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Federal Transit Administration
Region IV

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)

PROJECT: CONNECT COBB CORRIDOR
SPONSOR: COBB COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CCDOT)
LOCATION: COBB AND FULTON COUNTIES, ATLANTA

Introduction

This document provides the basis for a determination by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the Connect Cobb Corridor project. This
determination is made in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969 (42 USC 4321-4347), the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) NEPA implementing
regulations (40 CFR § 1500-1508), and the NEPA implementing procedures of the FTA (23 CFR §
771).

FTA, as the lead federal agency, and Cobb County Department of Transportation (CCDOT), as
the local project sponsor, jointly prepared the Environmental Assessment (EA) to determine
potential impacts to the human and natural environment that may result from the Connect
Cobb Corridor project. The EA was prepared pursuant to 23 CFR § 771.119 and signed by FTA on
April 14, 2015. This FONSI was prepared by FTA pursuant to 23 CFR § 771.121 and incorporates
by reference the EA and other cited documentation.

Project Description

Two alternatives, the No Build Alternative and the proposed project, were evaluated in the EA.

No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative assumed that existing Cobb Community Transit (CCT) service on US
41/Cobb Parkway would continue, as well as CCT and Georgia Regional Transportation
Authority (GRTA) express bus service in the I-75 corridor. This alternative also included projects
in the vicinity either currently in construction or identified in the fiscally-constrained plan for
the Atlanta region showing the region’s highest transportation priorities (PLAN 2040).

Proposed Project

The proposed project includes arterial rapid transit (ART) service and associated improvements
on US 41/Cobb Parkway, as described below (see Figure 1). The majority of the ART system
would operate on dedicated guideway from the Kennesaw area to the Cumberland Mall area,
would have continuing service to the existing Metropolitan Atlanta Regional Transit Authority
(MARTA) Arts Center Station, and would begin at the terminus station at Kennesaw State
University (KSU) near the intersection of Chastain Road and Frey Road.
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Figure 1. Proposed Project
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In total, the length of the proposed project is 25.3 miles from the Kennesaw area to the existing
MARTA Arts Center Station. Of this length, 13.2 miles (52.2 percent) is in dedicated guideway
and 12.1 miles (47.8 percent) is in mixed traffic. No new bridges or bridge modifications are
currently proposed as part of this project. The proposed project anticipates only extensions of
existing culverts.

In addition to the 14 stations to be added for ART, it is anticipated that the existing MARTA Arts
Center Station could accommodate ART vehicles inside the existing Arts Center Station
footprint — by either the use of two existing 62-foot bus parking spaces or with the addition of
four new platforms — or would be modified outside the existing station footprint with the
addition of four platforms to accommodate parking of ART vehicles on Arts Center Way.

The proposed vehicle maintenance facility (VMF) site is located approximately 0.75 miles to the
west of US 41/Cobb Parkway on South Marietta Parkway. This is an existing CCT bus storage
and maintenance facility. No new right-of-way would be acquired for the VMF.

REFINEMENTS SINCE THE EA

MARTA Arts Center Station

The EA evaluated two alternative improvements related to access to and boarding and alighting
at the existing MARTA Arts Center Station. CCDOT, MARTA, the City of Atlanta, and the
Midtown Alliance have engaged in development of these alternatives, and since the EA was
published, MARTA has issued a letter stating its preference for both alternatives to remain
under study (Attachment A). Circulation of the ART vehicles is shown on Figure 2 for each
alternative. The areas of proposed improvements are shown on Figure 3. This includes adding
four platforms to accommodate the parking of ART vehicles for the internal circulation
alternative and restriping Arts Center Way for vehicle pull-offs and adding platforms/shelters
for the external/Arts Center Way alternative. There are also two existing 62-foot bus parking
spaces at the MARTA Arts Center Station that could accommodate the proposed ART vehicles.

Cumberland South Park-and-Ride

The EA identified all four quadrants at the intersection of US 41/Cobb Parkway and Akers Mill
Road as potential locations for a park-and-ride to serve the Cumberland South Station. Based
on development plans for the north side, the options have been narrowed to the south side of
Cobb Parkway. The park-and-ride will utilize both sides of Akers Mill Road, with the inbound
station platform and parking spaces to the west in part of the existing mall parking lot and the
outbound station platform and parking spaces to the east at the site of a current retail business
(see inset on Figure 1).

Due to the split inbound and outbound platforms and parking areas, each rider arriving by car
and using a park-and-ride lot will have to cross Akers Mill Road at least once. A pedestrian
crossing is proposed to facilitate the safe movement of persons from one side of Akers Mill
Road to the other.
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Figure 2. MARTA Arts Center Station Routing
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Figure 3. MARTA Arts Center Station Configuration
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Agency Coordination and Public Opportunity to Comment

Public Engagement

Cobb County Department of Transportation (CCDOT) has a project website specific to the EA
process.! The website includes an electronic copy of the EA with contact information for
submitting comments, general information about the project and upcoming meetings, a map of
the proposed project, ways for the public to engage online including a prOJect video and survey,
frequently asked questions, and links to Cobb County social media (Facebook,? Twitter,® and
YouTube?). Additionally, following the Public Hearing Open House on June 29, 2015 (discussed
below), the display boards and handouts from the meeting were posted to the website. A
separate webpage specific to the Alternatives Analysis (AA) process is also linked on the EA
website.

In addition to the website, the project team manages a project specific Facebook® page, which
includes fact sheets, information about kiosk events and meetings, and other announcements.
As of October 2015, the Connect Cobb Facebook webpage has 131 “likes”, an increase of over
400 percent since the start of the EA process in early 2013.

Connect Cobb Corridor fact sheets were made available in English and Spanish in January 2013,
fall 2013, winter 2015, and spring 2015. The fact sheets provided the most current information
available for the project at the time of production, including project descriptions and maps,
information about ART and express bus service, public meeting details, and ways for the public
to get involved or ask questions. The fact sheets are included on the project website, on the
project’s Facebook page, and were distributed at CCT Cumberland and Marietta Transfer
Centers and at the MARTA Arts Center Station kiosks.

Legal and display advertisements announcing the availability of the EA and the June 29, 2015
Public Hearing Open House were placed in the Marietta Daily Journal, Daily Report, and Mundo
Hispanico. Legal ads ran in the Marietta Daily Journal and Daily Report on May 29, 2015, June
19, 2015, and June 26, 2015. A display ad in Spanish ran in the Mundo Hispanico on June 4,
2015 and June 25, 2015.

Electronic copies of the EA were distributed on DVDs to the cooperating and participating
agencies listed in Section 5.1.1 of the EA on May 28, 2015. A copy of the Notice of Availability
and the Public Hearing Open House accompanied the DVDs, listing the logistics and timeframe
for submitting comments. Paper copies of the EA were also made available for public review at
CCDOT starting on May 29, 2015.

Cobb County also manages a project mailing list, for which the public can sign up for email
updates. As of July 2015, the list includes approximately 500 active email addresses.

! http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2763:connect-cobb-nw-transit-
corridor-environmental-assessment&catid=130:department-of-transportation&Itemid=596

2 https://www.facebook.com/CobbCountyGovernment

® https://twitter.com/cobbcountygovt

* http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com content&view=article&id=752:tv23-youtube&catid=110
> https://www.facebook.com/connectcobb



http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2763:connect-cobb-nw-transit-corridor-environmental-assessment&catid=130:department-of-transportation&Itemid=596
https://www.facebook.com/CobbCountyGovernment
https://twitter.com/cobbcountygovt
http://portal.cobbcountyga.gov/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2333&Itemid=966
https://www.facebook.com/connectcobb
http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2763:connect-cobb-nw-transit-corridor-environmental-assessment&catid=130:department-of-transportation&Itemid=596
http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2763:connect-cobb-nw-transit-corridor-environmental-assessment&catid=130:department-of-transportation&Itemid=596
https://www.facebook.com/CobbCountyGovernment
https://twitter.com/cobbcountygovt
http://www.cobbcounty.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=752:tv23-youtube&catid=110
https://www.facebook.com/connectcobb
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Public Hearing Open House

CCDOT held a Public Hearing Open House concerning the project on June 29, 2015 from

5:30 pm-7:30 pm at CCDOT. The purpose of the Hearing was to provide the public with an
opportunity to review the EA and its findings, ask questions, and comment on the project. The
Hearing was informal, without a presentation, and the public was invited to attend anytime
during the advertised hours. Copies of the EA were available for review. Handouts were
provided in both English and Spanish, and a Spanish interpreter was present at the meeting. A
court reporter was available to allow for oral comments about the project. Following the
Hearing, paper copies of the EA and the Hearing boards continued to be available at CCDOT and
online at the project website. A total of 72 people attended the Hearing with 35 written
comments and two oral comments submitted.

Notifications for the Hearing were widely distributed. In addition to the legal and display ads
described in the section above, postcards were developed listing the Hearing date, time, and
place, and sent electronically to the project mailing list and in paper copy to the following
locations:

= Cobb County Library - Main, Vinings, and Kennesaw branches

= Schools including Life University, Kennesaw State University (Kennesaw and Marietta
campuses), and Chattahoochee Technical College

= Center for Family Resources

=  Cobb County Government

= City of Marietta

= City of Kennesaw

= Transit centers including CCT Marietta and Cumberland Transfer Centers and MARTA
Arts Center Station

Additionally, the GRTA distributed the postcard by email to their Xpress customer list; the
Atlanta Regional Commission posted the meeting in its Engagement Network newsletter; and
several organizations such as the Council for Quality Growth, Town Center Community
Improvement District (CID), and Cumberland CID included the meeting announcement in their
email newsletters and also posted it on their social media sites. Pursuant to County guidelines,
roadway signs advertising the meeting were fabricated and placed within County right-of-way
along the project corridor.

Comments on the EA were accepted from the start of the comment period on May 29, 2015
until July 14, 2015. Commenters could submit their comments at the Public Hearing, to the
mailing address at CCDOT, or to info@sycamoreconsulting.net. In addition to the 37 comments
received at the Hearing, another 78 comments were received by email and US mail for a total of
114 public comments. In addition, letters from MARTA and Georgia Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) Historic Preservation Division (HPD) were received.

Of the public comments received, both support and opposition to the project was heard, as
well as general questions and comments. Most comments fell within these 11 categories:

= Agency Coordination

= Support for the Project

= QOpposition to the Project

= Public Outreach

= Status of Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) Approval


mailto:info@sycamoreconsulting.net
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= Title VI

= Development

= Referendum

= Business Impacts

= Traffic Impacts

= Pedestrian Concerns

A summary of the comments by theme, with responses, is included in Attachment C, as well as
responses to specific comments and copies of all the original comments received.

Environmental Consequences

The project will have the following effects on the resources listed below.
Transportation
TRAFFIC

The intersection of US 41/Northside Drive at 17" Street will likely experience severe congestion
within the 2040 planning horizon without the proposed project and will require infrastructure
improvements to maintain acceptable levels of service operations. These improvements could
include grade separation.

TRANSIT

Projected ART ridership in 2040 is 17,700 passengers per day. Implementation of ART would
require some changes to improve transfers from connecting bus service to ART. Section 4.1.4.4
of the EA states that CCT “will develop and refine a service plan to enhance service in the
corridor, including service changes to improve transfers from connecting bus service to ART.”
Specific route changes will be determined during the design phase.

Utilities

The project will require modification and/or relocation of utility lines located in the existing
roadway right-of-way and in station areas. Proposed station platforms may also require
connection to electrical power and a communication network to provide lighting, real-time

messaging systems, security cameras, and fare collection. Further coordination with utility
owners during the engineering design phase will be required.

Historic Resources

The proposed project has been determined by FTA to have no adverse effect on any eligible or
potentially eligible archaeological properties within the project area. The Georgia State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) concurred with this determination on July 16, 2014 (see Attachment
D).

The proposed project will also have no adverse effect on historic structures. The Georgia SHPO
conditionally concurred with the FTA’s no adverse effect determination on March 15, 2016.
(Attachment D). The conditions are discussed in Measures to Minimize Harm, below.

Visual

Minimal to moderate impacts are anticipated as a result of station construction, with moderate
effects anticipated to occur in areas where dense wooded areas will be removed to construct
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stations and parking areas at Barrett Lakes Boulevard Station and North Loop/White Water
Station. This use is consistent with the adjacent parking lot use.

Displacements and Relocations

To accommodate stations as well as roadway reconstruction necessary for the implementation
of ART service, acquisition of property would be required. This would include 10 full parcels and
59 partial parcels, requiring the relocation of 26 businesses. This includes four business suites
adjacent to the Barrett Walk Apartment complex; three commercial strip malls (18 individual
businesses); and four standalone commercial businesses. There would be no impacts to
residential parcels.

Safety and Security

Personal safety and security at the proposed stations is important to the community. Stations
would be well lit and include public address systems, video monitoring, and emergency
telephones. Bollards or fencing would be placed on the side of the platform not used to board
the ART vehicles. In addition, medians would be constructed with mountable curb facing to
facilitate median crossover by emergency vehicles.

Hazardous Materials

One leaking underground storage tank (LUST)/underground storage tank (UST) site is located
on a parcel that Cobb County would acquire for the North Loop/White Water Station and would
require testing during the design phase to determine the presence, type, and magnitude of
contaminated soil and/or groundwater.

Noise

No noise impacts are anticipated for residential or institutional land uses along the corridor
from either transit operations or station activities. There may be a temporary increase in noise
due to construction activities.

Air Quality

There would be no anticipated exceedances of air pollutant concentrations during the
operating phase of the proposed project. There may be a temporary increase in dust and other
airborne irritants during construction.

