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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

1. INTRODUCTION

This Public Input Summary is designed to provide the project team with an overview of the issues, concerns,
and suggestions provided by the public during separate phases of the project. It provides information that
must be taken into account before the project team makes key decisions. During this portion of the Impacts
and Benefits Assessment phase of the project, tools were geared toward receiving input on concept
development elements, such as potential transit alignments and station locations as well as access points

for the managed lanes system.

Additional details and specifics on any information presented below will be provided to project team
members by the public involvement team upon request.

1.1 Data Sources

The public involvement team used several data sources to compose the Citizen Input Summary. These data

sources are summarized in the table below.

Data Source

Notes

Written Comments

Includes input provided via email, U.S. mail, hotline, and online
surveys from as well as those received during Round 4 public
information open houses (PIOHS)

Help Us Develop the Concepts Survey

Includes input from surveys completed/returned
(input gathered at Round 4 PIOHs and survey posted online
through the end of November 2008)

Business Community Survey

Includes comments from online survey targeting business
community (October 2008-December 2008)

Round 4 PIOH Comments

Includes comments and input from Round 4 open houses
(September 2008) i This was also the kickoff (Round 1) of the
transit planning process.

Transit Station Area Planning Workshop Comments

Includes input from Round 2 (December 2008) and Round 3
(March 2009) workshops

Input ProvidedDur i ng Citizensd A

(CAC) Meeting

Includes input from October 30, 2008 meeting

Input Provided During Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC) Meeting

Includes input from December 2, 2008 meeting

Transit System Stakeholder Interviews

Includes input from coordination interviews:
Perimeter CID/2-17-09/7:30am
City of Dunwoody/2-17-09/2:00pm
Cumberland CID & Cobb County/2-18-09/9:00am
City of Doraville/2-18-09/1:00pm
PCID Meeting w/ Cox Stakeholders/2-18-09/3:30pm
City of Sandy Springs/2-19-09/9:00am
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

2. GENERAIORANSIT SYSTEM COMWIES
2.1 Technology

Sandy Springs staff thought that BRT would be preferred mode on Hammond and LRT would be
preferred mode on |-285, but will defer to Mayor and Council for official position on alignment

Perimeter CID members preferred light rail over BRT
Public comments indicate preference for light rail

BRT that doesndédt involve significant use of gener al
transit-dedicated ROW, is inferior to lightrailgive n B RT 6 s hiiingdostsr o p e

2.2 Alignment

More public support was expressed for the Hammond Drive transit route focused on the area north of I-
285 as it is believed greater demand exists. However, it was also noted that the area around the
medical centers must be included in this service route as well as the Perimeter mall area. It was also
noted that the transit service must connect to existing MARTA service.

City of Sandy Springs expressed concern regarding potential impacts of transit corridor to existing 13-
acre Hammond Park, which is also planned for redevelopment.

There are competing interests regarding new transit services in the Sandy Springs area:

Should the service try to serve East-West trips currently cutting through Sandy Springs and
reduce the impact of those commuters on Sandy Springs (options on 1-285), or

Should the service have a station that encourages higher density development at a Sandy Springs
"town center" (options on Hammond)

While many benefits of the Hammond Drive route were cited by the public, this route did raise concerns
regarding impacts to neighborhoods in the Hammond Drive area. It was also noted that these
neighborhoods may still face impacts as a result of potential revitalization efforts in the Hammond Drive
corridor not related to the revive285 top end project. Suggestions for realigning this route to avoid or
minimize impacts were provided, including:

Running system through the Lakeside development to the north side of 1-285 and following | -285
S0 as to not disturb residences along Hammond Drive West of GA 400.

