


 

 
 
TO: John McDonough, City Manager  
 
FROM: Garrin M. Coleman, P.E., Interim Public Works Director 
 
DATE: November 19, 2012 for Submission onto the Work Session December 4, 2012 City Council 

Meeting 
 
ITEM: Update and Review of Draft Concept Report/Proposed GDOT Revisions for CIP Project    

T-0035, SR 9/Roswell Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge over the Chattahoochee River 
 
 
Public Works Department’s Recommendation: 
 
This is an update on current progress and notification of potential increased costs for the project based 
on GDOT’s review of the concept report. 
 
Background: 
 
On July 13, 2010 the City Council approved an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) between the Cities 
of Roswell and Sandy Springs to fund the SR 9/Roswell Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge over the 
Chattahoochee River.  The IGA includes a contribution from Sandy Springs of $50,000.00 for 
Preliminary Engineering and $312,572.50 for Construction; for a total match of $362,572.50, 
representing a 50 percent share with the City of Roswell for the required local match.  The total 
programmed cost (PE and CST) is $3,725,645.00 which includes a maximum federal grant funding of 
$400,000 for PE and $2,580,500 CST.  The City of Roswell is acting as the contract manager for the 
project working with selected design consultant Heath and Lineback (H&L).  Concept design was 
initiated May 2011.   
 
As a result, of two scoping meetings the City recommended an east of bridge alignment and Arch 
Beam construction.  As an update, the Georgia Department of Transportation reviewed the Project 
Concept Report with comments that potentially impact overall project budget, specifically a 
recommended widening of the bridge from 12’ to 14’.  

 
Discussion: 
 
The Georgia Department of Transportation responded to the Project Concept Report with the following 
summarized comments.  
 

1. GDOT recommended expanding the bridge width from 12’ to 14’ maintain the 2-ft clear area 
adjacent to the normal trail width.  

2. The project is full Federal Oversight. 
3. Right of way will be required on the south side of the river.  
4. Letters of commitment for energy, operation and maintenance of lighting system will be 

required from the local governments.  
5. Need attachments to support right of way, utility and environmental mitigation costs. 
6. Addressed format for cost estimates.  
7. Addressed format for cost estimates. 

 



 
The City of Roswell has concurred with the above comments to include the proposed widening.  
 
Financial Impact: 
 
Bridge Widening 
 
Total construction cost increase is estimated at $200,000 to $250,000 to improve bridge width from 12’ 
to 14’.  This would increase the amount of the City’s 50/50 split with the City of Roswell per the IGA. 
 
Currently, the bridge construction cost estimate for the preferred alternative (at 12’ wide) is $3,029,250 
(80/20 split) compared to programmed amount of $3,225,625 (fed $2,580,500/cities $645,125).  
 
If the federal match were increased to the new estimated cost of construction (at 14’ wide) of 
$3,279,250, the City of Sandy Springs’ share would be approximately $25,000 (80/20 match on 
$250,000 leaves $50,000 for local government split). 
 
If there is no increase to the federal match, based upon a total new construction cost (at 14’ wide) of 
$3,279,250, the additional amount to be picked up by the Cities would be approximately $100,000. The 
City of Sandy Springs’ share would be an additional $50,000.    
 
Other Costs 
 
Also, per GDOT Comment 3 above, the City of Sandy Springs will need to acquire sufficient right of 
way (potentially impacting one parcel) on the east side of the bridge.  All federal rules will apply to this 
acquisition.   
 
The National Park Service will also be required to perform an Environmental Assessment.  This 
unfunded requirement is currently estimated at $50,000 (City’s share would be $25,000 if no other fund 
source identified). 
   
Alternatives: 
 
The City may concur with the GDOT recommendation to widen the bridge from 12’ to 14’.  Since the 
City of Roswell has already indicated concurrence, this should be sufficient to move the project 
forward.  All additional costs will apply. 
 
The City may non-concur with the GDOT recommendation to widen the bridge from 12’ to 14’.  This 
would create the need for additional coordination with the City of Roswell, at a minimum.  
 
Recommendation: 
 
The wider pedestrian bridge improves the utility of the proposed bridge design for both pedestrians 
and cyclists.  
  
Attachments: 
 

1. Draft Concept Report 
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PLANNING & BACKGROUND DATA 

Project Justification Statement : The Cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs are jointly sponsoring the 

design of a bridge for pedestrians and bicyclists across the Chattahoochee River at the existing SR9 

bridge crossing.  Existing pedestrian and cycling facilities on the existing SR9 bridge are not ADA 

compliant, too narrow, difficult to maintain, and dangerous to navigate.  The construction of the project 

will be paid for by a Federal set aside allocation of $3 mm.  See the Project Framework Agreement (PFA) 

in the Appendix. 