Federal and State Protected Species

Summer roosting habitat for the federally listed northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis) is typically found in hardwood forest areas. The project will directly affect some
hardwood forest by the clearing of trees during the construction phase, specifically
approximately 725 feet southwest of the southernmost intersection of White Circle Drive NW
and US 41/Cobb Parkway and near the North Loop/White Water Station area. With the
implementation of mitigation measures, the project “may affect, but not likely to adversely
affect” the northern long-eared bat. The project would have “no effect” to the other federally
listed species and “no significant adverse effect” to identified state-listed species in the project
area (Attachment E).

Hydrology/Floodplains

Existing culverts will be extended unless a visual inspection during design finds obvious signs of
damage or deterioration that would warrant replacement.
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Water Quality/Stormwater

The proposed project would increase impervious area by approximately 25 percent for
guideway construction and between 25 and 50 percent for each park-and-ride facility. The
proposed project is not anticipated to affect water quality impairment of 303(d) listed waters in
the project corridor.

Waters of the US/Buffered State Waters

Approximately 963 feet of culvert extensions are anticipated in the project area streams,
resulting in fill. No pond or wetland fills are anticipated. Ten buffered state water impacts are
anticipated.

Measures to Minimize Harm — Planning/Design/Operations

Cobb County, in coordination with FTA, will implement the following mitigation measures
during planning for and operation of the project.

Traffic

= Additional analysis will be conducted in coordination with Cobb County and the Georgia
Department of Transportation (GDOT) to identify specific types of improvements
necessary to mitigate intersection impacts and bring traffic operations to a level
comparable with the No Build level of service.

Transit

=  CCDOT will develop and refine a service plan to enhance service in the corridor,
including service changes to improve transfers from connecting bus service to ART.

= CCDOT will follow standard procedures for route changes, additions, and deletions
which would include a Title VI analysis to determine how service changes may affect
low-income and minority communities, a community outreach process in designing
route changes, a public hearing for the proposed service changes, and ongoing outreach
efforts to communicate service changes prior to implementation.

Utilities

=  Prior to any construction activities, utilities throughout the corridor and near the
stations will be identified and avoided to the extent practicable.

= As design of the project progresses, specific utility impacts and necessary mitigations
(i.e., utility relocations, replacements, or other actions) will be determined in
coordination with the owners of the utilities.

= Cobb County will be responsible for relocation of any Cobb County-owned utilities, such
as water, sewer, and stormwater.

= Relocation of private utilities such as telecommunication, electric, or gas will be

coordinated with the owner. In many cases an agreement exists that states in the event
of a roadway improvement, the utility owner will move the utility facility at the owner’s
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cost. Any relocation costs not subject to such an agreement will be the responsibility of
Cobb County.

Visual

= For all stations, the community will be involved in the station design process, and the
process of selecting landscaping and streetscape elements that will complement and
benefit the visual nature of the neighborhoods.

Displacements and Relocations

= No impacts to residential properties are anticipated; therefore, no mitigation for
residential acquisitions is required. For non-residential displacements, the following will
be provided:

e Relocation advisory services
e  Minimum 90 days written notice to vacate prior to requiring possession
e Reimbursement for moving and reestablishment expenses

= All necessary coordination with property owners will occur prior to the construction
phase.

Safety and Security

= CCDOT will prepare and implement safety and security plans for operation of the
proposed project. Plans will cover requirements for safety and security design criteria,
hazard analyses, threat and vulnerability analyses, operational staff training, and
emergency response measures.

= These plans and programs will also specify actions and requirements of the CCDOT to
maintain continuation of safety and security during operations.

= The CCDOT will be the responsible agency for communicating safety and security
measures during operations of the Connect Cobb Corridor project.

Hazardous Materials

=  Prior to construction, CCDOT will complete subsurface testing to identify the presence
of contaminated materials.

= For those sites that would be partially taken for the proposed project, further survey will
be conducted during design to determine if tank removal would be necessary.

Historic Resources

=  Prior to construction, CCDOT will continue consultation with the Georgia State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO). Specifically, CCDOT will provide 60% and 90% construction
plans and elevations to SHPO for their evaluation. These plan submittals will include an
overall project map that identifies the confirmed station locations/footprints with the
historic resources identified throughout the project corridor and that keys the setting
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photographs. CCDOT will not proceed with ground disturbing activities or staging before
consultation is complete per 36 CFR Part 800.

Federal and State Protected Species

Mitigation measures have been identified during coordination between Cobb County, FTA, and
the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as outlined below.

Cobb County will preserve existing landscaped areas to encourage stormwater
infiltration and nutrient filtering.

Cobb County will include a special provision in the contract documents for the
protection of the northern long-eared bat that will stipulate that tree clearing within
suitable hardwood forest habitat will not occur from March 30th to October 15th. This
will prevent clearing of suitable habitat for roosting northern long-eared bats during
time periods that include spring migration, summer roosting, and raising young in early
fall.

Cobb County will conduct surveys during the nesting and common bat roosting season
(March 30th to October 15th) and prior to construction to determine if bridges or
culverts proposed for modification are used by migratory birds and bats.

In the event that new or wholly replaced culverts are included in the project, Cobb
County will ensure that they are designed under the specified fish passage guidelines for
new culverts included in Section E of the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Savannah
District’s Regional Conditions for Nationwide Permits. These guidelines dictate culvert
dimension design, bank-full flow accommodations, culvert embedding, culvert slope,
flooding design, and stormwater management considerations.

Per the USACE Savannah District’s Regional Conditions for Nationwide Permits and prior
to construction, Cobb County will evaluate the use of bottomless culverts to determine
if they may be a good alternative for fish passage where foundation conditions allow
their construction and width criteria can be met. This requirement applies to proposed
new culverts for perennial streams only. Culvert design options, including box culverts
that allow for the natural embedment of stream material as well as bottomless culverts,
will also be evaluated to determine the appropriate design for fish passage,
constructability, and meeting of hydraulic criteria.

Hydrology/Floodplains

Any modifications to existing structures on Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA)-studied streams will be coordinated with the appropriate local, state, and
federal agencies with the goal of achieving a “No Rise” certification from FEMA.

Any impacts to FEMA floodplains as a result of final design will be documented in a
Hydraulic and Hydrology Report that will be prepared during final design.

A stormwater analysis will determine the appropriate water quality best management
practices (BMPs) for affected stormwater outfalls. Mitigation measures could include
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using structures to cross floodplains instead of fill material, providing adequate flow
circulation, reducing grading requirements, and preserving natural drainage.

Stormwater

Long-term mitigation measures, to be determined by CCDOT, would include the design
and construction of permanent BMPs that would control and treat stormwater runoff
caused by an increase in impervious surfaces as a result of the project and meet the
appropriate rate control, volume control, and water quality requirements. Surface
stormwater runoff would be filtered through the use of wet ponds, stormwater
infiltration, or detention facilities and bioretention BMPs for proposed park-and-ride
facilities.

BMPs that are compatible with linear corridors would be used to the extent possible
without the need to purchase additional right-of-way.

Waters of the US/Buffered State Waters
STREAMS, WETLANDS, PONDS

Cobb County will complete steps necessary for federal and state agency verification of
federal and state waters as required by the federal Clean Water Act and the Georgia
Erosion and Sediment Control Act. This includes a USACE Jurisdictional Determination
submittal and field verification and a DNR Environmental Protection Division (EPD)
buffered state water field verification.

The construction contractor will utilize design measures to avoid or minimize
disturbance of water resources. Design measures will include shifting improvements
away from water resources, utilizing guardrail to reduce shoulder fill slopes, and sizing
and locating new drainage structures to support natural stream and floodplain
hydrology.

For new or wholly replaced culverts, culvert stability for passage of aquatic fauna will be
assessed as detailed in the mitigation measures listed for federal and state protected
species.

STATE WATER BUFFERS

The construction contractor will limit the amount of clearing and grubbing areas to
minimize habitat disturbance and preserve existing vegetation.

Measures to Minimize Harm — Construction

Cobb County, in coordination with FTA, will implement and monitor the construction of the
project to assure compliance with the additional mitigation measures listed below, including
special provisions included in contract documents.
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Traffic

= For short-term changes to traffic operations during construction, Cobb County will
distribute information via its website, Twitter account, and press releases to local news
outlets, indicating temporary closures and/or detour details.

Transit

= For short-term changes to bus operations during construction, CCT will post information
at bus stops indicating temporary stop closures and/or detour details. Information will
also be published in advance of detours on CCT’s and GRTA’s websites and Twitter
accounts, in on-board information brochures, and at transfer centers.

Historic Resources

= |n the event of an unanticipated discovery of archaeological artifacts or remains during
construction, CCDOT will follow procedures outlined in Attachment F.

Hazardous Materials

= |f contaminated materials are found, avoidance alternatives may be considered or
applicable laws and regulations concerning the removal of toxic or hazardous material
will be followed and the removal coordinated with the DNR EPD.

Noise
CCDOT will require the construction contractor to do the following:

= Avoid nighttime (10 pm to 7 am) construction in residential neighborhoods

= Use specially quieted equipment with enclosed engines and/or high-performance
mufflers

= Require all construction equipment to comply with pertinent US Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) equipment noise standards

= |ocate stationary construction equipment as far as possible from noise-sensitive sites

= Re-route construction-related truck traffic along roadways that would cause the least
disturbance to residents

= Notify nearby residents and community stakeholders whenever extremely noisy
construction work would occur

Air Quality

A series of BMPs will be implemented by the contractor during construction to control dust.
This may include the following preventive and mitigation measures:

=  Minimization of land disturbance during site preparation

= Use of watering trucks to minimize dust

= Covering of trucks while hauling soil/debris off-site or transferring materials
= Stabilization of dirt piles if they are not removed immediately

= Use of dust suppressants on unpaved areas
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Minimization of unnecessary vehicle and machinery idling
Revegetation of any disturbed land post-construction

Federal and State Protected Species

Mitigation measures have been identified during coordination between Cobb County, FTA, and
the USFWS. Cobb County will include in the contract documents a requirement that the
construction contractor will implement special provisions as described below.

During the construction phase, Cobb County will ensure that all practicable enhanced
erosion control measures are taken within the construction limits. This includes, but is
not limited to: hydro-seeding, street sweeping, dust control, vehicle covers on sediment
transport vehicles, and concrete washouts. In addition, Cobb County could use wet
ponds, stormwater infiltration, or detention facilities and bio-retention to filter
stormwater runoff from the impervious surfaces of the proposed park-and-ride
facilities. When practical, Cobb County could also utilize impervious surfaces to mirror
predevelopment hydrologic conditions in order to encourage infiltration and filtering
during the construction phase within project limits.

Locations of suitable roosting habitat for the northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis) will be labeled on the construction plans.

If northern long-eared bats are found in suitable roosting habitat, the construction
contractor will notify the Project Engineer who in turn will notify the Deputy Director of
CCDOT to provide information.

If birds and bats are observed nesting or roosting in culverts or bridges, Cobb County
will ensure that measures to survey and protect migratory birds and bat use will be
implemented through the use of a special provision. Cobb County will include a special
provision in the contract documents that will utilize netting to prevent birds and bats
from nesting or roosting and/or limit construction timing to avoid the breeding season
of migratory birds and use by roosting bats (from March 30" to October 15").

Cobb County will include special provisions in the contract documents for enhanced
erosion control in streams containing suitable habitat for the Chattahoochee crayfish
(Cambarus howardi). Enhanced erosion control measures are outlined in Section 4.0 of
the Ecology Report and are necessary to prevent sedimentation of streams with suitable
habitat for aquatic species.

Cobb County will include special provisions in the contract documents for seasonal
restrictions (no in-stream construction during the spawning season from April to June)
and enhanced erosion control in streams containing suitable habitat for the highscale
shiner (Notropis hypsilepis).

Cobb County will utilize construction timing restrictions, construction monitoring, and
habitat replacement and/or enhancement.

Cobb County will locate staging areas away from environmentally sensitive areas where
mature vegetation and potential fish and wildlife habitats are present. No new staging
areas are identified at this time.
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=  Where applicable, Cobb County will provide educational materials to construction
personnel for awareness of protected species and their habitats.

= Cobb County will ensure that the design plans include the locations of environmentally
sensitive areas.

Hydrology/Floodplains

= Short-term mitigation measures will include the development of erosion and sediment
control plans to reduce erosion and sedimentation during construction.

Stormwater

= Short-term mitigation measures will include the development of erosion and sediment
control plans to control runoff and reduce erosion and sedimentation during
construction.

= Construction activities will be phased to minimize runoff. Specific mitigation measures
that will be used for stormwater impacts include:

e Minimizing soil compaction in landscaped areas by techniques such as
scarification and incorporating appropriate amendments to improve soil
quality/water holding capacity and foster healthy vegetation

e When practical, utilizing impervious surfaces to mirror predevelopment
hydrologic conditions in order to encourage infiltration and filtering during
construction

e Preserving existing landscaped areas to encourage stormwater infiltration and
nutrient filtering

e Implementing enhanced erosion control measures including supplemental
hydroseeding, street sweeping/vacuuming, stabilized construction access points
and sediment stockpiles, dust control, sediment transport vehicle covers, and
concrete washouts

Waters of the US/Buffered State Waters
STREAMS, WETLANDS, PONDS

= The construction contractor will utilize a phased construction schedule to limit the
extent of land disturbance activities, and use Orange Barrier Fencing to prevent
construction staging in the vicinity of water resources and buffers.

= The construction contractor will be required to have trained personnel responsible for
BMP installation and maintenance.

STATE WATER BUFFERS

= The construction contractor will limit the amount of clearing and grubbing areas to
minimize habitat disturbance and preserve existing vegetation.

= Assoon as possible during or after construction activities, the construction contractor
will remove any temporary fill and construction debris and restore disturbed areas to
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Attachment A

MARTA Letter
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Attachment B

EA Errata Sheet
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EA Errata Sheet

The following bullets represent minor changes or clarifications since the EA was published that
are incorporated into the EA document by reference.

