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MPO RESOLUTION         
 

 

THE COASTAL REGION METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION  

ADOPTION  OF CORE MPO FY 2012 - 2015 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM  

 
WHEREAS, federal regulations for urban transportation planning  require that the Metropolitan Planning Organization, in 

cooperation with participants in the planning process, develop and update the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) at 

least every four years; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (CORE MPO) has been designated by the Governor of 

Georgia as the Metropolitan Planning Organization of the Savannah urbanized area; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning Organization has been updating TIP on a yearly basis; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning Organization, in accordance with federal requirements for a 

Transportation Improvement Program, has developed a four-year integrated program of federally-funded multimodal projects 

for the Savannah urbanized area; and 

 

WHEREAS, the TIP is consistent with all plans, goals and objectives of the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning 

Organization, and shall be updated at least annually with revisions to reflect changes in program emphasis and funding 

availability; and 

 

WHEREAS, the urban transportation planning regulations require that the TIP be a product of a planning process certified as 

in conformance with all applicable requirements of law and regulations; and 

 

WHEREAS, the urban transportation planning regulations provide for the certification of the process by the Federal Highway 

Administration and the Federal Transit Administration; and 

 

WHEREAS, the staff of the Chatham County-Savannah Metropolitan Planning Commission, the Federal Highway 

Administration and the Federal Transit Administration have reviewed the organization and activities of the planning process 

and certified them to be in conformance with the requirements of law and regulations; and 

 

WHEREAS, the locally developed and adopted process for private sector participation has been followed in the development 

of the FY 2012 - 2015TIP. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  that the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning Organization adopts the attached 

four-year Transportation Improvement Program for the period 2012 ï 2015. 

 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATION  

 

I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning 

Organization at a meeting held on June 22, 2011.  
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CHAPTER 1: TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM FUNDAMENTALS  

1.1 Introduction  

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a coordination and funding document of the 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). An MPO is a regional policy body, required in urbanized 

areas with population over 50,000, and designated by the governor of the state. The MPO is responsible 

for administering the federally required transportation planning process in cooperation with the state, 

local and other transportation providers. When an urbanized area reaches a population of more than 

200,000, the MPO is designated a Transportation Management Area (TMA). The TMA status imposes 

more stringent requirements on the MPO, and impacts the sources of funds available for transportation 

projects in the urbanized area.  

The MPO is responsible for developing the 20 plus year Long Range Transportation Plan 

(LRTP) and the short-range Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The LRTP evaluates 

transportation system performance and is a source of policies, projects and actions that implement 

community vision of transportation improvements needed to reach the community goals. The TIP is a 

detailed capital program or a list of federally funded highway, transit and other multi-modal projects for 

the MPO planning area over the next four years. The TIP must be consistent with the LRTP. All 

transportation projects must appear in an approved LRTP and TIP before they may receive federal funds 

for implementation. It should be emphasized that the TIP is an expression of intent to implement the 

identified projects and not a final commitment of funds from any agency. The TIP is based on a 

reasonable estimate of the amount of federal funds expected to be available to the MPO planning area 

and is required to be financially constrained by year. 

The Coastal Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (CORE MPO) is the designated 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Savannah urbanized area. The MPO was designated 

a TMA in July 2002. CORE MPO is a comprehensive, cooperative and continuing process and is the 

forum for decision-making on transportation issues in Chatham County. CORE MPO adopted the Long 

Range Transportation Plan ï CORE Connections 2035 (Volume 1: Framework Mobility Plan) on 

September 17, 2009 and is currently developing the Total Mobility Plan.  CORE MPO is also 

responsible for developing the Transportation Improvement Program. The FY 2012 - 2015 TIP is 

programmed to address the transportation needs of Savannah and Chatham County and consists of 

improvements recommended in the 2035 Mobility Plan.  As a TMA, CORE MPO has the authority to 

prioritize the projects in the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP, particularly those to be funded with the Urban 

Attributable Funds (L230 funds). The FY 2012 - 2015 TIP identifies transportation improvements 

recommended for advancement during the program period, groups the projects into appropriate staging 

periods and includes realistic estimates of total costs and anticipated funding sources. 

The CORE MPO Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC) is responsible for reviewing the TIP 

and recommending it for adoption to the CORE MPO Board. The two other CORE MPO advisory 

committees, the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and the Advisory Committee on Accessible 

Transportation (ACAT) as well as the general public are also invited to review and comment on the 

proposed TIP. In addition, the federal legislation requires that in the TIP development process the MPO 

should consult with officials responsible for other types of planning activities that are affected by 

transportation in the area, and governmental agencies and non-profit organizations that receive federal 

assistance from a source other than USDOT. CORE MPO satisfies this requirement by inviting these 

agencies to participate in the TIP development process and by making the draft TIP available to them for 

review and comment.  
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Through adoption by the CORE MPO Board, the document becomes the official TIP for the 

Savannah urbanized area and then integrated into the State Transportation Improvement Program 

(STIP). Project-by-project review and approval by the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), 

the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is also 

necessary before federal funds become available. It should be understood that the TIP is a flexible 

program which may be modified in accordance with the procedures outlined in the adopted Participation 

Plan (PP) by resolution of the CORE MPO Board if priorities, area goals or funding levels change. 

1.2 Overview of the TIP Document 

The format of this document should be easy to follow, but if you have any questions, please 

contact the transportation planning staff of the Chatham County - Savannah Metropolitan Planning 

Commission (MPC) at (912) 651-1440 for assistance. 

The first section of this document includes four components. The table of contents provides a 

summary of the structure in which the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP is organized. The MPO organization that 

follows lists the various CORE MPO committees and staff members who have developed this TIP. The 

MPO resolution certifies the CORE MPO adoption of the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP. The MPO certifications 

provide proof that CORE MPO has the authority to carry out the MPO transportation planning process 

in the Savannah urbanized area.  

Chapter 1 provides some details on TIP fundamentals, including an introduction to the 

Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Transportation Improvement Program, the TIP funding, and 

the public participation requirements of the TIP development / update / amendment process.  

Chapter 2 outlines the specific development process of the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP, including 

expected federal / state / local funding in the next four years, transportation improvement priority 

establishment, and the public participation process. 

Chapter 3 lists specific highway, bridge, rail, transit, transportation enhancement and other multi-

modal projects in the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP. The highway section includes an index of projects in 

Chatham County programmed to receive funds from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 

other sources in fiscal years 2012 - 2015, a map showing the locations of these projects, the individual 

project pages that provide more detailed project information, a list of lump sum funding categories and 

programs in Chatham County for the four-year period, and a financial plan that demonstrates fiscal 

constraints. The highway section includes some earmarked transportation enhancement and rail projects 

because their funding obligation will eventually go through FHWA. This section also includes a state 

bond-funded highway project and some currently locally-sponsored highway projects that are expected 

to receive federal funds in the future. The transit section includes the financial statement of the Chatham 

Area Transit Authority (CAT), the capital improvement justification, the transit projects programmed to 

receive funds from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in fiscal years 2012 to 2015, as well as a 

bus replacement schedule.   

The appendix includes a list of lump sum projects in the Savannah area that have been identified 

and programmed by GDOT, the funding obligation in Chatham County in FY 2010 and FY 2011, and 

the public participation materials related to the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP development process.  

1.3 TIP Funding 

As mandated by federal regulations, the Transportation Improvement Program must be 

financially constrained. The cost of projects selected in the overall program must be equal to or less than 

estimated funding available to complete these projects. The available funds, which include federal, state 
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and local funds, and in some instances private funds as with projects financed by public-private 

partnerships, are those dollars that are reasonably expected over the program timeframe. Usually the 

federal funds play the major part in programming the transportation improvements while the state and 

the local governments or agencies provide their shares of the TIP funding, thus the ñmatched fundsò 

include the total funding needed for the projects. The following sections introduce the common federal 

funding categories for the highway, transit, and other projects.       

1.3.1 Highway Funding 

1.3.1.1 SAFETEA-LU Highway Funding Components 

The 2005 federal legislation - the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 

Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) - authorized the federal surface transportation programs for 

highways, highway safety, and transit for the 5-year period of 2005 - 2009. SAFETEA-LU expired in 

2009 but has been extended to September 30, 2011. Under SAFETEA-LU, the federal aid highway 

program includes the following six (6) core components.  

1. Interstate Maintenance (IM)  ï The program provides funding for resurfacing, restoring, 

rehabilitating and reconstructing (4R) most routes on the Interstate System. 

2. National Highway System (NHS) ï The program provides funding for improvements to rural and 

urban roads that are part of the NHS, including the Interstate System and designated connections to 

major intermodal terminals. Under certain circumstances, NHS funds may also be used to fund 

transit improvements in NHS corridors.  

3. Surface Transportation Program (STP) ï The program provides flexible funding that may be used 

by States and localities for projects on any Federal-aid highway, including the NHS, bridge projects 

on any public road, transit capital projects, and intracity and intercity bus terminals and facilities.  

4. Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ)  - The program provides funding for projects and 

programs in air quality nonattainment and maintenance areas for ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), and 

particulate matter (PM-10, PM-2.5) which reduce transportation related emissions. The CORE MPO 

planning area is an air quality attainment area and does not receive CMAQ funds.  

5. Highway Bridge Program (BRG) - The program provides funding to enable States to improve the 

condition of their highway bridges through replacement, rehabilitation, and systematic preventive 

maintenance.  

6. Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) - The Federal-aid funding program began in FY 

2006 to achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads. A 

state must have a Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) in place in order to obligate HSIP funds.  

