on time and on budget.

o

Other Stakeholders, Citizens and Interested Parties
These persons are interested individuals and groups who seek to participate in the
development of the plan and will provide input and guidance over the course of the
6

study.

4.0

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT TECHNIQUES

A variety of techniques will be used to ensure a broad range of opportunities to provide input
into the plan update. These techniques will be a combination of traditional and technology based
approaches.
Members of the general public, and often stakeholders, do not understand the transportation
planning process and its requirements. Educating the public enhances participation and interest
as knowledge of the planning process and how it relates to the community is communicated.
This educational aspect will be incorporated into all of the outreach activities.
Public Workshops
It is anticipated that three traditional public workshops will be held at key milestones during the
planning process and will be coordinated with the SAC meetings. These workshops will be held
in accessible locations and in different locations to maximize convenience and participation.
Advertisements and notifications for these meetings will meet or exceed the existing BATS public
notification requirements.
The first public workshop will present the project background, the plan’s purpose and approach
for completion, provide opportunities to identify any general concerns and/or issues, and gather
input into the overall plan goals and objectives.
The second public workshop will present existing and future conditions and gather input on
mobility needs and deficiencies.
The third public workshop will present the draft plan and obtain comments. These comments
will be incorporated as the plan is finalized.
All meeting materials, sign-in sheets, and comments/input will be carefully documented and
compiled into the public participation summary document for the final plan. Based on the
environmental justice analysis, all plan materials will be translated if needed.
Public Hearing
Before adoption of the plan, a formal public hearing must be held. This public hearing will be
held during the MPO Policy Committee meeting where the final plan is presented and before the
plan is adopted.
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Website
Project materials will be developed and posted on the website for easy access by the public and
stakeholders. This information will include project schedule, meeting dates and notices, project
fact sheet, and any interim and final documents and presentations. The website will also include
contact information for the project team.
Online Survey
An online survey will be developed and hosted by the project team. Information regarding the
survey will be posted on the web and project materials will include the website address for the
survey. This online survey will provide more opportunity for input and will be designed to gather
the same type of information received at the traditional workshops.
Stakeholder Coordination
Coordination with individuals, agencies and organizations that may have specific input outside of
standard meetings is critical. This coordination will be ongoing and individual meetings will occur
on an as-needed, or as-requested basis.
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5.0

SCHEDULE

The project schedule is shown below and includes the tentative dates for the public workshops.
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6.0

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION EVALUATION

Efforts will be made throughout the project to ensure that effective tools and practices are used
to engage the Stakeholder Advisory Committee and all of the interested parties that seek to
participate in the project. These efforts include:
•

Short questionnaires distributed to the members of the SAC at their meetings to
determine the level of satisfaction with the efforts used to solicit and use the input.

•

Short questionnaires distributed at the public workshops to gauge the level of
understanding of project concepts, the most optimum methods of public notification, and
the level of satisfaction with the public involvement activities.

•

Feedback sessions with the BATS Project Manager and project team to gauge the level of
satisfaction with the overall stakeholder involvement and coordination activities.

Performance Measures
Performance measure systems are a key element in the effort to continuously improve the
quality of the public engagement and participation process. These measures should relate
directly to the overall goals and objectives of the public involvement and SAC activities. The
performance measures are correlated to the objectives presented in Section 2 of this PPP.

Public Involvement Objectives

Performance Measures

Develop a project Stakeholder Advisory Local governments, agencies, business
Committee of key stakeholders within the owners, and key community groups were
County
invited to participate and were engaged in
the planning process.
Meet with the project Stakeholder Advisory
Committee at least five (5) times during the
study to ensure effective feedback as part
of the plan development process.

Stakeholder surveys regarding the
Stakeholder Advisory Committee meetings
and Public Workshops were administered
and results were favorable.
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Hold a series of three (3) interactive Public Public meetings were advertised in
Workshops to effectively engage the accordance with County policies, held in
public.
convenient locations, at convenient times,
and presented materials were easily
understandable.
Public surveys were
regarding the meetings were developed
and results were favorable.
Develop and host an online survey

Online survey was developed and hosted.
Results and comments from the survey
were
compiled,
documented
and
incorporated into the planning process.

Document and incorporate all comments, All comments and input received were
feedback and input obtained during the documented. Documentation of answers
planning process.
to all written questions was also compiled.
Documentation of how the comments and
input was incorporated into the planning
process was developed and included in the
plan.
Using census data, identify the location of Using GIS, the locations of environmental
the traditionally underserved populations, justice populations were identified and
including minority and low income groups. mapped.
Hold all meetings in accessible and Meetings were held in accessible locations
convenient locations for all members of the to the identified environmental justice
public, including environmental justice populations.
populations.
Review the participation efforts after each Using questionnaires, comment forms, and
key opportunity to understand what interviews, determine which participation
worked and what could be improved.
techniques were most successful.
Based on feedback, adjust opportunities Using the feedback, adjust the participation
for participation to improve input
efforts to ensure better/maximum public
input
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2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Survey

How often do you commute to work/school by the following modes of transportation?
Always

Usually

Sometimes

Seldom

Never

Walk
Bike
Drive Alone
Carpool
Other (specify)
Comments

Approximately how many miles to you travel (one-way) to work/school?
Under 5 miles

5 to 10 miles

10 to 15 miles

15 to 20 miles

20+ miles

How often do you use the following for other than school/work? (Shopping, visiting friends, etc.)
Always

Usually

Sometimes

Seldom

Never

Walk
Bike
Drive Alone
Carpool
Other (specify)
Comments

Please indicate your opinions on the following statements regarding the area’s transportation system.
Strongly
Agree
Traffic congestion is a major problem
More travel options are needed
More bicycle/pedestrian facilities are needed
Need more focus on safe bike/pedestrian access to schools
Transit services (public transportation) should be developed
Development patterns directly affect transportation
Freight-based industry is important to our community

Agree

Neither
Agree /
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Survey
Please rate the following issues.
Very
Important

Somewhat
Important

Neutral

Not
Important

Don’t
Know

Addressing traffic congestion
Maintenance of roads
Presence of pedestrian/bicycle facilities
Maintenance of pedestrian/bicycle facilities
Development of public transportation system
Movement of freight
Addressing lack of travel options
Safety and security

What should be the top priorities for project funding? Please rank the following, with 1 as most
important and 10 as least important.
Rank
Construct major new roadways
Widen existing roads
Improve bicycle lanes and trails
Improve sidewalks
Develop transit service

Rank
Improve traffic operations (ie. turn lanes, signals, etc.)
Improve roadway aesthetics (landscaping, signage, etc.)
Improve transportation system maintenance
Improve facilities designated for evacuation
Construct facilities specifically for heavy trucks

If you rarely bike or walk, please choose the option(s) that best describe your reason(s).
Lack of facilities

Lack of connections

Climate
Safety/security
Other (specify) _______________________________

Distance of trip
Travel time

If more/improved facilities were available, would you walk or bike more frequently?
Yes

No

Don’t Know

Additional Comments. Please use additional pages if necessary.

