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Chapter 1

Plan Overview

Connecting Morgan County: A Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

Introduction
This plan offers a strategy for creating bicycle and pedestrian
connectivity throughout Morgan County. By increasing
opportunities for safe biking and walking, Morgan County and
its municipalities will meet the growing need for alternative
transportation choices and offer residents, as well as visitors
to the county, greater recreational choices and promote active
and healthy living. This planning document offers an overview
of the county’s current bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure
and related-programming, as well as identified needs and
opportunities for improved biking and walking. Goals for the
plan are outlined, with corresponding recommendations that
offer a strategy for improving connectivity within each
community and throughout the county.
Morgan County is located in Northeast Georgia, approximately
sixty miles east of Atlanta and thirty miles south of Athens.
Madison, the county seat, is a popular tourist destination due
to its well-preserved downtown. The smaller municipalities of
Bostwick, Rutledge, and Buckhead are also located in the
county, which is largely rural in nature. Residents and tourists
alike are drawn to the Morgan County for its agrarian
landscape and its communities, each of which offers its own
distinct small-town character. Interstate-20 runs through the
county, offering a direct connection to the Atlanta
Metropolitan area. River corridors, utility corridors, and
underused rail lines also traverse the county, offering

significant opportunities for transportation and recreational
opportunities.
An active bicycling and walking community exists in Morgan
County, with many related annual events and clubs, including
the Cultural Center’s Youth Bicycle Parade, Twin Lakes Camp’s
Spin for Kids, Bicycle Ride Across Georgia (BRAG), among
many others. Because this culture is present in the county,
opportunities exist to build upon this momentum and offer
additional opportunities for recreational biking and walking, as
well as biking and walking as a transportation alternative.

Morgan County is located approximately 30 miles
south of Athens and 60 miles east of Atlanta.
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Planning process
Northeast Georgia Regional Commission
Development of the plan was managed by the Northeast
Georgia Regional Commission (NEGRC). Funding for this
planning effort is derived from a contract between the
Northeast Georgia Regional Commission, which prepared the
plan and facilitated the process, and the Georgia Department
of Transportation.

Stakeholders Committee
A stakeholders committee was assembled for the planning
process and was instrumental in the development of the plan.
The committee consisted of advocates, citizens, and Madison
City and Morgan County staff and representatives. Through
the stakeholder-driven process, the needs, opportunities, and
goals for the plan were identified, and valuable feedback
about the prioritization and location of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities was provided.

Public Input
In addition to the stakeholders committee, an on-line survey
was utilized to gather public input. The survey, which was
made available on the county and city websites and through
social media, provided information about residents’ biking and
walking habits, needs, and priorities. Information gathered
from the stakeholders committee and the public survey

served as a guide when forming recommendations for the
plan.

Document structure
The introductory chapter of this plan offers a review of
current and past planning efforts in Morgan County and an
explanation of the benefits improved biking and walking
infrastructure and programming can offer a community.
Chapter Two presents the need for improved opportunities for
biking and walking, based on feedback collected from the
stakeholders committee and public input. The vision, goals,
and objectives for the plan are described in Chapter Three,
while Chapter Four presents the community characteristics of
Morgan County that will be useful for reference in
determining a strategy for the plan. Chapters Five through
Seven offer recommendations, including proposed networks,
design guidance, and recommendations for policy, planning
tools, and programming.
The plan is assembled to enable review of the
recommendations for improved biking and walking at a
county-level, as well as for each individual municipality. In this
way, the plan will be useful in guiding the process of working
towards identified goals, help in securing funding, and forming
partnerships, both for Morgan County and each of its cities.
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Review of previous plans
There have been many planning efforts within the City of
Madison, Morgan County, the larger region, and for the state
that identify bicycle and pedestrian needs that are applicable
to this plan. These previous plans were created with input
from the public, and remain important planning documents
for Morgan County. It is the goal of this plan to build upon
them these previous planning efforts, which are listed below.















Greenprint Resource Guide for Morgan County,
produced by the Madison-Morgan Conservancy in
2010
Greenprint Guide for the City of Madison, produced by
Madison-Morgan Conservancy in 2010
Founders Trail Network Study, prepared by Madison
Greenspace Commission in 2013, with update in 2014

Georgia Department of Transportation Statewide
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, produced by GDOT in
1997, with updated in 1998
Open Space Planning for Small Exurban Communities:
A Case Study of Madison, Georgia, thesis by Richard
Simpson in 2007
Major Thoroughfare Plan, prepared by Jordan Jones &
Goulding in 2007
Northeast Georgia Plan for Bicycling and Walking,
produced by Northeast Georgia Regional Commission
in 2005, with update in 2010
Morgan County Multi-Modal Transportation Plan,
produced by HNTB Corporation in 2007
Morgan County, Georgia, and City of Bostwick, Town of
Buckhead, City of Madison, and City of Rutledge
Comprehensive Plan, produced by in 2004 with partial
update in 2009
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Economic Impact
Countless studies have been conducted to assess the
economic impact of biking and walking opportunities on local
economies across the country. Repeatedly, the results show a
significant and positive impact. Communities that have made
a concerted effort to build trail networks have seen new and
improved businesses, service-industry job growth, improved
property values, and numerous environmental and health
benefits. Particularly in small towns that are rural in nature,
the addition of trails for biking and walking can provide an
impetus for revitalization of a town through the attraction of
tourists. This may take the form of a bike shop or restaurant
locating in a formerly vacant downtown storefront, an
opportunity to engage community members in an effort to
beautify the town’s square, or a historic home becoming
rehabilitated to serve as a bed and breakfast for cycle-tourists.
Trails attract tourists, and the money they spend will help
boost tax revenue, providing further opportunities for growth.
In addition to business and job growth potential, studies
reveal that opportunities for walking and biking contribute to
a positive impact on property values. Trails make communities
more attractive places to live, as found by a survey conducted
by the National Association of Realtors in 2013, that indicated
“sidewalks and places to walk,” ranked second in most
important factors in deciding where to live.1 This preference
can be seen in the speed and price at which properties near
trails sell compared to those properties not located on trails.

The Swamp Rabbit Trail has attracted tourists to Travelers
Rest in South Carolina, resulting in the opening of new
restaurants, stores, and economic activity.

1

National Community Preference Survey. National Association of Realtors.
October 2013. P. 35
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Chapter 2

Established Need
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The need for improved bicycle and pedestrian connectivity is
established in the County’s 2025 Comprehensive Plan, with
many specific references that address the need for improved
and expanded opportunities for biking and walking. The plan
includes items such as multi-jurisdictional trail systems,
passive and active recreation, access to parks and trails, railto-trail opportunities, among others.
In addition to the Comprehensive Plan, discussions with the
Stakeholders Committee and public survey results indicate a
need for improvements for biking and walking opportunities in
the County. Information captured from the Committee and
public survey is organized into the following four needs.





Tourism needs:






Connectivity and Transportation needs:





Sidewalks that connect origins and destinations,
particularly between low to middle income residential
neighborhoods and places of employment and
commercial nodes
Ability to walk and bike downtown (particularly in
Madison and Rutledge)
Biking and walking access to certain amenities,
including county parks, post office, churches, library,
schools

Recreational needs:


Sidewalks in neighborhoods

Ability to access parks on foot or by bike
Connectivity between schools, neighborhoods, and
parks
Dedicated trails for walking and jogging

Create and promote themed routes (e.g. historic or
agriculture themed); build upon resources that already
exist
Invest in signage
Focus on routes between Morgan County’s towns
(Madison + Rutledge, Madison + Buckhead)
Connection to Heritage Park and between County
parks

Safety needs:








Safe places for biking and walking, both for
recreational and transportation purposes, particularly
for families
Training for police officers, motorists, bicyclists and
pedestrians on bike and pedestrian laws and
enforcement
General awareness about bike laws in support of
bicyclists
Crosswalks need attention and updates
Address safety issues at problem intersections and
corridors (for example, along Dixie Highway)
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Vision, Goals, & Objectives
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Vision
Morgan County, Bostwick, Buckhead, Madison, and Rutledge envision a network of
complete streets and trails that build vibrant communities through safe transportation choices,
healthy recreation corridors, and increased tourism opportunities.

Goals
From the needs and opportunities identified by the Committee and from the public survey, the following four priorities for the bike
and pedestrian plan became apparent. These priorities form the basis of this plan, and address the need for safe walking and biking
opportunities in the County for increased transportation choices, expanded recreational activities, and as a draw for cycle-tourism.






Transportation
Recreation
Tourism
Safety
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Goal 1: Transportation

Goal 2: Recreation

For Morgan County residents who do not own a car or choose
to walk or bike to get to their destination, development or
rehabilitation of transportation facilities such as sidewalks,
bike lanes, and crosswalks is needed. Residents and visitors
should be able to access daily needs and responsibilities in a
safe manner on foot and by bike.

Opportunities for bicycling and walking are needed to meet
the need of recreation for families and individuals in Morgan
County. A priority for the County is to create safe places for
families to walk and bike to enable active-living and promote
healthy lifestyles.

Objectives:







Provide safe opportunities for walking and bicycling
between origins and destinations within each city and
throughout the county
Prioritize bicycling and walking as transportation
options for LMI residential neighborhoods
Offer training for police officers on bike and pedestrian
laws and enforcement
Coordinate biking and walking transportation with
public transportation

Objectives:







Ensure sidewalks in neighborhoods are in good repair
and can be utilized by individuals and families for
recreational biking and walking
Enable people to access county and city parks on foot
or by bike
Create connections between schools, neighborhoods,
and parks
Address safety issues at problem intersections and
corridors (eg. Dixie Hwy)
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Goal 3: Tourism

Goal 4: Safety

Already a destination for tourism, Morgan County is wellpoised to further its recreational tourism opportunities. With
low-volume roads that are aesthetically pleasing,
complementary tourist opportunities such as FARMeander,
and established bicycle events in existence, the plan seeks to
build upon this momentum and attract visitors to take
advantage of these resources and help build the local
economy through tourism.