Need and Purpose 

 

The Need & Purpose of the project is to provide a pedestrian and bicycle crossing of the 

Chattahoochee River on the SR9 corridor. The need and purpose can be discussed under two major 

headings as follows: 

 

Improve Operations 

 

• Improve deficient bicycle and pedestrian facilities at SR9 over Chattahoochee River 

 

• Provide separation of pedestrians and bicyclists from vehicular traffic  

 

Separation of the cyclists and pedestrians from the road traffic on the SR 9 Bridge will encourage 

use of the facility. Security and visibility, particularly at night, of the mixed used facility is an 

important consideration.  If the project requires pedestrians and bicyclists to cross SR9 at grade 

any crossing must be designed with the welfare of both in mind. 

 

Increase Connectivity 

 

• Encourage use of facility as a commuter alternative 

 

• Enhance linkage of trail systems and facilities 

 

A well-conceived project would encourage the use of the project by commuters travelling to and from 

work and home destinations separated by the river, recreational bicyclists, and recreational walkers and 

joggers. Both Cities have been active in promoting the use of pedestrian and cycling facilities, combined 

with transit options, to provide mobility and recreational opportunity. The linkage provided by this 

project should strengthen these options. The connectivity offered by the new facility should provide 

increased mobility for pedestrians and bicyclists using the existing SR9 roadway and adjoining side roads 

north and south of the river.  Increased recreational opportunity for users of the Riverwalk Trail in the 

city of Roswell and for planned and programmed pedestrian facilities in the city of Sandy Springs is an 

important consideration as well as access to historic facilities. 

 

The City of Roswell is in the initial planning and concept stage for a Gateway project that will reconstruct 

SR9 from the north end of the bridge, north to Roswell Square.  This project may reconstruct the 

interchange of SR9 with Azalea Road/ Riverside Drive immediately at the north end of the bridge.  This 

project may include the addition of sidewalks, bicycle lanes on SR9, and a parallel off route trail with a 

trailhead located several hundred feet east of SR9 on Riverside Road in Roswell. The likelihood is the 

SR9/Chattahoochee River Bridge project will be built first. A complexity of the project therefore is the 

interface of the new bridge facility with existing and possible future facilities. 
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Existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities on SR9 are not fully developed.  There is existing sidewalk on the 

east side of SR9, immediately south of the river and on the west side several hundred feet further south 

in the city of Sandy Springs.  There is no sidewalk on SR9 in the city of Roswell, north of the river. The 

Riverwalk recreational mixed use trail along the north river bank in the city of Roswell is grade separated 

from SR9 (the trail is located in a back span of the bridge). 

 

Description of the proposed project: The project would construct a 12-foot wide, 625-foot long 

pedestrian and bicycle bridge over the Chattahoochee River parallel to SR 9. Approaches to the bridge 

would be 12-foot wide multi-use trails with 2-foot wide shoulders connecting to the SR 9/Azalea 

Drive/Riverside Road intersection on the north side of the river and existing sidewalk along the east side 

of SR 9 on the south side of the river. Project length: 0.20 miles.  

 

Federal Oversight:  Full Oversight  Exempt State Funded  Other 

 

MPO:    N/A    MPO - Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC)  

MPO Project TIP # FN-253 

 

Regional Commission:  N/A    RC – Atlanta Regional Commission  

RC Project ID # FN-253 

 

Congressional District(s):  6   

 

Projected Traffic ADT: 

Current Year (20WW):   N/A   Open Year (20XX):   N/A Design Year (20YY):  N/A 

 

Functional Classification (Mainline):  Choose an item. N/A 

 

Is this project on a designated bike route?   No   YES  

Regional Bicycle Transportation and Pedestrian Walkways Plan (2007) 

 

Is this project located on a pedestrian plan?   No   YES   

Regional Bicycle Transportation and Pedestrian Walkways Plan (2007) 

 

Is this project located on or part of a transit network?  No   YES  

MARTA Bus Route 85  

 

CONTEXT SENSITIVE SOLUTIONS 
Issues of Concern:    

• Proposed impact to private property on south side of river 

• Potential impact to NPS property on north side of river 

• Proposed impact to unnamed stream running parallel to SR 9 on the southeast side of the 

project 

 

Context Sensitive Solutions:   