In which zip code do you live?

In which zip code to you work?

Please identify your age group:
Under 18
18 – 24
45 – 54
25 – 34
55 – 64
35 – 44
65+

How often do you commute to work/school by the following modes of transportation?
Always
Usually
Sometimes Seldom
Never
Walk
0
1
4
4
Bike
0
0
4
1
Drive Alone
35
9
4
2
Carpool
0
3
7
6
Other (specify below)
1
0
0
0

24
26
0
15
17

Approximately how many miles do you travel (one-way) to work/school?
Under 5 miles
12
5 to 10 miles
18
10 to 15 miles
10
15 to 20 miles
6
20+ miles
0
How often do you use the following for other than school/work? (shopping, visiting friends, etc.)
Always
Usually
Sometimes Seldom
Never
Walk
0
4
20
8
9
Bike
0
2
10
6
20
Drive Alone
13
25
11
1
0
Carpool
1
6
9
8
15
Other (specify below)
1
0
1
0
17
Please indicate your opinions on the following statements regarding the area’s transportation system.
Strongly AgreeAgree
Neither AgreeDisagree
/ Disagree Strongly Disagree
Traffic congestion is a major
problem
5
13
0
16
4
More travel options are
needed
15
22
0
7
1
More bicycle/pedestrian
facilities are needed
15
22
0
7
1
Need more focus on safe
bike/pedestrian access to
schools
19
16
0
4
2
Transit services (public
transportation) should be
developed
21
14
0
3
3
Development patterns directly
affect transportation
26
17
0
1
1
Freight-based industry is
important to our community
21
24
0
1
0
Comments
Please rate the following issues.
Very
Important
Addressing traffic congestion
Maintenance of roads
Presence of pedestrian/bicycle
facilities
Maintenance of
pedestrian/bicycle facilities
Development of public
transportation system

Somewhat
Important

Not
Important

Neutral

Don't
Know

17
36

20
10

8
4

6
0

0
0

25

15

4

6

0

25

13

11

3

0

24

13

8

6

0

0
0
0

0

0
0
0

Movement of freight
Addressing lack of travel
options
Safety and security
Other (please specify)

20

19

11

0

0

16
35
0

18
11
0

11
1
0

3
1
0

0
0
0

What should be the top priorities for project funding? Please rank the following, with 1 as most important and 10 as least import
1 (Very Important)
2
3
4
5
6
Construct major new roadways
Widen existing roads
Improve bicycle lanes and
trails
Improve sidewalks
Develop transit service
Improve traffic operations (ie.
turn lanes, signals, etc.)
Improve roadway aesthetics
(landscaping, signage, etc.)
Improve transportation system
maintenance
Improve facilities designated
for evacuation
Construct facilities specifically
for heavy trucks

3
2

5
3

2
6

3
3

1
2

4
5

9
4
13

5
7
4

5
5
1

6
4
2

2
9
5

0
3
2

6

6

5

7

6

7

3

1

6

7

4

6

4

7

7

2

5

8

5

0

3

4

4

3

1

5

1

3

6

3

If you rarely bike or walk, please choose the option(s) that best describe your reason(s).
Lack of facilities
15
Lack of connections
8
Distance of trip
27
Climate
2
Safety/security
16
Travel time
10
Other (please specify)
0
If more/improved facilities were available, would you walk or bike more frequently?
Under 18
18 - 24
25 - 34
35 - 44
Yes
27
0
0
2
No
16
0
0
1
Don't Know
8
0
0
0
In which zip code do you live?
31566
31527
31525
31523
31522
31520

2
1
14
8
9
14

In which zip code do you work/go to school?
31566
0
31527
0
31525
11
31523
3
31522
2

45 - 54
3
4
0

8
7
1

31520

32

Please identify your age group:
Under 18
18 - 24
25 - 34
35 - 44
45 - 54
55 - 64
65

0
0
3
7
17
17
7

Total Responses

53

mportant and 10 as least important.
7
8

9 10 (Least Important)

5
4

1
6

7
4

10
4

7
3
3

2
2
3

2
2
3

2
0
5

0

1

0

0

4

4

3

6

5

2

1

1

7

7

4

4

4

8

10

7

55 - 64

65
12
2
3

2
2
3

List of Stakeholders
BATS MTP 2014-2015

Organization

Name

Additional Email / Website
Information
http://www.brunswickgoldenisleschamber.
com/pages/ChamberStaff/

1

Brunswick-Golden Isles
Chamber of Commerce

M.H. Woody Woodside

2

Glynn County Airport
Commission

Robert Burr, Executive
Director

3

Georgia Ports Authority -Rachel

Randy Weitman, PE Manager
of Engineering Services

4

City of
Brunswick/Bike_Pedestrian

Julie Martin, Commissioner

5

Georgia Pacific Corporation

Randal Morris, Senior Manager - Public Affairs, Brunswick Mill

6

Jekyl Island Authority Board

Jim Broadwell, Project
Manager

7

Coastal Regional Commission

David admin/contact.html
Alan Burns, Director
Dantzler, Mobility Manager

http://flygcairports.com/home/bqk

rburr@flygcairports.com

http://www.jekyllisland.com/jekyllisland-authority/jia-board/

http://www.crc.ga.gov/departments/
ddantzler@crc.ga.gov
http://www.ccga.edu/

8

Coastal Georgia University
Coastal College of Georgia

Greg Carver, Assistant Vice
President

9

Glynn County School System

Al Boudreau, Director of
Operations

10

EMS

Captain J. Jordan, Brunswick
Police Dept.
Capt.
Jim Kelly, Glynn County
Police

11

Brunswick Housing Authority

Angela Strickland, Director

12

St. Simons Land Trust

Ben Slade, Executive Director

13

Glynn County Parks and
Recreation

Wesley Davis, Director

http://flashmedia.glynn.k12.ga.us/st
aff_directory.cfm

http://www.brunswickpha.org/

http://www.sslt.org/ab_contact.php

http://www.glynncounty.org/index.as
px?NID=153

http://www.brunswickgeorgia.net/dda.html

14

Brunswick Downtown
Development Authority

Mathew Hill

15

Turtle River Global Logistics
Park

Ms. Chitra Subbarayan, VP
Ackerman & Co (Brokerage)
for the Turtle River Global
Logistics Park