Safety of bicyclists and pedestrians is a priority in Morgan
County. Ensuring a safe environment for those biking or
walking for transportation, recreation, or as a tourist is critical
through education about safe biking and walking practices, as
well as applicable laws.
Objectives



Objectives








Create and promote themed bicycle routes (e.g.
historic or agriculture themed) by building upon
resources that already exist within the county
Invest in signage to help direct tourists to trail heads
and along bicycle routes
Focus on routes between Morgan County’s towns
(Madison + Rutledge, Madison + Buckhead) to
encourage economic development through tourism
Create connections between tourism destinations, for
example, to Heritage Park and between county parks







Develop educational workshops to inform police
officers, motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians about
bike and pedestrian safe practices and laws
Promote general awareness about bike laws in support
of bicyclists
Design facilities and infrastructure with safety as a
priority
Update existing bike and pedestrian infrastructure,
including crosswalks, to follow safe standards
Address safety issues at problem intersections and
corridors (for example, along Dixie Highway)
Provide safe places for biking and walking, both for
recreational and transportation purposes, particularly
for families
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Community Characteristics
The data presented in this chapter provides an overview of
population patterns in Morgan County, including population
totals and age distribution. Additionally, data is provided that
shows commuting patterns for county residents, as well as
participation in various walking and biking activities.

older, and a lower percentage of people under the age of 50,
with the exception of the 10-14 age bracket. When developing
bicycling and walking infrastructure and programming, plans
should accommodate people who fall within the baby boomer
generation and older. Often listed as a good place to retire,
Madison will most likely continue to attract new residents of
an older generation.

Population

The following table shows the estimated percentage of the
county’s population in each age group, compared to the State
of Georgia. Note that in comparison to the State, Morgan
County has a noticeably higher percentage of people 50 and

3

U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.
U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 5-Year American Community Survey

Morgan County

85 and over

80-84

75-79

70-74

65-69

60-64

55-59

50-54

45-49

40-44

35-39

30-34

25-29

20-24

15-19

10-14

The 2013 Census indicates that Morgan County has an
estimated population of 17,870, with a median age of 41.
Population is estimated to remain relatively constant in
Madison and Rutledge, with large gains in population seen in
Bostwick and Buckhead.

2

9.00%
8.00%
7.00%
6.00%
5.00%
4.00%
3.00%
2.00%
1.00%
0.00%

2013 ACS 5-Year
Population Estimate3
600
257
3,982
799
17,870

5-9

Bostwick
Buckhead
Madison
Rutledge
Morgan County

2010
Census2
365
171
3,979
781
17,868

Under 5

Jurisdiction

State of Georgia

Commuting to Work
Commuting data, collected from the American Community
Survey, show the transportation habits of Morgan County
residents in commuting to and from work.4 The vast majority
of workers travel by vehicle, primarily alone, although a small
4

Means Of Transportation To Work By Selected Characteristics 2009-2013
American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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percentage carpool. Two percent, or approximately 150
people, of the working population in the county walk to work,
while only 0.2%, or approximately 15 people, commute by
bike.
Nearly 50% of people travel less than 20 minutes to work in
Morgan County. With relatively short commute times, the
distance between home and work may not be significant for
large numbers of the population, and walking or biking may be
a feasible option if the appropriate infrastructure is in place.
Data presented in the tables on this page is from the U.S.
Census Bureau, 2009-2013 5-Year American Community Survey.

Estimate of Type of Commuter Transportation in
Morgan County
Total Workers 16 years and over
Means of Transportation
Car, truck, or van
Drove alone
Carpooled
Public transportation
Walked
Bicycle
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other
Worked at home

7,667
Estimate
94.0%
88.3%
5.7%
0.5%
2.0%
0.2%
0.4%
3.0%

Travel time to work
Less than 10 minutes
10 to 14 minutes
15 to 19 minutes
20 to 24 minutes
25 to 29 minutes
30 to 34 minutes
35 to 44 minutes
45 to 59 minutes
60 or more minutes

16%
15.9%
15.7%
10.2%
6.6%
9.0%
5.6%
9.8%
11.1%

Time leaving home to go to work
12:00 am to 4:59 am
5:00 am to 5:29 am
5:30 am to 5:59 am
6:00 am to 6:29 am
6:30 am to 6:59 am
7:00 am to 7:29 am
7:30 am to 7:59 am
8:00 am to 8:29 am
8:30 am to 8:59 am
9:00 am to 11:59 am

3.5%
3.6%
6.5%
9.4%
13.6%
14.3%
14.0%
12.6%
3.3%
19.1%

Sports and Leisure Market Potential
The expected number of adults to participate in biking and
walking activities, based on the local demographic
composition, indicates that over a quarter of the County’s
population is likely to participate in walking for exercise, while
close to three percent of the population is likely to have
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mountain biked in the previous twelve months. Close to ten
percent of the population participates in each of the activities
of jogging/running, hiking, and road bicycling.
Behavior
Participated in walking for
exercise in last 12 months
Participated in
jogging/running in last 12
months
Participated in hiking in last
12 months
Participated in bicycling
(road) in last 12 months
Participated in bicycling
(mountain) in last 12
months

Public Input Survey Results

Expected number
of Adults
3,815

Percent

1,234

8.9%

1,233

8.8%

Approximately 120 people responded to the public input
survey, offering valuable feedback about travel and recreation
habits, as well as input about how biking and walking
opportunities could be improved in Morgan County. A
complete overview of survey responses can be found in
Appendix A. Survey respondents selected destinations that
would like to be able to travel to by walking or biking. These
destinations are listed below in order of most responses to
least number of responses.

1,179

8.5%

Destinations

476

3.4%

27.4%

These data are based upon national propensities to use various products and
services, applied to local demographic composition. Usage data were collected by
GfK MRI in a nationally representative survey of U.S. households.

Consumer Spending data show that residents of Morgan
County spend a total of $1,022,215, or an average of $150.59,
on sports, recreation, and exercise equipment annually.
Approximately $144,524 is spent on bicycles each year in the
county.5

Downtown Madison
Downtown Rutledge
County park
Local post office
Religious institution
Office or school
Downtown Bostwick
Downtown Buckhead
None
Other (See survey results in Appendix)

Survey respondents also had the opportunity to indicate what
types of improvements would encourage them to walk and/or

5

Esri forecasts for 2014 and 2019; Consumer Spending data are derived
from the 2011 and 2012 Consumer Expenditure Surveys, Bureau of Labor
Statistics.
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bike more often in Morgan County. These items selected (in
order of most responses to least number of responses) is
shown on the following table.

Suggested Improvements
Expansion of sidewalk network
More and safer striped intersection crossings
Connectivity to nearby retail and entertainment
establishments
On-street bicycle lanes
More bicycle parking racks
Organized Walk/Bike-to-Work/School Days
Other (See survey results in Appendix)

Map Inventory of Existing Conditions
The following maps showing an inventory of existing
conditions can be found in Appendix B:




Origins and Destinations (for each municipality)
Analysis of Resident Location in Proximity to Identified
Destinations
Intersections and Corridors Requiring Attention

The recommendations for a bike and pedestrian network,
presented in the following chapter, take into account the
existing community characteristics and conditions, as well as
community members’ concerns about and desires for their
ability to walk and bike.
18
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Proposed Networks in Morgan County
The maps on pages 21-25 show the proposed routes throughout
Morgan County and within each jurisdiction for multi-use paths and
on-road facilities or side paths. A multi-use path typically has a
surface that is asphalt, concrete, or firmly packed crushed
aggregate, and supports multiple forms of recreation, including
walking, jogging, in-line skating, and bicycling. On-road facilities can
be used to create a safer environment for bicyclists in places where
bike riders (and, in the case of widened shoulders, pedestrians) are
sharing the road with motor vehicles. Examples of on-road facilities
include sharrows, wide shoulders, painted bike lanes, and other
visual and tactile separations between vehicles and cyclists. A side
path is a hard-surface multi-use facility that serves two-way traffic
on one side of the road, usually separated by a grass or planted
buffer. This facility-type is appropriate in places where safety is a
concern for cyclists, for example, where there is considerable traffic
and vehicles are traveling at higher speeds, or where a separated,
multi-use facility is preferable to on-road bicycle lanes. In regards to
funding, certain types of on-road facilities, such as sharrows, can be
the most affordable available option, and may offer a stop-gap
solution until funding becomes available for multi-use paths,
whether as their own corridor or adjacent to a road.

and cycle-tourism. Many of these roads are already frequented by
cyclists and were selected based on steering committee preference,
connectivity within the county and between municipalities, safety
(road speed limit and line of sight), and scenic value.

A multi-use path offers scenic and safe
transportation and recreation opportunities.

In Morgan County, multi-use paths are suggested along stream
corridors. The particular stream corridors shown on the maps were
selected because of the cross-county connectivity they offer, as well
as for their scenic and preservation value. On-road facilities or side
path facilities are recommended along roads that will encourage
county-wide connectivity for transportation purposes, recreation,

20
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Proposed County-wide Network

21
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Proposed City-wide Networks
At the city-level, proposed on-road or side path facilities are shown, as well as proposed sidewalks.
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Prioritization of Facilities
The biking and mutli-use facilities shown in the previous
section have been prioritized in order to determine how to
implement the plan in a way that is most cost effective and
that meets the current needs. An origins/destinations analysis of
residential addresses and recreation, employment, and civic points
of interest helps to determine where facilities are most needed.

This map, shown in Appendix B, identifies areas where biking
and walking facilities will address the identified goal of
transportation.
The facility-prioritization maps shown on pages 27-29 take the
identified transportation needs into account, as well as
intersections and corridors of concern (also shown in
Appendix B), and the need for connectivity across the county’s
municipalities to enable recreation and tourism opportunities.

26
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Priority Facilities for Morgan County

27
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Priority Facilities for Municipalities
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Summary of Estimated Costs
Based on average cost projections, the estimated cost of the
prioritized bicycle and pedestrian improvements in Morgan
County is shown in the table below. Cost estimates for all
proposed facilities can be found in Appendix C. For each
facility, its length, cost estimate, and priority level is indicated.
It should be noted that the cost estimates provided should be
used for estimating purposes only. Although they are based on
actual as built cost of a representative sample of similar
projects; project details, and therefore costs vary in each
instance. In preparing the following cost estimates the
following key assumptions were made:






Costs are assumed to include engineering, design,
mobilization, and installation costs
All bike lanes are five feet in width
Multi-use paths, whether paved or unpaved, are eight feet
in width (note this is the minimum recommended width,
with 10-14 feet being the preferable width)
All sidewalks are five feet in width and have a depth of
four inches

Improvement Type
Multi- Use Path
On Street Improvement

Prioritized Cost
$10,609,545
$7,149,754

Total Prioritized Cost

$17,759,299
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Chapter 6

Design Guidance
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A common purpose and direction must be established within
the study area to ensure that facilities, programs, and policies
align between communities, especially given their relatively
small size and geographic proximity. To that end, this section
provides general guidelines for creating a cohesively
connective system, such that a user can cross community lines
without noticing a marked difference in experience.