• Facilitated Stakeholder engagement to mitigate impact to private property 

• Facilitated Stakeholder involvement with NPS and innovative typical sections to eliminate or 

minimize potential impact to NPS property 

• A structure will be utilized to avoid adverse impacts to the stream on the southeast side of 

the project 
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DESIGN AND STRUCTURAL DATA 
 

Mainline Design Features:  Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge 

Feature Proposed 

Typical Section  

- Trail Width 12’ 

- Bike Lanes Multi-Use, Shared Use 

- State Route Involvement SR 9 Roswell Road 

- Trail Shoulder Width 2’ 

- Utilities Georgia Power, AT&T fiber Optic lines, Fulton County 

sanitary sewer, Fulton County water lines 

- Right of Way 1 parcel on south side of river 

 

Major Structures:   

Structure Proposed 

Pedestrian 

Bridge over 

Chattahoochee 

River 

Approximately 625’ long, 12’ wide.   

 

Major Interchanges/Intersections:  Roberts Drive – southern bridge approach connects to the 

Roberts Drive intersection with SR 9 (Roswell Road) 

Azalea Drive/Riverside Road – northern bridge approach connects to both existing and proposed 

Azalea Drive/Riverside Road intersection with SR 9 (Roswell Road) 

 

Utility Involvements: Sanitary sewer in RW on southeast side of SR 9, Fiber Optic Company in RW 

on southeast side of SR 9. Relocation is not required. 

 

Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure recommended (Utilities)?   YES  NO  

 

SUE Required:     Yes   No 

 

Railroad Involvement: N/A 

 

Right-of-Way:  

Required Right-of-Way anticipated:    YES   NO   Undetermined 

Easements anticipated:    Temporary  Permanent  Utility  Other 

 

Anticipated number of impacted parcels:   0   

 Anticipated number of displacements (Total): 0  

  Businesses:    0 

 Residences:    0 

 Other:     0 

 

Location and Design approval:   Not Required  Required 

 

Off-site Detours Anticipated:  No   Yes    Undetermined  

 

Transportation Management Plan Anticipated:     YES   NO  
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VE Study anticipated:    No   Yes    Completed – Date:  Click here to enter a 

date. 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 
 

Anticipated Environmental Document: 

 GEPA:   NEPA:    Categorical Exclusion  EA/FONSI   EIS 

 

Air Quality: 

Is the project located in a PM 2.5 Non-attainment area?   No   Yes 

Is the project located in an Ozone Non-attainment area?   No   Yes 

 

Environmental Permits/Variances/Commitments/Coordination anticipated:   

Permit/ Variance/ Commitment/ 

Coordination Anticipated YES NO Remarks 

1.  U.S. Coast Guard Permit     

2. Forest Service/Corps Land    

3. CWA Section 404 Permit    

4. Tennessee Valley Authority Permit    

5. Buffer Variance    

6. Coastal Zone Management 

Coordination 

   

7. NPDES    

8. FEMA    No-Rise condition 

9. Cemetery Permit    

10. Other Permits   Special Use Permit from NPS 

11. Other Commitments    

12. Other Coordination    Coordination with NPS 

 

Is a PAR required?  No   Yes    Completed – Date:  Click here to enter a 

date. 

NEPA/GEPA:  National Park Service (NPS) EA/FONSI required 

Ecology:   

NPS NEPA regulations require extensive surveys and coordination; field surveys, documentation, 

and reporting. 

 

No special permits from NPS are anticipated except as noted above, but the level of documentation 

is significantly greater than for FHWA projects. 

 

Survey season for fish and mussel is May to October 

More likely fish than mussel 

Chattahoochee River Crayfish 

Blue stripe shiner 

High scale shiner 

Halloween darter 

Potential mussel species Shiney- rayed pocketbook, Delicate spike (historic record) 

 

Aimophila aestivalis (Bachman's Sparrow) [GA]- bird  

Ammodramus henslowii (Henslow's Sparrow) [GA] - bird  
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Falco peregrinus (Peregrine Falcon) [GA] - bird  

Hemidactylium scutatum (Four-toed Salamander) - amphibian  

 

Survey periods for plants vary but include both spring and fall 

Cypripedium acaule (Pink Ladyslipper) [GA]  

Cypripedium parviflorum (Yellow Ladyslipper) [GA]  

Fothergilla major (Mountain Witch-alder) [GA] 

Monotropsis odorata (Sweet Pinesap) [GA]  

Nestronia umbellula (Indian Olive) [GA]  

Rhus michauxii (Dwarf Sumac) [US]  

Schisandra glabra (Bay Star-vine) [GA]  

Symphyotrichum georgianum (Georgia Aster) [US]  

Waldsteinia lobata (Barren Strawberry) [GA]  

 

History:  Eligible mill site east of SR 9, north of Chattahoochee River, and west of Big Creek on NPS 

property. 