16

Georgia Pacific Cellulose
(Brunswick Mill Contact)

Randal Morris, Senior
Manager - Public Affairs,
Brunswick Mill

17

Sea Island Company

Bill Edenfield

18

Steve Swain, Director
Brunswick Glynn Joint Water &
Angela Bryan, ATM
Sewer Commission
Consulting

http://www.bgjwsc.org/

1. Randall Morris, Senior Manager, Georgia Pacific Public Affairs, Brunswick Mill
Lauren spoke to Mr. Morris on March 11, 2015. Mr. Morris explained that Georgia Pacific has two
facilities in Glynn County. The pulp mill that is located in close proximity to US 341 experiences a
high volume of truck traffic, around 750 trucks/day. These are log trucks, semi-trucks carrying wood
chips, and trucks bringing in chemicals that are used in the mill. 80% of the product produced at the
Mill is exported to Savannah and Jacksonville. There are several transportation needs on the roads
in close proximity to the Mill. These needs are the following:
•

•

•

The majority of the trucks coming out of the mill are headed in the northbound direction.
They turn left on either US 341 or Ross Road which leads to US 341. If Ross Road is used,
the trucks have to turn on Bliss Street which goes under US 341. Bliss Street intersects with
Knight Street which leads to the US 341 access ramp. This ramp is very short and the
acceleration lane is not long enough for trucks to safely accelerate and merge onto US 341.
To complicate the issue, there is a downward grade at this point. Vehicles traveling north
on US 341 are picking up speed as trucks are merging onto the interstate. Mr. Morris
proposed that the access ramp should be extended further north and the safety
characteristics of the acceleration lane be studied.
The second issue is that trucks traveling north to the mill or exiting the mill to the south use
the ingress / egress points at West 9th Street or West 7th Street. The majority of trucks use
the West 9th Street ingress / egress, and there is a need for a signal at West 9th Street / US
341. Mr. Morris also noted that there is a school very close to the West 7th Street This
needs to be looked at in relation to the issue documented above.
There will be an increase (~25%) of truck traffic in the near future (couple of months) due to
the completion of a finished products warehouse at the mill facility.

The second mill facility is the Sterling Woodyard in the northern part of the County near GA 99 / US 341.
There is a plan to widen GA 99 in close proximity to the Woodyard, and this will impact the access into
the facility. The current design concepts show that an access road will be needed after the widening,
and Georgia Pacific is supportive of this plan. However, Mr. Morris expressed that Georgia Pacific needs
to be involved in the conversation and be assured that the access road will be designed correctly to
allow for the volume of truck traffic.
Mr. Morris also wanted the continued growth of the Port to be supported through long range
transportation planning activities.
2. Ben Slade, Executive Director for the St Simons Land Trust
Lauren spoke to Mr. Slade on Friday, February 27, 2015. The St. Simons Land Trust is focused on trails
on the Island and has worked with PATH Atlanta to develop trail plans. The SS Land Trust has pushed for
a trail along Kings Way on the Island, but the trail has not been built. Mr. Slade is currently working on a
master trail plan for the entire island and has been involved in helping Glynn County develop a master
trail plan for the county.
Mr. Slade noted that the island needs more signalized intersections. He talked specifically about the
intersection of Frederica Road and Sea Island Road where a roundabout has been discussed. Mr. Slade

said that he believes some initial planning / surveying work has already occurred for the roundabout,
but he doesn’t think the roundabout is necessary. There is a lot of traffic congestion at peak times, but
during the off-peak hours this is not a busy area. Mr. Slade believes that a roundabout will result in the
removal of a number of trees at this intersection. The congestion could likely be helped with additional
turn lanes, possible widening, and maybe re-timing of the signal.
Mr. Slade also noted that he is concerned about the amount of development that is occurring on St
Simons Island. He would like to see the character of the area better preserved.
3. Mathew Hill, Brunswick Downtown Development Authority
Lauren spoke with Mathew on Monday, March 2, 2015. Mathew discussed the growth of the college
and the number of college students living in close proximity to the downtown area. He said that there is
a tram that runs between downtown and the college for special events. But there needs to be a
tram/bus on a more regular schedule that could provide a way for students to get to class without
driving. The tram could also stop at other destinations and could be used by residents, especially older
adults / retirees. Mathew suggested a route that could include the mall, hospital, downtown, Saint
Simons Island, and the college. The tram could run on an hourly schedule every day.
In terms of other transportation projects, Mathew expressed that Bay Street could use a road diet. This
corridor is a barrier between the downtown area and the riverfront. Mathew is aware that GDOT has
some projects planned for Bay Street.
Mathew has asked for the BATS survey so that he can forward it onto several City Commissioners, the
College, and the Urban Redevelopment Agency Board. Lauren forwarded it to Mathew on March 3rd
after it has been translated into a form. Participants will be asked to turn responses around by March
10th.
Please note that Lauren has updated Mathew’s telephone number in the excel spreadsheet.
4. Woody Woodside, President of the Brunswick-Golden Isles Chamber of Commerce
Lauren spoke with Mr. Woodside on Friday, March 6th. Mr. Woodside explained that he has been
involved with transportation plans at the County level for numerous years. He believes that the biggest
need is widening Hwy 17 from Brunswick to Hwy 99. Additionally, Mr. Woodside commented on Bay
Street and how it is a critical route for traffic to the Port.
Mr. Woodside also commented on transit service and how a detailed transit plan had been developed 45 years ago. There were federal funds available, but the City was not able to put up the local match. He
believes the need still exists, but the outcome will be the same.
5. Chitra Subbarayan, Vice President, Brokerage, Turtle River Global Logistics Park
Lauren spoke to Ms. Subbarayan on Friday, February 27, 2015. The Turtle River Global Logistics Park is
located in unincorporated Glynn County and is a trans load facility with a container yard. It is expected
to commence operations in 2016. Turtle River has convenient access to US-82, I-95, and is also served
by a short line railroad which connects to two Class I railroads (CSX and Norfolk Southern). Ms.

Subbarayan described the short-term transportation needs for the Turtle River Global Logistics Park to
include road design modifications which will support the volume of large trucks coming in and out of the
facility. These modifications may include curb cuts, acceleration / deceleration lanes, signalization of
intersections, changes to signal timing, and signage. Additionally, the volume of traffic which will be
generated by Turtle River, in both the short and long term, needs to be better understood especially as
it relates to the rural character of the surrounding area. Ms. Subbarayan has discussed the need for
transportation projects around Turtle Park with the GDOT Intermodal Group. The Park should also be
included in the State Freight Plan. But there are no projects currently in the MPO or County
transportation plans that directly relate to the Turtle River Global Logistics Park.
(This text was sent to Ms. Subbarayan to review and approve, and she has done that.)