1.3.1.2 Highway Funding Codes 

Depending on different funding categories, the federal / state / local shares of funds vary. The 

table below lists the frequently used federal highway funding codes and their respective state / local 

share. The state and local shares for specific projects might change based on agreements between the 

state and the local project sponsors.  
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Highway Funding Codes 

Project 

Prefix 

Funding Code Class of Funds Federal 

Share 

State 

Share 

Local 

Share 

BRG L1C0 On/Off System Bridges 80% 20%   

BRG L110 Off System Bridges 80% 20%   

NHS L010 Interstate Maintenance * (Except 

I-516 & I-985)  

90% 10%   

NHS L050 National Highway System 80% 20%   

STP L230 Population over 200,000 80%   20% 

STP L240 Use for Any Area 80% 20%   

SFT LS20 High Risk Rural Road Safety ** 90% 10%   

SFT LS30 Safety ** 90% 10%   

SFT LS40 Railroad Safety and Railroad 

Bridges 

100%     

SFT LS50 Railroad Safety 100%     

SRS LU10 Safe Route to School Program 100%     

SRS  LU20 Safe Route to School 

Infrastructure 

100%     

SRS LU30 Safe Route to School Either 100%     

HPP LY10, LY 20 High Priority Project  80% 20%   

TEA L220 Enhancement (33R = 100%) 80%   20% 

PL L450 Metropolitan Planning 80% 10% 10% 

SPR L550 Planning 80% 20%   

DNR L940 Recreational Trails 80% 20%   

*   HOV projects qualify for IM (interstate maintenance). 

** 100% for certain projects. 

1.3.1.3 Lump Sum Funding 

A portion of the STIP funding is set aside for various groups of projects that do not affect the 

capacity of the roadway.  The Lump Sum projects program is intended to give the Department and MPO 

flexibility to address projects of an immediate need while fulfilling the requirements of the STIP.  Funds 

are set up in lump sum banks to undertake projects that are developed after the STIP is approved.  These 

lump sums banks, located in the statewide or ñAllò county section of the STIP, are listed in a number of 

funding types for each year for the Departmentôs convenience in managing and accounting for the 

funding.  These Lump Sum Banks are shown in the TIP/STIP with the words ñLump Sumò in the 

project description and contain an amount of funding for each year.  Funds are drawn from these lump 

sums during the year and individual projects are programmed.  The individual projects may include 

work at one or several locations for letting and accounting purposes.  Listed below are these groups and 

information about them. Except for groups for preliminary engineering and rights-of-way protective 

buying, the total available funds are shown as construction for easy accounting but preliminary 

engineering and rights-of-way may be drawn from this amount when needed in that category. 

Individual projects are programmed and funds drawn from the Lump Sum Bank at the time these 

funds are needed for Preliminary Engineering, Rights of Way and Construction.  These projects may be 

funded in the current year or one of the other TIP/STIP years.  Funds for these projects are not counted 

until authorization is requested for the funds.  At that time the actual cost is deducted from the balance in 

the Lump Sum Bank.   
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To provide the readers of the TIP/STIP with as much information as possible, individual projects 

to be funded from the Lump Sum Bank in the future may be shown in the TIP/STIP with a program year 

of LUMP and a preliminary estimated cost.  These projects are also denoted with the words ñLump Sum 

Projectò in the lower left area of the project listing.  To avoid double counting these projects are not 

included in the county total at the end of the county.   

Group:  Maintenance    

Criteria:  existing system maintenance only 

This group has six funding/work types: two are for bridge painting/maintenance and the other four are 

for roadway maintenance.  Major types of work undertaken are: resurfacing, pavement rehabilitation, 

median work, impact attentuators, signing, fencing, pavement markings, landscaping, rest areas, walls, 

guardrail and shoulder work.  Also included is preliminary engineering necessary to prepare plans and 

rights-of-way needed for work such as landslide repair, sewer hookups and erosion control. 

Group:  Safety 

Criteria:  work qualifying for the High Hazard Safety Program and other safety projects 

This group includes the following work types: signal installation/upgrades, guardrail installation, sign 

installation, railroad protection devices, operational improvements, railroad crossing hazard elimination, 

roadway hazard elimination and special safety studies and programs.   

Group:  Preliminary Engineering   

Criteria:  planning, management systems and consultant design services 

This group has two funding/work types: planning/management systems and consultant design services 

Group:  Traffic and Revenue/Design-Build /Special Studies 

Criteria:  These studies are to determine how much traffic and how much revenue a toll facility (such as 

a managed lane) could generate in order to guide project development/financing.  Special studies, related 

to transportation, would also be included in this group.  

This group is a single item. 

Group:  Roadway/Interchange Lighting 

Criteria:  lighting 

This group is a single item. 

Group:  Rights of Way - Protective Buying and Hardship Acquisitions 

Criteria:  purchase of parcel(s) of rights of way (RW) for future projects that are in jeopardy of 

development and for hardship acquisition.  Qualifying projects are those that have preliminary 

engineering (PE) underway or have a PE, RW or construction phase in the STIP.  For counties that are 

not in conformance for air quality the only qualifying projects are those that have a RW phase in the 

STIP.  This group is a single item. 

Group:  Transportation Enhancement  

Criteria:  projects qualifying for the Transportation Enhancement program (TEA) 

TEA projects shown in the STIP will be funded on a first come first served basis. When a project is 

funded it is drawn down from the lump sum.  When all funds are gone, no other projects can be funded 

until the next fiscal year, which begins on July 1. 

This group is a single item. 
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Group:  Livable Centers Initiative (LCI)  

Criteria:  projects qualifying for the LCI program and selected by the Atlanta Regional Commission 

(ARC)   

LCI implementation projects are selected on a competitive basis and lump sum funding amounts are 

programmed according to reasonable schedules for engineering, right of way acquisitions and 

construction for projects comprising the overall program.  Funding for individual phases of a project 

may be shifted between fiscal years as necessary if such shifts do not affect the implementation schedule 

of other projects or exceed the overall lump sum funding amount.  

This group is a single item. 

Group:  Safe Routes to Schools 

Criteria:  To enable and encourage children, including those with disabilities, to walk and bicycle to 

school; to make walking and bicycling to school safe and more appealing; and to facilitate the planning, 

development and implementation of projects that will improve safety, and reduce traffic, fuel 

consumption, and air pollution in the vicinity of schools. 

This group has two items; Infrastructure & non-infrastructure. 

Group:  High Risk Rural Roads 

Criteria:  States are required to identify these roadways (and expend the HRRR funds) according to the 

following definition: 

any roadway functionally classified as a rural major or minor collector or a rural local road and 

A. on which the accident rate for fatalities and incapacitating injuries exceeds the statewide average 

for those functional classes of roadway; or  

B. that will likely have increases in traffic volume that are likely to create an accident rate for 

fatalities and incapacitating injuries that exceeds the statewide average for those functional 

classes of roadway."  

Group: Regional Traffic Signal Optimization 

Criteria:  Applies to maintenance and operation of traffic control devices statewide.  Candidate projects 

include: 

A. Regional Traffic Operations Concepts  

B. Micro-Regional Traffic Operations 

C. Traffic Control Maintenance Contracts 

D. Signal Timing 

E. Identification of minor operational improvement projects to be submitted fir Operational Projects 

under another Lump Sum category. 

Projects will: 

A. Have to support the Regional or Statewide Traffic Signal Concept of Operations 

B. Focus on operating and maintaining the components of traffic control systems 

C. Local or quasi-governmental agencies may be contracted with at the project level. 

1.3.2 Transit Funding 

1.3.2.1 SAFETEA-LU Transit Funding Programs 

The following lists the major federal transit funding categories under SAFETEA-LU.    
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Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula Program 

¶ Funds distributed directly to transit systems ("designated recipients") in urbanized areas over 

200,000 in population;  

¶ Funds are allocated based on multi-tiered formula including: 1) Population and Population 

Density; 2) Bus Revenue Vehicle Miles; 3) Fixed Guideway Revenue Vehicle Miles; 4) 

Fixed Guideway Route miles; and 5) Incentive Tier Based on Bus/Fixed Guideway 

Passenger Miles and Operating Costs;  

¶ Funds may be used for eligible capital and/or preventive maintenance activities; 

¶ Transit enhancements as certification rather than set-aside; 

¶ SAFETEA-LU allows additional sources of local funds to be used as local match for section 

5307 projects. The newly eligible sources include advertising and concessions revenue, 

social services contract revenue, and revenue bonds proceeds.  

Sections 5309 Capital Investment Program 

¶ Apportioned directly to transit systems; 

¶ Private non-profit and private providers of public transportation may be subrecipients;   

¶ Must be used to: 1) maintain, modernize and/or improve fixed guideway systems; 2) provide 

the federal share of new fixed guideway projects, including the design and/or construction of 

new or extensions to existing fixed guideway systems; and 3) fund the replacement, 

rehabilitation and purchase of buses and related equipment and the construction of bus 

related facilities.  

¶ Funds are apportioned based on statutory formula or earmarks.  

Section 5310 Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Formula Program 

¶ Capital and Purchase of Service assistance for the purchase of vehicles and services for the 

elderly and individuals with disabilities;  

¶ Services primarily provided by private not-for-profit organizations or governmental entities; 

Intended primarily for private not-for-profit organizations; Public organizations that 

coordinate services for the elderly and individuals with disabilities or that can certify that no 

not-for-profit organizations are readily available that can provide service may also be eligible 

to receive program funding; 

¶ Projects shall be included in a locally developed human services transportation coordination 

plan;  

¶ FTA Apportionment directly to states; Allocation based on each state's share of the nation's 

elderly and disabled population; 

¶ Non-DOT federal funds can be used as matching funds. 

Section 5316 Jobs Access and Reverse Commute Program  

¶ Grants for Capital and Operating costs of services to improve access to jobs and provide 

reverse commute services;  

¶ Designed to assist welfare recipients and low income individuals to get to work; 

¶ Formula program instead of discretionary program: 1) Formula allocations based on number 

of low-income persons to designated recipients in areas over 200,000 in population; 2) State 

may transfer funds to urbanized or non-urbanized area programs;  

¶ Eligibility: States and census-designated urbanized areas must select recipients 

competitively; Projects must be included in a locally-developed human services 

transportation coordination plan; 10 percent of funds may be used for planning, 

administration, and technical assistance; 
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¶ Non-DOT federal funds can be used as matching funds. 

Section 5317 New Freedom Program 

¶ Grant program for Capital and Operating Costs of Services and Facility Improvements in 

excess of those required by the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA);   

¶ Formula Program: 1) Formula allocations based on number of persons with disabilities to 

designated recipients in areas over 200,000 in population; 2) state may transfer funds to 

urbanized or non-urbanized area programs;  

¶ Eligibility: 1) State and UZAôs must select recipients competitively; 2) Project must be 

included in a locally-developed human services transportation coordination plan; 3) 10 

percent of funds may be used for planning, administration and technical assistance; 

¶ Non-DOT federal funds can be used as matching funds; 

¶ Labor protection only applied at discretion of the Secretary.  