 

Archeology:  Eligible mill site east of SR 9, north of Chattahoochee River, and west of Big Creek on 

NPS property. 

 

Air & Noise:   

Likely a Type III.  But NPS policy requirements would also need to be followed. 

 

Public Involvement:  The project team held a Public Input Meeting in both Roswell (10/6/11) and 

Sandy Springs (10/11/11). The overwhelming majority of citizens prefer the pedestrian and bicycle 

bridge be located on the east side of SR 9 (Roswell Road) and all supported the project. There will 

be a Public Information Open House held after Concept Report approval.  

 

Major stakeholders:  Citizens of Roswell and Sandy Springs, GDOT, City of Roswell, City of Sandy 

Springs, National Park Service, Atlanta Bike Coalition, FHWA, Upper Chattahoochee Riverkeeper 

 

CONSTRUCTION 
 

Issues potentially affecting constructability/construction schedule:  Construction access for 

building the piers and picking the beams is limited. It is believed that the water is too shallow for a 

floating barge. Other options for constructing the bridge include a work bridge trestle or rock 

jetties. 

 

Early Completion Incentives recommended for consideration:     No   Yes   
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PROJECT RESPONSIBILITIES 
 

Project Activities: 

Project Activity Party Responsible for Performing Task(s) 

Concept Development Heath & Lineback Engineers, City of Roswell, City of Sandy Springs, 

GDOT 

Design Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Right-of-Way Acquisition Undetermined 

Utility Relocation Utility Companies 

Letting to Contract City of Roswell 

Construction Supervision City of Roswell 

Providing Material Pits Contractor 

Providing Detours N/A 

Environmental Studies, 

Documents, and Permits 

Edwards-Pittman Environmental, Inc. 

Environmental Mitigation City of Roswell, City of Sandy Springs 

Construction Inspection & 

Materials Testing 

GDOT and approved testing firm hired by Contractor 

Lighting required:     No     Yes 

The City of Roswell will be responsible for maintenance of lighting. The cost of lighting will be split 

between the cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs. 

 

Initial Concept Meeting:  6/28/2011, GDOT, 7/7/2011, NPS 

 

Concept Meeting:  April 16, 2012 

 

Other projects in the area:  Gateway Project (P.I. No. 721010) - The City of Roswell is in the initial 

planning and concept stage for a Gateway project that will reconstruct SR 9 from the north end of 

the bridge, north to Roswell Square.  This project may reconstruct a grade separated interchange of 

SR 9 with Azalea Road/ Riverside Road near the north end of the pedestrian bridge.  This project 

may include the addition of sidewalks, bicycle lanes on SR9, and a parallel off route trail with a 

trailhead located several hundred feet east of SR9 on Riverside Road. 

 

Other coordination to date:  Meetings with GDOT, NPS, City of Roswell, City of Sandy Springs and 

two stakeholder meetings, see attached meeting summaries. 

Project Cost Estimate and Funding Responsibilities:   

 

 Breakdown of 

PE ROW Utility CST* 

Environmental 

Mitigation# Total Cost 

By Whom Roswell DOT, 

Sandy Springs 

PWD 

Sandy 

Springs PWD 

Roswell DOT, 

Sandy 

Springs PWD 

GDOT, 

Roswell 

DOT, Sandy 

Springs PWD 

Roswell DOT, 

Sandy Springs 

PWD 

 

$ Amount $500,000 0 0 $3,029,250 $275,000 $3,804,250 

Date of 

Estimate 

12/19/2011   6/21/2012 12/19/2011  

*CST Cost includes: Construction, Engineering and Inspection. 
# Conceptual estimate for stream impacts 
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ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION 
 

Alternative selection:   

Preferred Alternative:  East side of SR 9 bridge 

Estimated Property Impacts: 0  Estimated Total Cost: $3,804,250 

Estimated ROW Cost: $0 Estimated CST Time: 24 months 

Rationale:  The preferred alternative connects to existing sidewalk on each side of the river and was the 

overwhelming desire of citizens at the Public Input Meetings. 

 

No-Build Alternative:   

Estimated Property Impacts: 0  Estimated Total Cost: $0 

Estimated ROW Cost: $0 Estimated CST Time: N/A 

Rationale:  The no-build alternative does not adequately protect pedestrians or bicyclists that cross over 

the SR9 bridge over Chattahoochee River or connect the Cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs. 