6. Angela Strickland, Executive Director of the Brunswick Housing Authority
Lauren spoke with Ms. Stickland on Tuesday, March 3, 2015 Ms. Strickland expressed that transit,
pedestrian, and bike lane projects would be very helpful to connect where residents live to the major
destinations, especially the hospital, grocery stores, and shopping centers. She was not aware of any
specific locations that would be more helpful than others. Ms. Stickland said that she was not aware of
any major housing complexes that would be built in the next several years.

7. Robert Burr, Executive Director of the Glynn County Airport Commission
Lauren received input from Mr. Burr on Wednesday, March 4, 2015. Mr. Burr explained that the
Brunswick Golden Isles Airport is currently undergoing a master plan update. He also noted that Glynco
Parkway from the I-95 25/spur to US 17 has a high level of importance.
For the McKinnon St. Simons Island Airport, the Airport Road has become a major road artery for the
Island and has recently been replaced and renamed Demere Road. Mr. Burr would like this road to be
evaluated to ensure that it is suitable for the traffic volume that it experiences.

8. Wesley Davis, Director of the Glynn County Parks and Recreation
Lauren spoke to Mr. Davis on March 11, 2015. Mr. Davis expressed that the County has done an
excellent job with the North Glynn recreational facility. He explained that the access to this facility is
excellent (sidewalks, ADA compliance, etc…), and the park is large enough to accommodate numerous
sporting activities at the same time. (Mr. Davis was very complimentary of the improvements that the
County has made.) He would like to see transportation access to other large recreational facilities
treated in a similar manner. Mr. Davis did not have specific recommendations between adding more
access to parks and other County facilities.
Mr. Davis expressed that there is a need for transporting children from various areas of the County to
sporting events at four large recreational facilities / parks. These four facilities include the North Glynn
Park, the Ballard Park, the Howard Coffin Park, and the facility on St. Simons Island. The events typically
take place Monday – Friday evenings at 5:30pm, 6:30pm, and 7:30pm, and there are a few “opening

day” events on the weekends such as the baseball season opener. During the football and soccer
seasons, the majority of events are played at the North Glynn Park. Baseball events are hosted at the
four facilities listed above. Mr. Davis is aware that vanpools / shuttles to recreational facilities may
require private funding as well, but he wanted to express the need for this type of service.

Is Your Transportation System Working For You?
The Brunswick Area Transportation Study (BATS) is holding public meetings on the 2040
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). The plan, when adopted, will prioritize
transportation projects in Brunswick and Glynn County. These meetings will focus on
goals and objectives, and provide you the opportunity to share your concerns and ideas
for needed transportation improvements in your community.

Public Meetings
Monday, January 12 ► 5:00 – 6:30 PM
The Casino, 530 Beachview Drive, Room #108
Saint Simons Island, GA
Tuesday, January 13 ► 5:00 – 6:30 PM
Historic Courthouse, County Commission Meeting Room
701 G Street
Brunswick, GA
Please contact (Eric Johnson, Planning Division Manager) at 912-554-7438 or
ejohnson@glynncounty-ga.gov with questions or comments.

BATS 2040 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan Update

BATS Public Workshops
January 2015

1

Presentation Agenda

• Overview of Study
• Goals and Objectives

2

BATS Study Area

3

MTP Update Approach
You Are Here

Establish Existing
Conditions
October 2014

Identify Needs

Funding
Constraints

Adopt the LRTP
May 2015

Develop
Recommendations

Prioritize Projects

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is a 30-year plan for transportation
improvements based on existing needs as well as projections for growth in
population, housing and jobs.
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Why Are We Planning?
• Federally required to update your MTP every 5
years to remain eligible for transportation
funding
• To ensure everyone has a say in how these
transportation funds are invested
• To see how our current network is performing
and determine which projects improve
conditions most effectively
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How Does an Idea Become a Project?
Issue,
opportunity,
need, or idea

Transportation
policies and
project list

Studies and
technical
analyses

*Establish
Performance
Measures

Public comment:
regional vision
and MTP goals

Prioritize
and
budget
MTP
projects

Public
comment:
draft MTP

BATS
Committees
adopt MTP
Analyze the performance
of your planned projects

Priority
projects are
programmed
in TIP

Performance
Measures

Construction
begins

Project is
funded

Graphic adapted from Atlanta Regional Commission

TIP goes
to GDOT

BATS
Committees
adopt TIP

Public
comment:
draft TIP
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Transportation Funding Sources
Funds from local sources
 SPLOST
 Property tax/General fund
 In-kind contributions
Funds from state and federal sources
 Competitive grants (Discretionary Funds)
 Formula funds
– Programs target specific modes, goals, or needs
– Each has eligible project types and requirements
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Funding Sources in Georgia

Local, $0.795

FY 2013 - 2016
Funding in Billions
Source: GDOT STIP

State, $1.456

Federal, $5.458
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Federal Planning Factors /
Previous Plan Goals
1.

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency.

2.

Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users.

3.

Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users.

4.

Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight.

5.

Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and
State and local planned growth and economic development patterns.

6.

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

7.

Promote efficient system management and operation.

8.

Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Title 23 of the United States Code, section 134(f) (revised in SAFETEA-LU section 6001(h)) describes Federal Planning Factors
issued by Congress to emphasize planning factors from a national perspective.
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2040 Draft Plan Goals
1. Economic vitality
2. Safety
3. Security
4. Accessibility and mobility
5. Environmental protection, energy conservation
6. Connectivity
7. Efficiency
8. Preservation

10

Schedule / Next Steps

11

For additional information please contact your local
MPO staff at:
912-554-7438
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BATS 2040 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan Update

BATS MPO Meeting
October 27, 2014

1

PRESENTATION AGENDA

• Overview of Study
• Progress Update
• Next Steps
• Q&A

2

BATS STUDY AREA

3

MTP Update Approach
You Are Here

Establish Existing
Conditions
October 2014

Identify Needs

Funding
Constraints

Adopt the LRTP
May 2015

Develop
Recommendations

Prioritize Projects

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is a 30-year plan for transportation
improvements based on existing needs as well as projections for growth in
population, housing and jobs.