General Design Principles
The following sections provide general information and
specific standards on preferred locations, materials, and
applications of certain types of bicycling and walking facilities.6
In addition to building new facilities, it is paramount that
when additions are planned, they include connections to
nearby existing facilities. For example, bicycle lanes along
intersecting streets must include plain markings that instruct
the cyclist how to access one facility from the other properly.

Bicycle Facility Design Guidance

lanes. In order to determine the appropriate width, design
features need to be taken into account, including the curb,
gutter, on-street parking lane, or guardrail. According to the
American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO), the preferred width of a bicycle lane under
most operating standards is five feet. On roadways with no
curb and gutter, bicycle lanes should be a minimum of four
feet wide.
Under the following certain conditions, wider bicycle lanes are
needed:




Adjacent to parking lanes with high turnover (such as
those servicing restaurants, shops, or entertainment
venues), a 6-7 ft bicycle lane provides more operating
space for bicyclists to avoid opening vehicle doors.
Wider bike lanes should be installed in areas of high-speed
traffic in order to accommodate cyclists’ tendency to ride
roughly three feet from the curb.

Bike Lanes
Bicycle lane widths should be based on the context and
anticipated use of the roadway, and consider the speed,
volume, and vehicle type that will be traveling in adjacent

6

It should be noted that these recommendations reflect current
state-of-the-practice guidelines for facility design. As facilities are
built in Morgan County, the current best practices for facility design
and development should be visited and considered by checking the

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHTO) and National Association of City Transportation Officials
(NACTO) design standards

32
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Signage should include standard pavement symbols such as the words “BIKE LANE” and a directional arrow. These symbols should
reflective properties, and should, at minimum, be painted on the far side of each intersection.

33
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Sharrows
The 2009 edition of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD) provids guidelines for using shared lane
marking, or “sharrows.” In addition to alerting motorists of the
possible presence of cyclists on the road, sharrows guide
cyclists to the preferred lateral position within the travel lane.
This is especially true for roads with on-street parking and
those that are too narrow for a motor vehicle and bicycle to
travel side by side. Sharrows are not to be used on roads with
speed limits above 35 miles per hour, nor on shoulders or in
bike lanes. When used, they should be placed immediately
after intersections and at no greater than 250-foot intervals
thereafter.

Signed Bicycling Routes
The following are reasons to install “Share the Road” or “Bike
Route” signage:





The roadway connects separate bicycle facilities such
as bike lanes and multi-use trails
The roadway is a popular route for recreational and/or
utilitarian bicyclists
The roadway traverses a rural area with a presumably
low demand for separate bicycle facilities
The route follows neighborhood streets leading to a
common public destination such as a park, school, or
commercial district

These signs, especially where they connect specific
destinations, should include route information such as “To
Downtown,” and should be located at major intersections and
turns.

Paved Shoulders or Wide Curb Lanes
Paved shoulders also serve to accommodate bicyclists (and
pedestrians) in rural areas. Recommended widths are the
same as for bike lanes, with a minimum of four feet but an
ideal width of five feet from the curb or roadway edge. In
areas with high motorized vehicle speeds, increased widths
may be necessary. On roads with rumble strips, a minimum
four-foot width should be provided between the outer edge of
the rumble strip and the edge of the paved shoulder.
Roadways without a striped shoulder should be at least twelve
feet wide in order to accommodate motor vehicles and
bicycles; the recommended width in such areas without a
separate bike lane but with “Share the Road” signage is
fourteen feet.

Pedestrian Facility Design Guidance
Sidewalks
Sidewalks are typically made of concrete, though asphalt or
crushed stone may be suitable in some rural areas. A
minimum width of five feet allows two people to pass by one
another comfortably, but sidewalks should be wider near
schools, surrounding transit stops, downtown areas, and other
34
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destinations with high volumes of pedestrians, such as
recreation facilities. New and existing sidewalks should
include ramps for access by wheelchairs, strollers, etc.
Local guidelines for the location and installation of sidewalks
should comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements and be based on land use, roadway functional
classification, and building density. The Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) provides the following list of sidewalk
recommendations for both new construction and
enhancement of existing streets. For rural roads that are not
anticipated to serve development, a minimum four-foot wide
shoulder should be provided as a stable walking surface.

Crosswalks
The Official Code of Georgia defines “crosswalk” in two ways:
That part of a roadway at an intersection included within the
connections of the lateral lines of the sidewalks on opposite
sides of the highway measured from the curbs or in the
absence of curbs, from the edges of the traversable roadway;
or
Any portion of a roadway at an intersection or elsewhere
distinctly indicated for pedestrian crossing by lines or other
markings on the surface. (§ 40-1-1. Definitions).
For marked mid-block and intersection crosswalks, ladder, or
“zebra,” markings painted perpendicular to the pedestrian

path are preferred for their visibility. Ideally, these lines
should be 12-24 inches wide and spaced 12-24 inches apart to
help reduce wear from motor vehicle tires. Raised bump
strips should be installed at crosswalk entry points to aid the
visually impaired in safely crossing the road, and walk/don’t
walk signals (with countdown) should be installed where
appropriate.

Lighting
Sufficient roadway lighting should be provided along both
sides of arterial streets at regular intervals. Pedestrian-scale
lighting is most common in high-volume and commercial
areas, where visibility is also enhanced by adjacent building
lights. Downtown areas and in-town neighborhoods are often
identified by specialty lighting in order to unify the district and
provide comfort and security for pedestrians.

Shared-Use Paths
Shared-use paths may be located within road right-of-way, on
abandoned rail corridors, or within floodplain areas, among
other locations. However, paths should only be situated next
to roadways when curb-cuts, driveways, intersections, and
other motor vehicle crossings are at a minimum. In all
situations, these facilities and their amenities should be
designed for access by people with disabilities; they should
also provide easy and efficient connectivity directly to the
entrances of nearby activity centers.
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Shared-use paths should be at least ten feet wide, with a
minimum of two feet of graded area on either side. For areas
with high volumes of users, a width of 12-14 feet may be
required. Surfacing materials may vary, depending on the
target user group. Shared-use paths are usually paved with
either asphalt or concrete, accommodating pedestrians and
cyclists alike. Crushed aggregate may be used, though it is
generally more difficult to traverse for some cyclists and those
in wheelchairs, and more frequent maintenance will be
necessary.
Path amenities should be considered, but will vary from
community to community. Rest areas containing picnic tables
or benches are fairly common, and some communities install
restrooms along these facilities. Access points, or
“trailheads,” with parking lots might be appropriate in
suburban and rural locations where the path is not connected
to the community’s sidewalk network. However, in more
densely populated areas high residential concentrations and
relatively little space for parking, trailheads are often worked
into the fabric of the community and do not include parking
lots.

many cases, the agencies, organizations, and companies that
contributed to the construction of the facility may also be
recognized on signs throughout the extent of the pathway.

Connectivity between Facilities
In all cases, and across all facility types, connections between
walking and bicycling spaces should be designed and
constructed to provide obvious direction regarding how to
access one from another. For instance, at a regular
intersection where both streets have bicycle lanes, signage
and on-street markings should clearly show the appropriate
path(s) for making a left turn from one street to the other.
Without making proper turns and other similar situations
explicitly clear and safe, investments in bicycling and walking
facilities may not achieve their full safety potential.
The chart below offers recommendations for the placement of
facilities (either on one side or both sides) on new and existing
streets, based on the street classification.

One of the more important elements for shared-use paths is
adequate and detailed signage. Depending on the path
location, it may be helpful to include way-finding signs to
nearby destinations, signs bearing the path name and length,
elevation changes, permitted users, and type of surface. In

36

Connecting Morgan County: A Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

Land Use,
[Functional
Classification]

New Streets

Existing Streets

Commercial and
Industrial [All streets]
Residential [Major
Arterials]
Residential
[Collectors]

Both sides

Both sides, completing
missing links
Both sides

Residential, > 4
units/acre [Local
Streets]
Residential, 1-4
units/acre [Local
Streets]
Residential, < 1
unit/acre [Local
Streets]

Both sides

Both sides
Both sides

At least one side

help governments require or encourage private developers to
contribute to local bicycling and walking facilities construction.

Acquisition Methods


Multifamily – both sides;
Single family – at least
one side
At least one side

At least a four-foot
shoulder on both sides

One side preferred, at least a four-foot
shoulder on both sides



Facilities Development
Governments should continue to work together to acquire property
and build projects after the design process. While state and local
engineers typically handle acquisition and construction
management for projects within and adjacent to rights-of-way, such
as for sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and some side-paths next to
roadways, most shared-use paths are developed by staff (or
volunteers) serving in a more specific capacity. Involving countywide institutions in development ensures cross-jurisdictional
coordination and presents opportunities for individuals who are
knowledgeable of these sometimes-complex proceedings to apply
their expertise to the project. Additionally, regulatory tools can



Donation - A local government or non-profit receives full
title to a parcel of land at virtually no cost. In many cases,
the owner who donates the land is eligible to receive
federal and state tax deductions. This method of
acquisition should be a first priority for local governments,
as it reduces overall project costs while allowing the project
developer (a government or non-profit) complete control
over design and construction.
Easement Acquisition - A full title to the land is not
purchased; rather, a community receives those rights
granted in an easement agreement, acquired either by
donation or purchase. For example, trail construction and
access may be granted on an owner’s property.
Fee Simple Purchase - Fee simple ownership results in full
title and property rights being turned over to the
municipality via outright purchase. Though some
governments choose not to use eminent domain or
condemnation for trail development, nothing prohibits
them from doing so, legally.