 

Alternative 1:  West side of SR 9 bridge 

Estimated Property Impacts: 0  Estimated Total Cost: $2,931,800* 

Estimated ROW Cost: $0 Estimated CST Time: 24 months 

Rationale:  Alternate 1 does not directly connect to Roberts Drive, has no existing or planned sidewalk on 

the Sandy Springs side of the river, located near overhead power lines. Alternative 1 allows for future 

connection to National Park Service land on the south side of the river. 

*Environmental mitigation costs not anticipated for West Alternative. 

 

Attachments: 

1. Concept Layouts 

2. Typical sections 

3. Detailed Cost Estimates 

4. PFA – Project Framework Agreement 

5. Initial Concept and Stakeholder Meeting Minutes 

6. Concept Team Meeting Minutes   

7. Bridge Type Study 

8. Preferred Alternate Renderings 
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APPROVALS  
    

    

Concur:    

 Director of Engineering   

    

    

Approve:    

 Division Administrator, FHWA  Date 

    

    

Approve:    

 Chief Engineer  Date 

 

 

 











PROJ. NO.: Fulton County

P.I. NO. 0009640 Preferred (East)

DATE: 6/21/2012 Alternate

Base  Construction Cost 2,885,000.00$           

E & I 5% 144,250.00$              

Construction Contingency 0% -$                            

Subtotal Construction Cost 3,029,250.00$           

Liquid AC Adjustment (50 % cap) -$                            

Total Construction Cost 3,029,250.00$           



East CES Cost Estimate.txt
                                                        STATE HIGHWAY AGENCY
DATE  : 06/21/2012
PAGE  : 1

                                                        JOB ESTIMATE REPORT
====================================================================================================================================

  JOB NUMBER : 0009640                 SPEC YEAR: 01
  DESCRIPTION: SR 9 PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE
               PREFERRED (EAST) ALTERNATE

                                                       ITEMS FOR JOB 0009640

  LINE  ITEM           ALT   UNITS   DESCRIPTION                                             QUANTITY          PRICE        AMOUNT
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  0005  150-0001             LS      TRAFFIC CONTROL, NON-REFUNDABLE DEDUCT                     1.000      100000.00       100000.00

  0010  163-0001             LS      EROSION CONTROL, NON-REFUNDABLE DEDUCT                     1.000      100246.35       100246.35

  0015  210-0100             LS      GRADING COMPLETE - APPROACHES                              1.000      150000.00       150000.00
  0020  201-1500             LS      CLEARING & GRUBBING - APPROACHES                           1.000      111000.00       111000.00
  0025  441-0106             SY      CONC SIDEWALK, 6 IN                                      414.000          33.95        14058.37
  0030  310-5060             SY      GR AGGR BS CRS 6IN INCL MATL                             484.000          12.59         6095.28
  0035  534-1000             LS      PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS BRIDGE,STA 7500 SF                     1.000     2100000.00      2100000.00
  0040  534-1000             LS      PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS BRIDGE,STA 1320 SF                     1.000      303600.00       303600.00

  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                              2885000.00
  INFLATED ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                     2885000.00

  TOTALS FOR JOB 0009640
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ESTIMATED COST:                                                                                                         2885000.00
  CONTINGENCY PERCENT (  0.0 ):                                                                                                 0.00
  ESTIMATED TOTAL:                                                                                                        2885000.00
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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PROJ. NO.: Fulton County

P.I. NO. 0009640 West

DATE: 6/21/2012 Alternate

Base  Construction Cost 2,316,000.00$           

E & I 5% 115,800.00$              

Construction Contingency 0% -$                            

Subtotal Construction Cost 2,431,800.00$           

Liquid AC Adjustment (50 % cap) -$                            

Total Construction Cost 2,431,800.00$           



West CES Cost Estimate.txt
                                                        STATE HIGHWAY AGENCY
DATE  : 06/21/2012
PAGE  : 1

                                                        JOB ESTIMATE REPORT
====================================================================================================================================

  JOB NUMBER : 0009640                 SPEC YEAR: 01
  DESCRIPTION: SR 9 PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE
               WEST ALTERNATE

                                                       ITEMS FOR JOB 0009640

  LINE  ITEM           ALT   UNITS   DESCRIPTION                                             QUANTITY          PRICE        AMOUNT
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  0005  150-0001             LS      TRAFFIC CONTROL, NON-REFUNDABLE DEDUCT                     1.000      100000.00       100000.00

  0010  163-0001             LS      EROSION CONTROL, NON-REFUNDABLE DEDUCT                     1.000      110090.66       110090.66