4

Why are we planning?
• Federally required to update your MTP every 5
years to remain eligible for transportation
funding
• To ensure everyone has a say in how these
transportation funds are invested
• To see how our current network is performing
and determine which projects improve
conditions most effectively

5

How does an idea become a project?
Issue,
opportunity,
need, or idea

Transportation
policies and
project list

Studies and
technical
analyses

*Establish
Performance
Measures

Public comment:
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and MTP goals
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and
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comment:
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Committees
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Performance
Measures
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Graphic adapted from Atlanta Regional Commission

TIP goes
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BATS
Committees
adopt TIP

Public
comment:
draft TIP
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Transportation Funding Sources
Funds from local sources
 SPLOST
 Property tax/General fund
 In-kind contributions
Funds from state and federal sources
 Competitive grants (Discretionary Funds)
 Formula funds
– Programs target specific modes, goals, or needs
– Each has eligible project types and requirements

7

Funding Sources in Georgia

Local, $0.795

FY 2013 - 2016
Funding in Billions
Source: GDOT STIP

State, $1.456

Federal, $5.458

8

NEXT STEPS

•

Base year SE data was submitted to GDOT on October
16th, comments will be addressed and resubmitted

•

Future year SE data will be developed beginning in
October and submitted to GDOT in December 2014

•

First round of public comment will be held Nov./Dec.
Continue to coordinate with all stakeholders and partner
agencies

9

Rachel Hatcher, LEED-AP, ASLA
rachel.hatcher@rsandh.com
Beverly Davis, AICP
beverly.davis@rsandh.com
912-236-5311
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BATS 2040 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan Update

BATS MPO Meeting
February 23, 2015

1

PRESENTATION AGENDA

• Project Update
• Survey Results
• Revenue Projections
• Project List
• Next Steps
• Q&A

2

MTP Update Approach
You Are Here

Establish Existing
Conditions
October 2014

Adopt the MTP

August 2015

Identify Needs

Funding
Constraints

Develop
Recommendations

Prioritize Projects

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is a 30-year plan for transportation
improvements based on existing needs as well as projections for growth in
population, housing and jobs.

3

Progress Update

•

All Socio Economic Data submitted to GDOT

•

First round of public meetings held January 12th - 13th

•

Online survey was conducted and results analyzed

•

Coordination with stakeholders and partner agencies is
ongoing

•

Draft revenue projections have been developed

•

Project list and costs have been updated to reflect YOE

4

Online Survey Results
•

53 Responses
Age Range of Respondants
In which zip code do you live?
31566
31527
31525
31523
31522
31520

Waynesville
Jekyll Island
Brunswick/Glynn
Glynn County
Saint Simons
Brunswick

Under 18
0%

2
1
14
8
9
14

65
14%

18 - 24
0%

25 - 34
6%
35 - 44
14%

In which zip code do you work/go to
school?
31566
31527
31525
31523
31522
31520

Waynesville
Jekyll Island
Brunswick/Glynn
Glynn County
Saint Simons
Brunswick

0
0
11
3
2
32

55 - 64
33%
45 - 54
33%
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Online Survey Results
How often do you commute to work/school by the
following modes of transportation?
100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%

Approximately how many miles do you travel
(one way) to work/school?

40%
30%
20%
10%

20+ miles
0%

0%
Always

Walk

Bike

Usually

Sometimes

Drive Alone

Carpool

Seldom

Never
15 to 20 miles
13%

Other (specify below)

Under 5 miles
26%

10 to 15 miles
22%

5 to 10 miles
39%
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Online Survey Results
How often do you use the following for other than school/work trips?
(shopping, visiting friends, etc.)

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
Always

Walk

Usually

Bike

Sometimes

Drive Alone

Carpool

Seldom

Never

Other (specify below)
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Online Survey Results
Indicate your opinions on the following statements regarding the area's
transportation system.

Freight-based industry is important to our community
Development patterns directly affect transportation
Transit services (public transportation) should be developed
Need more focus on safe bike/pedestrian access to schools
More bicycle/pedestrian facilities are needed
More travel options are needed
Traffic congestion is a major problem
0%

Strongly Agree

Agree

10%

20%

30%

Neither Agree / Disagree

40%

50%

Disagree

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Strongly Disagree
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Online Survey Results
Please rate the following issues.
Safety and security
Addressing lack of travel options
Movement of freight
Development of public transportation system
Maintenance of pedestrian/bicycle facilities
Presence of pedestrian/bicycle facilities
Maintenance of roads
Addressing traffic congestion
0%

Very Important

Somewhat Important

10%

20%

30%

Neutral

40%

50%

60%

Not Important

70%

80%

90%

100%

Don't Know
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Online Survey Results
What should be the top priorities for project funding? (ranked 1-10)

Improve facilities
designated for evacuation
10%
Improve transportation
system maintenance
8%

Construct facilities
Construct major
specifically for heavy
new roadways
trucks
6%
2%
Widen existing roads
4%

Improve roadway
aesthetics (landscaping,
signage, etc.)
6%

Improve bicycle lanes and
trails
18%
Improve traffic operations
(ie. turn lanes, signals,
etc.)
12%

Improve sidewalks
8%
Develop transit service
26%

10

Online Survey Results
If you rarely bike or walk, please choose the option(s) that
best describe your reason(s).

Travel time
13%

If more/improved facilities were available,
would you walk or bike more frequently?

Lack of facilities
19%
Lack of
connections
10%

Safety/security
20%

Don't Know
16%

Distance of trip
35%
Climate
3%

Yes
53%
No
31%
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Online Survey Results
Yes - 53%

No - 31%

18 - 24
0%
65
7%

25 - 34
7%

18 - 24
0%

25 - 34
6%

65
13%
35 - 44
11%
55 - 64
12%

If more/improved facilities were available,
would you walk or bike more frequently?