Regulatory Tools


Density Bonus - Allowance of additional density to
developers in exchange for the preservation of identified
shared-use path or greenway corridors.
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Impact Fees - Developers may be required to provide
streets, sewers, streetlights, parks, trails, etc., based on a
formula created to calculate the cost that a proposed
development would impose on the community;
alternatively, fees in lieu could be levied, with funds
collected through an impact fees program supporting
greenway/shared-use path development in other areas.
Overlay Zones - Additional development standards and
criteria can be developed to supplement underlying zoning
and other regulations.
Compatibility Review - This involves evaluating proposed
developments adjacent to or within identified corridors as
part of the local plans review process

Management and Maintenance
Just as governments and organizations should coordinate design
and development of facilities, once walking and bicycling
environment are created, they should be managed and maintained
similarly. Examples of this include consistency in operating hours,
maintenance methods and schedules, and rules and regulations.
Ordinances, intergovernmental agreements, volunteer labor, and
other tools should be considered to accomplish this.
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Chapter 7

Policies, Planning Tools,
& Programs

Connecting Morgan County: A Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

This chapter provides guidance on recommended policies,
planning tools, and programs for local governments to adopt,
utilize, and pursue. While not every measure will necessarily
apply to all communities, each represents important potential
gains in increasing safety and prevalence of walking and
bicycling.

Policies
Complete Streets
The National Complete Streets Coalition works with
communities across the U.S. to “transform the look, feel, and
function of the roads and streets in our community, by
changing the way most roads are planned, designed, and
constructed.” A street can be said to be “complete” when all
pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders are able to
move safely along and across the corridor.
The Coalition encourages communities to adopt policies to
guide the transportation planning process at the state,
regional, county, and municipal levels. An ideal complete
streets policy:



Example of a complete street that enables safe access for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and motorists. Image courtesy njbikeped.org.








Provides a vision
Specifies that ‘all users’ includes pedestrians, bicyclists,
and transit riders, as well as operators of motorized
vehicles
Encourages street connectivity
Applies to both new and retrofit projects
Directs the use of the latest and best design standards
Recommends solutions to complement the context of
the community
Establishes performance standards
Identifies implementation steps
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Concurrency or Adequate Public Facilities Controls
A concurrency or adequate public facilities plan or policy acts
as a framework linking the timing of new growth to the ability
for infrastructure to handle that growth. The terms public
facilities and infrastructure can and should include bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. Communities can require developers to
pay for infrastructure costs if projects are identified in a
capital improvement program, thus distributing the burden of
funding across all stakeholders.

New School Siting
Situating new schools in close proximity to neighborhoods and
facilities for bicycling and walking can encourage students to
bike and walk. At present, the minimum acreage
requirements of the Georgia State Board of Education for new
school construction are:




Elementary School: Five acres plus one acre for each
100 children in full-time equivalent (FTE)
Middle School: 12 acres plus one acre for each 100
children in FTE
High School: 20 acres plus one acre for each 100
students in FTE

new school site selection in developed areas, so long as the
reduced acreage is “considered appropriate” by the site
approval committee.7 The Board has also stated that the
facility site “should contribute positively to the health, safety,
and social aspects of a child’s life at school.”28 This enables
local governments and school districts to work together in the
development of a policy to site new schools in areas where
children are able to walk and bike to school.

Regional Coordination
A representative should be designated from the county and
municipal governments in Northeast Georgia to continue
participating in the Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Task Force
meetings on a quarterly basis to ensure that the projects and
recommendations outlined in this plan are implemented with
as much coordination as possible. In addition, regular
attendance by community representatives at meetings of
other related groups, such as metropolitan planning
organizations and the NEGRC’s Planning and Government
Services Committee, will strengthen intergovernmental
relationships and the region as a whole.

Summary of Georgia Bicycle and Pedestrian Laws

The State Board of Education has determined that deviations
may be made from the minimum acreage requirements for

Effective July 1, 2011, state law requires a three-foot passing
distance between motorists and bicyclists. Laws pertaining to
the operation of bicycles can be found within Title 40 of the

7 Georgia Department of Education Facility Services Unit (January 2008). “A

8 Georgia Department of Education Facility Services Unit (January 2008). “A

Guide to Facility Site Selection,” p. 3.

Guide to Facility Site Selection,” p. 2.
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Georgia Code, titled Motor Vehicles and Traffic, under Chapter
6, “Uniform Rules of the Road.” Bicycles are identified as
vehicles in this Article, and it is noted that all traffic laws shall
be applicable to bicycles (§ 40-6-291. Traffic laws applicable
to bicycles). Carrying another person on the handlebars is
prohibited, and acceptable methods of transporting children
are identified (§ 40-6-292. Manner of riding bicycles; carrying
more than one person). Bicycles should be driven as close to
the right side of the road as practical. In addition, local
governments have the authority to require cyclists to use a
separate path designated solely for bicycles, provided that the
path is located adjacent to the roadway, meets AASHTO
planning, design, operation, and maintenance guidelines, and
provides access to the same destinations as the roadway (§
40-6-294. Riding on roadways and bicycle paths). Finally, the
Georgia Code identifies personal safety measures that must
be taken while riding bicycles. Helmets are required for
persons under the age of 16, and a front-mounted light and
rear reflector are required for nighttime riding (§ 40-6-296.
Lights and other equipment on bicycles). In June 2009, state
law was clarified, prohibiting all persons over the age of 12
from riding a bicycle on sidewalks, and allowing those under
the age of 12 to do so only when the local government
resolves to permit it (§ 40-6-144. Emerging from alley,
driveway, or building).

of all official traffic-control devices, unless otherwise directed
by a police officer (§ 40-6-90. Obedience to traffic-control
devices and traffic regulations). Pedestrians have the right of
way in crosswalks, and drivers are required to stop to allow
them to cross when the pedestrian is within one lane of the
half of the roadway on which the vehicle is traveling.
Pedestrians are not allowed to walk or run directly into the
path of a vehicle that is so close it is impracticable for the
driver to yield. When a vehicle is stopped to allow a
pedestrian to cross, drivers of any other vehicle are prohibited
from passing the stopped vehicles (§ 40-6-91. Right of way in
crosswalks). When crossing at any point other than a marked
or unmarked crosswalk at an intersection, pedestrians are
required to yield the right of way to all vehicles. Pedestrians
are prohibited from crossing between intersections unless on
a marked “mid-block” crosswalk (§ 40-6-92. Crossing roadway
elsewhere than at crosswalk). Where a sidewalk or shoulder is
provided adjacent to the roadway, pedestrians are prohibited
from standing or striding along and upon the roadway itself,
unless avoiding hazards on the sidewalk. Where neither a
sidewalk nor a shoulder is provided, pedestrians shall stand or
stride as near as possible to the edge of the roadway. On twolane roadways, pedestrians shall stand or stride on the left
side (§ 40-6-96. Pedestrians on or along roadway).

Laws pertaining to the operation of pedestrians are found in
the same Code. Pedestrians are required to obey instructions
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Planning tools

Street Connectivity Regulations

Form-Based Zoning

Many communities throughout the U.S. are adopting street
connectivity regulations to be incorporated into their zoning
and subdivision ordinances. These regulations focus on
creating a transportation system in which multiple routes
serve the same origins and destinations for maximum
efficiency and the enhancement of bicycle and pedestrian
travel. (See street connectivity calculation guidance and a
model ordinance from Kentucky.

Instead of regulating by land use districts, form- or designbased zoning codes regulate development within a community
by the building type, location, or a combination of these.
These codes focus on the relationship between buildings and
the street, enhancing the pedestrian- and bicycle-friendliness
of a community. Graphics are often used to depict building
scale, proportion, location within the site, and location of
parking.

Pedestrian Overlay Districts
The identification of Pedestrian Overlay Districts within
incorporated areas can help to promote a mixture of elements
that enhance walkability. Pedestrian-oriented design
standards for buildings, streetscapes, and town squares may
guide development within such districts. The reuse of existing
buildings may be encouraged, contributing to residents’ and
visitors’ interpretation of the community’s history.

Incentive Zoning
This regulatory tool is a reward-based system designed to
provide tradeoffs for developments in order to address a
community’s planning goals. This can result in the allowance
of increased densities or building heights in exchange for
additional pedestrian or bicycle amenities or facilities.

Public Sidewalk and Bike Lane Dedication
In order to ensure safe pedestrian and cyclist travel within
new residential and commercial developments, many
communities are requiring that public sidewalks and bicycle
lanes be provided by the developer. Required components
may differ among roads, depending on street classification
and assigned character of the proposed development on the
Future Development Map.
Similarly, when new roads are constructed or when existing
roads are resurfaced, communities are increasingly requiring
the inclusion of bike lanes, if space allows.

On-site Access, Parking, and Circulation Ordinance
In order for pedestrians and bicyclists to safely access new
developments, local governments are integrating bicycle and
pedestrian access and circulation (and for cyclists, parking)
requirements into the site review process. This type of
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ordinance emphasizes providing safe access for pedestrians
and cyclists from on-road facilities to the new development
site.

Health Impact Assessments for New Developments
Health Impact Assessments (HIAs) are used to objectively
evaluate the potential health effects of a new project or policy
before it is built or enacted. According to the Center for
Disease Control, the HIA process is similar in some ways to the
environmental impact assessment required for federal
agencies under the National Environmental Policy Act. HIA
focuses on health outcomes such as obesity, physical
inactivity, asthma, injuries, and social equity, and is becoming
a popular tool for communities interested in enhancing the
health of residents.9

Road Diets
Road diets are characterized by a reduction in the number of
motor-vehicle lanes on a roadway to reduce the severity of
crashes and provide a safer environment for bicyclists and
pedestrians. They also often include a reduction in motor
vehicle lane width, accompanied by the addition of painted
bicycle lanes with no added pavement width required.

Programs
Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
SRTS generally refers to programs that promote walking and
bicycling to school to achieve a wide range of benefits for
students, families, and communities. These benefits include
reduced traffic in the vicinity of schools, improved pedestrian
and bicyclist access, and safety and increased physical activity
among students, contributing to healthy lifestyles and greater
independence. In 2005, the U.S Congress passed federal
legislation that established a national Safe Routes to School
program. SRTS is now funded by Transportation Alternatives
Program, in the current transportation bill, and overseen by
the Georgia Department of Transportation. Infrastructure
projects are funded through a competitive process to increase
the safety of children walking and bicycling to school. In
addition, the Georgia Safe Routes to School Resource Center
was established to aid communities in developing educational
and encouragement programs for students, faculty, and
parents. NEGRC partners with the Resource Center regularly
to assist local communities in the development of SRTS plans.

Bike-to-Work Day/Car Free Day
Every year during the month of May, the League of American
Bicyclists promotes Bike Month; the third Friday of every May
is designated as Bike to Work Day. This activity is encouraged

9 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (n.d.). Retrieved on June 22, 2012,

from http://www.cdc.gov/healthyplaces/hia.htm.
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throughout Northeast Georgia, where practical. In some
cases, communities may choose to hold a “Car-Free Day,”
perhaps on a weekend, and schedule various events in
celebration of bicycling and walking as transportation.