  0015  210-0100             LS      GRADING COMPLETE - APPROACHES                              1.000      150000.00       150000.00
  0020  201-1500             LS      CLEARING & GRUBBING - APPROACHES                           1.000      115000.00       115000.00
  0025  441-0106             SY      CONC SIDEWALK, 6 IN                                      894.000          32.36        28937.81
  0030  310-5060             SY      GR AGGR BS CRS 6IN INCL MATL                            1043.000          11.47        11971.53
  0035  534-1000             LS      PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS BRIDGE,STA 7500 SF                     1.000     1800000.00      1800000.00

  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                              2316000.00
  INFLATED ITEM TOTAL                                                                                                     2316000.00

  TOTALS FOR JOB 0009640
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
  ESTIMATED COST:                                                                                                         2316000.00
  CONTINGENCY PERCENT (  0.0 ):                                                                                                 0.00
  ESTIMATED TOTAL:                                                                                                        2316000.00
  ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Memorandum 

To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Mark Holmberg 

CC:  John Heath, Rob Dell-Ross 

Date:    7-7-2011    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                                                               
P.I. No. 0009640  Concept Meeting at CRNRA-Island Ford 

 

This meeting was held to discuss the National Park Service’s requirements and 

preferences for the location of the pedestrian bridge over the Chattahoochee River 

along SR 9. The project managing is shared by the cities of Roswell and Sandy 

Springs, but will be led by Roswell:  

 

1. Rob Dell-Ross opened up the meeting with a brief description of the project. He explained 

that the purpose of the project is to connect the multi-use trails along the Roswell side of 

the Chattahoochee to the Sandy Spring side. He spoke on how the project is envisioned 

to connect with the Gateway project running south from the Roswell square to the bridge. 

It was also noted that the project is federally funded with earmark money for “a SR 9 

bridge over the Chattahoochee River”. 

2. The group discussed the merit of the bridge location (east or west of the roadway bridge). 

a. Patty and Rick mentioned the fact that the parcel in the northeast corner is zoned 

as historic and that landing on that parcel would result in a longer process at a 

minimum and not be possible. 

b. The general consensus of Michael, Patty, and Rick was that the State of Georgia 

owns the river bed. The NPS is charged with management of the river in 

accordance with the enabling Federal legislation. 

c. Scott suggested looking into a possible sewer easement on the southeast 

quadrant that may be a crossing location. However, Rob questioned whether the 

FHWA would consider that location “SR 9”. 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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d. Rob suggested the possibility of a hawk signal at Roberts Dr and SR 9 for 

pedestrian crossing. 

3. Patty mentioned the NPS’s desire to enhance and promote the Ivy and Laurel Mills 

Historic Ruins. 

4. NPS spoke about the importance of all parties following the National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA) procedures. They believe that most likely an Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be required, but will confirm. The process was said to be 

approximately 12 months, and that the process would be easier for a crossing on the 

west side of the existing roadway bridge. 

 

Action required: 

 

1. HLE, in coordination with Roswell, Sandy Springs, GDOT, and NPS, will schedule a 

public meeting to collect citizen input on several alternates. 

2. HLE and Josh Earhart, in coordination with OES, will request to be on the agenda for the 

standard GDOT FHWA meeting in September so that this project and the Gateway 

project may be presented jointly. 

 

 

Attendees: 

John Heath – Heath & Lineback Engineers  

Mark Holmberg – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Patrick Peters – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Rick Slade – National Park Service 

Patty Wissinger – National Park Service 

Nancy Walther – National Park Service 

Richard Lutz – National Park Service 

Scott Pfeninger – National Park Service 

Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman Environmental 

Michael Hester - GDOT 
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Memorandum 

To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Mark Holmberg 

CC:  John Heath, Rob Dell-Ross 

Date:    10/4/2011    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                                                       
P.I. No. 0009640  Public Meeting Dry Run Meeting 

Attendees: 

Steve Acenbrak - Roswell 

David Low – Roswell 

Franco DeMarco – Roswell 

Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell 

Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs 

Katina Lear – Sandy Springs 

Joe Glujen – Roswell 

Patrick Peters – H&L 

Mark Holmberg – H&L 

 

 

This meeting was held to discuss the public input meetings scheduled for 10/6 and 

10/11.  

 

5. The displays were discussed and Mark Holmberg briefly explained the three alternate 

alignments. 

6. Kristen Wescott questioned the pedestrian hybrid beacon light shown at the intersection 

of SR9 and Roberts Road. (Note: 2009 MUTCD requires 100’ minimum separation 

between side streets and driveways that are controlled by Stop or Yield signs.) 

7. Kristen mentioned that sidewalks along the west side of SR 9 on the Sandy Springs side 

are planned. She said she would check to see if those are planned short or long range. 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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8. David Low asked if benches and observation areas can be incorporated in the project. 