1.3.2.2 Transit Funding Shares 

As in highway funding, the state and local project sponsors must provide matching funds for 

each of the federal transit funding programs. The table below lists the transit funding categories and the 

respective federal / state / local shares. The state and local shares for specific projects might change 

based on established agreements between the state and the local project sponsors.  

Transit Funding Programs 

Funding Code Federal Share State Share  Local Share 

Section 5307 Capital Program 80% 10% 10% 

Section 5309 Capital Program 80% 10% 10% 

Section 5310 Capital Program 80% 20% (DHR)*  

Section 5310 Operating  50% 50% (DHR)*  

Section 5316 Capital Program 80% 10% 10% 

Section 5316 Operating  50%  50% 

Section 5317 Capital Program 80% 10% 10% 

Section 5317 Operating  50%  50% 

Section 5316 and 5317 Vehicles 80% 15% 5% 

*DHR ï Department of Human Resources 

1.3.3 Carry over Funding 

Besides the expected annual obligation of federal highway and transit funds, some carryover 

funds can also be used in developing the Transportation Improvement Program.  

1.3.3.1 Where Carryover Funds Come From 

Carryover funding describes two types of federal funds not obligated in the year appropriated. 

The first type of these funds results when a State is unable to fully access the annual distribution of 

funds due to a congressional budgetary restriction call of "obligation authority".  Obligation authority 

restricts a state from spending total appropriated funds. Unobligated balances of appropriated funds 

may be utilized to fund projects in the following ways: 

1. A state may choose to advance fund the construction authorization of a federal-aid project by 

temporarily funding the federal share with non-federal funds. Multi-year Transportation Acts allow 

states to advance construct up to the contract authority provided in the Act. Advance construction is 
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a method of ñpre-financingò the federal share of project costs. These costs are later converted to 

regular federal highway funds as Congress provides new appropriation and/or obligation authority. 

2. A state can use carryover funds when obligation authority is redistributed from other states.  Near 

the end of each federal fiscal year, the Federal Highway Administration redistributes obligation 

authority from states that return unused spending authority. 

3.  A state can use unobligated balances to fund a project if Congress appropriates additional obligation 

authority. 

The second type of carryover funds results when a State does not fully obligate special federal-

aid funding categories such as minimum guarantee, highway demonstration projects, and high priority 

projects. For these types of funding categories, Appropriations Acts provide obligation authority for 

each appropriated dollar.   

1.3.3.2 How Carryover Funds Are Used 

The following describes how the STIP Financial Plan (SFP) is developed. The SFP is the 

spending plan for allocating transportation funding to state and local projects. It addresses a time period 

of four years, and, by law, is financially constrained by forecasted funding levels. Forecasted funding 

levels are based on the historical spending authority provided to the State in the last available year. 

These levels are adjusted to funding estimates provided in the current multi-year transportation bill. 

Added to the adjusted funding ceiling are the previously appropriated/allocated Federal funds 

(carryover) that are unexpended and available. Both types of carryover funds are assigned to projects. 

However, type 2 carryover funds are not used until all the current year obligation authority has been 

utilized. If the advanced construction method is used, type 1 carryover funds, a conversion project is set 

up in the STIP for the year that federal funds are going to be used to reimburse project costs. 

1.3.3.3 How Carryover Funds Are Shown For Fiscal Constraint 

The federal regulations (23 CFR 450.216) require that the State Transportation Improvement 

Program (STIP) "é include a project, or an identified phase of a project, only if full funding can 

reasonably be anticipated to be available". Since both types of carryover funds can be used to fund 

projects in a year different than the year funds were received, they are considered reasonably available 

and are added to the annual estimated appropriated funds for the period covered by the STIP. The STIP 

financial plan fully documents the amount of carryover funds by year and category of funding, as well 

as estimates of future revenues. 

1.3.4 Other Funding 

Earmarks: Some transportation improvement projects have earmark funds. These are funds 

provided by the Congress for projects, programs, or grants where the purported congressional direction 

(whether in statutory text, report language, or other communication) circumvents otherwise applicable 

merit-based or competitive allocation processes, or specifies the location or recipient, or otherwise 

curtails the ability of the executive branch to manage its statutory and constitutional responsibilities 

pertaining to the funds allocation process.  

Bonds: Some transportation improvement projects might be financed through the issuance of 

bonds, which is a debt security, in which the authorized issuer owes the holders a debt and, depending 

on the terms of the bond, is obliged to pay interest to use and/or to repay the principal at a later date, 

termed maturity.  
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Public-Private Partnerships: Some transportation improvement projects might be financed 

through public-private partnerships (P3), which involve a contract between a public sector authority and 

a private party, in which the private party provides a public service or project and assumes substantial 

financial, technical and operational risk in the project. There are different types of P3. FHWA 

encourages the consideration of P3 in the development of transportation improvements. 

1.4 Public Participation Requirements for TIP 

The federal legislation requires that each Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) adopt a 

formal public participation process. As the federally designated MPO for the Savannah urbanized area, 

CORE MPO is responsible for soliciting the participation of interested citizens and parties in the 

transportation planning process. 

CORE MPO adopted its Public Involvement Plan in March 2002 and revised the plan in October 

2005 to incorporate the Measures of Effectiveness (MOEs). The MPO updated the Public Involvement 

Plan to a Participation Plan in April 2007 based on additional SAFETEA-LU requirements. The plan 

was revised again in 2008 and 2009 to incorporate the revised FHWA/GDOT TIP/STIP amendment 

process. The Participation Plan is intended to provide CORE MPO with a framework for carrying out 

public participation activities. The objective is to facilitate a public dialogue at all stages of the 

transportation planning process including the development / update / amendment of the Transportation 

Improvement Program. 

Described below is an excerpt from the CORE MPO Participation Plan. It details the 

participation requirements in the TIP development and update process and the procedures that are to be 

followed to amend an existing approved TIP or STIP.  

1.4.1 Interested Citizens/Parties Participation in the Update/Development of TIP 

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is the short-range programming element of 

transportation planning. The TIP lists the transportation projects in Chatham County programmed to 

receive federal funds over the next four years. Projects in the TIP are drawn from the LRTP. Factors 

considered for a projectôs inclusion in the TIP include its readiness to proceed as well as the projectôs 

ability to positively impact/effect the regional transportation system. Under SAFETEA-LU, the MPO is 

required to annually update the listing of obligated projects. By nature of programming funds, TIPs are 

financially constrained. The amount of federal funds available to the MPO is subject to the stateôs 

congressional district balancing. Only lump sum projects which do not affect the capacity of roadways 

are not subject to congressional district balancing.  

Federal regulations require the preparation of a TIP at least every four years in order for federal 

agencies to authorize the use of federal transportation funds in the region. Historically, the MPO has 

updated the TIP on a yearly basis with the CORE MPO Board consideration occurring before the end of 

the fiscal year (June 30).   

1) The CAC will facilitate the participation process during the development of the TIP.   

2) As a Transportation Management Area (TMA), the MPO will host at least one public meeting on 

the TIP early in the development process, for the purpose of establishing project priorities. This 

meeting will be held at a centralized, accessible location.   

3) A legal notice will be published in the Savannah Morning News at least 10 days prior to any public 

meeting/open house.   

4) In addition to the Savannah Morning News, all other local media and the neighborhood associations 

as identified in Appendix C of the Plan, and the consultation agencies as identified in Appendix E 
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of Plan, will be notified of all public meetings. The meeting notice will also be posted at the MPC 

website. 

5) Upon completion of a draft TIP, the MPO will hold a 30-day public review and comment period. 

6) A legal notice will be published in the Savannah Morning News on the Sunday prior to the 

beginning of the public review and comment period. All the other contacts listed above will be 

notified as well. 

7) During the public review and comment period, copies of the draft TIP will be made available for 

review at the public review agencies identified in Appendix D of the Plan, and will be posted on the 

MPC website. 

8) The MPO will host at least one public meeting during the public review and comment period to be 

held at a centralized, accessible location.   

9) Public comments on the draft TIP must be provided in writing and will be included as an appendix 

to the final TIP.  

10) Public comments shall be accepted no later than three working days after the public review and 

comment period ends.   

11) At the close of the public review and comment period, the MPO staff will review comments and 

identify any significant comments. 

12) Significant comments will be reviewed by the MPO Committees and incorporated into the final 

TIP. 

1.4.2 Interested Citizens/Parties Participation for Changes to LRTP and TIP 

While the MPO undertakes updating the LRTP and TIP on a regular schedule, there may be 

instances during the cycle when either administrative changes or amendments are required. 

Administrative changes are considered minor changes, which do not alter the original project intent. 

Amendments are required for the addition or deletion of a project or program occurring between 

scheduled updates or when a major change occurs in the project description, length (more than a quarter 

mile), cost or scope. In order to qualify for federal funds, new projects must be amended to the LRTP 

before they are eligible for inclusion in the TIP.  

Any person wishing to have a change made in the adopted Metropolitan Planning Organizationôs 

(MPO) Long Range Transportation Plan for Chatham County should complete an application and 

submit it to the executive director of the MPO. 

After receipt of this application, the MPO staff, the MPOôs Technical Coordinating Committee, 

Citizens Advisory Committee, and Advisory Committee on Accessible Transportation will review it and 

will recommend to the CORE MPO Board whether a more detailed analysis of the change is warranted. 

The MPO will then decide either to reject the application or authorize a detailed analysis of the proposal. 

If further study is authorized by the MPO, the MPO staff will conduct a detailed analysis and present its 

findings and recommendations to the MPOôs TCC, CAC and ACAT Committees. The recommendations 

of the MPO staff and the MPOôs Committees will then be provided to the CORE MPO Board, which 

will decide either to reject the proposal or schedule the proposed change for public hearing. If a public 

hearing is held, the MPO will decide at the conclusion of the hearing whether to reject the proposal, 

approve the proposal, or approve the proposal with modifications.  

Public participation procedures for amendments and administrative changes to the LRTP and TIP 

will follow the Georgia Department of Transportationôs (GDOT) STIP/TIP Amendment Process 

(Appendix G). The administrative modification process consists of a monthly list of notifications from 
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GDOT to all involved parties, with change summaries sent on a monthly basis to the FHWA and FTA 

by the GDOT. The amendment process requires public advertisement, a 15-day comment period and 

response to all comments, either individually or in a summary form. There is no requirement for a public 

hearing. The amendment follows the usual MPO Committee process for action. 