Historical/Cultural Walking/Biking Tours
Many of the small towns and cities throughout Northeast
Georgia contain valuable historical and cultural assets that
should be celebrated. An innovative method of educating
residents and visitors about the community is the organization
of walking and bicycling tours. Safety should be a priority on
these excursions, and cooperation between multiple
organizations, agencies, and institutions is encouraged for
maximum exposure and participation.

Safety Education and Law Enforcement
Police departments, community agencies and organizations,
and bicycle and pedestrian advocacy groups are encouraged
to develop and execute community safety demonstrations
surrounding walking and bicycling. In addition, NEGRC works
with local police departments to conduct bicycle- and
pedestrian-specific training for law enforcement officers.
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Appendix A

Public Survey Results
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The following survey responses were collected via an online survey.
Approximately 120 results were gathered.

What is your
age?
65+
55-64
45-54
35-44
25-34
18-24
Under 18 years

Count
10
24
26
38
15
3
2

Percent
8%
20%
22%
32%
13%
3%
2%

Where do you work or go to school?
I work in Morgan County
I do not work or go to school
I work or go to school in another county
I go to school in Morgan County

How do you travel to work or
school most of the time?
Private automobile
Other
Walk

Approximately how many times do you make trips to the following
destinations?

Daily

Count
Percentage
64
55%
27
23%
25
21%
1
1%

Count

Work
School
Grocery Store
Other shopping
Restaurants
Doctor's office
Entertainment/
Cultural venue
Religious
institution

2-3
times
per
month

Every
week

less
than
once a
month

once a
month

69
32
5
4
9
1
2

11
8
98
67
67
1
14

4
1
11
24
27
7
28

0
0
0
7
5
17
30

8
23
0
5
5
76
29

1

63

14

2

24

Percentage
91
5
4

91
5
4
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How often did you participate in each of the following activities in
the past 12 months?
Regularly
Walking as
transportation
Walking for
exercise/leisur
e
Running or
jogging
In-line skating
Skateboa
rding
Bicycling
as
transport
ation
Bicycling for
exercise/leisur
e

Sometim
es

Seldom

Never

11

31

29

39

55

43

13

6

26

18

19

48

1
1

1
1

5
1

103
105

9

14

18

69

28

28

16
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Which of the following destinations would you like to be able to
travel to by walking or bicycling?
Location
Downtown Madison
Downtown Rutledge
County park
Local post office
Religious institution
Office or school
Downtown Bostwick
Downtown
Buckhead
None
Other

Count
Percent
80
21%
66
18%
63
17%
41
11%
27
7%
24
6%
22
6%
21
6%
18
12

5%
3%

Other responses:
Heritage Park
Aquatic Center
Public library
Local pool
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What would encourage you to walk and/or bike more often in
Morgan County?
Activity
Expansion of sidewalk network
More and safer striped intersection
crossings
Connectivity to nearby retail and
entertainment establishments
On-street bicycle lanes
More bicycle parking racks
Organized Walk/Bike-toWork/School Days
Other (please list in the comments
field)

Count

Percent
71
65

22%
20%

58

18%

55
25
24

17%
8%
7%

24

7%

Dedicated trails for jogging and
walking
Adopting a bike-friendly rumble strip (without ruble cuts into
paved shoulder)
Some existing sidewalks in poor
condition

Other responses:
Crosswalks
Reflective lighting at crosswalks
Safe intersection needed at South
Main and Walton
Dedicated walking and biking paths
Signage
Crosswalks to primary school
Dedicated bike path connecting
cities
On-street bike lanes
Education for motorists
Crossing guards for kids walking to
school
Education for kids about safe cycling
practices
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Appendix B

Maps of Existing Conditions
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Origins and Destinations
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Analysis of Resident Location in
Proximity to Identified Destinations
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Intersections and Corridors
Requiring Attention
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Appendix C

Bicycle & Pedestrian
Infrastructure Costs
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Cost Estimation Resources
2013 Costs for Pedestrian and Bicyclist
Infrastructure Improvements Report
http://georgiabikes.org/files/Costs_for_Pedestrian_and_Bicycle_Im
provements_2013.pdf
Prepared by the Federal Highway Administration and the University
of North Carolina Highway Safety Research Center details the
minimum, maximum, and average costs for building and installing
different bicycle and pedestrian accommodations.

Costs for Pedestrian and Bicycle Infrastructure
Improvements
http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/data/library/casestudies_details.cfm?i
d=4876
Prepared by the Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center, this
resource is intended to provide detailed and meaningful estimates
of infrastructure costs through the collection of up-to-date cost
information for pedestrian and bicycle treatments from states and
cities across the country.

State of North Carolina DOT Pedestrian Plan –
Albermarle
https://connect.ncdot.gov/municipalities/PlanningGrant/Sample%2
0Plans/Albemarle%20Sample%20Plan%20-%20Appendix%20E.pdf
This resource is a comprehensive pedestrian plan put together by
the North Carolina DOT for the community of Albermarle. The plan
details costs and construction for traffic calming facilities and other
pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
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Shared-Use Paths Cost Estimations Table
Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Hard Labor Creek

Morgan County

Doster Road

26,138

Hard Labor Creek

Morgan County

Farmbrough
Bridge Road
Doster Road

Hard Labor Creek

Morgan County

Bostwick
Road/GA 83

Hard Labor Creek

Morgan County

Hunnicut Creek

Morgan County

Lower
Apalachee
Road
Newborn Road

Bostwick
Road/GA 83
Lower
Apalachee
Road
Apalachee
River

Little River

Morgan County

Hard Labor Creek

Morgan County

projection of unnamed state park
road

Morgan County

South Sugar Creek

Morgan County

Horse Branch

Morgan County

line behind Youngblood Ford

Morgan County

line along East Washington Street
1,500 feet north of

Morgan County

Hunnicut
Creek
projection of
unnamed
state park
road
unnamed
state park
road
Madison City
Limits
US
129/441/Madi
son Bypass
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/North
Main
Street/Madiso
n City Limits
Cox Road

Estimated
Cost
$1,980,152

Priority Network?

4.95

Cost per
Mile
$400,000

9,042

1.71

$400,000

$685,000

Yes

35,274

6.68

$400,000

$2,672,273

Yes

15,301

2.90

$400,000

$1,159,167

No

Little River

12,975

2.46

$400,000

$982,955

No

Little River
Road
Farmbrough
Bridge Road

70,220

13.30

$400,000

$5,319,697

No

328

0.06

$400,000

$24,848

No

Hard Labor
Creek

2,139

0.41

$400,000

$162,045

Yes

Madison City
Limits
Madison City
Limits

5,421

1.03

$400,000

$410,682

Yes

2,155

0.41

$400,000

$163,258

No

US
129/441/Ma
dison
Bypass/Madis
on City Limits

1,529

0.29

$400,000

$115,833

No

East
Washington
Street

4,254

0.81

$400,000

$322,273

No

No

56

Connecting Morgan County: A Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Priority Network?

line from Cox Road 2,200 feet
north of southwest to
Madison City Limits

Morgan County

Cox Road

Madison City
Limits

286

0.05

$400,000

$21,667

No

Projection of Wheat Street

Morgan County

Wheat Street

Mile Branch

1,058

0.20

$400,000

$80,152

Yes

Mile Branch

Morgan County

0.43

$400,000

$170,909

Yes

Morgan County

1,797

0.34

$400,000

$136,136

Yes

Mile Branch

Morgan County

2,522

0.48

$400,000

$191,061

Yes

unnamed stream

Morgan County

Bostwick
Road/GA 83
Projection of
Wheat Street
unnamed
stream/Haye
s Street
Madison City
Limits

2,256

Mile Branch

Madison City
Limits
Bostwick
Road/GA 83
Projection of
Wheat Street

3,211

0.61

$400,000

$243,258

No

Fourmile Branch

Morgan County

568

0.11

$400,000

$43,030

Yes

Projection of Industrial Road

Madison

US 278/GA
83/Atlanta
Highway/Ma
dison City
Limits
unnamed
stream

1,444

0.27

$400,000

$109,394

No

unnamed stream

Madison

South Sugar
Creek

4,239

0.80

$400,000

$321,136

No

South Sugar Creek

Madison

501

0.09

$400,000

$37,955

Yes

Fourmile Branch

Madison

Madison City
Limits
Industrial
Road

766

0.15

$400,000

$58,030

Yes

to line along Cox Road 2,200 feet
north of

Mile
Branch/Hayes
St
Pennington
Road

US
129/441/Eato
nton
Highway/Indus
trial Road
projection of
Industrial
Road
unnamed
stream
unnamed
stream
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Fourmile Branch

Madison

Industrial
Road

8,421

South Sugar Creek

Madison

unnamed stream

Madison

US
129/441/Madi
son
Bypass/Madis
on City Limits
South Sugar
Creek

US 278/GA
83/Atlanta
Highway/Ma
dison City
Limits
unnamed
stream

line from southwest projection of
point along Cox Road
2,200 feet north of US
129/441/Madison
Bypass/Madison City Limits

Madison

unnamed stream

Madison

Horse Branch

Madison

Horse Branch

Madison

southwest
projection of
point along
Cox Road
2,200 feet
north of US
129/441/Madi
son Bypass
East
Washington
Street/Madiso
n City Limits
unnamed
stream
unnamed
stream

Estimated
Cost
$637,955

Priority Network?

1.59

Cost per
Mile
$400,000

623

0.12

$400,000

$47,197

Yes

southwest
projection of
point along
Cox Road
2,200 feet
north of US
129/441/Ma
dison Bypass
Madison City
Limits

515

0.10

$400,000

$39,015

Yes

732

0.14

$400,000

$55,455

No

Horse Branch

2,369

0.45

$400,000

$179,470

No

Madison City
Limits
East
Washington
Street

30

0.01

$400,000

$2,273

No

3,507

0.66

$400,000

$265,682

No

No
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Estimated
Cost
$172,879

Priority Network?