Page 5, Section 2.3: CCT Route 50, Franklin Road to Allgood Road, is added to the list of
routes currently operating in the project area.

Page 6, Section 2.4: The CTP 2040 was adopted by the Board of Commissioners on May
26, 2015. Each city in the corridor also adopted CTP 2040.

Page 7, Section 2.5: The date used for the presentation to the Board of Commissioners is
incorrect. The correct dates are September 11, 2012 and September 25, 2012.

Page 23, Section 3.2.1, third bullet, last sentence: Edited to “The alignment then
continues on dedicated guideway on Barrett Lakes Boulevard until US 41/Cobb
Parkway.”

Page 23, Section 3.2.1, fourth bullet: Barrett Lakes Boulevard is the incorrect street
name at that location. The correct name is Greers Chapel Road.

Page 35, Section 3.2.3, Table 3.2-1: The WellStar Kennestone Station would have a
surface lot, not a parking structure.

Page 41: Table 3.3-1 includes an incorrect estimate of capital costs for the proposed
project. The correct estimate is $493.7 million.

Page 44, Section 4.1.1.1, sentence immediately preceding the three bullets: The correct
wording of the sentence is “These improvements were modeled only for the Build
Improved scenario and are as follows:”

Page 45, Table 4.1-2: Delete the rows associated with McCollum Parkway, Cobb
International Boulevard, and Barrett Parkway. These intersections are along the
alignment alternative described in Section 3.3.1. The alignment alternative was
eliminated from further consideration.

Pages 46-49: Delete references to intersections with McCollum Parkway, Cobb
International Boulevard, and Barrett Parkway. These intersections are along the
alignment alternative described in Section 3.3.1. The alignment alternative was
eliminated from further consideration.

Page 87, Section 4.9.3.2: Based on a July 2015 field survey, commercial property impacts
include four business suites adjacent to the Barrett Walk Apartment complex; three
commercial strip malls (18 individual businesses); and four standalone commercial
businesses.

Page 109+, Sections 4.9.3 and 4.9.4: Text updated to reflect April letter from US Fish and
Wildlife Service

Page 119, Table 4.18.1: Delete rows associated with stream S-7. This impact was
associated with a possible maintenance facility site, which is no longer part of the
proposed project.

Page 120, Table 4.18.2: Delete row associated with stream S-7. This reduces the total
stream piping to 963 feet.
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Page 127, Table 4.19-3: The US 41/Cobb Parkway widening project “scoping only” from
Windy Ridge Parkway to N Marietta Parkway is no longer in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) or Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) because the funding
was authorized. It had been listed in the TIP/RTP under ID# CO-041 (GDOT Project ID #
0010510) as scoping only (network year 2030) with the remaining phases in the
unconstrained list under ID# ASP-CO-041. The project is listed in Table 4.19-3 of the EA
as a “reasonably foreseeable future action” with construction program listed as “long
range.” The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) is currently updating the plan and
reviewing the unconstrained list.

Appendix C: Sheet 2 of 5 in the exhibits has been updated to reflect updated design that
avoids the Dairy Queen property. Sheet 3 of 8 in the exhibits has been updated to
reflect that the WellStar Kennestone station would have surface parking and not
structured parking.

Appendix E: Added May 4, 2015 letter from SHPO

Appendix K: The concept plans have been revised to include only the historic properties
that are in the Area of Potential Effect for the proposed project

Appendix |: Added April 16, 2015 letter from USFWS
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Attachment C

Public Comments and Responses
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Each comment received was assigned a unique ID number. An index is provided on page C-3
that indicates the method the comment was submitted, the assigned ID number, the name of
the commenter, their organization (if applicable), their city (if provided), and a comment
category. Most comments fell within the following 11 categories:

= Agency Coordination

= Support for the Project

= QOpposition to the Project
= Public Outreach

= Status of Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) Approval
= Title VI

= Development

= Referendum

= Business Impacts

= Traffic Impacts

= Pedestrian Concerns

For comments related to one of the above categories, the responses by category are included
on pages C-10 through C-13. For comments with a specific question that did not fall within the
categories above, “Specific Questions” is noted in the index (pages C-3 through C-9) under
comment category. Responses to these specific questions can be found on pages C-14 through
C-48.

Copies of all comments received are provided on pages C-49 through C-152.
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Method ID First Name Last Name Organization City Comment Category
Comment Form | 1 Sierra Club Mableton Specific Questions
Comment Form | 2 Michael E. Paris Council for Marietta Support
Quality Growth
Comment Form | 3 Kim Paris Marietta Support
Comment Form | 4 Michael Murphy Mableton Specific Questions
Comment Form |5 Linda Bell Sierra Club Mableton Support
Comment Form | 6 Craig Dryden Georgia Power Marietta Support
Comment Form | 7 James Taunton Smyrna Support
Comment Form | 8 Jennine Duelge TCACID Marietta Support, Specific Questions
Comment Form |9 Sigmondo Malatesta Concerned Powder Springs Support
Citizens of West
Cobb
Comment Form | 10 Bakari Height Citizens for Atlanta Support, Specific Questions
Progressive
Transit
Comment Form | 11 James Toronton Smyrna Support
Comment Form | 12 Tyler Pelfrey Town Center Area | Atlanta Support
CID
Comment Form | 13 Tracy Rathbone TCCID Marietta Support
Comment Form | 14 Aaron Berryhill Marietta Support, Specific Questions
Comment Form | 15 Sharon Mason Marietta Support
Comment Form | 16 Tim Preece Marietta Support
Comment Form | 17 John Loud Kennesaw Support
Comment Form | 18 Mike Ricciardi Marietta Support
Comment Form | 19 Steve Byrne Atlanta Support
Comment Form | 20 Slade Gulledge Smyrna Support
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‘ First Name

Last Name

Organization

Comment Category

Comment Form | 21 Al Martin Kennesaw Support

Comment Form | 22 Allison Giddens Marietta Support

Comment Form | 23 Charley Lewinson Marietta Conditional Support, Specific
Questions

Comment Form | 24 Joseph J Bushell Powder Springs Specific Suggestions

Comment Form | 25 Holly Quinlan Cobb Travel and Smyrna Support

Tourism

Comment Form | 26 Nathan Humphrey Mableton Support

Comment Form | 27a | Thomas House Atlanta Specific Questions

Facebook 27b | Thomas House Specific Questions

Comment Form | 28 Elaine Cruz Marietta Opposition

Comment Form | 29 Don Hicks Marietta Support

Comment Form | 30 Barkley Russell Atlanta Support

Comment Form | 31 Larry King Cobb TAB Specific Questions

Comment Form | 32a | Bob Hovey Marietta Public Outreach

Letter 32b | Bob Hovey Opposition

Email 32c | Bob Hovey Opposition

Comment Form | 33a | Tom Cheek Marietta Opposition, Public Outreach

Court Reporter | 33b | Tom Cheek Opposition, Public Outreach, LPA
Approval

Comment Form | 34 Gabriel Rueda Public Outreach, Support, Traffic
Impacts, Specific Questions

Comment Form | 35 Patricia Burns Smyrna Support

Court Reporter 36a Mary Rose Barnes Smyrna Development, Pedestrian Concerns

Email 36b | Mary Rose Barnes Title VI, Opposition, Traffic Impacts,
Development, Pedestrian Concerns,
Specific Questions

Email 37a | Craig Kootsillas Specific Questions
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ID ‘ First Name Last Name Organization City Comment Category
Email 37b | Craig Kootsillas Specific Questions
Facebook 37c | Craig Kootsillas Specific Questions
Facebook 37d | Craig Kootsillas LPA Approval
Facebook 37e | Craig Kootsillas LPA Approval
Facebook 37f | Craig Kootsillas LPA Approval
Facebook 37g | Craig Kootsillas LPA Approval, Specific Questions
Facebook 37h | Craig Kootsillas LPA approval
Email 38a | Douglas Jenkins Opposition
Facebook 38b | Douglas Jenkins Opposition, Public Outreach
Email 39 Diane Fallaw Support
Email 40 Stephen Butler Support
Email 41 Jalisa Stamant Specific Questions
Email 42 James Astuto Opposition
Email 43 Jan and Jon Barton Opposition, Business Impacts,
Pedestrian Concerns
Email 44a | David Bunch Smyrna Opposition
Email 44b | David Bunch Opposition
Email 45 N/A N/A Opposition
Email 46 Dan Stephens Support
Email 47 Richard and Decker Opposition, Pedestrian Concerns
Virginia
Email 48 Terry Dudley Opposition
Email 49 Megan Escalona Support
Email 50 Kurt Graham Opposition
Email 51 Ed Higginbotham Opposition
Email 52 Jim Jess Marietta Opposition
Email 53 Phyllis DeNeve | Kostelnik Opposition
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‘ First Name Last Name Organization City Comment Category

Email 54 Mary Lou Stephens Marietta Support

Email 55 Henry Munford Opposition, Business Impacts

Email 56 Carol Olson Opposition

Email 57 Jim Serrate Opposition

Email 58a | Ron Sifen Opposition, Business Impacts,
Pedestrian Concerns

Email 58b | Ron Sifen Business Impacts, Pedestrian

(1-9) Concerns, Traffic Impacts, Specific

Questions

Email 58c Ron Sifen Business Impacts, Pedestrian

(1-3) Concerns, Traffic Impacts, Specific

Questions

Email 58d | Ron Sifen LPA Approval

Email 58e | Ron Sifen Traffic Impacts

Email 59 MA Sikes Referendum

Email 60a |J Smith Opposition

Email 60b |J Smith Opposition

Email 61 W. Clayton Sparrow, Jr. Opposition

Email 62 Torbett Crocker Opposition

Email 63 Ann Turner Opposition

Email 64 Helen White Atlanta Opposition

Email 65 Kathy Young Support

Email 66 A.T. NORTON, JR Marietta Opposition

& ASSOC., INC.
Email 67 Teri Anulewicz Ward 3, Smyrna Support
City Council
Email 68 Hall Brodie, P.E. Atlanta Specific Questions
Email 69 Bryan Kirshon West Melbourne, FL | Support
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‘ First Name Last Name Organization Comment Category
Email 70 Joanne Minster Opposition
Email 71 Justin O'Dell O'Dell & O'Neal Marietta Support
Attorneys
Email 72 Elizabeth Greene Opposition
Email 73 Lynn Walston Marietta Support
Email 74 Donald Myrick Opposition
Email 75 Carol Brown Support
Email 76a | David Weldon Powder Springs Opposition, Development
Email 76b | David Weldon Opposition
Email 77a | Thomas J. Palmer Opposition
Email 77b | Thomas J. Palmer Opposition, Pedestrian Concerns
Email 78 NT Nickell Opposition
Email 79 Richard Kolsby Opposition
Email 80 Carol Robertson Opposition, Traffic Impacts
Email 81 Steven Taylor Opposition, Referendum
Email 82 Lee Graham Powder Springs Support
Email 83 Cynthia Patterson Marietta Support
Email 84 Nancy Sauer Marietta Support
Email 85 Michael Johnson Marietta Support, Opposition
Email 86 Mary Frances Williams Marietta Support
Email 87 Lynn Clarke Opposition, Traffic Impacts
Email 88 Rick Wemmers Opposition
Email 89 Kerry Prance Marietta Opposition
Email 90 Sherry Steinway Opposition
Email 91 Trevor Woodhams Opposition
Email 92 Timothy Elder Opposition, LPA Approval, Traffic
Impacts, Referendum
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‘ First Name Last Name Organization Comment Category
Email 93 Charlotte Clark LPA Approval
Email 94 Fran Jackson Opposition
Email 95 Wyn Engle Opposition
Email 96 Claudia Cook Atlanta Opposition, Business Impacts,
Pedestrian Concerns
Email 97 Robert Magill Opposition
Email 98 Dick Gregson Opposition
Email 99 Bill Voegeli Opposition
Email 100 | Jane Mitchell Opposition
Email 101 | Terry Blackwell Opposition, Traffic Impacts,
Pedestrian Concerns
Email 102 | Schuyler Rector Opposition
Letter 103 | Richard Smith Atlanta Opposition
Letter 104 | Brian Gist Southern Atlanta Support
Environmental
Law Center
Letter 105 | Malaika Rivers Cumberland CID Support
Email 106 | Linda Fierman Opposition, Traffic Impacts, Business
Impacts
Email 107 | Keli Gambrill Opposition, Traffic Impacts, Specific
Questions
Email 108 | John Michael Roach Eye Consultants Atlanta Traffic Impacts, Business Impacts
of Atlanta
Email 109 | Fred Singer Opposition
Email 110 | Michael Murphy Opposition, Development
Comment Form | 111 | Deborah Tompkins Smyrna Opposition
Facebook 112 | William Harrison Opposition
Letter 113a | Jennifer Dixon GADNR, HPD Stockbridge Agency Coordination
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| ID ‘ First Name Last Name Organization City Comment Category
Letter 113b | Jennifer Dixon GADNR, HPD Stockbridge Agency Coordination

Letter 114 | Don Williams MARTA Atlanta Agency Coordination
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Responses by Category

Comment

Category Comment Response

Agency . The coordination letters have been received and are attached to the
Coordination Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Support Thank you for your comment; your input has been recorded.
Opposition Thank you for your comment; your input has been recorded.