The use of federal funds requires completion of the environmental process in accordance with 

the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Right-of-way negotiations may not take place until 

successful completion of the NEPA process. Final location and design of an amended project would be a 

function of the NEPA process. In Georgia, the Department of Transportation oversees the public 

participation in the environmental process. The MPO facilitates the participation process by providing 

early and continuous planning level input and by assisting GDOT in disseminating public meeting 

notices and project information.      

1.4.3 STIP and TIP Amendment Process 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issued 

the Final Rule to revise the Statewide and Metropolitan Transportation Planning regulations 

incorporating changes from the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 

Legacy for Users on February 14, 2007 with an effective date of March 16, 2007. The revised 

regulations clearly define administrative modifications and amendments as actions to update plans and 

programs. 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 450.104 defines administrative modifications and 

amendments as follows:  

Administrative modification ñmeans a minor revision to a long-range statewide or metropolitan 

transportation plan, Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), or Statewide Transportation 

Improvement Program (STIP) that includes minor changes to project/project phase costs, minor changes 

to funding sources of previously-included projects, and minor changes to project/project phase initiation 

dates. Administrative Modification is a revision that does not require public review and comment, 

redemonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination (in nonattainment and maintenance 

areas).ò  

Amendment ñmeans a revision to a long-range statewide or metropolitan transportation plan, 

TIP, or STIP that involves a major change to a project included in a metropolitan transportation plan, 

TIP, or STIP, including the addition or deletion of a project or major change in project cost, 

project/project phase initiation dates, or a major change in design concept or design scope (e.g., 

changing project termini or the number of through traffic lanes). Changes to projects that are included 

only for illustrative purposes do not require an amendment. An amendment is a revision that requires 

public review and comment, redemonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination (for 

metropolitan transportation plans and TIPs involving ñnon-exemptò projects in nonattainment and 

maintenance areas). In the context of a long-range statewide transportation plan, an amendment is a 

revision approved by the State in accordance with its public involvement process.ò  

The following procedures have been developed for processing administrative modifications and 

amendments to the STIP and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) TIPs and Long Range 

Transportation Plans (LRTPs). Processes described below detail procedures that are to be used to update 

an existing approved STIP or TIP and associated plan, if applicable. A key element of the amendment 

process is to assure that funding balances are maintained.  

Administrative Modification  

The following actions are eligible as Administrative Modifications to the STIP/TIP/LRTP:  

A.  Revise a project description without changing the project scope, conflicting with the 

environmental document or changing the conformity finding in nonattainment and maintenance 
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areas (less than 10% change in project termini). This change would not alter the original project 

intent.  

B.  Splitting or combining projects.  

C.  Federal funding category change.  

D.  Minor changes in expenditures for transit projects.  

E.  Roadway project phases may have a cost increase less than $2,000,000 or 20% of the amount to 

be authorized. The 20% scenario amount may not exceed $10,000,000.  

F.  Shifting projects within the 4-year STIP as long as the subsequent annual draft STIP was 

submitted prior to September 30.  

G.  Projects may be funded from lump sum banks as long as they are consistent with category 

definitions.  

An administrative modification can be processed in accordance with these procedures provided that:  

1.  It does not affect the air quality conformity determination, nor the network conformity years 

found in the travel demand model and the plan for nonattainment and maintenance areas.  

2.  It does not impact financial constraint.  

3.  It does not require public review and comment.  

The administrative modification process consists of a monthly list of notifications from GDOT to 

all involved parties, with change summaries sent on a monthly basis to the FHWA and FTA by the 

GDOT.  

The GDOT will submit quarterly reports detailing projects drawn from each lump sum bank with 

remaining balance to the FHWA.  

Amendment  

The following actions are eligible as Amendments to the STIP/TIP/LRTP:  

A.  Addition or deletion of a project.  

B.  Addition or deletion of a phase of a project.  

C.  Roadway project phases that increase in cost over the thresholds described in the Administrative 

Modification section.  

D.  Addition of an annual TIP.  

E.  Major change to scope of work of an existing project. A major change would be any change that 

alters the original intent i.e. a change in the number of through lanes, a change in termini of more 

than 10 percent.  

F.  Shifting projects within the 4-year STIP which require redemonstration of fiscal constraint or 

when the subsequent annual draft STIP was not submitted prior to September 30. (See 

Administrative Modification item F).  

 

Amendments to the STIP/TIP/LRTP will be developed in accordance with the provisions of 23 

CFR Part 450. This requires public review and comment and responses to all comments, either 

individually or in summary form. For amendments in MPO areas, the public review process should be 
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carried out in accordance with the procedures outlined in the Participation Plan. The GDOT will assure 

that the amendment process and the public involvement procedures have been followed. Cost changes 

made to the second, third and fourth years of the STIP will be balanced during the STIP yearly update 

process. All amendments should be approved by FHWA and/or FTA.  

 

Notes:  

1.  The date a TIP becomes effective is when the Governor or his designee approves it. For 

nonattainment and maintenance areas, the effective date of the TIP is based on the date of U.S. 

Department of Transportationôs positive finding of conformity.  

2.  The date the STIP becomes effective is when FHWA and FTA approve it.  

3. The STIP is developed on the state fiscal year which is July 1-June 30.  

4. Funds for cost increases will come from those set aside in the STIP financial plan by the GDOT 

for modifications and cost increases. Fiscal Constraint will be maintained in the STIP at all 

times.  

  



 

  15 

 

 

CHAPTER 2: FY 2012 - 2015 TIP DEVELOPMENT  

2.1 Expected FY 2012 - 2015 TIP Funding for Chatham County 

2.1.1 Expected Highway Funds 

The matched funds shown below include the expected federal funds from regular sources and 

state / local shares. The table also includes lump sum funds for the next four fiscal years based on the 

lump sum categories. The expected local funds for currently locally-sponsored projects are also listed 

because these projects are expected to receive federal or state funds in the future.   

 

2.1.2 Expected Transit Funds 

In the CORE MPO planning area, the Chatham Area Transit Authority (CAT) is the designated 

recipient of the Section 5307, Section 5309, Section 5316 and Section 5317 funds. Since the Savannah 

urbanized area is a TMA, CAT receives the funds directly from the Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA). The state of Georgia and CAT provide the respective state and local match.  

In Georgia, the Department of Human Resources (DHR) administers the Section 5310 program 

which is used to purchase services provided by subcontractors to eligible elderly and disabled 

populations.  DHR provides the matching funds for the federal Section 5310 program funds.    

FUND CODE LUMP DESCRIPTION 2012 2013 2014 2015 TOTAL

NHS L050 1,372,111$     9,325,267$       -$                   9,298,568$       19,995,946$     

Bridge L1C0 12,627,386$   -$                   -$                   -$                   12,627,386$     

STP L230 12,230,708$   5,840,458$       5,988,360$       6,136,262$       30,195,787$     

STP L240 2,799,396$     2,099,902$       1,518,431$       -$                   6,417,729$       

Local LOC 3,000,000$      $          100,000 7,850,000$       2,000,000$       12,950,000$     

IM L010 ROAD MAINT - INTERSTATE 255,000$        255,000$           255,000$           255,000$           1,020,000$       

IM L010 BRIDGE PAINT - INTERSTATE 255,000$        255,000$           255,000$           255,000$           1,020,000$       

NHS L050 ROAD MAINT - NAT'L HWY 893,000$        893,000$           893,000$           893,000$           3,572,000$       

NHS L050 ROADWAY LIGHTING 26,000$           26,000$             26,000$             26,000$             104,000$           

STP L220 ENHANCEMENT 663,000$        663,000$           663,000$           663,000$           2,652,000$       

STP L230 ROAD MAINT - GT 200K 371,000$        371,000$           371,000$           248,000$           1,361,000$       

STP L240 OPERATIONAL 255,000$        255,000$           255,000$           255,000$           1,020,000$       

STP L240 ROAD MAINT - ANY AREA 2,550,000$     2,550,000$       2,550,000$       2,550,000$       10,200,000$     

STP L240 BRIDGE PAINTING 128,000$        128,000$           128,000$           128,000$           512,000$           

STP L240 TRAF CONTROL DEVICES 255,000$        255,000$           255,000$           255,000$           1,020,000$       

STP L240 FORCE ACCT MAINT 459,000$        459,000$           459,000$           459,000$           1,836,000$       

STP L240 TRAF&REV/D-B/STUDIES 77,000$           77,000$             77,000$             77,000$             308,000$           

STP L240 RW PROTECTIVE BUY 64,000$           64,000$             64,000$             64,000$             256,000$           

Trails L940 RECREATIONAL TRAILS 32,000$           32,000$             32,000$             32,000$             128,000$           

SFT LS20 HWY RISK RURAL ROADS 96,000$           98,000$             100,000$           103,000$           397,000$           

SFT LS30 SAFETY 1,584,000$     1,621,000$       1,658,000$       1,695,000$       6,558,000$       

SFT LS40 RRX HAZARD ELIM 110,000$        113,000$           115,000$           118,000$           456,000$           

SFT LS50 RRX PROTECTION DEV 110,000$        113,000$           115,000$           118,000$           456,000$           

SRTS LU10 SAFE RT TO SCH NON-INFR 7,000$             7,000$               7,000$               7,000$               28,000$             

SRTS LU20 SAFE RT TO SCH INFR 60,000$           60,000$             60,000$             60,000$             240,000$           

SRTS LU30 SAFE RT TO SCH ANY PROJ 14,000$           14,000$             14,000$             14,000$             56,000$             

EB LZ20 CST MGMT 383,000$        383,000$           383,000$           383,000$           1,532,000$       

TOTAL 40,676,601$   26,057,627$     24,091,791$     26,092,830$     116,918,848$   

SAVANNAH

TOTAL EXPECTED HIGHWAY

STIP FUNDS

(MATCHED)

FY 2012 - FY 2015
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Starting in FY 2007, all the projects funded by the Sections 5310, 5316 and 5317 programs must 

be coming from a locally developed public transportation ï human services coordinated plan. The 

CORE MPO is responsible for conducting a competitive project selection process for Sections 5316 and 

5317 funds in the Savannah urbanized area to make sure that the resources are maximized for providing 

the most efficient transportation services for the low-income, the disabled, and the elderly populations.    