0.43

Cost per
Mile
$400,000

northwesterly projection
itnersection of East Washington
Streetand Vine Street

Madison

East
Washington
Street/Vine
Street

2,282

line paralleling rail road track

Madison

West Central
Avenue

line paralleling rail road track

Madison

West Central
Avenue

line/northeasterly projection of
West Central Avenue

Madison

West Central
Avenue

US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/North
Main
Street(near
Thomason
Street)
Old Mill
Road/Madiso
n City Limits
West
Washington
Street
Mile Branch

4,092

0.78

$400,000

$310,000

Yes

878

0.17

$400,000

$66,515

Yes

546

0.10

$400,000

$41,364

Yes

Mile Branch

Madison

utility easement

Madison

line/northeasterly projection of
intersection of
Wheat Street and Pearl Street

Madison

unnamed stream

Madison

northeasterly
projection fo
West Central
Avenue
parking lot at
Morgan
County Middle
School
intersection of
Wheat Street
and Pearl
Street
Madison City
Limits

Madison City
Limits

4,090

0.77

$400,000

$309,848

No

Wheat Street

1,201

0.23

$400,000

$90,985

No

unnamed
stream

362

0.07

$400,000

$27,424

Yes

northeasterly
projection of
intersection
of
Wheat Street
and Pearl
Street

1,187

0.22

$400,000

$89,924

Yes

Yes
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Estimated
Cost
$103,409

Priority Network?

0.26

Cost per
Mile
$400,000

unnamed stream

Madison

end of
unnamed
stream near
Martin Luther
King Jr. Drive

1,365

line/projection of North Fifth
Street

Morgan County

northeasterly
projection of
intersection of
Wheat Street
and Pearl
Street
North Fifth
Street

Apalachee River

Morgan County

Apalachee River

Morgan County

Hard Labor
Creek
Athens Line

Lower
Apalachee
Road
US 278

1,979

0.37

$400,000

$149,924

Yes

8,587

1.63

$400,000

$650,530

No

Apalachee River

Morgan County

GA 186

Hard Labor
Creek
Athens Line

58,801

11.14

$400,000

$4,454,621

No

61,674

11.68

$400,000

$4,672,273

No

Athens Line

Morgan County

48,163

10.07

$400,000

$4,023,484

No

No
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On- Street Improvements Cost Estimations Table
Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Fairplay Road

Bostwick

Bostwick City
Limits

3,295

0.62

$130,000

$81,127

No

Fairplay Road

Bostwick

1,946

0.37

$130,000

$47,913

Yes

Malcolm Road

Bostwick

Nunn
Lane/Malcolm
Road
Nunn
Lane/Fairplay
Road

Nunn
Lane/Malcolm
Road
Bostwick
Road/GA 83

2,242

0.42

$130,000

$55,201

Yes

Bostwick Road/GA 83

Bostwick

Fairplay Road

963

0.18

$130,000

$23,710

Yes

Bostwick Road/GA 83

Bostwick

1,088

0.21

$130,000

$26,788

No

Bostwick Road/GA 83

Bostwick

2,955

0.56

$130,000

$72,756

No

Apalachee Road

Bostwick

Bostwick City
Limits

3,067

0.58

$130,000

$75,513

No

Buckhead Road

Buckhead

0.53

$130,000

$68,890

No

Buckhead

242

0.05

$130,000

$5,958

No

Parks Mill Road

Buckhead

Parks Mill
Road
Seven Islands
Road
Oconee Road

2,798

Parks Mill Road

Malcolm
Road/Wellingt
on Road
Calloway
Street/Apalach
ee Road
Calloway
Street/Bostwic
k Road/GA 83
Buckhead City
Limits
Buckhead Road

Bostwick
Road/GA
83/Wellington
Road
Malcolm
Road/Wellingt
on Road
Calloway
Street/Apalac
hee Road
Bostwick City
Limits

1,204

0.23

$130,000

$29,644

No

Oconee Road

Buckhead

Buckhead City
Limits

1,312

0.25

$130,000

$32,303

No

Seven Islands
Road
Parks Mill Road
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Seven Islands Road

Buckhead

Parks Mill Road

2,623

0.50

$130,000

$64,581

No

West Dixie Highway

Rutledge

2,176

0.41

$130,000

$53,576

No

West Dixie Highway

Rutledge

Rutledge City
Limits
Fairplay Street

Buckhead City
Limits
Fairplay Street

286

0.05

$130,000

$7,042

No

East Dixie Highway

Rutledge

Newborn
Road/East
Dixie Highway
Rutledge City
Limits

5,068

0.96

$130,000

$124,780

No

East Main Street

Rutledge

Rutledge City
Limits

5,401

1.02

$130,000

$132,979

No

Fairplay Street

Rutledge

399

0.08

$130,000

$9,824

No

Fairplay Street

Rutledge

West Dixie
Highway/Wes
t Main
Street/East
Main Street
Rutledge City
Limits

5,296

1.00

$130,000

$130,394

No

Newborn Road

Rutledge

1,183

0.22

$130,000

$29,127

No

Newborn Road

Rutledge

Atlanta
Highway/US
278
Rutledge City
Limits

4,070

0.77

$130,000

$100,208

No

Seven Islands Road

Morgan
County

Glades
Road/Adams
Road/South
Main Street

66,288

12.55 $130,000

$1,632,09
1

No

Newborn
Road/East
Dixie Highway
West Main
Street/Fairplay
Street
West Dixie
Highway

West Main
Street/East
Main Street
West Dixie
Highway/East
Dixie Highway
Atlanta
Highway/US
278
Buckhead City
Limits

62

Connecting Morgan County: A Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

South Main Street

Morgan
County

Godfrey Road

89

0.02

$130,000

$2,191

No

Godfrey Road

Morgan
County

Glades
Road/Adams
Road/South
Main Street
South Main
Street

Little River
Road

1,784

0.34

$130,000

$43,924

No

Little River Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Godfrey Road

Little River

9,313

1.76

$130,000

$229,297

No

Little River

4,868

0.92

$130,000

$119,856

Yes

0.06

$130,000

$7,805

Yes

14,078

2.67

$130,000

$346,617

Yes

1,735

0.33

$130,000

$42,718

Yes

4,251

0.81

$130,000

$104,665

Yes

Hughes Road

Jasper County

Little River
Road
Monticello
Highway/GA 83
Little River
Road
Morgan/Jasper
County Line
Pennington
Road

317

Pennington Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County
Morgan
County
Jasper County

Monticello
Highway/GA
83
Little River
Road
Pennington
Road
Morgan/Jaspe
r County Line
Hughes Road

4,440

0.84

$130,000

$109,318

Yes

Rocky Creek Road

Morgan
County

Morgan/Jaspe
r County
Line/Rocky
Creek Road
Dykes Road

4,895

0.93

$130,000

$120,521

Yes

Dykes Road

Morgan
County

Broughton
Road

2,881

0.55

$130,000

$70,934

Yes

Little River Road

Monticello Highway
Little River Road
Pennington Road

Morgan/Jasper
County
Line/Hughes
Road
Rocky Creek
Road
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Broughton Road

Dykes Road

1.83

$130,000

$237,595

Yes

2,339

0.44

$130,000

$57,589

Yes

Main Street/GA 142

Jasper County

9,789

1.85

$130,000

$241,017

Yes

Main Street/GA 142

Newborn

2,649

0.50

$130,000

$65,222

Yes

North Johnson Street

Newborn

3,979

0.75

$130,000

$97,968

Yes

North Johnson Street

Newton
County

Morgan/Jaspe
r County Line
Main
Street/GA 142
Jasper/Newto
n County
Line/Newborn
City Limits
North Johnson
Street/South
Johnson
Street
Newborn City
Limits
Newton/Jaspe
r County Line

9,650

Broughton Road

Morgan
County
Jasper County

996

0.19

$130,000

$24,523

Yes

North Johnson Street

Jasper County

Newton/Jasper
County Line

408

0.08

$130,000

$10,045

Yes

Newborn Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Jasper/Morgan
County Line
US
129/441/Athen
s
Highway/Apala
chee Road
Parsonage
Road
Hard Labor
Creek

Jasper/Morga
n County
Line/Newborn
Road
Hunnicut
Creek
Lower
Apalachee
Road

22,406

4.24

$130,000

$551,663

Yes

5,136

0.97

$130,000

$126,455

Yes

Hard Labor
Creek
Briar Creek
Road

21,729

4.12

$130,000

$534,994

Yes

3,984

0.75

$130,000

$98,091

Yes

Parsonage Road

Lower Apalachee Road
Lower Apalachee Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Morgan/Jasper
County Line
Broughton
Road

Jasper/Newton
County
Line/Newborn
City Limits
Main
Street/GA 142
Newborn City
Limits
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Lower Apalachee Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Briar Creek
Road
Lower
Apalachee
Road

Morris Road

12,770

2.42

$130,000

$314,413

Yes

3,397

0.64

$130,000

$83,638

Yes

Bass Road

Morgan
County

3,645

0.69

$130,000

$89,744

Yes

Bass Road

Madison

0.20

$130,000

$26,271

Yes

Morgan
County

3,264

0.62

$130,000

$80,364

No

North Fifth Street

Morgan
County

end of North
Fifth Street

600

0.11

$130,000

$14,773

No

Oconee Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

North Fifth
Street
projection of
North Fifth
Street
Bass
Road/Madiso
n City Limits
Heidi Trail

1,067

Lower Apalachee Road

US
129/441/Athen
s Highway/Bass
Road
Madison City
Limits
Morris Road

US
129/441/Athe
ns
Highway/Bass
Road
Madison City
Limits

6,802

1.29

$130,000

$167,473

No

Greensboro
Road/US 278

15,028

2.85

$130,000

$370,008

No

Apalachee
River Road

9,985

1.89

$130,000

$245,843

No

Buckhead
Road
Apalachee
River Road

3,696

0.70

$130,000

$91,000

No

1,609

0.30

$130,000

$39,616

No

Morris Road

Sugar Creek Road

Morgan
County

Buckhead City
Limits
Lower
Apalachee
Road
Greensboro
Road/US 278

Apalachee River Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Sugar Creek
Road
Buckhead City
Limits

Briar Creek Road

Buckhead Road
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Buckhead Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Sugar Creek
Road
Bostwick City
Limits
Hard Labor
Creek