Public Outreach

Extensive outreach to the general public was conducted in the
Alternatives Analysis (AA) and the EA phases. In the AA, eight meetings of
the Stakeholder Roundtables were held, all of which were widely
publicized to the public and heavily attended. Further, four public
meetings were held in conjunction with Beltline Inc. and City of Atlanta,
all of which were open to the public and publicized to both Atlanta and
Cobb County residents. In addition, project information kiosks were set
up at the Cobb Community Transit (CCT) transit centers and
Metropolitan Atlanta Regional Transit Authority (MARTA) Arts Center
Station with project display boards and fact sheets. In the EA phase, a
large scale Public Information Open House was held in November 2013,
also with wide notification and advertisement. The June 2015 Public
Hearing Open House was advertised as an opportunity for the public to
provide comments, in addition to receiving information about the
project. While the meeting was held in an open house format, its
advertisement with legal notices in three newspapers and road signs and
recording of comments by a court reporter and comment forms, emails,
and Connect Cobb Facebook posts, was consistent with Cobb County
Department of Transportation’s (CCDOT) outreach for other
transportation projects. Please note, a public hearing for an EA is not
required by the National Environmental Policy Act. Cobb County
voluntarily chose to hold the public hearing in order to provide an
opportunity for the public to review the EA and provide comments.
Additionally, the EA was available electronically at the project webpage
and in paper copy at CCDOT’s offices starting on May 29, 2015. Citizens
were welcome to review the document online, at CCDOT, or at the
hearing, and submit comments until July 14, 2015. For those unable to
attend any of the physical meetings in the AA or the EA phases,
information was available 24/7 online at the project webpage at
www.cobbdot.org from the onset of the AA study continuing throughout
the EA with contact information for providing comments. Information
was provided in English and Spanish, and an interpreter was present at
the public meetings and hearing. Lastly, the proposed project was also
discussed and widely reported in local media, in the context of a
countywide transportation network during multiple stakeholder and
public meetings associated with preparation and adoption of the Cobb
County Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2040 (CTP 2040). CTP 2040,



http://www.cobbdot.org/

Status of LPA
Approval

Title VI
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was adopted by Cobb County Board of Commissioners (BOC) and the
governing bodies of all six cities located in Cobb County.

The Cobb County BOC has not voted to approve the Connect Cobb
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The proposed project is not finalized
until after the conclusion of the EA and would require a future vote of
the BOC. The project team has not represented to the FTA or any other
governmental agency that the BOC has yet done so. The EA signature
cover sheet signed by FTA Regional Administrator Yvette Taylor is an
approval indicating that FTA is moving the EA document forward for
public review and comment. Page 7 of the Table of Contents and
Glossary, first paragraph of Section 2.5 of the EA document, states
specifically not that the Cobb BOC accepted the LPA at their work session
on February 28th, 2012 but that “the presentation was accepted.” The
EA included an incorrect date for acceptance of the presentation of the
LPA; the correct dates are September 11 and 25, 2012. Please see the
errata sheet in Appendix B of this document. On November 8, 2011,
January 10, 2012, February 14, 2012, February 28, 2012, March 13, 2012,
and July 24, 2012, actions were taken by the BOC conducting various
public hearings and votes authorizing the development of the
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Statement
documentation as well as the chairman’s comments at the September
25, 2012 work session referencing the continuation of study beyond the
completion of the AA. The proposed LPA that resulted from the AA and
was refined through the EA, may continue to be refined in design and
engineering, and may be considered by the BOC in the future. The
project team has not stated that the LPA was adopted but that
authorizations were granted by the BOC to continue the work effort from
AA through EA.

It is CCDOT policy to fully comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964 and all related regulations and directives. CCDOT assures that no
person shall, on the grounds of race, color, sex, national origin, disability,
or age as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Federal-
Aid Highway Act of 1973, the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age
Discrimination Act of 1975, and the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987,
be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be
otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity. By
asking the public to voluntarily provide their demographic information
via “Title VI Voluntary Information Request” cards at public meetings,
including the Public Information Open House in December 2013 and the
Public Hearing Open House in June 2015, the public is assisting CCDOT in
documenting its efforts to comply with Title VI. The voluntary
demographic information is intended for recordkeeping in compliance
with federal regulations and for developing and monitoring
nondiscrimination enforcement programs.



Development

Referendum

Business Impacts

Traffic Impacts
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The current transportation conditions of the Connect Cobb Corridor
project area indicate a very clear need for transit options to provide
access to population and employment growth in activity centers now and
in the future and the need for faster, more reliable, and more effective
public transportation. The proposed project will improve the
predictability and efficiency of transit service by constructing a dedicated
guideway for arterial rapid transit (ART) vehicles, improving transit
service considerably in the corridor. It will also help to meet the growing
demand for transit as recent polls demonstrate strong support among
Cobb residents for increased transit service (see Appendix E of the
Alternatives Analysis Report (www.cobbdot.org); CTP 2040
(www.cobbinmotion.com); and State of the Region Report: Metro
Atlanta Speaks Survey (www.atlantaregional.com)). While the project has
the potential to spur transit-oriented development (TOD) around the 14
proposed ART stations in Cobb County, this development is not included
in the expressed purpose of the project documented on page 8 of the EA.
If development were to occur, however, the residential and commercial
space constructed around the new transit facilities could be used to
accommodate the anticipated job growth in the corridor and limit sprawl
elsewhere in the county.

On June 23, 2015, the Cobb County BOC approved a resolution that their
intent is to call for the project to be put to Cobb County voters in the
form of a referendum.

Businesses remain open along roads such as US 41/Cobb Parkway after a
median is installed. Motorists and customers adjust their driving habits
to new access requirements. In most cases, the new access will mean
driving to the nearest signalized intersection, often within a mile, and
making a U-turn in order to access businesses on the other side of the
road. Specific impacts, including the possibility of land acquisition, will be
addressed on a business by business basis during final design.

The purpose of the EA traffic analysis was to document what level of
service (LOS) impacts the project would have. Often intersection LOS
does not improve due to a transit project because the purpose of transit
projects often is to provide transportation alternatives, not to improve
vehicle traffic. Based on the results of the 2040 peak hour operations
modeling, most intersections could operate acceptably at-grade with
little to no improvements needed. A select few intersections may require
a higher level of improvements, but with those improvements, the traffic
LOS in the Build Improved condition would be the same as that in the No
Build condition. As documented in Section 5.0 of the EA, the Georgia
Department of Transportation (GDOT) is a cooperating agency for this
project. Several coordination meetings have occurred and will continue
to occur between CCDOT and GDOT to discuss other GDOT efforts in the
project area, including the US 41 Scoping Project (GDOT Project ID#
0010510), which is studying necessary improvements in the corridor.


http://www.cobbdot.org/
http://www.cobbinmotion.com/
http://www.atlantaregional.com/
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Pedestrian If the proposed project is approved, pedestrian improvements would be

Concerns made at each station as well as along the corridor. Proposed
improvements would include ADA-compliant cross walks, improved
pedestrian signals, lighting, and other amenities. The proposed center
median ART stations would reduce the number of lanes for riders to
cross when they board and alight ART vehicles. In addition, because ART
boardings and alightings would occur at stations that consolidate
numerous bus stops along the corridor, it would reduce the points of
conflict between riders and cars.
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Responses to Specific Questions and Suggestions

ID

Name

Specific Questions

1) As the new lanes are being planned what would it take to
prepare them to accept light rail?

2) What is the projected cost benefit as we move from car to
bus considering a reasonable # of riders?

3) Same question car to rail

4) Same question bus to rail

5) What creative marketing strategies have been discussed to
encourage riders, for example having sports, media,
celebrities ride the buses?

Responses to Specific Questions

1) The conversion of the proposed ART lanes into a light rail
guideway would require additional study and are beyond the
scope of this EA.

2, 3, 4) Calculating the cost benefit of moving from car to bus
to rail on Cobb Parkway requires a myriad of inputs and
often the use of an analysis model, again beyond the scope
of this EA. However, some general research does exist on the
subject and can be found on the Transportation Research
Board’s website (www.trb.org).

5) It is anticipated that a comprehensive educational and
marketing campaign will accompany the implementation of
the proposed project, should the project be approved and
funding identified. At that time, such ideas as celebrity riders
may be discussed.

Kim Paris

U Support N/A
o 2
© —
S a
=
Support N/A
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

Why is there not a similar project to revitalize South Cobb, The scope of the Connect Cobb project is focused on
- especially Veterans Memorial Hwy (Rt 278)? Parts of it look improvements to the US 41/Cobb Parkway area, as it is one
S like tombstone territory yet there are some positive pockets | of the most congested in the region. CCDOT will develop and
5 that could flourish with public transportation. "A rising tide refine a service plan to enhance service in the corridor,
4 % should lift all boats, even those stuck at the bottom." including service changes to improve transfers from
2 connecting bus service to ART. While the South Cobb area is
'§ beyond the scope of this project, your comments are
acknowledged and may be considered in future planning
efforts.
o _ | Support N/A
L=
5 5 cqé’
w 5 Support N/A
6 S g
o
< | Support N/A
g 2
C
7 L,EB E
Support CCDOT will develop and refine a service plan to enhance
service in the corridor, including service changes to improve
1) How will this affect the local transit service? transfers from connecting bus service to ART. Table 3.2-2 in
& 2) The Town Center Area is home to many call centers: is Section 3.2.5 of the EA includes the proposed operating
§ there a plan to increase service for 2" and 3™ shift workers? | hours for the proposed project. There is no plan at this time
8 o to increase service for 2" and 3™ shift workers. However, the
c . . . . .
e Comprehensive Operations Analysis that will be completed in
§ 2016 will consider the needs of all potential customers by
assessing future transit routes as well as operating hours. It is
anticipated that the Comprehensive Operations Analysis will
be prepared in 2016.
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| Specific Questions

Responses to Specific Questions

o «© | Support N/A
T 0
9 c I
£ °
on ©
n =
Support The High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes operate on I-75
- under the jurisdiction of the Georgia Department of
_‘Eo Is there a consideration to change the HOV lanes to bus only | Transportation. The Connect Cobb project assumes the HOV
10 2 lanes? These lanes are underused through the corridor, and lanes would operate under the current restrictions allowing
s would be better suited for just the BRT. vehicles with two or more (living and not pre-infant) persons,
§ emergency vehicles, motorcycles, buses, and alternative fuel
vehicles. Inquiries concerning the HOV lanes may be
addressed to GDOT at 404-631-1990.
= | Support N/A
g S
n| ES
- O
’_
. | Support N/A
g 2
12 = =
- Q
[a W
o | Support N/A
c
> o
(&)
13 2
E=s
O
o
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

Support CCDOT will develop and refine a service plan to enhance
service in the corridor, including service changes to improve
= One thing that | think would be valuable to study more is the | transfers from connecting bus service to ART. In addition, the
'g existing transit services in the county. A map showing both Comprehensive Operations Analysis will consider future
14 g the ART line along with the existing transit lines would help transit routes. It is anticipated that the Comprehensive
c to show just how comprehensive the project could be on the | Operations Analysis will be prepared in 2016.
g county's public transportation. It would be interesting to
< know if the inclusion of ART would result in an increase in
current CCT lines and if existing transit services need to be
adjusted due to ridership on the ART line.
c < | Support N/A
O O
15 T @
5=
9 Support N/A
[a W
Support N/A
£
171353
— | Support N/A
©
g5
18 =
[a'4
o o | Support N/A
19 | § €
v m
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| Specific Questions Responses to Specific Questions
o | Support N/A
g &
20 | &2
w S
G)
< | Support N/A
21 | 2§
=
< » | Support N/A
2 |23
= B
<0
Conditional Support CCDOT will develop and refine a service plan to enhance
service in the corridor, including service changes to improve
What is the direct benefit of this plan to Austell, Mableton, transfers from connecting bus service to ART. Two new CCT
and Powder Springs? What capacity, either directly or at service expansions (FLEX service that began in spring 2015
5 second stage, does this add to District 4? and Route 25 service that is tentatively set to begin in
(%)
£ summer 2016) will together improve access from Austell,
)3 § Mableton, and Powder Springs to the ART service. This
> enhanced access to transit will, in turn, offer more reliable
= service to activity centers in Cobb County and throughout the
S Atlanta region via ART’s connection to the MARTA Arts
Center Station. In addition, the Comprehensive Operations
Analysis will consider future transit routes. It is anticipated
that the Comprehensive Operations Analysis will be prepared
in 2016.
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‘ Name | Specific Questions

System needs to take into consideration how sewage will be
affected. Need adequate lighting and sidewalks. WiFi on bus
and at stations. | would like to see a fare system that uses
the Breeze card. | also want to see electric or hybrid buses.
Buses should connect to flex bus, current bus service, and
new Route 25 service. | think the bus service should extend

Responses to Specific Questions

Thank you for your comments. As the project continues to
develop, and the alternative is refined, sewage and utilities
will be taking into account. Safety, such as lighting and
security, and pedestrian improvements will also be carefully
designed. Coordination with the Breeze Card is anticipated
and routes will be coordinated with existing transit to

E maximize travel times and benefit. There will be continuing
3 into Acworth. The buses should have transit police in regional discussions and coordination with MARTA relating to
24 ©@ | operation or guards. Safety is important. | really hope we can | potential Breeze Card use on all CCT routes. WiFi service at
S get new electric technology in order to reduce emissions and | stations and on vehicles will be considered during the design
g protect the environment. Bus should have audio and visual phase of the proposed project based on available technology
= aids for announcing stops to blind/ hearing impaired. Bus and cost effectiveness. Several fuel technologles are being
needs to be run on Saturdays and Sundays as well as on considered and compared to offer maximum benefit and
weekdays with late hours reduce environmental impact. Vehicles and stations are
’ envisioned to be equipped with state of the art ADA features.
Service is proposed to operate on Saturday until 3:00 am and
Sunday until 10:00 pm.
< | Support N/A
> (@©
25 | © g
T3
Support N/A
C
©
26 s
©
pd

Humphrey
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

| believe there is an opportunity to review placement of the | Thank you for your comment. As the project continues to
§ Cumberland north station to ensure it is properly connected | develop into final design, the location of the stations may be
9 to the new Brave development. Making it convenient for examined and refined.
27a @ North Cobb residents to choose BRT as an options to the
g games. An opportunity to review zoning on 41. Need to
= encourage residential development which will deliver ready
riders to near station stops.
| think a new look should be taken at the proposed Thank you for your comment. As the project continues to
8 o | Cumberland North Station. This was designed before the develop into final design, the location of the stations may be
27b | § 3 | Braves announcement. | recommend the positioning be examined and refined.
= T | placed closer to the Braves development to facilitate and
encourage game day riders from the north.
o . | Opposition N/A
28 E =}
o —
o (@]
c v | Support N/A
29 o 9
0T
—~ — | Support N/A
30 |29
- 0
S &
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

31

Larry King

1) 26 businesses targeted for re-location — please provide list.
2) Impervious area to increase by 26% — what is the expected
impact on stormwater management? How much will this
cost? Will it be a Cobb expense?