The following table lists the transit funds expected to be available to Chatham County through 

regular funding sources in FY 2012 - 2015. The local match for some of the programs such as Section 

5316 and Section 5317 can be from other federal sources other than the Department of Transportation.  

SAVANNAH TOTAL EXPECTED MATCHED TRANSIT FUNDS** ( $) 

FY 2012 - FY 2015 

Funding Code FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 Total 

Section 5307  2,462,876  2,769,561  1,462,791  1,312,268  8,007,496  

Section 5307 Operating 1,620,000  1,150,000  2,300,000  2,300,000  7,370,000  

Section 5309 Capital 7,246,891  4,957,985  5,205,885  5,466,179  22,876,940  

Section 5310** 161,305  169,372  170,217  178,729  679,623  

Section 5316 344,336  362,096  380,200  399,210  1,485,842  

Section 5317 108,531  113,373  119,041  124,993  465,938  

Total Transit Funds 11,943,939  9,522,387  9,638,134  9,781,379  40,885,839  
** These transit funds are estimated from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the state and the local sources. The 

Section 5310 funding estimates come from the Department of Human Resources (DHR). 

2.1.3 Expected Earmark  and State Bond Funds 

The table below lists funds not from the regular highway or transit funding sources. These include 

the High Priority Project (HPP) funds, earmark freight funds, earmark transit funds, earmark national 

park service funds, as well as state bond funds that are expected to be available to finance transportation 

improvement projects in Chatham County during fiscal years 2012-2015. 

SAVANNAH TOTAL EXPECTED MATCHED OTHER FUNDS 

FY 2012 - FY 2015 

FUND CODE 

LUMP 

DESCRIPTION FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 TOTAL  

HPP LY10   $5,679,605 $0 $0 $0 $5,679,605 

HPP LY20   $1,124,875 $0 $0 $0 $1,124,875 

HPP LY30   $4,530,695 $0 $0 $0 $4,530,695 

Natôl 

Parks F170  $0 $6,000,000 $0 $0 $6,000,000 

Bond GOB11  $129,688,014 $0 $0 $0 $129,688,014 

Earmark LY 60 Transit Projects $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 

Earmark   Rail Projects $6,100,000    $6,100,000 

Total Earmark and State Bond 

Funds $148,123,189  $6,000,000  $0  $0  $154,123,189  

2.2 Establishment of Transportation Improvement Priorities  

The CORE Connections 2035 Framework Mobility Plan, which is the MPOôs Long Range 

Transportation Plan, includes eight categories of transportation improvements ranked by the public from 

the highest priority to the lowest: 1) implement complete streets; 2) construct/improve sidewalks, bike 
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lanes and greenways; 3) improve transit service; 4) improve safety; 5) construct new roadways; 6) fund 

maintenance; 7) widen existing roads; and 8) improve traffic operations. Though the stakeholders who 

guided the development of the plan had a different ranking of the list, they coincided with the public in 

the top three priority categories ï complete street, bike/pedestrian improvements, and transit.   

The CORE Connections 2035 Framework Mobility Plan covers a 20 plus year period and does 

not identify transportation improvement strategies by specific funding categories. However, the TIP is a 

programming document and must match proposed improvement projects with available funding sources. 

Most of the funds available to the CORE MPO planning area are allocated by the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The increasing costs in 

transportation projects and the decreasing funds available each year to the CORE MPO transportation 

planning area have made it a necessity to program the highest priority projects with the most urgent 

needs in the TIP with the available funds in the next four years.   

Because of the complexity of federal funding sources, transportation improvement projects must 

be divided into various groups to match the funds. In the FY 2007 - 2009 TIP development process, 

CORE MPO adopted TIP prioritization policies, a three-tiered highway priority list, and a transit priority 

project list. The MPO Board also decided to continue the established policies and priorities for later 

TIPs. During the FY 2010 - 2013 TIP development process, these policies and priorities were re-

evaluated and presented to the public for review. A new category to explain the prioritization process of 

other types of projects (earmarked projects, transportation enhancement projects and lump sum projects) 

were added to the TIP. The goal of the TIP prioritization process is to have a relatively stable list of 

projects in the priority pipe line for implementation. As the projects are implemented, the priority list 

should shrink in size until all of the projects on the list have been implemented.  

Besides the complexity of matching funding sources to project types, some of the previously 

identified TIP priority projects had their concepts changed over the years. Some other priority projects 

that were identified in the previous TIPs have been moved to the financially unconstrained Vision Plan 

of the CORE Connections 2035 Plan, thus becoming ineligible to be included in the TIP as federally 

funded fiscally constrained projects. Some on-going studies, on the other, will produce some specific 

project recommendations to be programmed in the LRTP and TIP for federal funding. These changes 

have made the TIP prioritization process all the more complicated and challenging. 

The FY 2012 - 2015 TIP prioritization will be based on the previously identified TIP 

prioritization policies and lists, the updates, and the on-going planning activities of the CORE MPO and 

the local jurisdictions. The priority projects will be grouped into such categories as highway 

improvements, bridge projects, transit priorities, non-motorized improvements, and others. Those 

priority projects identified in the previous TIPs that have been or are being implemented and those 

moved out due to other reasons are shown in separate categories for demonstration purposes.      

2.2.1 TIP Prioritization Policies 

The prioritization policies for the TIP are: 1) It must be emphasized that a priority project is 

important regardless of its production schedule; 2) Production schedule determines when the priority 

project can be programmed, which includes different stages in the project development and 

implementation: concept report, environmental process, preliminary engineering, right-of-way 

acquisition, utility relocation and construction; and 3) There must be sufficient funds for programmed 

projects each year.  



 

  18 

 

 

2.2.2 TIP Project Prioritization  

2.2.2.1 Highway Projects 

1st Priority Projects:  projects that had construction programmed in the previous TIPs but have not 

been implemented yet.   

¶ PI# 0007402:  Gwinnett Street Widening from Stile Avenue to I-16 

¶ PI# 521855: Ogeechee Road Widening from Lynes Parkway to Victory Drive 

2nd Priority Projects: projects that have significant regional impacts.  

¶ PI# 522870: Abercorn Street Interchange Construction at King George Blvd 

¶ PI# 0002922: SR 204/Abercorn Street Improvements from Forest River Bridge to Wilshire 

Boulevard - this priority might be replaced by SR 204 Corridor Study recommendations 

¶ PI#s 0008562, 0008607, and 0008608:  MPO Strategic Planning Studies.  

3rd Priority Projects: priorities in the previous TIPs with high benefit/cost ratios. The benefit/cost 

ratio is an index developed by the MPO and local transportation staff to compare relative priority 

ranking based on traffic projection, project cost, and project concept. Some of these projects are listed as 

priority projects even though they are unable to be programmed in the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP due to their 

schedule delay and/or lack of sufficient funding. For these projects, the MPO will watch their schedules 

closely and try to secure the funding for programming each phase in future Transportation Improvement 

Programs. 

¶ PI# 0002923: Bay Street Improvements from I-516 to Bay Street Viaduct 

¶ PI# 0007259: Jimmy DeLoach Parkway Interchange at US 80 

¶ PI# 522790:  Jimmy DeLoach Parkway Extension from US 80 to I-16 

¶ PI# 522860:  President Street/Islands Expressway/CSX Railroad Overpass 

¶ PI# 522880:  SR 21 Widening from Smith Avenue to SR 307/Dean Forest Road 

2.2.2.2 Bridge Projects 

1st Priority Projects:  projects that had construction programmed in the previous TIPs but have not 

been implemented.   

¶ PI# 533205: Montgomery Cross Road Bridge Replacement at Casey Canal 

 

2nd Priority Projects: priorities in the previous TIPs with high benefit/cost ratios. 

¶ PI# 0007128:  Islands Expressway @ Wilmington River/Bascule Bridge 

2.2.2.3 Transit Projects 

The TIP is a multimodal program and includes transit improvement projects. The transit 

priorities listed below are used as a guide to refine the final transit priority projects programmed for 

funding in the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP.  

¶ Passenger Amenities ï Funding for shelters, benches, signage, and other passenger amenities is 

included in this line item. The development of enhanced transfer stops to include bike racks is 

anticipated. 

¶ Facility Renovations ï This line item provides funds for CATôs property expansion and for 

needed facility modifications in order to improve CATôs facility layout. These facility 

modifications and improvements will improve CATôs safety and efficiency. 
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¶ Bus and Bus-related Facilities ï This line item will be used to purchase replacement vehicles 

with related equipment through leasing and purchase. Funding buses will have a positive impact 

on providing transportation to persons with disabilities, as all buses will be lift-equipped  

¶ Job Access ï This line item provides funds to support CATôs existing program and additional 

programs. This will enable CAT to continue its commitment to provide various forms of job-

access related transportation to the low-income community. 

¶ Intelligent Transportation System ï This line item will be used to purchase information 

technology applications and equipment. 

¶ Transit Terminal ï This line item will be used for construction and related costs for a downtown 

transit terminal. 

¶ Tools and Equipment ï Purchase of new and replacement tools and equipment for the Agency. 

¶ Water Ferry ï Funding for water ferry facilities and equipment and ferryboat construction. 

2.2.2.4 Non-Motoriz ed Projects 

The CORE Connections 2035 Framework Mobility Plan set aside a portion of expected funding 

for non-motorized projects, and referenced the current 2000 MPO Bikeway Plan and certain categories 

of improvements for pedestrians. To aid the implementation of non-motorized projects in the 2035 plan, 

the MPO will allocate some federal urban attributable funds (L230 funds) by programming such projects 

in the TIP. Projects funded in this way require a 20% local match. MPO staff is working with local 

governmentsô staffs to identify non-motorized projects that are consistent with the CORE Connections 

2035 Framework Mobility Plan, feasible for implementation in the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP time frame, and 

for which local governments are willing to provide matching funds.  

Although the MPO is developing a new Non-motorized Transportation Plan, until such plan is 

adopted, the sources of non-motorized candidate projects for the TIP will be the existing MPO Bikeway 

Plan, projects that are part of roadway projects in the long range plan, and local governmentsô pedestrian 

needs inventories, as they relate to the pedestrian categories in the long range plan. Public participation 

in the development of the Non-motorized Transportation Plan has so far revealed several general 

priorities which may guide the programming of bicycle, pedestrian, or amenities projects in the TIP. 

