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Gwinnett CTP Update

 Understanding of current
and future transportation
needs

 Collection of community
vision and ideas

e Local project priority
setting
« Opportunities for state

and federal funding
matches

» Responsible use of
taxpayer dollars
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VISIONING AND

FRAMEWORK

ASSESSMENT OF
FUTURE NEEDS
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* Improve Connectivity

 Leverage the County’s
Transportation System to
Improve Economic Vitality and
Quality of Life

 Improve Safety and Mobility for
All People Across All Modes of
Travel

 Proactively Embrace Future
Transportation Opportunities

« Continue to Serve as
Responsible Stewards of
Transportation Resources
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Public meetings

Gwinnett County Comprehensive Transportation Plan © Progress
v Welcome

Gwinnett County Comprehensive Transportation Plan
Gwinnett County invites you to help update its Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP),
using a community-driven process. The updated plan will summarize current and future
multimodal transportation needs within the County and will recommend projects for the next
five years and 25 years.

WELCOME

This is just the beginning... This survey is one of many steps to get your feedback, so there will
be more opportunities o participate. Your input now will help us prioritize needs across the
County as the plan deveiops

Surveys
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Creation of Project List

 Previously developed projects

e Needs assessment analysis

o Stakeholder and public outreach

« County service reguests

e County, City,and CID recommendations

 Projects from Citizens Project Selection Committee
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Project Evaluation
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e Evaluation of local, state,
and federal funding

e Primary constraining of
levels by local funding

e Back-check of

reasonable state and Mid-Range (9-year) $812,000,000

federal matches

e NoO prioritization of
projects within the
levels

 City projects considered
In addition

Short-Range (6-year)

$486,343,270
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Level 1 Projects
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Level | Near-Term Project Types
. Bridges, Culverts and Transportation Drainage
. Intersections and Roadway Corridor ATMS/ITS

. Major Roads
. Road Safety and Alignment

. School Safety
. Sidewalks and Pedestrian Safety

Level | Project Funding

@D Fully Funded in Level |

> Partially Funded in Level |
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Level 2 Projects

Level 2 Mid-Range Project Types
. Bridges, Culverts and Transportation Drainage
. Intersections and Roadway Corridor ATMS/ITS

. Major Roads

. Road Safety and Alignment; Residential Speed Control

. School Safety
Level 2 Project Funding

L ) Fully Funded in Level 2

22 Partially Funded in Level 2

Destination2040

® & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & & o & 5 4 O O O " " " 0>

) ot —
4 RE
HAVEW
GChri_100

| Gcine 074 Vs A
X L 50’

R‘e o GCing 331
i

=
& A e
‘c{:.ﬁw-:aéc / Q G

g - apjem
- G&bri 098

GCine 004 o

* Geintlogl

9‘;’:

. GCbri 085
T A

7 LAWRENCEVILL
GCine_070 . =

SChri 073 .

Gzt 031

GebH 081 |

GCint 099 -
o ‘swzu =




Destination2040

Level 3 Projects
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Level 3 Long-Range Project Types

. Bridges, Culverts and Transportation Drainage
. Intersections and Roadway Corridor ATMS/ITS
. Major Roads

. Road Safety and Alignment

Level 3 Project Funding

@D Fully Funded in Level 3

2 Partially Funded in Level 3
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Policy Recommendations e

Transportation and Land Use
Functional Classification
Asset Management

Freight

Transit

Connected and Automated Vehicles (CAV)

Bicycle and Pedestrian
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Next Steps

........................................................................

 Beginning of 30-day comment period
* Incorporation of comments
* Board of Commissioners Adoption