1) The 26 businesses requiring relocation include: Solid
Commercial Solutions, Inc. and 3 empty suites at 2015
Barrett lakes Boulevard (4 businesses); Strip mall at 909 Cobb
Parkway containing Whittaker Law Offices, Abest Insurance,
Pro Tutoring, and Maxwell, Cohen, and Legens, Inc. (4
businesses); Strip mall containing Love Lace Multi Care
Health Solutions, Wood Family Chiropractic, and Steel
Magnolias Salon (4 businesses); Arrival Inn at 919 Cobb
Parkway (1 business); Crooked Tree Cafe at 915 Cobb
Parkway (1 business); Checks Cashed Auto Insurance at 2610
Cobb Parkway (1 business); Strip mall at 2620 Cobb Parkway
containing 10 Minute Title Pawn, Ming Xing Massage,
Hargrove Alterations, Luxor Nail, Shoe Repair, Salon Sutra,
Soccer World, Vape Pkwy, ProFRESHional Cuts (9 businesses);
Taco Bell at 2623 Cobb Parkway (1 business); and Barnes and
Noble at 2952 Cobb Parkway (1 business).

2) Needed stormwater management treatment dimensions,
locations, and cost will be determined during the design
phase of the project. The cost of stormwater improvements
needed as a result of Connect Cobb will be included in the
cost of the proposed project.

32a

Bob
Hovey

See Responses by Category — Public Outreach

32b

Bob
Hovey

Opposition

N/A

32c

Bob
Hovey

Opposition

N/A
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€ ~ | Opposition See Responses by Category — Public Outreach
(]
33a S g
€ ~ | Opposition See Responses by Category — Public Outreach, LPA Approval
[0}
33b o ¢
=GO
What is the estimated cost for taxpayers? Where is A conceptual estimate of probable costs from Kennesaw to
subsidized from? Cumberland calculates the cost of the project at
- $493,700,000. Costs may be refined during final design.
§ Funding for the project could potentially come from a mix of
34 [ federal, state, local, and private-sector sources. The cost of
2 the project is summarized in Table 3.3-7 on page 41 of the
? EA.
U]
See Responses by Category — Public Outreach, Support,
Traffic Impacts
© ., | Support N/A
o c
35 s 5
o @
See Responses by Category — Development, Pedestrian
Concerns
a
S ¢
36a | = E
S @
b
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Mary Rose Barnes

| was appalled that one reader board at last week's meeting
listed the extensive loss and degradation of the habitat of the
endangered northern long-eared bat, Chattahoochee
crayfish and shiner was listed as a BENEFIT! Bats are
NECESSARY to reduce the population of mosquitoes. The
massive deforestation would benefit the MOSQUITOES,
certainly not the citizens or the protected species!

Responses to Specific Questions

The referenced board from the public hearing discussed both
project impacts and benefits, and also listed mitigation
measures. Concerning the northern long-eared bat, it was
determined that the project may affect, but is not likely to
adversely affect this species. As discussed in Section 4.14.3 of
the EA, the project will directly affect some hardwood forest
by the clearing of trees during the construction phase,
specifically approximately 725 feet southwest of the
southernmost intersection of White Circle Drive NW and US
41/Cobb Parkway and near the North Loop/White Water
station area. As described in Section 4.14.4 of the EA,
mitigation measures have been coordinated with the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, including that tree clearing within
suitable hardwood forest habitat will not occur from March
30th to October 15th (covering time periods that include
spring migration, summer roosting, and raising young in early
fall). For the Chattahoochee crayfish and the highscale
shiner, it was determined that there was no significant
adverse effect to the species. These studies were conducted
according to federal requirements and are included in their
entirety in the Ecology Report in Appendix | of the EA. A
complete list of mitigation measures for all species is
included in Section 4.14.4 of the EA.

See Responses by Category — Title VI, Opposition, Traffic
Impacts, Development, Pedestrian Concerns
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Prior to beginning the AA, you told the FTA this: “This short
list will be introduced into the Draft Environmental Impact

‘ Responses to Specific Questions

The determination of the appropriate level of environmental
analysis completed for an action depends on the anticipated

é’ Statement (DEIS) scheduled to begin in the summer for significance of the impacts. An Environmental Assessment is
% further environmental screening of potential concerns/issues | prepared so that the federal lead agency can determine if an
37a S already identified. An LPA will be identified at the conclusion | Environmental Impact Statement is required. FTA has not yet
o0 of the AA in the fall of 2012. The LPA will then move into the | made that determination for the Connect Cobb project. FTA
8 DEIS and completing the NEPA process expected someone in | will review the EA and issue a decision document based on
2014.” Did you ever tell them you DID NOT intend to follow the findings and the comments received during the public
this process? comment period.
Was there any other purpose to do an EA other than not The determination of the appropriate level of environmental
have to complete an Environmental Impact Statement? analysis completed for an action depends on the anticipated
;3 significance of the impacts. An Environmental Assessment is
= prepared so that the federal lead agency can determine if an
37b § Environmental Impact Statement is required. FTA has not yet
o0 made that determination for the Connect Cobb project. FTA
8 will review the EA and issue a decision document based on
the findings and the comments received during the public
comment period.
@ When does the comment period end? The comment period ended on July 14, 2015.
37c '§) g
2
@ See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
20 =
37d S 43
S
See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
37e 'S:'?
o

Kootsillas
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9 See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
o0 =
37f © 43
© o
h4
On June 15, CDOT sent correspondence to USDOT officials Copies of all comments received in their original format are
backing down on their claim (shown below) that Cobb included in this document and will be submitted to FTA.
Commissioners had given the green light to this project. The
@ EA you still have posted does not reflect this. Please remedy | See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
= this misrepresentation immediately. You are in the middle of
37 § a public comment period and many people will comment
& fo about the fraud you attempted to perpetrate. To eliminate
© the risk that public comments are struck from the record
© because they refer to this fraud, PLEASE CORRECT THE
DOCUMENT. or.... will you give your word that NO
COMMENTS received will be changed IN ANY MANNER and
forwarded directly to federal authorities?
2 See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
20 =
37h c 2
o
h4
2w Opposition N/A
— C
38 P
T 8%
w o, | Opposition See Responses by Category — Public Outreach
L c
38b | ¥ X
35
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o 3 | Support N/A
39 | &2
o’
- Support N/A
23
40 o =
2o
(%]
When will there be a meeting on having Sunday service | The EA analysis considered the location hours of operation
- work and don't have a vehicle it very difficult for me to get to | for existing service. The Comprehensive Operations Analysis
é work | see more and more individuals riding your transit each | will consider future transit routes. It is anticipated that the
a1 s day it would be nice to consider this since you are a public Comprehensive Operations Analysis will be prepared in 2016.
o transportation service this is really affecting as a single
% parent and have to provide sometimes | have to call out |
- tried working out a different schedule with my employer but
they won't allow me to be off please please help....
«» o | Opposition N/A
Q +
42 € é
8 <
c Opposition See Responses by Category — Business Impacts, Pedestrian
_ﬁ < Concerns
43 c £
© @©
c o
8
5 £ Opposition N/A
44a g, n%
o S Opposition N/A
44b ,D?, §
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‘ Responses to Specific Questions

< Opposition N/A
45 >
o Support N/A
c Q
46 8 -§
s
© Opposition See Responses by Category — Pedestrian Concerns
c
0
S o
[J]
47 | 2%
o Q
- 0O
@
<
(9]
2
-2 Opposition N/A
48 E, '§
c© Support N/A
S 5
49 & ©
S 3
wl
g | Opposition N/A
Y @©
50 3 _‘CE
G)
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Responses to Specific Questions

£ Opposition N/A
©
=
51 | B8
)
o0
T
- Opposition N/A
52 £ 9D
v Opposition N/A
(]
% =
53 og
" wn
= 0
> X
e
a
3 ¢ | Support N/A
-~ QU
54 >5
© @
=&
- | Opposition See Responses by Category — Business Impacts
> —
< O
55 :?C:, “'g
=
6 §§ Opposition N/A
S o
o | Opposition N/A
57 | EC
- o
(%]
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< < | Opposition See Responses by Category — Business Impacts, Pedestrian
58a | o £ Concerns
(%]
The EA acknowledges that left turns into and out of many The US 41/Cobb Parkway portion of Connect Cobb includes
businesses would be eliminated by the fixed guideway, and fixed guideway transit lanes in the center median from
also the taking of property involving 69 parcels of property. Greers Chapel Road to Windy Ridge Parkway SE.
However, | find no discussion of the most obvious question.
Will these impacts be detrimental to the profitable It is important to note that final determination of access
operations of these businesses? Will the Connect Cobb BRT points along Cobb Parkway has not occurred and will occur
wind up causing numerous existing successful businesses to during the engineering/design phase that may follow the EA.
fail? As such, a specific economic study along this section of the
project has not been conducted. During the more detailed
design phase, further coordination with businesses will
< occur. This coordination will include the review of potential
58b = economic impacts, and will occur to better understand
(2) S potential impacts to businesses. As the design advances,
[a'4

there may be opportunities to refine specific design elements
to minimize potential impacts.

The identification of the number and type of existing
businesses that may be impacted by acquisition for the
proposed project is included in Section 4.9.3.2 of the
Environmental Assessment. The introduction of fixed
guideway ART lanes is not anticipated to negatively impact
the remaining existing businesses. It is true that access to
and from some businesses will change due to the dedicated
lanes, which would essentially function as a center median.
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58b
(1)

Cont’d

Ron Sifen

A number of "before and after" studies along highways
across the United States where access has been managed
found that the vast majority of businesses do as well or
better after the access management projects are completed
(Safe Access is Good for Business, FHWA, August 2006)
http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D01/PlanningPrograms
[trafficstudies/Documents/Safe-Access-is-Good-for-Business-
FHWA-Brochure.pdf

It should be noted that according to the Georgia Department
of Transportation (GDOT) Design Policy Manual, a median is
required once the existing daily traffic volumes exceed
18,000 vehicles per day (vpd), or 24,000 vpd during the
design year. The existing average daily traffic volume along
Cobb Parkway north of Herodian Way is in excess of 40,000
(vpd), according to GDOT's traffic count database system,
and there is no volume on Cobb Parkway south of the KSU
campus that is lower than 18,000 vpd. Because Cobb
Parkway carries considerably more traffic than the GDOT
threshold for a median, the installation of a median along
Cobb Parkway has been planned by GDOT for many years,
including in the US 41 Scoping Project (GDOT Project ID#
0010510) from Windy Ridge Parkway to the SR 120 Loop
(North Marietta Parkway).



http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D01/PlanningPrograms/trafficstudies/Documents/Safe-Access-is-Good-for-Business-FHWA-Brochure.pdf
http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D01/PlanningPrograms/trafficstudies/Documents/Safe-Access-is-Good-for-Business-FHWA-Brochure.pdf
http://www.dot.state.oh.us/districts/D01/PlanningPrograms/trafficstudies/Documents/Safe-Access-is-Good-for-Business-FHWA-Brochure.pdf
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58b
(2)

Ron Sifen

The EA discloses that the fixed guideway will necessitate
widening Cobb Parkway (and perhaps also Cumberland
Boulevard) by 20 - 28 feet. That's a lot. The EA acknowledges
that this necessitates the full or partial taking of 69
properties. | do not find any discussion of how these takings,
or just the partial takings, will impact the profitability of
these businesses.

Responses to Specific Questions
See the response to comment 58b (1) above.

58b
(3)

Ron Sifen

Section 4.1 discusses traffic impacts. There is discussion of
projections that traffic volumes on Cobb Parkway will
increase over time, and that improvements are needed to
reduce expected future traffic congestion. However, Section
4.1.1.3 compares traffic Level Of Service (LOS) projections
comparing Build vs. No Build of Cobb Connect BRT, in a
variety of scenarios. In some scenarios Cobb Connect BRT is
projected to provide no improvement to LOS and in all of the
other scenarios, Cobb Connect BRT is projected to make the
LOS worse! There are no scenarios where Cobb Connect BRT
projects any improvement in traffic conditions vs. No Build.

The proposed project maintains existing overall corridor and
intersection operations. The corridor ridership forecasts of
17,000-18,000 (page 41 of the EA), coupled with the Build
Improved conditions demonstrate how the proposed project
would benefit the growing multimodal transportation needs
of Cobb residents, students, commuters, and visitors.

The commenter applied limited intersection-specific results
to the overall project and corridor. The proper comparison is
between the No Build and the Build Improved conditions.

Build Improved is the proposed project including additional
intersection improvements (page 44 of the EA). As is noted in
Appendix C of the EA, November 6, 2013 Connect Cobb At-
Grade BRT Analysis memo, traffic signal operations were still
being considered as priority or pre-emption. For Table 4.1-3,
pre-emption was included thus showing more impact to
intersection levels than would be demonstrated in the final
environmental document with the conclusion of
prioritization as the preferred operation.
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Based on 2040 peak hour operations modeling using high
and medium growth rates as reported in Section 4.1.1.2 of
the EA, without improvements to three intersections along
US 41/Cobb Parkway (Roswell Road, Cumberland
Boulevard/Windy Ridge Parkway and at the Spring
Road/Cumberland Boulevard intersection), the traffic level of
service would not improve in the Build condition. With the
identified improvements, described as the Build Improved
conditions in Section 4.1.1.1, the traffic level of service in the
Build Improved condition would be the same as that for the
No Build condition. Please also see the page 44 reference in
the Errata Sheet in Attachment B. The intersection at South
Marietta Parkway (SR 120) would have the same level of
service in the Build and No Build conditions.