These priorities, from general to more specific, are listed below. ñImprovementsò may include facilities, 

signals, signage, and other needs. The Non-motorized Transportation Plan, when completed, will 

provide prioritization by project, through a criteria-based process. 

¶ Improvements that close gaps in bicycle and/or pedestrian networks 

¶ Access to CAT bus stops 

¶ Access on bridges 

¶ Additions of off-road, multi-use paths to the network 

¶ Connections between Savannah and the islands communities, including all the way to Tybee 

Island. 

¶ Improvements on ñsouthsideò and in ñmedical artsò district 

¶ Improvements in West Savannah 

¶ Improvements on Wilmington Island 

¶ Truman Linear Park 

¶ Coastal Georgia Greenway 

2.2.2.5 Projects from Studies 

The MPO and the City of Savannah are conducting several studies in different corridors. Specific 

projects or recommendations coming from these studies will be incorporated into the MPOôs long range 
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transportation plan and be programmed in future TIPs if federal funds are available. The studies currently 

underway are: 

 

¶ PI# 0009313, SR 21 Corridor Study 

¶ PI# 0009314, SR 204 Corridor Study 

¶ PI# 0009379, US 80 Bridges Replacement Study 

¶ I-16 Exit Removal Study 

¶ Transit Mobility Vision Plan 

¶ City of Savannahôs Project DeRenne Study ï identified projects include PI# 0008358 (Project 

DeRenne Boulevard Option), PI# 0008359 (East DeRenne Avenue Improvements), and PI# 

0010236 (West DeRenne Avenue Improvements) 

2.2.2.6 Other Projects 

Besides the highway, bridge, transit and non-motorized improvements, the FY 2012 - 2015 TIP 

also includes transportation enhancement (TE) projects, lump sum projects, rail projects and other 

earmarked projects. These priority projects are not prioritized by the MPO.  

Transportation Enhancement (TE): the TE projects are normally prioritized by GDOT during the 

TE application process. The funds are from the Surface Transportation Program (STP) lump sum for 

Transportation Enhancement (L220 funds) which normally requires a 20% local match.  There is not a 

list of projects that can be prioritized by the MPO since each yearô application is different and the MPO 

is not included in the project selection process. Currently the following projects in Chatham County 

have received TE funding but have not been fully implemented yet. The sponsors of these transportation 

enhancement projects are responsible for working with GDOT and getting the awarded funds obligated 

as quickly as possible. 

¶ PI# 0002267, Savannah-Ogeechee Canal Corridor, Phase I and II 

¶ PI# 0008088, Pooler Sidewalk Extension, Phase III 

¶ PI# 0008995, AASU Bicycle/Pedestrian Path, Phase II 

¶ PI# 0008996, Broughton Street from SR 25 Conn to East Broad Street 

¶ PI# 0008997, Butler Avenue from 14
th
 Street o Tybrisa Street  

¶ Bloomingdale Linear Park, newly awarded TE project in 2011 

¶ Historic Bicycle/Pedestrian Greenway Trail, newly awarded TE project in 2011 

Lump Sum: the lump sum projects are also prioritized by GDOT for implementation. They are 

normally identified on an as-needed basis after STIP is approved. CORE MPO is not involved in the 

project identification or selection but does get project updates at the bi-monthly MPO meetings after a 

lump sum project has been programmed in the GDOT work program. The following lists the current 

lump sum projects in Chatham County that have not been implemented yet.   

¶ PI# 0003371, Tremont Road Railroad Crossing Warning Devices at CSX #641177L 

¶ PI# 0006464, I-16 @ I-95 Highmast Interchange Lighting  

¶ PI# 0007190, SR 204/Fort Argyle Road to Old River Road Operational Improvements 

¶ PI# 0007407, Signal projects at various locations in Chatham County 

¶ PI# 0008480, I-95 @ SR 21 Operational Improvements 

¶ PI# 0008489, SR 26 @ I-95 Southbound Ramp Operational Improvements 

¶ PI# 0009269, Mitigation Credit for PI# 561165 

¶ PI# 0010232, SR 204 Operational Improvements from Veterans Parkway to Rio road 

¶ PI# 522780, SR 204/Abercorn Street Intersection Improvement at Largo Drive 

¶ PI# M003511, I-16 Westbound and I-95 @ Truck Weigh Stations Phase I Maintenance 
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¶ PI# M004056, SR 25/Sidney Lanier & SR 404SP @ Talmadge ï Wind and Rain Study 

Earmark: the earmarked projects, selected by congressmen outside of any applicable merit-based 

or competitive funding allocation processes, are another kind of projects not prioritized by the MPO. 

The project sponsors and the congressman who is responsible for the earmark identify the projects. 

CORE MPO coordinates with the sponsors after the earmark is secured to make sure that these 

earmarked multi-modal projects in Chatham County are programmed in the TIP for implementation. The 

types of projects financed by earmark funds vary ï they can be highway projects, bridge projects, transit 

projects, rail projects, transportation enhancement projects and others. Most of the time the earmark 

funds are used to fund only a portion of a project, still requiring the state or local sponsors to come up 

with the rest of the financial resources needed for implementation of the project.  The following lists the 

current earmark projects or projects with partial funding from earmarks in Chatham County that have 

not been implemented yet.   

¶ PI# 0007620, Heritage Trail Bike/Ped in Savannah 

¶ PI# 0007631, Truman Linear Park Trail Phase II 

¶ PI# 0007948, Chatham Area Transit Job Access Reverse Commute 

¶ PI# 522870, Abercorn Street Interchange Construction at King George Blvd  

¶ PI# 522920, SR 404 Spur/US 17 Bridge Replacement at Back River   

2.2.3 Implemented Priority Projects  

Since the establishment of the transportation improvement prioritization policy and lists in 2006, 

various priority projects have been implemented or are being implemented. The implementation here 

means that either the project has been constructed or the construction funds have been authorized.   

¶ PI# 0000345, SR 307 Overpass over new Port Authority rail line - 3
rd
 priority highway project. 

Construction funds were authorized in FY 2010 and project is under construction. 

¶ PI# 0000690, I-95 southbound welcome center - 1st priority highway project. Construction funds 

were authorized and the project is pending letting. 

¶ 0000836, Savannah River Water Taxi Ferry System - earmarked transit priority project. 

Construction funds are expected to be authorized by end of fiscal year 2011.  

¶ PI# 0001075, Truman Parkway interchange lighting - 1
st
 priority highway project.  Construction 

is complete. 

¶ PI# 0002921, Truman Parkway Phase V - 2
nd

 priority highway project. Construction funds were 

authorized in FY 2010 and the project is currently under construction. 

¶ PI# 0007148, I-95 Operational Improvements at SR 204 ï lump sum project. Under construction. 

¶ PI# 0007400, update of the Congestion Management Process (CMP) - 2
nd

 priority highway 

project. The CMP update is complete. 

¶ PI# 0007401, update of 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan - 2
nd

 priority highway project. The 

updated LRTP, the CORE Connections 2035 Framework Mobility Plan has been adopted. 

¶ PI# 0007482, SR 25/US 17 @ SR 307/Bourne Avenue Operational Improvements ï lump sum 

project. Under construction. 

¶ PI# 0008089, MLK Blvd Streetscapes in Savannah, Phase II ï TE project. Construction funds 

have been authorized and project is under construction. 

¶ PI# 0008090, AASU Bicycle/Pedestrian Path ï TE project. Construction funds have been 

authorized. 

¶ PI# 0008317, PI# 0008318, PI# 0008559, PI# 0008560, PI# 0008561, MPO Strategic Planning 

Studies - 2
nd

 priority highway projects. The funds have been authorized and studies are on-going.  
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¶ PI# 0008651, Bridge Replacement at SR 204 Spur/Diamond Causeway @ Skidaway Narrows - 

2
nd

 priority bridge project. Construction funds have been authorized and the project was let in 

October 2009. This is a design-build project. 

¶ PI# 0008995, AASU Bicycle/Pedestrian Path, Phase II ï TE project. Under construction. 

¶ PI# 532750, Abercorn Street intersection improvement at Tibet Avenue - 1
st
 priority highway 

project. The project construction is complete and the road is open to traffic.  

¶ PI# 533200, Abercorn Street Bridge Replacement at Harmon Canal ï 1
st
 priority bridge project. 

Project is under construction. 

¶ PI# 550560, SR 204 Spur/Whitefield Avenue Widening from Haneyôs Creek to Ferguson 

Avenue ï 1
st
 priority highway project. Construction funds are expected to be authorized by the 

end of June in 2011 and construction will start soon. 

¶ T002486, Norfolk Southern ï Port Junction Wye Construction - earmarked rail project. The 

project is currently under construction.  

¶ Purchase of buses ï transit priority. Some hybrid buses have been acquired and are now a part of 

the CAT bus fleet.  

¶ JARC program ï transit priority. Continued services for the Job Access and Reverse Commute 

program to provide welfare recipients and low-income populations with reliable employment-

related transportation. 

¶ Bus Shelters ï transit priority. Construction of bus shelters at various bus stops in Chatham 

County is complete and more is forth-coming.  

¶ Transit Signage ï transit priority. Some bus stop signs along the CAT bus routes have been 

upgraded.  

2.2.4 Projects Removed from the Original Priority List  

The following projects have been removed from the priority list originally identified during the 

FY 2007 - 2009 TIP development process. 

¶ PI# 571060, Skidaway Road improvements from Rowland Avenue to Ferguson Avenue ï the 

project was a 1
st
 priority highway project in previous TIPs, but it has been moved to 2035 LRTP 

Vision Plan which is not a part of the fiscally constrained LRTP. Since all the TIP projects are 

consistent with the financially constrained LRTP, this project can no longer be included in the 

TIP prioritization list. Chatham County is funding this project with local SPLOST funds. 

¶ PI# 0002140, SR 307 widening from US 17 to I-16 ï the project was a 1
st
 priority highway 

project in previous TIPs, but Chatham County is going to construct this project with SPLOST 

funds, so it has become a local priority. Local projects are not a part of the federally required 

TIP. Their inclusion in the TIP is only for informational purposes. Part of this project has been 

completed as a canal drainage project.  