Madison City
Limits
Hard Labor
Creek
Mile Branch

27,171

5.15

$130,000

$668,983

No

34,515

6.54

$130,000

$849,801

No

10,435

1.98

$130,000

$256,922

No

Bostwick Road/GA 83

Morgan
County

Mile Branch

1,087

0.21

$130,000

$26,763

No

Apalachee Road

Morgan
County

Bostwick City
Limits

23,262

4.41

$130,000

$572,739

No

Fairplay Road

Morgan
County

Bostwick City
Limits

41,084

7.78

$130,000

$1,011,53
8

No

Fairplay Road

Morgan
County

unnamed state
park road

2,526

0.48

$130,000

$62,193

No

unnamed state park
road
Lake Rutledge Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Fairplay Road

1,919

0.36

$130,000

$47,248

No

2,348

0.44

$130,000

$57,811

No

Fairplay Street

Morgan
County

837

0.16

$130,000

$20,608

No

unnamed state park
road

Morgan
County

Lake Rutledge
Road/Fairplay
Road
Lake Rutledge
Road

Madison City
Limits/Welling
ton Road/GA
83
US
129/441/Athe
ns
Highway/Pars
onage Road
unnamed
state park
road
Lake Rutledge
Road/Fairplay
Street
Lake Rutledge
Road
Fairplay
Road/Fairplay
Street
Rutledge City
Limits
end of
unnamed

4,974

0.94

$130,000

$122,466

No

Bostwick Road/GA 83
Bostwick Road/GA 83

unnamed state
park road
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Location

Jurisdiction

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

9,109

1.73

$130,000

$224,275

No

16,476

3.12

$130,000

$405,659

No

1,054

0.20

$130,000

$25,951

No

6,994

1.32

$130,000

$172,201

No

Pennington
Road/Madiso
n City
Limits/Dixie
Avenue
Fourmile
Branch

36,335

6.88

$130,000

$894,612

No

1,736

0.33

$130,000

$42,742

No

Crawley Road

9,886

1.87

$130,000

$243,405

No

Old Mill Road

Doster Road

1,380

0.26

$130,000

$33,977

No

Crawley Road

Hard Labor
Creek

7,456

1.41

$130,000

$183,576

No

From

West Dixie Highway

Morgan
County

Rutledge City
Limits

Newborn Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Rutledge City
Limits
Rutledge City
Limits

Farmbrough Bridge
Road

Morgan
County

East Dixie Highway

Morgan
County

East Main
Street/Hightow
er Road
Hard Labor
Creek

Pennington Road

Morgan
County

Old Mill Road

Morgan
County

Crawley Road

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

East Main Street

Doster Road

East Dixie
Highway/Dixie
Avenue/Madis
on City Limits
Madison City
Limits/rail road

To

state park
road
Atlanta
Highway/US
278/Walton
County Line
Hunnicut
Creek
Farmbrough
Bridge
Road/Hightow
er Road
Hard Labor
Creek
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Wheat Street

Morgan
County
Morgan
County

Madison City
Limits
2,200 feet
north of US
129/441/Madis
on Bypass
East Drive

end of Wheat
Street
Madison City
Limits

813

0.15

$130,000

$20,017

No

2,707

0.51

$130,000

$66,650

No

Horse Branch

2,672

0.51

$130,000

$65,788

No

Monticello
Road/GA 83
Monticello
Road/GA 83

Fourmile
Branch
US 129/441
(Bus)/Eatonto
n Hwy/South
Main Street
Walton Street

656

0.12

$130,000

$16,152

No

3,745

0.71

$130,000

$92,206

No

1,569

0.30

$130,000

$38,631

No

Cox Road

1,793

0.34

$130,000

$44,146

No

Madison City
Limits

1,278

0.24

$130,000

$31,466

No

Walton Street

3,868

0.73

$130,000

$95,235

No

Cox Road

US 129/441/Madison
Bypass
US 278/GA 83/Atlanta
Highway
US 278/GA 83/Atlanta
Highway

Morgan
County
Madison

US 278/US 129/441
(Bus)/South Main
Street

Madison

US 129/441
(Bus)/Eatonton
Hwy

US 129/441
(Bus)/Eatonton
Highway

Madison

Cox Road

Madison

Dixie Avenue

Madison

US 278/US
129/441
(Bus)/South
Main Street
US 129/441
(Bus)/Eatonton
Hwy
East Dixie
Highway/Penni
ngton
Road/Madison
City Limits

Madison
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Walton Street

Madison

Dixie Avenue

379

0.07

$130,000

$9,331

No

Old Mill Road

Madison

US 278/GA
83/South Main
Street
Madison City
Limits

1,603

0.30

$130,000

$39,468

No

West Central Avenue

Madison

1,529

0.29

$130,000

$37,646

No

GA 83/Wellington
Street
GA 83/Wellington
Street
GA 83/Wellington
Street

Madison

East Dixie
Highway/Dixie
Avenue
end of West
Central
Avenue
March Street

714

0.14

$130,000

$17,580

No

Pearl Street

1,792

0.34

$130,000

$44,121

No

GA 83/West
696
Washington
Street
line paralleling 804
rail road track

0.13

$130,000

$17,136

No

0.15

$130,000

$19,795

No

US 278/GA
82/North
Main
Street/South
Main St/East
Washington St
White Hall
Street

1,306

0.25

$130,000

$32,155

No

2,262

0.43

$130,000

$55,693

No

Wheat Street

470

0.09

$130,000

$11,572

No

Madison

US 278/GA
83/South Main
Street
Madison City
Limits
March Street

Madison

Pearl Street

GA 83/West
Washington Street

Madison

GA 83/West
Washington Street

Madison

GA
83/Wellington
Street
West
Washington
Street/line
paralleling rail
road track

Pearl Street

Madison

Pearl Street

Madison

GA
83/Wellington
Street
Whitehall
Street
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

Wheat Sreet

Madison

Pearl Street

436

0.08

$130,000

$10,735

No

Wheat Street

Madison

utility
easement

1,276

0.24

$130,000

$31,417

No

March Street

Madison

Wheat Street

2,013

0.38

$130,000

$49,563

No

Whitehall Street

Madison

Pearl Street

1,388

0.26

$130,000

$34,174

No

Martin Luther King Jr.
Drive
Billups Street

Madison

Whitehall
Street
North Avenue

utility
easement
March
Street/Madiso
n City Limits
GA
83/Wellington
Street
Martin Luther
King Jr. Drive
Billups Street

1,152

0.22

$130,000

$28,364

No

1,269

0.24

$130,000

$31,244

No

North Fifth Street

Madison

1,483

0.28

$130,000

$36,513

No

North Avenue

Madison

863

0.16

$130,000

$21,248

No

Industrial Road

Madison

Fourmile
Branch

4,966

0.94

$130,000

$122,269

No

East Washington
Street

Madison

unnamed
stream

North Fifth
Street
Bass
Road/Madiso
n City Limits
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/North
Main
Street/College
Drive
US
129/441/Eato
nton Highway
East
Washington
Street 1,500
feet north of
US

780

0.15

$130,000

$19,205

No

Madison

North
Avenue/Billups
Street
Billups
Street/North
Fifth Street
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

722

0.14

$130,000

$17,777

No

457

0.09

$130,000

$11,252

No

1,031

0.20

$130,000

$25,384

No

4,450

0.84

$130,000

$109,564

No

4,748

0.90

$130,000

$116,902

No

907

0.17

$130,000

$22,331

No

5,124

0.97

$130,000

$126,159

No

129/441/Madi
son Bypass
East Washington
Street

Madison

Horse Branch

Buckhead Road

Madison

Madison City
Limits

East Drive

Madison

East Avenue

Madison

College Drive

Madison

US
129/441/Madis
on Bypass
Park
Street/Hancock
St.
East Drive/East
Avenue

Park Street

Madison

East
Avenue/Hanco
ck Street

US 129/441/
Madison Bypass

Madison

East
Drive/Buckhea
d Road

East
Washington
Street/Vine
Street
US
129/441/Madi
son
Bypass/East
Drive
College
Drive/East
Avenue
East
Drive/College
Drive
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/North
Main
Street/North
Avenue
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/North
Main Street
easterly
projection of
US 129/441
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/North Main Street

Madison

College
Drive/North
Avenue
Park
Street/Hancock
Street

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/North Main Street

Madison

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/North Main Street

Madison

line between
Fire Station
and AT&T
Building

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/North Main Street

Madison

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/GA 83/South
Main Street

Madison

North
Avenue/Colleg
e Drive
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/GA
83/North Main
St/West
Washington
Street

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

(Bus)/US
278/North
Main
St/Madison
City Limits
Park Street

2,259

0.43

$130,000

$55,619

No

line between
Fire Station
and AT&T
Building
US 129/441
(Bus)/US
278/GA
83/South
Main
Street/West
Washington
Street
Madison City
Limits

836

0.16

$130,000

$20,583

No

689

0.13

$130,000

$16,964

No

1,638

0.31

$130,000

$40,330

No

West Central
Avenue

1,024

0.19

$130,000

$25,212

No
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Location

Jurisdiction

From

To

Feet

Miles

Cost per
Mile

Estimated
Cost

Alternate?

US 129/441 (Bus)/US
278/GA 83/South
Main Street

Madison

West Central
Avenue

Walton Street

1,803

0.34

$130,000

$44,392

No
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Sidewalk Cost Estimations Table
Location
north side of Fairplay
Street
South side of GA
83/Bostwick Road
South side of Malcom
Road

Jurisdiction
Bostwick

To
GA 83/Bostwick Road

Feet
1,954

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$293,100

Bostwick

From
Nunn Lane/Malcolm
Road
Second Street

Fairplay Street

544

$150

$81,600

Bostwick

Fairplay Street

2,313

$150

$346,950

southside of
Wellington Road
southside of
Wellington Road
north side of Buckhead
Road
north side of Buckhead
Road

Bostwick

existing sidewalk
near cemetery
existing sidewalk
near Whittaker Park
park

GA 83/Bostwick
Road/Wellington
Road
existing sidewalk
near Whittaker Park
1,200 feet short of
Price Mill Road
existing sidewalk
near fire department
existing sidewalk
south of Adam's Alley