Since the EA was published, the City of Smyrna has
programmed intersection improvements at Spring Road/
Cumberland Boulevard; therefore, the additional
improvements at this intersection, as identified in the EA,
would not be needed.

58b
(3)

Cont’d

Ron Sifen

In the EA, the intersection of Windy Hill Road and Cobb
Parkway is described with a worsening level of service
(comparing 2040 No Build to 2040 Build Improved). At the
time the EA intersection analysis was completed, no
improvements were planned for this intersection.

Since that time, an intersection improvement project for the
SR 3/US 41 (Cobb Parkway) at Windy Hill Road has been
planned. Therefore, no additional improvements would be
needed at this intersection. As documented in Section 5.0,
GDOT is a cooperating agency for this project.
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58b
(3)

Cont’d
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Responses to Specific Questions

Several coordination meetings have occurred and will
continue to occur between Cobb DOT and GDOT to discuss
other GDOT efforts in the project area, including the US 41
Scoping Project (GDOT Project ID# 0010510), which is
studying necessary improvements in the corridor.

58b
(4)

Ron Sifen

Also in Section 4.1.1.3, there are tables that compare No
Build and Build and "Build Improved"(?). In earlier parts of
Section 4.1, | also see numerous recommended intersection
improvements and other enhancements. At the end of
Section 3 | note that the project is projected to cost $491 —
529 million, depending on the alignment. Does "Build
Improved" mean that Cobb County is acknowledging that
Connect Cobb BRT will make traffic congestion significantly
worse, and is recommending additional "Build Improved"
enhancements to offset the overall transportation damage
by spending only a half billion dollars to make traffic worse?
How much more will the Build Improved enhancements
cost?

As stated in the technical memo included in Appendix C of
the EA, the 2040 ARC model and the 2040 peak hour
operations modeling forecast poor operations for at-grade
operations of the ART at three locations. The poor operations
are a result of all projected traffic on the roadway network in
2040, as well as ART. In order to improve the traffic
operations, potential improvements may be needed by 2040
at the intersections of US 41/Cobb Parkway with Roswell
Road and Cumberland Boulevard/Windy Ridge Parkway.
Additional analysis and evaluation, and coordination with
GDOT would be needed before these potential
improvements would be incorporated into the project.
Estimates of probable cost for those potential improvements
would be prepared at that time.
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Ron Sifen

Since the fixed guideway is in the middle of Cobb Parkway,
does the EA address how BRT riders will get across Cobb
Parkway to get onto BRT vehicles, and how they will get
across Cobb Parkway when they get off of the BRT vehicles?
If yes, where is this addressed in the EA document? | have
found nothing in the EA that explains how Connect Cobb
plans to enable pedestrians to safely cross Cobb Parkway.

Responses to Specific Questions

Signalized pedestrian crossings would provide safe access to
each station. In 8 out of 10 locations where stations are
proposed along US 41/Cobb Parkway, there are already
signals and provisions for pedestrians; therefore, the
pedestrian and traffic environments would not be much
different with ART. Pedestrians would also be crossing a
shorter distance at one time, with opportunity for refuge in
the new median.

The FHWA has identified medians and median refuge islands
as one of the top safety countermeasures for pedestrians,
especially in urban and suburban areas. A raised median
allows a pedestrian to split the crossing into two signal
phases, if needed, with a safe place to wait in between. A
raised median also increases the visibility of the pedestrian,
and cuts in half the distance they must see to evaluate
traffic. Cobb County will coordinate with GDOT and ARC on
appropriate pedestrian safety measures which could include
marked crosswalks, high visibility signs and pavement
markings, in-street crossings signs, overhead lighting, active
crossing treatments (with signals or lights that prompt
drivers to stop or yield to pedestrians), red light/signal
treatments, and/or midblock signals.

Signals evaluated in the traffic modeling included pedestrian
phasing that accommodate pedestrian crossings of the
roadway and/or to the transit station. There are 2 instances
where a signal and pedestrian crossing does not already
exist, and a new signal and crossing would be implemented:
North Loop/White Water Station and University Station.
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58b
(5)

Cont’d

Ron Sifen

Current concept plans are high level for purposes of the EA,
and did not include specific signal/pedestrian improvements
for these two areas. Details will be refined as engineering
progresses, and in close coordination with the city, GDOT,
and the community in how and where that access best
occurs to accommodate pedestrians, vehicles, and the ART
station. All pedestrian crossings would be designed to federal
and state standards for safety and accessibility.

Sources:

Safety Benefits of Raised Medians and Pedestrian Refuge
Areas, FHWA Safety Program, 2010;
(http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped bike/tools solve/medians
brochure/medians brochure.pdf) and

Pedestrian Safety Guide for Transit Agencies, FHWA, 2008;
(http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped bike/ped transit/ped trans
guide/transit guide.pdf)

58b
(6)

Ron Sifen

If pedestrian crossings are at-grade crosswalks, does the EA
address how this can be accomplished safely on a major high
speed US highway, and how it would impact traffic flow on
this major high speed US highway? If yes, where is this
addressed in the EA document?

See the response to comment 58b (5) above.



http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/medians_brochure/medians_brochure.pdf
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/medians_brochure/medians_brochure.pdf
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/ped_transit/ped_transguide/transit_guide.pdf
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/ped_transit/ped_transguide/transit_guide.pdf
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58b
(7)

Ron Sifen

If pedestrian crossings are via tunnels under Cobb Parkway,
or bridges over Cobb Parkway (which would have to be high
enough to not be hit by any trucks or other potential large
vehicles carrying large loads), does the EA address how
potential BRT riders, including people with disabilities would
negotiate getting up and down to and from the bridges or
tunnels, which would involve going up and down
considerable heights? Also, does the EA address the cost of
the bridges and tunnels, and perhaps any elevators and other
equipment that might be needed, as well as any public safety
needs that would be needed? If yes, where is this addressed
in the EA document? And if not, and if it is not included in
The Build specifications, how much more is it going to cost to
address getting pedestrians safely across Cobb Parkway to
and from BRT?

Pedestrian crossings would be at grade as they are currently
and provisions for such are included in the project cost. No
tunnels or bridges over US 41/Cobb Parkway are included in
the proposed project.

58b
(8)

Ron Sifen

Cobb Parkway is a major high speed highway whose
transportation purpose is the high speed efficient movement
of many vehicles. It is not a downtown city street with traffic
lights every block that control the interaction of cars and
pedestrians. Since Cobb Connect BRT will necessitate every
transit rider crossing Cobb Parkway for every boarding, and
for every exit of a BRT vehicle, does the EA evaluate this
dramatic, intense increase in the interaction of pedestrians
and high volume high speed traffic along a major high speed
highway, and address how pedestrians can safely cross Cobb
Parkway, while not impeding the existing transportation use
of US41, which is the high speed efficient movement of many
vehicles through this corridor? If yes, where is this addressed
in the EA document?

See response to comment 58b (5) above. In addition, the
purpose of the Connect Cobb project is to “introduce high
capacity transit service to Cobb County and the northwest
area of metropolitan Atlanta that will satisfy the long-term
regional mobility and accessibility needs for residents,
businesses, and the traveling public” (page 8 of the EA). The
intent is to balance travel on Cobb Parkway for all modes.
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c If these questions have not been addressed by the EA, then See the response to comment 58b (4) above.
58b ‘.:% the EA is not ready for approval. In addition, how much is all
(9) S of this additional infrastructure going to cost? Also See Responses by Category — Business Impacts,
o Pedestrian Concerns, Traffic Impacts
Impacts on existing businesses: Has the Connect Cobb See the response to comment 58b (1) above.
process done any specific analysis to determine whether the
Connect Cobb BRT fixed guideway will cause some existing
businesses to lose enough customers that some of these
< businesses will fail, and others to become less profitable?
58c = Has Connect Cobb analyzed the impact of the property
(1) 5 takings, and the blocking of left turns into and out of
o businesses, on making existing businesses less accessible for
their customers, and causing these businesses to lose
business and become less profitable or unprofitable? If
adverse impacts that might cause existing businesses to lose
customers, please describe how this analysis was performed?
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Getting BRT riders to and from the middle of Cobb Parkway: | See response to comments 58b (5), 58b (7), and 58b (8)
Has Cobb Connect determined how BRT riders will be able to | above.

safely get to and from the middle of Cobb Parkway? If yes,
how will BRT riders be able to safely get to and from the
middle of Cobb Parkway? Whatever infrastructure will be
needed to get BRT riders to and from the middle of Cobb
Parkway, is the cost of this infrastructure included in the
$491 - 529 million projected cost of the Connect Cobb
project? Or is this infrastructure going to be an additional
cost? Cobb Parkway is a major US highway whose
transportation purpose is the high speed efficient movement
of many vehicles. Cobb Parkway is not a downtown city
street with traffic lights every several hundred feet that
control the interaction between vehicles and pedestrians.
What analysis has Connect Cobb performed regarding the
dramatic increase in the quantity of interactions between
many high speed vehicles and pedestrians, and how will this
be managed to be sure that pedestrians will be safe. Also,
since Cobb Parkway is a major US highway whose
transportation purpose is the high speed efficient movement
of many vehicles, has Connect Cobb analyzed how to manage
the dramatic increase in pedestrians crossing traffic on Cobb
Parkway, without adversely impacting the existing
transportation purpose of this major US highway? If the
answer to the last question is yes, please describe how this
was analyzed, and please describe the specific solutions that
Connect Cobb includes to safely get pedestrians across Cobb
Parkway without adversely impacting the existing
transportation purpose of this major high-speed highway?

58c
(2)

Ron Sifen
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Please also provide the cost of the improvements that will be
58¢ § necessary to enable many pedestrians to safely get across
(2) cé Cobb Parkway while not enabling US41 to continue to
Cont’d 2 perform as a major high speed highway whose purpose is the
high speed efficient movement of many vehicles?
"Build Improved:” What does "Build Improved" mean? Does | See response to comment 58b (4) above.
"Build Improved" mean that the Connect Cobb studies have
revealed that Connect Cobb will cause adverse impacts on Also See Responses by Category — Business Impacts,
s8¢ § traffic congestion, and that there are additional Pedestrian Concerns, Traffic Impacts
3) ‘2 "improvements" that will be needed to offset some (not all)
2 of the adverse impacts on traffic congestion? Since The Build
infrastructure is clearly what is included in Connect Cobb,
how much more will the Build Improved
projects/infrastructure cost?
c c See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
58 | 2 2
(%]
c c See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts
58e | o«
(%]
" See Responses by Category - Referendum
< o
59 S X
(%]
< Opposition N/A
60a -
(%]
< | Opposition N/A
e
60b | — ¢
(%]
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- v« | Opposition N/A
o .
=3
61 | 3¢
. ©
2 &

+ + | Opposition N/A
o 9
62 0 o
c 2
= O

« | Opposition N/A
63 | £ £
<5
|_

c g Opposition N/A
64 5 <
T2

> w | Support N/A
o C
65 ® 2
X >

= Opposition N/A
85
66 | & &
Z 3
_ <
< I

ki Support N/A
= 3
67 @ %
[
<
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Where else in the US has a similar system been designed, A number of similar systems operate in the US, including
built and operated? What are the similarities and Boston, Cleveland, Las Vegas, Los Angeles, New York City,
dissimilarities to the Cobb BRT? Do these systems require and Pittsburgh. Among the best known are Cleveland’s

large government subsidies to operate? HealthLine and Los Angeles’s Orange Line. Both are operated

by public transit agencies and are funded similarly to how
transit is funded nationally, through a mix of federal, state,
and local funds. The HealthLine is the most similar to the
proposed Connect Cobb project, with a dedicated center

:_-i guideway, traffic signal prioritization, level boarding, and
G median stations. It connects the two largest regional
68 "g employment centers in the Cleveland area. Annual ridership
o has increased about 60 percent over the previous Number 6
E bus line, which was the transit agency's highest ridership bus
line and was replaced by the HealthLine in 2008. The
HealthLine has been credited with having the highest return-
on-investment of any public transit project in the nation,
leveraging $114 for every transit dollar invested, and
delivering $6.3 billion of economic development along its
corridor. The two differ in that Connect Cobb serves a longer
distance and has fewer stations. Additionally, the HealthLine
operates 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
< c | Support N/A
69 | 22
@ <
@ § Opposition N/A
0 | §E
8=
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__ | Support N/A
C —
71 | 86
20
< o Opposition N/A
25
7 |g¢
= 0
< Support N/A
c S
73 S
~ @©
=
T x Opposition N/A
74 | €%
a2
_ ¢ | Support N/A
75 | £3
© &
> S Opposition See Responses by Category - Development
76a | 3z
Q=
= | Opposition N/A
T O
76b | 3 S
ez
— Opposition N/A
77 g E
| E5
c o
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Opposition See Responses by Category — Pedestrian Concerns

77b

Thomas J.
Palmer

Opposition N/A

NT
Nickell

78

Opposition N/A
79

Richard
Kolsby

Opposition See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts

80

Carol
Robertson

Opposition See Responses by Category - Referendum
81

Steven
Taylor

Support N/A
82

Lee
Graham

Support N/A
83

Cynthia
Patterson

Support N/A
84

Nancy
Sauer
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3 < Support, Opposition N/A
©
8 | § £
53
» Support N/A
©
86 | L 8
- =
53
=
c g Opposition See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts
87 | S &
)
» | Opposition N/A
[}
S €
88 n‘:—’ ;C_,
=
- g Opposition N/A
89 T ©
X 5
~. | Opposition N/A
z g
% | © £
w3
(%]
2 Opposition N/A
o ®©
91 | 35
£ 8
=
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