2.3 FY 2012 - 2015 TIP Public Participation Process 

The development of the CORE MPOôs FY 2012 - 2015 Transportation Improvement Program 

revolved around two rounds of public participation: one for the TIP priority establishment and the other 

for the draft TIP development.  

2.3.1 Participation in TIP Prioritization  

To solicit participation from the general public and interested parties in the early TIP 

development process, CORE MPO published the prioritization policy and priority projects on the MPC 

website and invited comments by holding two public meetings respectively on April 21 and April 27, 
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2011 in conjunction with the Citizens Advisory Committee and the CORE MPO Board meetings. The 

advertisement for the public meetings started with a legal notice published in the Savannah Morning 

News on Sunday, April 10 followed by sending the meeting notice to the other local media, the people in 

the CORE MPO contact database, the neighborhood associations and the consultation agencies 

identified in the MPOôs Participation Plan. The notice was published on the MPC website as well. The 

TIP prioritization was also put on the agenda of the April 2010 meetings of the other two MPO advisory 

committees ï the Technical Coordinating Committee and the Advisory Committee on Accessible 

Transportation.  Discussion and further input were solicited from these meetings. Comments received 

during the TIP priority establishment process are listed below with the responses provided by the MPO 

staff. 

Comment: ñWhat is included in the I-16 Exit Removal Study? Where is this project located? Does it 

involve train transportation in the I-16 corridor westbound?ò 

Response: The project is located at the I-16 exit ramp at MLK Blvd and Montgomery Street. The ramp 

has frequently been seen as a physical and psychological barrier to economic development, 

pedestrian activity and neighborhood revitalization along the corridor. While the area to the 

north of the flyover has thrived in recent years, the area to the south has not seen the same 

rate of revitalization. This project is based on previous studies conducted by the Savannah 

Development and Renewal Authority (SDRA) in 1998, 2002, 2004 and 2009; a 2008 GDOT 

study, and the MPC I-16 Exit Ramp Removal Study which included a very extensive and 

comprehensive public participation process. The benefits of the I-16 exit ramp removal will 

be significant. A few of the highlights include: reclaiming nine acres of developable land, 

650 linear feet fronting MLK, and 350 linear feet fronting Montgomery; reclaiming MLK as 

a major economic mixed-use corridor, reinventing it as a gateway to City instead of as the 

edge of downtown; establishing additional connectivity between downtown to West 

Savannah and to the potential civic center development; creating the opportunity to make 

Montgomery Street two-way; improving traffic flow with a new street grid; providing 

economic opportunities in the newly created City-owned land; bringing more people to area 

which will in turn create a larger marketplace; and finally laying the groundwork for 

expansion of streetcar system. Recommendations from the study will be incorporated into the 

Total Mobility Plan. Additional information regarding the I-16 exit Removal Study is 

available on the MPO web page at http://www.thempc.org/Transportation/I-

16TotalMobility.html.  

 This project focuses on the I-16 terminus in the vicinity of the Montgomery Street and MLK 

Boulevard. It does not deal with the I-16 corridor or train transportation along it.  

Comment: ñWhy are specific non-motorized transportation projects not included in the prioritization 

list? What bike projects will be funded?ò 

Response:  The MPO supports non-motorized mobility and strives to program funds for identified non-

motorized projects. The MPOôs Long Range Transportation Plan has a lump sum allocation 

for non-motorized projects. The MPO staff is currently developing the Non-Motorized 

Transportation Plan which, when adopted in October of this year, will replace the 2000 

Bikeway Plan and include more projects, detailed information about the projects, and 

funding. So far the MPO staff has received a great deal of public input in developing a non-

motorized project list. Starting in FY 2013, MPO will program $1.5 million matched L230 

funds to finance these projects. The final FY 2012-2015 TIP will include some specific bike 

and pedestrian projects that can be funded within the four-year period.  

Comment: ñDoes the Ogeechee Road project need any further public hearings? Does it involve 

widening Victory Drive?ò 

http://www.thempc.org/Transportation/I-16TotalMobility.html
http://www.thempc.org/Transportation/I-16TotalMobility.html
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Response:  This project started a long time ago and has been a priority for City of Savannah. The project 

includes a portion of Victory Drive to the west. There has been some discussion about 

funding agreements between Chatham County and City of Savannah. GDOT is validating 

concept and updating layout as well as reviewing alternatives. County is going to have the 

ROW costs updated in the near future. As the project progresses, it will need more public 

hearings.  

Comment: ñTybrisa Streetscape transportation enhancement project has been completed and should be 

removed from the list of unimplemented Transportation Enhancement Projects.ò 

Response:  The MPO staff will make the corrections to the priority project list and incorporate the 

changes in the draft and final FY 2012-2015 TIP.  

Comment: ñDoes the Jimmy DeLoach Parkway Extension project include the issues of the interchange 

at US 80?ò 

Response:  The interchange of Jimmy DeLoach Parkway at US 80 is a separate project but related to the 

Jimmy DeLoach Extension project. These two are of equal priority and should be treated as 

an integral entity. The MPO staff will add the interchange project to the priority list and 

incorporate the change in the draft and final FY 2012-2015 TIP.  

Comment: ñDoes the transit priority list need to be updated?ò 

Response:  The transit priority list will be used to refine specific transit projects to be programmed in the 

FY 2012-2015 TIP. They are current. For example, the Automatic Vehicle Locator (AVL) 

system is still a CAT priority because only some of the system is in place. Other parts of the 

system are still to be implemented. 

2.3.2 Participation in draft TIP Development 

The Draft FY 2012 - 2015 TIP document has been made available for public review and 

comment from May 18 to June 16 at the public review agenciesô offices as well as on the MPC website 

at www.thempc.org/transportation.htm. Subsequent updates were posted on the MPC website. The 

interested citizens and parties were able to participate in the draft TIP development process in several 

ways ï sending/emailing written comments on the draft TIP document to the MPO, providing comments 

at the MPO website, attending the public hearings held in June 2011 in conjunction with the Citizens 

Advisory Committee (CAC) and the CORE MPO Board meetings, or attending the other CORE MPO 

committee (TCC and ACAT) meetings in June.  

The MPO published a legal notice on the Savannah Morning News on May 15, 2010 to advertise 

for the public review and comment period and the public hearings for the draft TIP. The notice was also 

sent to the other local media, all the people in the CORE MPO contact database, all the neighborhood 

associations and all the consultation agencies identified in the MPOôs Participation Plan. The notice 

was published on the MPC website as well. Comments received during the public review period 

regarding project-specific information have been incorporated into the project pages and throughout the 

TIP document. Other comments are listed below with the responses provided by the MPO staff. 

Comment: ñI hope to keep the West Bay Street Improvement Project at the forefront of everyoneôs mind. 

I want to lobby and advocate for this project to go forward as soon as possible. We, the 

residents, living in the area are still unsafe, as the street remains in the condition it is in. We 

have new residents moving into Sustainable Fellwood everyday with the street just as it is. I 

fear some of our new residents will be killed trying to cross West Bay, as several of our 

residents and others were killed in the past. Also, on January 7, 2011, two men working on 

West Bay surveying a business had their legs crushed by a tractor trailer. The street is 

unsafe. Please hear the cry of people of a lesser voice, living in a poverty census tract, the 

http://www.thempc.org/transportation.htm
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elderly, the disabled, those attempting to survive, sustain and maintain in an unhealthy, 

unsafe environment. ò 

Response:  The CORE MPO understands the unsafe conditions along West Bay Street and has 

programmed $2 million of ARRA funds for right-of-way purchase in previous TIPs. Those 

funds have been authorized. The MPO is programming the rest of the ROW phase for this 

project in 2013 and the construction phase in 2015 in the FY 2012-2015 TIP. We understand 

that the project sponsor, Chatham County, has to go back and re-evaluate alternatives to 

avoid or mitigate impacts on some historic property that has been identified later in the 

project development process. It is expected that the Federal Highway Administration 

(FHWA) will review the proposed new alternatives and issue a finding by fiscal year 2013. 

We hope that after FHWA makes a decision, the project will be able to move forward to the 

next stage.     

Comment: ñSection 2.2.2.4 Non-Motorized Projects meant a lot to me because ...."Improvements that 

close gaps in bicycle and/or pedestrian networks...." is something I consider important in 

access to bus stops.ò 

Response: We appreciate your comment regarding non-motorized projects. The MPO is developing a 

Non-Motorized Transportation Plan that will address bike/pedestrian travel and the 

connection between modes. We are striving to make our community more bike/pedestrian 

friendly and more sustainable with multiple modal choices.  

 

Comment: ñI applaud the several inclusions of new bicycle/pedestrian facilities and improvements to 

existing bicycle/pedestrian facilities.  Special thanks for "Starting in FY 2013, MPO will 

program $1.5 million matched L230 funds to finance" projects from the Non-Motorized 

Transportation Plan (also funded in 2014 and 2015 for a total of $4.5 million - including 

$900,000 local cost) and for new and ongoing projects.ò 

Response: We appreciate your comment regarding non-motorized projects. In previous TIPs we have 

set-aside some urban attributable funds for bike/pedestrian improvements. We have 

identified two specific projects to be funded in the FY 2012-2015 TIP with those funds. We 

are striving to have bike/pedestrian accommodations included in roadway projects as we 

make suggestions and comments to project sponsors at concept meetings.   

 

Comment: ñI wrote almost two years ago asking for a reconsideration of the extension of the Truman 

Parkway to Abercorn before tackling issues at SR204.  You assured me that improvements to 

SR204 would be made before the extension was completed.  I have seen a great deal of 

progress on the extension, but nothing regarding traffic flow to Georgetown.  The Berwick 

area is continuing to expand.  Can you still assure me that the GDOT is thinking ahead and 

will not just move the problem from one area to another?ò 

Response: We appreciate your comment regarding this very important issue. The CORE MPO is aware 

of several projects that GDOT is conducting right now in the hope of relieving traffic 

problems along SR 204. We cannot guarantee that these projects will be completed before 

Truman Phase V opens, but we are sure that GDOT understands the urgency of needed 

improvements to SR 204 even though sometimes a project has its own development cycle 

and GDOT cannot control its development process and funding availability.  