55 - 64
45%

45 - 54
30%
45 - 54
44%

Don't Know
16%

Don't Know - 16%

No
31%

35 - 44
25%

35 - 44
0%

45 - 54
14%

Yes
53%
65
43%

55 - 64
43%
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Transportation Funding Sources
Funds from local sources
 SPLOST
 Property tax/General fund
 In-kind contributions
Funds from state and federal sources
 Competitive grants (Discretionary Funds)
 Formula funds
– Programs target specific modes, goals, or needs
– Each has eligible project types and requirements
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Revenue Projections
2035 Plan Revenues
 $ 646,763,165 Highway
 $ 26,359,027 Ops/Maint. (4%)
$ 673,122,129
2040 Plan Revenues - 2%
 $ 742,074,226 Highway*
 $ 82,452,692 Ops/Maint. (10%)
$ 824,526,918
*$ 37,103,711


Bike/Pedestrian Set Aside

Increase in funding of $ 151,404,726
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Project List
2035 LRTP
Band

PI Number

ST

0001585

I-95 Interchange @ SR 99

ST

0000421

SR 25 Spur from Cate Road to SR 99

Cate Road

SR 99

Widening

Authorized

MT

0001036

SR 99 from SR 27/US 341 to I-95

US 341

I-95

Widening

TIP, PE Authorized

ST

532650

SR 25/US 17 from Yacht Dr to Harry Driggers (checxk name and limits) Yacht Drive

Harry Driggers Blvd

Widening (divided/raised)

TIP, PE Authorized

ST

0008920

Terry Creek Bridge (PRIORITY should go down)

Torras Causeway

Bridge

ST

0009681

Jekyll Island Entrance Landscaping (confirm that this is complete)

Jekyll Island

Landscape

ST

0001223

CR 78 @ Burnett Creek

CR 78

MT

511105

I-95 from North of CSX to North of South Altamaha River (check)

North of CSX

North of Altamaha River

Widening

MT

0000422

SR 99

East of I-95

US 17

Widening

MT

0004815

SR 99 from SR 32 to US 341

SR 32

US 341

Widening

MT

0005008

Torras Causeway Extension (ROW issues)

SR 25 West

K Street

MT

0005879

Sea Island Road @ Dunbar Creek (low priority)

Sea Island Road

MT

0006018

Sidney Lanier Bridge Lighting (Aesthetic Project)

MT

0007022

Torras Causeway @McKay River

McKay River

MT

0008038

SR 99 from US 82 to SR 32

US 82

SR 32

Widening

MT

Road Name

From

To

Project Type
Interchange Reconstruction

Notes
Authorized

Bridge

Widening
Bridge
Lighting
Bridge

0008039

SR 303 from US 82 to US 341

US 82

SR 341

Widening

LR

511095

US 17 South

CR 586/RR

Widening

LR

532655

I-95 Widening from US 17 South to CR 586/RR (Check with GDOT)
US 17 @ Thornhill Creek 5 miles north of Brunswick (This may be
included in TIP project)

LR

542060

CR 141/Fourth Street @ US 341 (

LR

542240

Old Jesup Hwy from US 341 to Cate Road

US 341

Cate Road

Widening

LR

550520

CR 141/Fourth Street from Altama Ave to US 17

Altama Ave

US 17

Widening

LR

562120

LR

NA

LR

NA

Jekyll Causeway @ Latham River (Jones, facility manager)
Latham River
Canal Road from Spur 25 to Glynco Parkway (local project, should go
up in priority) 4.5 Million Local
Glynco Pkwy
Glynco Parkway from South 25 to US 17 (Meeting with new
commissioner, ;move up in priority)
US 17 North

LR

NA

Sea Island Road/Frederica Road Roundabout (ROW w/ Sea Island)

LR

NA

Old Jesup Road from N. Sheffield to Everett (Low priority)

Thornhill Creek

PE Authorized

Bridge
Intersection

Bridge
Spur 25

Widening

Spur 25

Widening
Intersection

N. Sheffield

Everett

Widening

Authorized
2015 - 2018 TIP Funded
Short Term projects from 2035 Plan Priority
Midterm projects from 2035 plan priority
Unfunded in 2035 plan; Illustrative
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NEXT STEPS

•

Continue to coordinate with stakeholders: Feb. – March 2015

•

Complete comprehensive call for projects: February 2015

•

Prioritize and fiscally constrain project list: Feb. - March 2015

•

Agency and public review periods: May – June 2015

•

Respond to comments and update plan: July 2015

•

Present to BATS for Adoption: August 2015

 Updates will be given at every regularly scheduled MPO
meeting through August 2015
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Rachel Hatcher, AICP, LEED-AP
rachel.hatcher@rsandh.com
912-236-5311
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BATS 2040 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan Update

BATS MPO Meeting
April 13, 2015

1

PRESENTATION AGENDA

• Project Update
• Project List
• Next Steps
• Q&A

2

MTP Update Approach

Establish Existing
Conditions
October 2014

Adopt the MTP

August 2015

Identify Needs

Funding
Constraints

Develop
Recommendations

Prioritize Projects

You Are Here

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is a 30-year plan for transportation
improvements based on existing needs as well as projections for growth in
population, housing and jobs.

3

Progress Update

•

Stakeholder interviews are complete

•

Coordination with and partner agencies is ongoing

•

Project list and costs have been updated to reflect YOE

•

Draft project list has been prioritized based on your goals
and objectives.
• Logical Progression of Projects
• Level of Service (Base year and 2040 E+C)
• GDOT Crash data
• Volume to Capacity Ratio (V/C)
•Draft plan document is underway
4

Revenue Projections
Year

One Percent Growth

Two Percent Growth

2005

$50,306,551

$50,306,551

2006

$160,968,554

$160,968,554

2007

$135,388,552

$135,388,552

2008

$2,523,541

$2,523,541

2009

$2,379,835

$2,379,835

2010

$10,210,178

$10,210,178

2011

$4,687,469

$4,687,469

2012

$1,507,750

$1,507,750

2013

$27,678,520

$27,678,520

2014

$2,183,012

$2,183,012

2015

$40,181,230

$40,579,064

2016

$40,583,042

$41,390,645

2017

$40,988,873

$42,218,458

2018

$41,398,761

$43,062,827

2019

$41,812,749

$43,924,084

2020

$42,230,877

$44,802,565

2021

$42,653,185

$45,698,617

2022

$43,079,717

$46,612,589

2023

$43,510,514

$47,544,841

2024

$43,945,619

$48,495,738

2025

$44,385,076

$49,465,652

2026

$44,828,926

$50,454,966

2027

$45,277,216

$51,464,065

2028

$45,729,988

$52,493,346

2029

$46,187,288

$53,543,213

2030

$46,649,161

$54,614,077

2031

$47,115,652

$55,706,359

2032

$47,586,809

$56,820,486

2033

$48,062,677

$57,956,896

2034

$48,543,304

$59,116,034

2035

$49,028,737

$60,298,354

2036

$49,514,170

$61,480,675

2037

$49,999,603

$62,662,996

2038

$50,485,036

$63,845,316

2039

$50,970,469

$65,027,637

2040

$51,529,695

$66,574,256

Historical
Funding
Amounts

Projected
Funding
Amounts

2035 Plan Revenues
 $ 646,763,165 Highway
 $ 26,359,027 Ops/Maint. (4%)
$ 673,122,129
2040 Plan Revenues
 $ 1,229,268,381 Highway
 $ 136,585,376 Ops/Maint. (10%)
$ 1,229,268,381