Mark responded yes, and ideas like that is the purpose of the public input meeting. 

9. Steve Acenbrak suggested showing pictures of several different types of bridges for the 

public to view and discuss. 

10. The group stated that there should be no mention of a preference in alignments and that 

we should be completely neutral in the public input meeting. 

11. The group discussed Alternate 2B, which includes a ramp on National Park Service 

property. 

12. Katina Lear suggested that we formulate a list of pros and cons for each alternate. She 

also mentioned describing the existing bridge section with regards to pedestrian and 

bicycle access. 

13. Rob Dell-Ross mentioned that there are currently six different intersection options being 

considered at SR 9 and Riverside Rd/Azalea Dr. Because of that he mentioned the 

possibility of the project including a second phase which would be a spur continuing up 

SR 9. 

14. Steve mentioned his concern about the possibility of buzzing power lines being a 

negative to the west side alignment. 

15. David spoke on constructability issues on replacement or widening of the existing SR 9 

bridge. Mark responded that there are no plans to replace the bridge and the sufficiency 

ratings of the arch bridge and the AASHTO girder widening are acceptable. 

16. Mark suggested that we record comments on newsprint. 

17. Katina suggested that we also bring sticky notes for citizen comments to be attached to 

displays.     

 

Action required: 

 

3. Rob Del-Ross will contact Rick Slade and ask if he plans to attend the meetings. 

4. Rob will review handout information and let H&L know if changes are necessary. 

5. H&L will bring bridge type displays to the 10/6 meeting. 
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MEETING SUMMARY 

October 25, 2011 
SR 9 @ Chattahoochee River Enhancements 

 

LOCATION:  Roswell City Hall 

 
Attendees:  Charner Rodgers – GDOT  
  Steve Acenbrak – Roswell 
  Franco DeMarco – Roswell 
  Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs  
  Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell  
  Walt Rekuc – Sandy Springs  
  Katina Lear – Sandy Springs 
  Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman  
  Mark Holmberg – H&L  

  
The meeting was held to discuss public input from the 10/6 and 10/11 meetings and 
the next steps for Concept Development and Environmental Assessment.  
 

• Public comments received to date are all in favor of the project and all prefer the east side 
Alternate 2A or 2B alignments. 

• The group discussed the environmental ramifications of the east side alignment and coordination 
with the National Park Service. Josh Earhart said that the east alignment will likely take much 
longer to permit compared to a west side alignment.  

• Steve Acebrack and Rob Dell-Ross suggested a trail alignment paralleling Riverside Drive east to 
the park on the north side of the river. This alignment will require an additional bridge spanning the 
creek. 

• The group discussed the PIOH meeting. We agreed that two meeting will be held, in Roswell at 
the Roswell Landing venue and one at a location in Sandy Springs. Mark Holmberg will send an e-
mail to Charner Rodgers requesting that Jonathan Cox and OES provide guidance if both PIOH 
meetings need to be advertised per GDOT requirements. 

• H&L will submit a draft Concept Report prior to requesting the PIOH meeting. 
 
Action Items: 

1. Mark Holmberg sent an e-mail the Charner requesting OES input. No response from Jonathan 
Cox as of 10/27/11. 

2. H&L will complete the bridge type study, coordinate recommendations with Roswell and 
Sandy Springs and finalize the Concept Report following that coordination. 

3. H&L revised the project schedule to include two years for EA approval following Concept 
approval. This pushed the projected let date approximately seven months to 12/2014. Mark 
sent Rob Dell-Ross a revised schedule.  

 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 



Concept Team Meeting Minutes 

To:    File 2011.011 

From:  Patrick Peters 

CC:  John Heath, Mark Holmberg, Josh Earhart, Rob Dell-Ross, 
Kristen Wescott 

Date:    4-17-2012    

Re:  Project: SR 9 Pedestrian Bridge over Chattahoochee                                                                                                         
Concept Team Meeting at Roswell City Hall                            
P.I. No. 0009640 

This meeting was held to review the Concept Report and discuss potential issues 

with the pedestrian and bicycle bridge over the Chattahoochee River along SR 9. 

The project managing is shared by the cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs, but is 

led by Roswell:  

 

1. Rick Slade said the National Park Service has discussed the project and likes the idea of 

the bridge on the east side of the SR 9 roadway bridge. He stated that the bridge 

appearance would be a big deal and that he has some information he will pass on to the 

team from a landscape architect within the NPS that shows examples of what the NPS 

would be looking for. 