Opposition See Responses by Category — LPA Approval, Traffic Impacts,

Referendum
92

Timothy
Elder

See Responses by Category — LPA Approval
93

Charlotte
Clark

Opposition N/A
94

Fran
Jackson

Opposition N/A
95

Engle

Wyn

Opposition See Responses by Category — Business Impacts, Pedestrian

96 Concerns

Claudia
Cook

Opposition N/A
97

Robert
Magill

Opposition N/A
98

Dick
Gregson

Opposition N/A
99

Bill
Voegeli
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| Specific Questions

Responses to Specific Questions

= Opposition N/A
Q c
100 § ]
=
= Opposition See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts, Pedestrian
2 Concerns
101 o <
= o
o
< | Opposition N/A
= O
102 | 3%
b)) o
° Opposition N/A
© =
103 | 5 ¢
I~ (%]
c . | Support N/A
T un
104 | 23
© ., Support N/A
105 | =8
2 o
< | Opposition See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts, Business
@ @©
106 T £ Impacts
T}
[N




Finding of No Significant Impact

Page C-47

ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions

Does this study take in to account that the county has
already allocated over $100 million dollars in SPLOST funds
for the Third Army Road interchange which is also claiming to
provide the same benefits as BRT? This project was on the

On page 25 of the 2016 SPLOST book (Congestion Relief and
Mobility Improvements, Projects Requested to be funded by
GDOT), the referenced project is described as “new
Interchange on I-75 in the general vicinity of Third Army Rd

—E GDOT project list but no longer found. Yet Cobb County is with a multi-lane connector to N Cobb Pkwy and Dabbs
107 S proceeding with engineering and environmental studies. Bridge Rd with an estimated cost of $60M.” The I-75/Third
= Why? This is not about improving commuter transit. Army Road project does not address the need for transit
x alternative options, which is a primary need of the Connect
Cobb project, as noted in Section 2.7 of the EA.
See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts
_ See Responses by Category — Traffic Impacts, Business
& Impacts
S <
108 | S &
c o
<
]
< & | Opposition N/A
109 qu g’
(%]
T = Opposition See Responses by Category - Development
©
110 | § £
==
< « | Opposition N/A
g S
Q
111 S g
O r



http://www.cobbcounty.org/images/documents/SPLOST2016/2016_SPLOST_Booklet_07_28_14.pdf
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ID ‘ Name | Specific Questions ‘ Responses to Specific Questions
Opposition N/A

112

Harrison

William

See Responses by Category — Agency Coordination
113a

Jennifer
Dixon

See Responses by Category — Agency Coordination

113b

Jennifer
Dixon

See Responses by Category — Agency Coordination

114

D
Williams
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Comments Received on the EA

i
| Conmnect |

‘ Cobb |

.‘ Project Comment Form

| Northwest Transit Corridar
| Emvironmental Assessi t

*Name/Organization 1% g /(72 /2/7‘ & {_j/?
Address ) )ﬂ/ ( //\‘7 (47/ /\“ﬂ)& ,)/ A‘ A=
City, State and Zipcode J Wv’ /{5

Email S Rel p2 L W ('W/\ﬂ GAAA

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project. i
DI/ Y, Wi Bomirncys _gap ///‘éM/‘fe)’
plpned  Whall wanld 7 rpke Yo drzpane
Thetn Ny peeriit Loy sl >
)t h My so b cptd At fes
o e’ v Caas Lo fue (Dt ibness
oAbl H o g 7
‘:_) /i AL (8% 4 %\ Ve W
i) Meawe & Jus e as g
< ﬁt wiat prntpliony W\,Mfw/f/u/ L, A_/{),(/\g//
f/wmu Andor  MFepeq f«fg v N dwteteade
Nz i ¥ antnfios Sy LG ,,6 g ey
A}ﬁﬂ el el ATy L TR
fMM 7

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to o government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgio's open recoeds law.

7
‘ Connect

Coblb

- Y

Northwest Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment

Project Comment Form

*Name/O izati N\“Lh’-\e‘ E -/?a.h(, } OI)M)\LNJ@U(A“\\ Cl”M\}"-
Address 150 E . PAaeriama Oy,

city, state and Zipcode ManieVm, GA . 0067

Email MDD @ ¢ gone \{‘-wn\\; a\a qumm- 2 &

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.

e BT protedd T3 A essentsd e et b YA
C,U\M\“k"% o auad renatiuy Lo e Dby e
c.ra\u\a amd ecomprane Savcess 6 Colw amd ity
Y‘fc,,\c\f/m‘\‘s ey ‘\/\""lm'\’ru/\j‘ 1o Covneet Yo
Mdvombn amd e veet 48 Twe cechm.

WRT LM ’Démé& oM cidzwn Gredier iy
hievss Y N9 L S0l mnd e ndeydate
CreASda o

Mey Uregou baA S Conmvne d, YA T 6y
Cavpus = e Sy - Cimbevlond - Beow s gl
Swotte  MOowhaAro

10 Wy Gupprg VYT

o

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Plwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

"Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject 1o public release as required by Geargia's open records (aw.
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Northwest Transit Corridor ‘
| Environmencal Assessment |

*Name/Organization

Project Comment Form

Z (N gf// A5 Errae. (b o

Address (A

CReS] tinde pil, L5

City, State and Zipcode _47 4 5/ fo 31, 67 30/24
Emall ¢ By SED o hoo comn

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cabb Project.

Fleased 4050 o Poyrytis, 'y 25 ricreares

A1 v

Carv T aptris i ey (BhAb Gands, —

£ TR

n Pl by CONGETED  TEASS

: - = 7
S PraBon e g7 (Hea N Lept T

AAE 1 T VEC

T Fr Dot st Torzre

AT Dol Fnng Alere & Morp Trem ol o/ ame T

sl K 7

beseve Soreres, $ARE fae,

XWod QA prarketiog sharfeay 797 2

-

CL/GE A g

ELer e el i T i =

(2

*Contact infarmation provided to o governa

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobh County DOT
1890 County Services Plwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamareconsulting.net

tagency may be subject to public release as required by Georgig's open records law.

Project Comment Form

Northwest Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment

17 o T -
*Name/Organization C/ﬁzqué pg/y IQ(‘\\/Q‘ / 6\[‘:8 lz&fﬂ V’,%_tb C’Q

Address {—“LC) '\/\iQN Of {)L-v"hi{ !
MALLENR, (A 3e0b]

City, State and Zipcode

email ____fORE0m

Please list below any comments concerning the Cannect Cobb Project.

TEANCRRTAT 0 (N ARD ALpUND  CoRTE
COUNTY ot 96 SO (mBilTAnT g ISR
THE NSYT PDEAPE psl REWND. [E P hns
ACE rPsT  MADE N THE NeAR  Futoet, HIE
Co)PTY it RE  ASRAT Y (M PAT)
M IEGARDS T Eronomic  feusr 0fmed),
FOTURE  Je¥%  GPOWTH, ER.  peUCePiwg

Ap0 B TinG e (GMARENERSUC
P i Bpsupf REY 5o &Y e
ODEERNJES o coml.

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

“Contact inf fan provided ta a agency moy be subject to public release as required by Georgio's open records lavs.
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\ Commnect

| Cobb

Project Comment Form

|
| Northwese Teansic Corridor
{ Lnvironmental Assessmant

| MG A i
“Name/Organization _{f;\r\a ﬂ » fo—
Address __ 2 (> Lons cpvte,
> 7
City, State and Zipcode & pong £ nen & A Lo

Email

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cabb Project.
e alre cpbal ?(, b ok Aol b dovo L
J(l\:_ VL{min—\ A /f"hiﬂhlz ;'%4’{ L hain {“"D’C"_,_
S, pop u<!-//f-;h LabiFony Acwﬂjn' Fh ngnr) in
S et itk el B e e offfid to gesdodi
oocde e fo Conb, T e Codins  Jhett di
{MLI‘ZM\( Lony en 4;"71 )&1( A=rd &AM/ o /‘éwL
Lrndsoss Ao A0 Eored 2L i oy

Y it gl ilﬁf; e /o/(r/f/l/ﬂj_bg% b o

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to o government agency may be subject to public refease os requirad by Georgia's open records law.,

v

Project Comment Form

Northwest Transic Corridor
Environmental Assessment

ue/ > /ﬁMT

*Name/Organization \‘j?”mf f
Address q‘ HJ ({(’[’/UO ffé& J
City, State and Zipcod /((‘%O

Emal tuuwuu At arid G

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.

f\ﬂ (nlerns, [ooks [1Ke a 5%@774//1)71/#715«;1‘4@ O pedt. &?m(aw
tULU ‘{f/u 7 GLietd ‘%{\i sza_@ Hasart (‘J/Ll',dJ7

e /ﬂ\y‘ Townl AP Ares ¢ e Yo wasu 0204 Coaters

1o+huign 0l0n RS YTRITT kv Zind[d-
Pl Sh wriers? 0

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to @ government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records law.
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N 9

Conmnect
| Cobl:- ‘
1

Project Comment Form

‘ Northwest Transit Corrida
Enviranmental Assessment

*Name/Organizati S 1B MHIvDs /M%/*/’Z%fﬂ- /omznmﬁ( /’UMSDF/L/:J»ﬁ

Address _ / M/Hm <
City, State and Zipcode ﬂy s LA Sﬂﬂ/ﬂ/d s LA

Email

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
L Tk (OBR fpunry /s Wiy Beuing) on Plaiins
Ay Pro6ress pa TatfFle . AT pwiy Sepvs 7700s
ﬂrzam:f bo Forumep BoT /T SHoulD Acefipy Be
b AEE
LE_Any ity e Syovew BE Lopfore 4 Lxmrrstines
THE Roetr’ Doron  Wikiy Hie Bogp sng WEST 70
fr WERL 'Slra/f//w b3

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info @sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact i provided to o govern t agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open recores law.

o o ] 10

Connect

Project Comment Form

Northwese Trans ridos
Environmental ﬂnnxsmrm

*Name/Organization %Mﬁ 2 Uf'fﬁiw’ CJ'J% 2ens J’M E’vq»ﬂﬁ\f??:z«yl

5 J [
Address 180 JSuclksm G st Mg U sg_bbmte, ch Sar2
City, State and Zipcode
Email Hzspe fafn B g e - [onbr ey
T 1 ~7

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.

The paied b womdobol! | am cxeled sho dud Cb bty 2
Cmﬁfﬁ—"‘ﬂfl‘c’»!\.ﬂ.mﬁ\-ﬂ g »«—.h/ b e ced-F He i Lo < mz{me
e ’t)/!u-':m"% { /‘Hﬂ‘_ 'ﬁu(v{ Aol dee EA prore o & af)u‘hﬂ Il frmef
peles flpmatertad @g gikh odimred ncces v bt
Ve foms M A acee d- uﬂ,._:, _,% J‘) fony 5.‘\1-\50/,5 o et sindles

Hwﬂ(&uhh 4 P by s o)

Ahv 18 ﬂ"“w’!. A v nstduaki by Chonge e Hopd Janes fo }gt_ru.L,, loes 7
Bt e e ria] dhofs P oottty el el Ve e rlbed o o e
_BRT

!C&fln g de (Z)nut[ eonle _od o4 for dtoye gwxf(}lwt‘(jrr‘wfst

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cabb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to @ government agency may be subject ta public release as required by Georgia's open records iaw.
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Connect
11

Cobb

Project Comment Form

| Morthwest Transit Corridor
B ommanear Assostmant |

*Name/Organizati L) ’/;-./Z‘\ fe

Address 2, ";Jé LO-‘!} cand Ve

City, State and Zipcode ihb‘l Los (=t ! IpLie
Email 3T £ Cound r/ e Gy Jm’r| [_" PPPE O nr_—)\

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
Y/ a : 7>

r”l/\ e //f'""wwvf' ﬁu@ Noeir] %7’/7@1 A Mﬂ

; AT

P } AL
Caats Zfuid Fg /,#7»\ f//r/ iy, Anf
7 g/ [

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Cantact information provided to o gavernment agency may be subject to public release os required by Georgio's apen records iow.

N 12

Project Comment Form

Northwest Transit Corridar
Environmental Assessment

*Name/Organi. _\‘P;}&V ;:('f/"\ /j, (,Enf'u”)ﬁ{«m &_L D
Address ‘157 3 d f(UU’ PM

City, State and Zipcode M&Rf“" i Gr o /5()53‘9]
Email T(:r’rar Qfdﬁr}@‘{}pmf(’ {a

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
orylotndive eaferience T4 (s o greed_frecr
Moy will bhenol it Mﬂé Lapmourty oo .\)ﬂ fbe, Lronpert=
0db. = (o [oninrd 1o Besng, tais propel pra.
Ong ";fuwsh, Macky Sewe Al 5 areed Job

breakbs  docwon PP frocess Ond Q»\:’(—f‘"&/‘c cons
\N,rjJ Y withanay ! 7/

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact informatfon provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records law.
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15

| Project Comment Form

Northwest Transic Corridor
Environmental Assessment

*Name/O 7'7 i Rﬂﬂa"b\’b /UaJCM—

Address -ZZ*LFS C%U 46{5 C"Eﬂ s DY'
City, State and Zipcode A ULing I o (] A S006 2
Email

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Projgct.
T+ s cnhcal 1Z(/ ELonomC
deve lopment Lhat e increaSe
rellable ‘*Yflns;aa‘fhl,ﬁm, 0P h s
edp Cially ™ hom gur majer & ChY
[(mlru Thanlt o) Hur g7 fhme
Ard alenhon. F  det L 0
p"OV;ID(;"Vq }hl_g ,nT['U”V\LLhM.

wlﬂn cL“ 1“0@. NEw quW’H’L Yl
[obb (Ounty g WS be epvea
Ml rotiale thad  we add
™ Ofe. oy :honS
[Park gyt
W

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

“Cantact information pravided to o government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records low,

Connect |

Cobb |

Project Comment Form

Morthwest Transit Corridar
Environmental Assessment

L

*Name/Organization _,J'Tm 72@-6 ce vesi A';b»\"_
Address HE28 indser Osles  Cowrt

City, State and Zipcode Mav ieth. , GA  Reogld.