Total Projected
Revenue from
2015-2040

$

1,186,278,371

$

1,365,853,756

Sum Check

$

1,186,278,371

$

1,365,853,756

90% Highway

$

1,067,650,534

$

1,229,268,381

10% O&M

$

106,765,053

$

136,585,376

Increase in funding of $ 466,609,933

5

• Projects shown in red were
brought forward from the
2035 plan
• Projects were modified as
needed to reflect current
conditions: (Ex. US 17 limits)
• New projects shown in blue
were identified using the
LOS, V/C, and GDOT crash
data
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Draft 2040 Project List
BRUNSWICK AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY (BATS) 2040 DRAFT PROJECT LIST

BAND 1 (2015 - 2020)
PE

Road Name

From

To

SR 99 from SR 27/US
SR 25/US 17
Canal Road
Torras Causeway @McKay River
SR 99
Old Jesup Hwy
SR 99
Sea Island Road/Frederica Road Roundabout
Glynco Parkway
Sea Island Road @ Dunbar Creek
1-95 Interchange at SR 25 Spur (Exit 38)
I-95 Interchange at SR 520/US 82 (Exit 29)
US 341/SR 27/ 25
SR 25 SPUR
Walker Road/Chapel Crossing Road
Torras Causeway Extension
SR 99
SR 303
CR 141/Fourth Street
CR 141/Fourth Street @ US 341
Jekyll Causeway @ Latham River
Sidney Lanier Bridge Lighting
Old Jesup Road
I-95 Widening/Restriping
I-95 Restriping
Terry Creek Bridge
Non-Motorized Project Set-Aside

US 341
Yacht Drive
Glynco Pkwy
McKay River
East of I-95
US 341
SR 32
US 17 North
Sea Island Road
South of Glyndale Circle
Cate Rd
Old Jesup Road
SR 25 West
US 82
US 82
Altama Ave
Latham River
N. Sheffield
US 17 South
North of CSX
Torras Causeway
-

I-95
Widening
SR 99
Widening (divided/raised)
Spur 25
Widening
Bridge
US 17
Widening
Cate Road
Widening
US 341
Widening
Intersection
Spur 25
Widening
Bridge
Interchange Improvements
Interchange Improvements
SR 303
Widening/Access Management
Walker Rd/Chapel Crossing
Widening
Rd
Altama Ave.
Widening
K Street
Widening
SR 32
Widening
SR 341
Widening/Intersection
US 17
Widening
Intersection
Bridge
Lighting
Everett
Widening
CR 586/RR
Widening/Restriping
North of Altamaha River
Restriping
Bridge
Non-Motorized

ROW

BAND 2 (2021 - 2030)
CST

PE

ROW

BAND 3 (2031 - 2040)
CST

PE

ROW

ILLUSTRATIVE
CST

PE

ROW

CST

Project Type

New Project for 2040 MTP
Modified project from previous plan

$
$
$
$
$

1,188,686 $
$
187,329 $
$
289,736 $
1,437,741 $

12,429,933 $
2,019,577 $
561,988 $
5,114,094
869,209
4,313,222

10,340,567
19,912,518
1,873,294

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,064,767
289,660
434,489
483,362
7,057,714
7,610,103
148,004
655,972
468,854
89,650
6,201,684
9,219,555
654,051

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

$ 28,534,184
$
868,979
$ 1,303,468
$
$ 14,115,428
$ 37,213,402
$
67,441 $
$ 1,967,917 $
$ 1,406,562 $
$
$

13,187,043
3,360,052
16,673,385
38,309,589
2,896,596
4,344,894
4,833,620
70,577,141

$
$
$
$
$

3,209,265

$

3,103,492 $

25,308,023 $

35,335,644 $

36,377,865 $ 85,477,381 $

Total (all phases)

$

63,747,160 Total (all phases)

$

64,185,298 GDOT Revenue (2% inflation)
438,139

110,438,133

$ 25,381,917 $
$ 60,096,334
$ 2,511,723 $
$
32,815 $
$ 10,274,553 $
$
$
$ 1,334,840
$
67,183 $

99,233,511

10,938
1,219,780
143,170
444,947
1,674,411

15,274,688

GDOT Revenue (2% inflation)

$

$
1,480,042
6,559,722
4,688,540
896,497

$

183,081,809 $

3,493,246 $ 99,699,365 $

304,937,054 Total (all phases)

556,696

$

5,160,016
872,903
1,736,173

16,744,106
$ 87,290 $
$ 210,701 $

-

$
$

270,196,282 $ 297,991 $

-

$ 178,850,121

18,619,759

$

305,493,750 GDOT Revenue (2% inflation)
$

$ 171,081,029
8,372,412
109,383
15,247,274
1,431,705

373,388,892 Total (all phases)

$ 179,148,112

372,395,177
$

(993,715)
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Project List

PROJECT NAME: I-95 Interchange at SR 25 GDOT PI#:
SPUR (Exit 38)
PROJECT TERMINI: MTP PROJECT ID #: N1
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Interchange Modifications
TOTAL PROJECT COST:
$
91,750,283
COMMENTS: LOS E/F
Cost Band 1
Cost Band 2 Cost Band 3
PROJECT PHASE:
2015 - 2020
2021 - 2030
2031 - 2040
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
$
$ 7,057,714 $
Right-of-Way (ROW)
$
$ 14,115,428 $
Construction (CST)
$
$
- $ 70,577,141
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Project List

PROJECT NAME: I-95 Interchange at SR
520/US 82 (Exit 29)

GDOT PI#:

PROJECT TERMINI: -

MTP PROJECT ID #: N2

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Interchange Modifications
TOTAL PROJECT COST:
$
155,261,638
COMMENTS: LOS D, E, F
Cost Band 1
Cost Band 2 Cost Band 3
PROJECT PHASE:
2015 - 2020
2021 - 2030
2031 - 2040
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
$
$ 7,610,103 $
Right-of-Way (ROW)
$
$ 37,213,402 $
Construction (CST)
$
$
- $110,438,133

9

Project List

PROJECT NAME: US 341/SR 27/25
GDOT PI#:
PROJECT TERMINI: From South of Glyndale MTP PROJECT ID #: N3
Circle to SR 303
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Access Management
TOTAL PROJECT COST:
COMMENTS: LOS E, F
PROJECT PHASE:

$

1,695,487

Cost Band 1
2015 - 2020

Cost Band 2
2021 - 2030

Cost Band 3
2031 - 2040

Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Right-of-Way (ROW)
Construction (CST)

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

148,004 $
67,441 $
- $ 1,480,042
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Project List