2. Steve Acenbrak mentioned Roswell would like architectural features to be studied for 

dressing up the bridge. He mentioned a pedestrian bridge in Greenville, SC as an 

example. 

3. Charner Rodgers-Register, on behalf of Jonathan Cox with OES, asked if the project was 

a water trial. Rick responded yes, but that it was not a 4(f) impact. 

4. Rick mentioned that the project limits need to remain in existing right-of-way and to 

expect coordination with the NPS to add to the project schedule. 

5. Mark Holmberg gave a brief overview of the project and the Concept Report. 

a. He mentioned that the project was 80% funded with a Federal earmark with the 

rest being split between the cities of Roswell and Sandy Springs totaling $3.5 

mm. 

6. Charner stated that there are no plans to widen the SR 9 roadway bridge (sufficiency 

rating is 77.50). 

Heath & Lineback Engineers 
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7. Walt Rekuc verified that the south termini of the project should be the intersection of 

Roberts Road – Steve and Rob agreed. Walt also said the city would like the 10-foot trail 

to continue to Roberts Drive, and not taper down to the five-foot sidewalk.  Mark 

mentioned that there could be increases in cost and environmental impacts. 

8. Mark requested the most recent concept of the Gateway project that the pedestrian 

bridge will tie-in to; Rob said he would supply. 

9. The team agreed with the proposed 12-foot width of the bridge. The team discussed the 

best way to separate pedestrians and bicyclists for safety and comfort across the bridge. 

Some of the suggestions are as follows: 

a. Striped centerline 

b. Striped lanes designating one-way bike lanes and two-way pedestrian lane 

c. Signing on bridge ends indicating low speeds for bikes 

d. Physical barrier separating bicyclists from pedestrians 

10. Walt mentioned the possibility of stairs on the north side of the Chattahoochee River to 

connect walkers with the existing trail until the Gateway project is built. The team agreed 

to leave stairs out for now since they create additional challenges. 

11. Walt asked if “bulb-outs” or observation areas would be incorporated into the design of 

the bridge. Mark replied that one observation area was currently proposed at the center 

of the bridge with the current budget. Steve stated his desire for multiple observation 

areas along the bridge. 

12. Mark verified with the team that all right-of-way would be acquired using local money. 

13. Josh Earhart told Rick that Jennifer with FHWA had been introduced to the project and 

agreed to a single EA document, with the NPS as lead agency with FHWA requesting 

review and comment to the document. 

14. The team discussed holding the PIOH prior to the approval of the Concept Report. 

Charner suggested that the team wait until she had received all comments on the 

submitted Concept Report before scheduling the PIOH. Rick mentioned the importance 

of NPS involvement in the PIOH, and Rob verified that there would be only one PIOH 

meeting. 

15. Several comments were made about the Concept Report: 

a. There are a couple of typos at the bottom of page 7 

b. FHWA and Upper Chattahoochee Riverkeeper should be added to the Major 

Stakeholders list 
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16. Mark mentioned the potential difficulties with construction of the project. He stated the 

options for construction would be a temporary work bridge or rock jetties. He discussed 

dismissing the use of a barge due to the normal water depth of the channel (6-8’). 

However, Rick mentioned that coordination with the Corps might be possible to discuss 

additional discharge from Lake Lanier to be able to support a barge in the channel. 

17. Rick expressed his concern of potential staging equipment and clearing on the NPS 

property on the northeast quadrant of the project that would be required for the rock 

jetties and bridge construction.  Whichever option is preferred for construction of the 

bridge, the impacts will need to be discussed with the NPS beforehand, and impacts from 

the temporary construction discussed fully in the EA. 

18. Mark discussed the cost estimate of the project. He mentioned that the current estimate 

was approximately $700,000 over the project budget. Kristen Wescott and Walt said they 

would discuss potentially paying more with the Sandy Springs city council. Steve and Rob 

had left the meeting prior to the cost discussion. 

 

Action required: 

1. H&L will revise Concept Report and send out meeting minutes to attendees for review. 

2. H&L will submit revised Concept Report to GDOT. 

3. EPEI to coordinate a meeting with GDOT, FHWA, and NPS to discuss environmental 

issues and NEPA document requirements. 

 

Attendees: 

Mark Holmberg – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Patrick Peters – Heath & Lineback Engineers 

Rick Slade – National Park Service 

Josh Earhart – Edwards-Pitman Environmental 

Steve Acenbrak – Roswell 

Rob Dell-Ross – Roswell 

Kristen Wescott – Sandy Springs 

Walt Rekuc – Sandy Springs 

Charner Rodgers-Register - GDOT 
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