Email +‘Dr¢ ece &8 /2  yahoo g

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.

This is an impeytont preject 42 secve +he
Cavtent ,,,q@ 7E-/f‘we met:( ‘;’ &éé residents
EU&I“\BS'SC’S' 5 c’,mpl’LyL’CS AN.J visitrs. F e
+h apra'\ec;f»,

“Tha | phoetivis: paplie La1e. iipre el i . ek cotnt
e e n/e,,-/ lw{pﬁ/‘ WAl dome i

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamareconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records [aw.
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17

Conmnect

Cobb

Project Comment Form

Northwest Tra
Environmenta smmmnl

*Name/Organization io HJ\) L O ud

Address ll:90 Reaberts L ud

City, State and Zipcode KGN N’@g 4‘*’\3 G—A' 35 ! ?‘ ‘f/
emat __ JOUN@ LOUD Fecursty  lom

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.

Thanb You G doghwg Hhit Oferd Hause Publcc
fokum . T+ i§ Remarbuabie +np WOk g / Researce,

Plavrick that s beed Compoted o help develop
o Frturt Frardsponhon algpmbiod . e Al [erlip

dhit Coundy Lf qfOc\J WG ragd ly A~ e Need
9 ol nor Bt Farsfurtion) Splohnls

So w04 Cavbnvf  SMART CRow e W(Th
Potihwe EConorric Develofient™ @it tunihes

£ ADplavd Thg Spepr lodlews wio The jmpact™
oF e wecgtbor hpide  The e vidymes [, The /\)c(g,(

Jud  curred = 4ralhe © Projee fiins AV mmef‘

Loowoﬁ; Baward Fo waméc MAre. .

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records [aw.

18

‘ Connect I

Cobb

Project Comment Form

Northwese Transit
Environmental Assess

p]

*Name/Organization M (EE Jiecinrp
—

Address [’a ? Freyep /)m VE-

City, State and Zipcode /A erra (A

;
Email »«ri«.c\\mr‘{i 5—}9 3'“““.'[“ com

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
I A Siremaly /l/~( FA\IW- Pe Tae ART  Decposac
Arcanta Ans  Coza Countt  Havt lome  Been

Lacetriy A Vianie.  Taaos i Svstesa Ju Aus

Our e Tue £t Awy Fiis  Seams T

Be.  Tae  Mest CosT Frrectivee  SpeeTioN .

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to @ government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgla's open recards law,
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Project Comment Form

| Morthwest Transic Corridor
Environmental Assessment

*Name/Organization _ rngl/é Kytle
Bt oo Gulleva Péno.‘ S}: STE (700
303239

Address
City, State and Zipcode (‘\TLANTA

Email Sla\f,l Fne (@ M;| Cpa-com

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Projecz.
Jz l)e1cu¢ Fransporddion s Mn:% C,r'vlu.(
gl of M Sssie 74’.:,44 (Iﬂé The \wqqcs;‘
Lf-“gi«_ e ol YHalige . the ‘-ngr t.-Jc. :
e cﬁm».vL Yo dvaaspardcbi on |M‘beu‘¢tlu(/lﬂg
by Mo CDS\HM g n«nL/‘emdnc laer_ scale »M’)(DM

LCGOM-E
T Ll soperf e ART — 1 viged i+
o yhe \gmk\,m of =« Hoosble plopy — once
i~ \7/&0& X e;q:ec% .ﬂ«'prpw,m,..; —,B Ly L é ffé+’[ﬂ
s obu. GLE ?ICU-)H ool il o Perhedlarls Lrour
e,Lt.{ C]/G'\ﬁ‘; :,( Q‘fit-s ]f’d& MA‘YIC{—# d@ﬂ![f/f‘k

OPQL;/( “h: L’ eSS pr En e ae.m,-;g,sf'v——\.

SMa/fﬁf ﬂr“ﬁ:{m //Lf bJLJ—far.&/f’,/k Mg;ffw

. !pe"mf’ preess ble 4o adioredt
£

aucd negol  prras F /W become n%@ﬁé« S ors
Q'LJ Cng L L-GLLS e l:\N_ 1-’ch-€ PE!\C{EA-"I'EH lomg/ es e nsyp DOL%N-\,
ey wmdb o becrier B 4 hose Thhe 3hald ot v

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
or ‘-\LD cAnnof” Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Aare— Cobb County DOT
‘ 1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamareconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia’s open records low.
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Project Comment Form

| Morthwest Teansit Corridor
Environmental Assessment

*Name/Organization 5‘(& [ GLL]\ 1\0\2_
Address 1255 Tuen Oaks CJ“L\L

City, State and Zipcode Sra W rna GA 2o D50
Email SS_L\\A 2L Coniman wour i

Please list below any comments concerning the Cannect Cobb Project.

A o Gc«m:\‘t\ CGal T gre ety S poviiive. A% el Toaiiiie
Colobs Dmieds an) lowe Gl Iy cang T3 Compleled.
v cgbe co Aoy

T loebiece Mvos tna cehbecad Ploce
Aok d A e vtdonsg Hrepd Commudtmg end e Gartedron
optrang For {hs cihvi7end (bl éﬁtw,n Arowthh end
;\Dﬁx Dr"“-\‘f*; Aegod s o Grod Clesy b sdanare . X belrege
e BRT s g posifiue Sk fueds Sceumiag thd Fenfens .

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's epen records faw.
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21 S e s

Connmnect

‘”COI‘II‘II‘:"Ct
Cob | Cobb |

3 [
! /—a ‘ Project Comment Form | /—a Project Comment Form
|

Northwest Transit Corridor Northwest Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment Environmental Assessment

= ‘ ameforganizstion Mo Gteldins
Address i /4 "/’ I address 500 (Losennt PleLn

City, State and Zipcode /éé”/@ Lezed 5‘% %/ 5}\ / City, State and Zipcode YM(’J\D{{J&‘ (:“)‘\ %O&L{
tmail P LB com ca5H, oA~ Email (‘tmlﬁﬂfdrﬂmmiﬁm{m._w

Please list below any commepts cgncerning the Connect Cobb Project, Please list below any comments concerning the Cannect Cobb Project.
Lol e e sl e 7 |
Corprpenz odeo pebee fad?sr S o cznd 7 Tne “IM(»P ot coude (mnsit
\Lhoug b/ o conad Sopoval Plobane jhvcesS B v aerd ve !

b fusnae orw Hen S te o peclls are U Jookna Bevnd b The ney)
HeT i Stepp oY Yhe 2 oS _HANE ot s Copgledin
DIt we bre expe)erelind. flon Iy B &
Conotres wpld Le 'fomn iy ZChye/ v [
WOndenjos dfet S A yle aw Sering
e gHoe  ~o 2o dl fes) A
tNaney? —uryrg o S o]

7/%&«/@ p i e Pr’

22

=z %,

*Name/Organization

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamarecansulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records law. *Contact information provided to @ government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgio's open records law,




Finding of No Significant Impact

Page C-59

Eomnget |
= 23

Project Comment Form

Northwese Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment
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Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
18390 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records law.
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i Project Comment Form

Morthwest Transit Corridor
Enwranmemal Resessment

*Name/Organization 447 f @:um [ /C{, ﬂ) Jf?W(5 (mfw 7

Address de /W//&)(L M’)ﬁld(ﬁif 530 Willrssn Ploce

City, State and Zipcode Mﬂ,"f?\_ gV %0%;&:?) ;({)'yL,,quu 3 U BOZ’EQ’
Email f./waumm @ el b oreg b e

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobh Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact infarmation provided to @ government agency may be subject to public refease as required by Georgia's open recerds law,
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Cobb

Project Comment Form

Northwast Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment

*Name/Organi Nfrx‘v\am \l\u Iy '.!]ﬂf £y
Address _ T Duaante Cow r!l_
City, State and Zipcode mzzl; 'I'm/) X'\ 30 13b

email ke | \Lu"mal\re/ Loy icom

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided ta a gevernment agency may be subject to pubiic release as required by Georgia's open records law.
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| Connect | 278.

Project Comment Form

Morehwest Transit Corridor
Envirenmental Assessment

TR
Address gétg? 4:55@: AT
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Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to a gavernment ogency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's open records low.




Finding of No Significant Impact

Page C-62

Connect 28

Cobb

‘ Project Comment Form

Horthwest Transit Corridor
Environmental Assessment

“Name/Organizati %un,&/ Crze

Address __ > .5 f7/ i AleApm. 57‘!—&% Aot é0'7
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7
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Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to @ government agency may be subject to public refease as required by Georgla's open records law.

| Cornnmnect 29

Project Comment Form

| Northwest Trapsic Corridor
| Environmental Assessment

*Name/Organizati ’/74”2 /74('-‘,&5

Address

City, State and Zipcode ﬁ?&f e /’/ 2

Email

Please list below any comments concerning the Connect Cobb Project.
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Please send by July 14, 2015 to
Mr. Marty Sewell, Connect Cobb EA Project Manager
Cobb County DOT
1890 County Services Pkwy
Marietta, Georgia 30008-4014
info@sycamoreconsulting.net

*Contact information provided to o government agency may be subject to public release as required by Georgia's apen records law.
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Unanticipated Discovery During Construction

An unanticipated discovery is one that occurs during ground disturbing activities.

1.

Initiate Unanticipated Discovery Plan. Cultural Resources to be considered as an
unanticipated discovery and that require reporting include, but are not limited to: a) any
human remains, b) any features (pits, foundations), and c) any artifacts (individual
objects, specimens or physical evidence of prehistoric or historic human activity).

Procedures to Follow in the Event of an Unanticipated Discovery.

(i) CCDOT will notify FTA and SHPO of an unanticipated discovery within forty-eight
(48) hours of the discovery.

(ii) CCDOT will flag or fence off the archaeological discovery location and take
measures to ensure site security. Any discovery made on a weekend will be
protected until all appropriate Parties are notified of the discovery. CCDOT will
not restart work in the area of the find until clearance has been granted by FTA,
in consultation with the SHPO. CCDOT will indicate the location and date of the
discovery on the Connect Cobb Corridor Project plans. CCDOT will have an
archaeologist undertake a site visit or otherwise coordinate an on-site
archaeological consultation.

(iii) CCDOT will direct the archaeologist to begin a more detailed assessment of the
find’s significance and the potential effects of the Connect Cobb Corridor Project
to the find(s).

(iv) CCDOT will notify FTA and the SHPO of the find within 48 hours of discovery. The
notification to FTA and SHPO will either:(i) explain why the archaeologist for
CCDOT recommends that the find is not significant, or (ii) describe a proposed
scope of work for evaluating the significance of the find and evaluating project
effects. All work to evaluate significance of the find would be confined to the
Connect Cobb Corridor Project’s area of effect. Prior to the implementation of
any scope of work, FTA will consult with CCDOT and SHPO.

If the find is determined to be significant, and continuing construction may damage
more of the site, then CCDOT will work with FTA to determine appropriate
recommendations regarding the proper measures for site treatment. These measures
may include:

(i) Formal archaeological evaluation of the site;
(ii) Visits to the site by FTA, CCDOT, SHPO and/or other entities;

(iii) Preparation of a mitigation plan by the archaeologist for CCDOT for FTA approval
and consultation with CCDOT and SHPO;

(iv) Implementation of the mitigation plan; and

(v) FTA, in consultation with the SHPO, will provide approval to resume construction
following completion of the fieldwork component of the mitigation plan.

If the find is determined to be isolated or completely disturbed by prior construction
activities, then CCDOT will consult with FTA, SHPO, and/or other entities as appropriate,
and will request approval from FTA to resume construction, subject to any further
mitigation that may be determined necessary.
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Procedures to Follow In the Event of an Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains

The Unmarked Human Burial and Human Skeletal Remains Protection Act, N.C.G.S. §§ 70-26 —
70-40, (Act) addresses discovery of unmarked human remains. CCDOT will adhere to all
provisions of the Act as the Connect Cobb Corridor Project moves forward. Should human
remains be discovered as a result of construction related activities associated with the Connect
Cobb Corridor Project, “disturbance of the remains shall cease immediately and shall not
resume without authorization for either the county medical examiner or the State
Archaeologist,” under the provisions of N.C.G.S. §§ 70-30(c) or 70-30(d).

Within 48 hours, CCDOT will notify FTA and SHPO, local law enforcement, the medical examiner
of the county in which the remains are encountered, and other appropriate entities of the find
and cooperate with all agencies and/or entities as required.

If it is determined that intact internments are present and may be disturbed by continuing
construction, CCDOT will consult with the next of kin or descendent community (if known).
CCDOT will receive direction from FTA regarding additional measures to avoid or mitigate
further damage. FTA will consult with CCDOT, SHPO, and other entities as appropriate. The
avoidance or measures may include:

1. Formal archaeological evaluation of the site;
2. Visits to the site by FTA, SHPO, and other entities, as appropriate;

3. Preparation of a mitigation plan by the archaeologist for CCDOT, including procedures
for avoidance or disinterment and reinternment, to be approved by FTA and in
consultation with CCDOT, SHPO, and others as appropriate;

Implementation of the mitigation plan by CCDOT; and

5. Approval to resume construction following completion of the fieldwork component of
the mitigation plan.
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