318

$150

$47,700

2,405

$150

$360,750

375

$150

$56,250

91

$150

$13,650

north side of Buckhead
Road

Buckhead

174

$150

$26,100

west side of
McDonough Street
west and north side of
McDonough Street

Rutledge

existing sidewalk
south of Parks Mill
Road
existing sidewalk

556

$150

$83,400

1,848

$150

$277,200

east side of Fairplay
Street
south side of Fairplay
Street

Rutledge

existing sidewalk on
east side of Fairplay
Street
Rutledge City Limits

3,843

$150

$576,450

Fairplay Road/Lake
Rutledge Road

830

$150

$124,500

Lake Rutledge Road

Morgan
County

unnamed state park
road

2,377

$150

$356,550

Bostwick
Buckhead
Buckhead

Rutledge

Morgan
County

existing sidewalk
north of Adam's
Alley
existing sidewalk
north of rail road
track
existing sidewalk at
West Main Street
existing sidewalk at
McDonough Street
and Hollis Street
existing sidewalk
near park
Rutledge City Limits
Fairplay
Street/Fairplay Road
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Location
west side of Hawkins
Street

Jurisdiction
Rutledge

west side of Hawkins
Street
north side of East Dixie
Highway
east side of Fairplay
Street

Rutledge

north and east side of
West Jefferson Street

Madison

From
existing sidewalk on
south side of East
Main Street
north side of East
Dixie Highway
west side of
Hawkins Street
existing sidewalk
along north side of
East Main Street
Fifth Street

To
north side of East
Dixie Highway

Feet
114

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$17,100

Centennial Road

636

$150

$95,400

west side of
Newborn Road
existing sidewalk
along east side of
Fairplay Street
existing sidewalk
south of railroad
track
north side of rail road
track
east and north side
of West Jefferson
Street
existing sidewalk
along Hough Circle
Terrell Circle

1,558

$150

$233,700

203

$150

$30,450

749

$150

$112,350

south and west side of
West Jefferson Street
south side of Fifth
Street

Madison

Fifth Street

670

$150

$100,500

Madison

existing sidewalk

183

$150

$27,450

south side of Fifth
Street
north and east side of
Elizamorris Street

Madison

existing sidewalk

843

$150

$126,450

Madison

south side of
Garnett Street

738

$150

$110,700

south and east side of
Garnett Street

Madison

east and north side
of Elizamorris Street

Wheat Street

1,503

$150

$225,450

north and east side of
Wheat Street

Madison

south and east side
of Garnett Street

Madison City Limits

696

$150

$104,400

north and east side of
Wheat Street
south side of Pearl
Street

Madison

south and east side
of Pearl Street
north and east side
of Wheat Street

south and east side
of Garnett Street
existing sidewalk at
Pearl Street and
Whitehall Street

1,062

$150

$159,300

508

$150

$76,200

Rutledge
Rutledge

Madison
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Location
north and east side of
Wheat Street
south side of Jackson
Street
north and west side of
Martin Luther King Jr.
Drive

Jurisdiction
Morgan
County
Morgan
County
Madison

north and east side of
Billups Street

Madison

north side of North
Fifth Street
north and west side of
North Fifth Street
north and west side of
North Avenue

Madison

north side of East
Drive

Madison

north side of Buckhead
Road

Madison

interior of Heritage
Park Circle
north and west side of
Brown Lane
north and east side of
East Jefferson Street

Madison

Madison
Madison

Madison
Madison

From
Madison City Limits
north and east side
of Wheat Street
existing sidewalk at
Martin Luther King
Jr. Drive and Terris
Street
north and west side
of Martin Luther
King Jr. Drive
north and east side
of Billups Street
North Avenue

To
south side of Jackson
Street
Hayes Street

Feet
360

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$54,000

1,062

$150

$159,300

north and east side
of Billups Street

569

$150

$85,350

north side of North
Fifth Street

480

$150

$72,000

North Avenue

757

$150

$113,550

1,484

$150

$222,600

881

$150

$132,150

607

$150

$91,050

423

$150

$63,450

3,970

$150

$595,500

319

$150

$47,850

962

$150

$144,300

Bass Road/Madison
City Limits
north side of North
existing sidewalk
Fifth Street
along North Main
Street
existing sidewalk
US 129/441/Madison
along north and east Bypass/Buckhead
side of East Drive
Road
US
north and west side
129/441/Madison
of Brown Lane
Bypass/Buckhead
Road
north side of Brown north side of Brown
Lane
Lane
north side of
Heritage Park Circle
Buckhead Road
existing sidewalk
existing sidewalk at
near Pine Street
Madison Avenue
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Location
north side of Vine
Street

Jurisdiction
Madison

west side of Vine
Street
south and east side of
Moreland Avenue

Madison

south and east side of
College Avenue

Madison

north and east side of
Foster Street

Madison

north and west side of
Maxeys Lane

Madison

north and west side of
Maxeys Lane
north and east side of
Crawford Street

Madison

east side of Sulgrave
Drive

Madison

Madison

Madison

From
existing sidewalk
along south and
west side of East
Washington Street
existing sidewalk at
Madison Avenue
existing sidewalk
along south side of
East Avenue
existing sidewalk
along south side of
East Avenue
existing sidewalk
along south side of
US129/441(BUS)/US
278/GA 83/South
Main Street
north and east side
of Foster Street

north and east side
of Foster Street
north and west side
of Maxeys Lane

north side of Dixie
Avenue

To
existing sidewalk at
East Jefferson Street

Feet
539

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$80,850

existing sidewalk at
East Avenue
existing sidewalk
along north side of
College Drive
existing sidewalk
along north side of
College Drive
north and east side
of Maxeys Lane

1,057

$150

$158,550

849

$150

$127,350

1,037

$150

$155,550

2,752

$150

$412,800

existing sidewalk
along south and west
side of East
Washington Street
north and east side
of Crawford Street
existing sidewalk
along south side of
US129/441(BUS)/US2
78/GA 83/South
Main Street
north side of US
278/GA 83/Atlanta
Highway

1,237

$150

$185,550

1,771

$150

$265,650

2,613

$150

$391,950

2,092

$150

$313,800
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Location
north side of Dixie
Avenue

Jurisdiction
Madison

From
east side of Sulgrave
Drive

north side of US
278/GA 83/Atlanta
Highway

Madison

east side of Sulgrave
Drive

north side of US
278/GA 83/Atlanta
Highway

Madison

existing sidewalk
along north side of
US 278/GA
83/Atlanta Highway
at Walker Circle

west side of US
129/441(BUS)/Eatonto
n Highway

Madison

west side of US
129/441(BUS)/Eatonto
n Highway
south side of
Commerce Street

Madison

existing sidewalk
along north side of
US129/441(BUS)/US
278/GA 83/South
Main Street
south side of
Commerce Street

north and east side of
Thomason Street

Madison

Madison

To
existing sidewalk
along north side of
Dixie Avenue
existing sidewalk
along north side of
US 278/GA
83/Atlanta Highway
existing sidewalk
along north side of
US129/441(BUS)/US2
78/GA 83/South
Main
Street/Eatonton
Highway
south side of
Commerce Street

Feet
560

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$84,000

1,102

$150

$165,300

324

$150

$48,600

2,946

$150

$441,900

existing sidewalk
along north side of
Micha Way
Bell Circle

543

$150

$81,450

1,645

$150

$246,750

902

$150

$135,300

west side of US
129/441(BUS)/Eaton
ton Highway
existing sidewalk
south side of rail
along north side of
road tracks
US
129/441(BUS)/US
278/North Main
Street
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Location
north and east side of
Burney Street

Jurisdiction
Madison

From
existing sidewalk
near North Second
Street

To
existing sidewalk at
Fifth Street

Feet
466

Cost per Foot
$150

Estimated Cost
$69,900

Total Cost and High Priority Cost for Each Facility Type
Use
Shared Use Path
On-Street Improvements
Sidewalks

High Priority Cost
$10,609,545
$7,140,754
N/A

Total Cost
$31,743,106
$12,211,407
$9,210,000
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Appendix D

Funding Sources
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Funding Sources
Robert W. Woodruff Foundation
http://www.woodruff.org/index.aspx
This foundation seeks to improve quality of life by investing in
community health and vitality among other things. Conservation of
natural resources and environmental education are included in this
foundation’s listed principal giving interests. Grants for capital
projects are limited to tax-exempt public organizations and
governmental agencies within the state of Georgia.

Kresge Foundation Project Support Grant
http://www.kresge.org/funding/funding-toolbox
The Kresge Foundation has a variety of grant programs each
designed to support community-based initiatives. Specific project
support grants include program implementation, growth capital,
planning, and facilities/capital grants.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
Conservation Innovation Grant
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/cig/index.html
This program is designed to stimulate the development and
adoption of innovative conservation approaches and technologies
while leveraging federal investments. Non-federal governmental or
non-governmental organizations, Tribes, and individuals are eligible
to apply.

Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF)
http://gastateparks.org/grants/lwcf
The purpose of this grant program is to help state and local
governments acquire recreation lands and develop outdoor
recreation facilities. In 2010, $1 million was dispersed throughout
the state of Georgia in the following proportions: 10% for
disadvantaged jurisdictions, 20% for land acquisition, 30% for
development projects, and 40% for rehabilitation projects. Criteria
used to award grants are based on the Statewide Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP).

Recreational Trails Program
http://www.gastateparks.org/core/item/page.aspx?s=18195.0.1.5#
application
This program provides funding for trail construction, maintenance,
and education on an annual basis. This has program has a new grant
cycle to be announced in Fall of 2015.

Transportation Enhancements
http://www.dot.state.ga.us/localgovernment/FundingPrograms/Tra
nsportationEnhancement/Pages/default.aspx
This program was established to help enrich the travel experience of
all users of the transportation system, including bicyclists and
pedestrians. Calls for projects are announced by GDOT.
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Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement (CMAQ) Program
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/cmaq/
This program provides funding to areas designated as nonattainment by the Environmental Protection Agency. Nonattainment is defined as areas which fail to meet the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards, or NAAQS. Funds are spent
specifically on transportation projects that decrease emissions and
improve congestion.

People for Bikes Community Grant Program
http://www.peopleforbikes.org/pages/community-grants
The People for Bikes Community Grant Program provides funding
for important and influential projects that leverage federal funding
and build momentum for bicycling in communities across the U.S.
These projects include bike paths and rail trails, as well as mountain
bike trails, bike parks, BMX facilities, and large-scale bicycle
advocacy initiatives.

MillionMile Greenway
http://www.millionmilegreenway.org/
MillionMIle Greenway, based in Atlanta, provides community grants
for a variety of purposes. MMG greenway projects focus on
conservation, recreation, and connectivity.

National Parks Service - Rivers, Trails, and
Conservation Assistance Program
http://www.nps.gov/ncrc/programs/rtca/index.htm
RTCA supports community-led natural resource conservation and
outdoor recreation programs.
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