¶ PI# 522870, SR 204 Interchange at King George Blvd ï GDOT got the revised concept 

approved. According to the GDOT program, right-of-way for this project is programmed 

in 2012 and construction is targeted for 2016.  
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¶ PI# 0010232, SR 204 improvements from Veterans Parkway to Rio Road ï this is a 

GDOT lump sum project which means that the environmental process will not take as 

long as the major improvement projects. 

If you need more information on these two projects, we encourage you to contact Ms. Teresa 

Scott at the GDOT Jessup Office. Her email address is tscott@dot.ga.gov and phone number 

is 912.427.5788. 

In addition, CORE MPO is currently conducting a SR 204 Corridor Study using ARRA funds. 

We are targeting to develop the study into a project for comprehensive improvements to SR 

204. If you need information on this study, the project manage is Mr. Michael Adams who can 

be reached via email at adamsm@thempc.org or phone at 912-651-1458. 

Comment: ñI hope PI# 0007128 ï Islands Expressway @ Wilmington River/Bascule Bridge will include 

bicycle facilities. Please coordinate this project with the US 80 Bridge Study for pedestrian 

and bicycle access.ò 

Response: The Islands Expressway bridge replacement project will have bike-able shoulders to 

accommodate bicycle travel, according to the Countyôs proposed concept. Recommendations 

for bikeway connections between this bridge and the US 80 Bridges Study Area (Bull River 

and Lazaretto Creek) are part of the current Bikeway Plan and will be retained in the Non-

motorized Transportation Plan, to be adopted later this year. 

 

Comment: ñPlease advise if the following projects are still funded by GDOT and the funds remaining 

per each - PI# 0002267, Savannah-Ogeechee Canal Corridor, Phase I and II; PI# 0008088, 

Pooler Sidewalk Extension, Phase III; PI#0008996, Broughton Street from SR 25 Conn to 

East Broad Street; and PI#0008997, Butler Avenue from 14thy St to Tybrisa Street.ò 

Response: Yes, these projects have been awarded Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding and are 

included in the GDOT program as lump sum projects. The local project sponsors are 

responsible for providing the required funding match and taking initiatives to implement 

them. For project-specific information including funding, please check the GDOT website at 

http://dot.ga.gov/informationcenter/transpi/Pages/ProjectSelection.aspx or http://app5-trex-

web.dot.ga.gov/trex_external/index.htm.    

 

Comment: ñPlease advise if the following projects are still funded by GDOT and whether there is a 

chance of losing the funding if not spent by 2013 - PI# 0007620, Heritage Trail Bike/Ped in 

Savannah and PI# 0007631, Truman Linear park Trail Phase II?ò 

Response: Yes, these two projects are included in the GDOT program as earmarked projects. The MPO 

is not aware of the possibility of lapsing of earmark funds.  

 

Comment: ñI thank the CORE MPO for formally requesting that barrier separated bike/pedestrian 

accommodations be provided for PI# 522920, SR 404 Spur/US 17 Bridge Replacement at 

Back River. Please advise if this recommendation will be accommodated.ò 

Response: According to the concept report, the new bridge will consist of two 12ô lanes with 8ô outside 

shoulders along with appropriate barriers. The 8ô shoulders on the deck will be bicycle 

friendly and accommodate the East Coast Greenway.  

  

Comment: ñFor PI# 0009915, Fort Pulaski Monument Entrance Road Bridge Rehabilitation - does the 

bridge include bicycle lanes and sidewalks for pedestrians?  If not, can they be added? Also, 

please coordinate this project with the US 80 Bridge Study for pedestrian and bicycle 

accessò. 

mailto:tscott@dot.ga.gov
mailto:adamsm@thempc.org
http://dot.ga.gov/informationcenter/transpi/Pages/ProjectSelection.aspx
http://app5-trex-web.dot.ga.gov/trex_external/index.htm
http://app5-trex-web.dot.ga.gov/trex_external/index.htm
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Response: This bridge project is funded by the National Park Service (NPS) and managed by the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA). MPO staff has not seen a design concept for the project 

but has forwarded the question to NPS and FHWA for a response. FHWA responded that the 

Environmental Assessment will analyze a range of bridge repair and replacement alternatives 

and that bike lanes and sidewalks for pedestrians could be considered during the scoping of 

project if the bridge is to be replaced. The MPO has included the NPS in stakeholder 

outreach and notifications for the US 80 Bridges Study.    
 

Comment: ñI would like to ask for clarification of the funding and the timeline for the Tybee bridge 

projects, as it relates to possible TIA funding and/or regular funding as identified in the 

TIPò. 

Response: Currently a concept plan is under development with FY 2012 funds.  These funds will also 

cover the project through the environmental document.  FY 2013 funds are for engineering, 

specifically for portions of the project as per recommendations that will be included in the 

approved concept plan.  By keeping these bridge projects in the TIP it allows them to move 

forward.  Then if the TIA funding is approved, the projects will be ready, and if the TIA 

funding is not approved these projects will still be in line for regular funding as it becomes 

available.  Another option is that part of the project could be TIA funded and part regularly 

funded. Citizens may continue lobbying for full funding.  In addition, tolling is part of the 

current studyôs scope which would speed up the construction. It should be noted that there is 

competition from other projects that are also moving forward.   

 

Comment: ñHow many projects are shovel-ready at this time?ò 

Response: No projects are shovel-ready at this time.  We define shovel-ready as any project that is 9-

months away from actual construction.  Most of our projects are in the environmental stage. 

 
 

 

The FY 2012 ï 2015 TIP document was endorsed by the Technical Coordinating Committee 

(TCC) on June 16 and by the Advisory Committee on Accessible Transportation (ACAT) on June 20, 

and finally adopted by the CORE MPO Board on June 22, 2011.  
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CHAPTER 3: FY 2012 - 2015 TRANSPORTATION  

IMPROVEMENT  PROJECTS 

3.1 FY 2012 - 2015 Highway Improvement Projects 

3.1.1 Index of Highway Projects 

PI # FUNDING   PROJECT TITLE  DESCRIPTION FY CST PAGE 

0002923 L050 Bay St Improvements Bay St Improvements from I-16 to the Bay St Viaduct 2015 31 

522870 
L050, LY20, 

LY30 

SR 204/Abercorn 

Interchange at King George 
SR 204 from E of Pine Gove to W of Veterans Pkwy 2016 32 

0007402 L230 Gwinnett St Widening Widen Gwinnett St from I-16 to Stiles Ave 2013 33 

0008562 L230 MPO Strategic Study 
Savannah MPO Strategic Planning Study ï Sector 

Seven 
N/A 34 

0008607 L230 MPO Strategic Study 
Savannah MPO Strategic Planning Study ï Sector 

Eight 
N/A 35 

0008608 L230 MPO Strategic Study 
Savannah MPO Strategic Planning Study ï Sector 

Nine 
N/A 36 

0010562 L230 MPO Strategic Study 
Savannah MPO Strategic Planning Study ï Sector 

Ten 
N/A 37 

0010563 L230 MPO Strategic Study 
Savannah MPO Strategic Planning Study ï Sector 

Eleven 
N/A 38 

0010559 L230 
SR 204 Corridor 

Improvements 

SR 204 Corridor Improvements from Truman Phase 

V to Forest River 
N/A 39 

0010560 L230 US 80 Bridges Replacement 
US 80 Bridges Replacement at Bull River and 

Lazaretto Creek 
N/A 40 

0010027 L230 
Regional Traffic Control 

Center 

Chatham - Savannah Regional Traffic Control Center 

- Special Study 
N/A 41 

0010028 L230 
Delesseps Ave Sidewalk 

Improvements 

Delesseps Ave Road and Sidewalk Improvements 

from Waters Ave to Skidaway Rd 
2015 42 

0010561 L230 

Savannah-Whitemarsh 

Bikeway along Islands 

Expressway 

Savannah-Whitemarsh Bikeway along Islands 

Expressway from Goebel St to Bryan's Wood Rd 
Long Range 43 

521855 L230 SR 26/US 80 Widening 
Widen Ogeechee Road from I-516 to Victory Drive 

from two to four lanes 
Long Range 44 

0007885 L240 CS 650/Grange Rd Widen Grange Rd from SR 21 to SR 25 Long Range 45 

0008275 L240 Gulfstream Rd Gulfstream Rd Intersection Improvements at SR 21 2012 46 

0008276 L240, L230 R. B. Miller Rd 
Robert B. Miller Rd Intersection Improvements at 

Gulfstream Rd 
2014 47 

 0009171, 

0009172, 

0004019 

L240 Oversight Services 
GDOT Oversight Services for STP/L230 & CMAQ 

Funded TIP Projects 
N/A 48 

0007620 LY 10 Heritage Trail Heritage Trail Bike/Ped in Savannah 2012 49 

0007631 LY 10 Truman Linear Park Truman Linear Park Trail ï Phase II 2012 50 

522920 LY10, L1C0 SR 404/US 17 Replace SR 404/US 17 bridge over Back River. 2012 51 

0010522 Earmark GPA Rail Project 
Georgia Ports Authority Rail Tie-In to the Mason 

Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
2012 52 

0009915 F170 Fort Pulaski Bridge 
For Pulaski Monument Entrance Road Bridge 

Rehabilitation 
2013 53 

0008690 GOB11 Portôs Last Mile Project Jimmy DeLoach Extension from SR 21 to SR 307 2012 54 

0007128 Local Islands Expressway Bridge 
Islands Expressway @ Wilmington River Bascule 

Bridge 
Long Range 55 

0008358 Local 
Project DeRenne Blvd 

Option 
West DeRenne/Hampstead Ave Connector Long Range 56 

0008359 Local East DeRenne Improvements 
East DeRenne Improvements from Abercorn St to 

Truman Pkwy 
Long Range 57 

0010236 Local 
West DeRenne 

Improvements 

SR 21/DeRenne Improvements from Mildred St to SR 

204 
Long Range 58 
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3.1.2 FY 2012 - 2015 TIP Highway Project Locations 

The map below depicts most of the highway projects programmed for FY 2012 - 2015 in 

Chatham County except the lump sum and other miscellaneous improvement projects that cannot be 

displayed in maps. This map shows where the projects are located. For detailed project information and 

funding source, please refer to the individual project pages that follow.  

 

  


























































































