PROJECT NAME: SR 25 SPUR

GDOT PI#:

PROJECT TERMINI: From Cate Road to
Walker Rd/Chapel Rd

MTP PROJECT ID #: N4

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Widening
TOTAL PROJECT COST:
$
COMMENTS: LOS E, F
Cost Band 1
PROJECT PHASE:
2015 - 2020
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
$
Right-of-Way (ROW)
$
Construction (CST)
$
-

9,183,561
Cost Band 2
2021 - 2030
$
$
$

Cost Band 3
2031 - 2040

655,922 $
1,967,917 $
6,559,722 $

-
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Project List

PROJECT NAME: Walker Road/Chapel
Crossing Road

GDOT PI#:

PROJECT TERMINI: From Cate Road to
MTP PROJECT ID #: N5
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Widening
TOTAL PROJECT COST:
$
6,563,956
COMMENTS: LOS E, F
Cost Band 1
Cost Band 2 Cost Band 3
PROJECT PHASE:
2015 - 2020
2021 - 2030
2031 - 2040
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
$
- $
468,854 $
Right-of-Way (ROW)
$
- $ 1,406,562 $
Construction (CST)
$
- $ 4,688,540 $
-
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NEXT STEPS

•

Finalize fiscally constrained project list: April 2015

•

Complete draft plan document - April 2015

•

Agency and public review periods: May – June 2015

•

Respond to comments and update plan: July 2015

•

Present to BATS for Adoption: August 2015

 Updates will be given at every regularly scheduled MPO
meeting through August 2015
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Rachel Hatcher, AICP, LEED-AP
rachel.hatcher@rsandh.com
912-236-5311
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Contact: Cayce Dagenhart
Brunswick Area Transportation System
Glynn County Planner
912-554-7434
cdagenhart@glynncounty-ga.gov

Press Release
Glynn County Transportation Plan Draft Available
Public Invited to Provide Input on Future Transportation Projects in Glynn County
Brunswick, GA, June 8, 2015: The Brunswick Area Transportation Study (BATS) is
holding public meetings on the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). Two meetings
will be held on Monday, June 15, 2015. The first meeting will be held from Noon – 1:30 p.m.
at The Harold Pate Building, 1752 Reynolds Street, 2nd Floor Conference Room, Brunswick,
GA.

The second meeting will be held from 6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. at the St. Simons

Community Room, 1965 Demere Road, Saint Simons Island, GA. Both meetings will be an
open house format, so the public is welcome to come at any time. There will not be a formal
presentation.
The 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP), when adopted, will prioritize
transportation projects in Brunswick and Glynn County. Glynn County/BATS is looking for
feedback on the identified projects and the overall plan. A draft of the plan is available for
review at http://www.glynncounty.org/CivicAlerts.aspx?AID=572.
“People often wonder why certain roads are improved and others are not. This is the
beginning of the process to identify which transportation projects are the highest priority for
our community,” said Cayce Dagenhart, BATS/Glynn County Planner. “It is very important for
the community to provide their input on what their priorities are for the future.”
The purpose of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is to coordinate the direction
of development of the various transportation systems. The MTP also coordinates different
transportation modes and users, including cars, trucks, freight movement, transit, cyclists and
pedestrians.
###

www.glynncounty.org

What do you think?
The Brunswick Area Transportation Study (BATS) is holding public meetings on the 2040
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). The plan, when adopted, will prioritize
transportation projects in Brunswick and Glynn County. We are looking for feedback on
the identified projects and the overall plan. The public meeting on the Mainland will
take place prior to the Brunswick Area Transportation Study Meeting.

Public Meetings
Monday, June 15 ► 12:00 – 1:30 p.m.
The Harold Pate Building
1752 Reynolds Street, 2nd Floor Conference Room
Brunswick, GA
Monday, June 15 ► 6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.
St. Simons Community Room
1965 Demere Road
Saint Simons Island, GA
Please contact Cayce Dagenhart at 912-554-7434 or cdagenhart@glynncounty-ga.gov
with questions or comments.

From: Kasim Ortiz [mailto:kasim.ortiz@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 7:57 PM
To: page.aiken@sothebysrealty.com; Laura McKinley; harris.roosevelt@jobcorps.org; Cayce Dagenhart
Cc: Mathew Hill; Arne Glaeser; CORNELL HARVEY; Julie Martin
Subject: Bay Street: Pedestrian Safety Crossing
Greetings:
At the URA meeting today, discussion was supplied relative to securing necessary needed safety improvements to Bay
Street crossing at Gloucester Street. I wanted to bring attention to the group the 2007 Bay Street Calming Traffic Study. It
is identified within that the City of Brunswick has the potential to reach an agreement with GDOT to remove the NHS
designation on Bay Street/US341 to re-route large trucks serving south Brunswick businesses to other City thoroughfares
to achieve a wider range of traffic calming strategies (pg. 4-2). Moreover, the report identifies GDOTs "Transportation
Enhancement Program" as a funding mechanism to achieve pedestrian improvements discussed today in an expedited
manner; enhancing collaboration between GDOT, the City of Brunswick, and Glynn County. Other funding avenues to
achieve pedestrian improvements via GDOT in an expedited manner also can include: Local Maintenance and
Improvement Grants and Quick Response Projects. The latter program typically takes 2-4 months for completion of
projects on state-network roads (e.g., Bay Street), while the LMIG and TEP are longer processes for larger projects. The
LMIG and TEP could be utilized to assist in re-routing truck traffic away from the 341/Newcastle North end of Bay
Street.
The current BATS 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (see attached) does not include representation of this issue and
thus addressing at the forthcoming meeting might be helpful to these efforts. The special interest group developed by
Commissioner Martin might consider advocacy to produce public comments for inclusion of consideration for final BATS
2040 MTP relative to pedestrian safety at Bay & Gloucester Streets. Also, several disabled citizens have complained at
public meetings concerning crosswalk safety for hearing impaired and/or blind persons. These issues might be raised as
well. Lastly, greater attention to public transportation within the plan might be another point to raise.

-~ To be afraid is to behave as if the truth were not true~
Bayard Rustin
Kasim Ortiz
(912)506-6698(cell)
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic communication, and all information herein,
including files attached hereto, is private, and is the property of Kasim Ortiz. This
communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure of; dissemination of;
distribution of; copying of; or taking any action in reliance upon this communication is strictly
prohibited.

Contact Information Here
Address
City, State Zipcode
phone // (xxx) xxx-xxxx
email // email@email.com
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RESOLUTION
BRUNSWICK AREA TRANSPORTATION

STUDY
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