Running north along GA 400 from 1-285 to Hammond Drive to North Peachtree Road

Running LRT/BRT along1-2 85 t o MARTA®&s Me dandusihg existing traekstoSt at i on
Dunwoody Station; also running LRT/BRT from Dunwoody to Doraville station
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Proponents of the 1-285 alignment cite the following as benefits for this route:

Will get more people off 1-285, which will benefit Sandy Springs T if congestion is relieved on 285,
people will not have to cut through Sandy Springs to get to points west

Will accommodate Cobb/Perimeter commuters to Medical Center/Pill Hill area

Alignment or station on Roswell Road will add to congestion on a roadway that has limited
potential for improvement

Running the service up Roswell Road will slow the overall trip time for those going toward
Perimeter area.

The main purpose of this project is to move people from Cobb to Perimeter and back. Use the
route that does that the fastest. Use trolleys for Sandy Springs circulation

Has a 5 Station Option (Northwood, Glenridge, Medical Center, Concourse-Palisades, Perimeter
Mall) that would serve the most commuters

One commenter (Round 3 Workshops) suggested new alignment along I-285 that connects to Ravinia
Pkwy NE

2.3 System AccessConnectivity, and Amenities

Need direct connection to MARTA Line/existing MARTA stations, Perimeter Mall and Medical Center

Ease of access/connection from Cobb stations to MARTA station at Perimeter Mall for commuting
to airport is important

Need circulators around stations to provide access to area employment centers, attractions, and
residential areas

Consider people mover (PRT) connections in Cumberland/Galleria and Perimeter Mall Area with
LRT connecting them to one another

Operating a circulator system from Glenridge-Lakeridge Station to Medical Center station would
[create a] greater regional good.

Need good pedestrian and bike access and connectivity to local LCI developments

Ease of getting bikes on to and off of the system needs to be considered
Need park-and-ride lots
Need least amount of transfers possible
Need lockers at all major stations

Security needed at stations
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)
2.4 Station Locations

Several key locations and points of interest for development/redevelopment, which may influence transit
system routes and station locations, were cited by the public during the Station Planning Workshops
(see Round 1 Workshop Summary for details)

It was suggested that all stations proposed in the area between Roswell Road and Shallowford Road
(preferred and alternate) be included along this route and serviced using a looping system.

Support was also expressed for the following additional station locations:
South of I-285 between Roswell Road and Lake Forrest
Mt. Vernon

Southwest quadrant of Hammond Drive/Turner McDonald Pkwy (based on Sandy Springs land
use plan)

Buford Highway

Peachtree Industrial Boulevard

2.5 Additional Concerns

Stations should reflect individual communities in appearance and be constructed to allow future
connectivity to other systems

Potential right-of-way and spacing issues in the Chamblee Dunwoody, Ravinia, and Hammond Drive
areas (land cost doubles in Roswell Road Corridor vs Sandy Springs Circle)

The need for people to travel beyond the areas served by transit

System usage - not sure how many Sandy Springs residents will use system - Cobb County residents
appear to be biggest group of users

How much potential traffic will use the route up Roswell and Hammond to Glenridge?
Needs noise wall to protect neighborhood
Regional focus to transit is important

Focus should be to move people from Cobb to Sandy Springs

revive
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)
2.6 Miscellaneous Comments (outside scope)

Explore developing North-South Circulator that would tie into the revive285 transit project; circulator
would need to avoid traffic and save people who drive up and down Roswell Rd time, otherwise they will
just continue to use their cars

A Sandy Springs "town center" station should be farther north than what's shown to provide access to
redevelopment sites near Mt. Vernon/Johnson Ferry & Roswell Rd. The service may need to go all the
way to Abernathy Rd.
Comments to address 1-285 capacity problems:

Fully develop Appalachian Foothills Parkway

With Northern Arc off the table, widen SR20 all the way from I-75 to 1-85 and limit driveway access

Providing HOV/HOT lanes and transit on 1-285 will not help congestion as much as a "Northern
Arc" would in the north metro area connecting I-75 to 1-85.

3. STATIONSPECIFIC COMMENTS

3.1 CumberlandStation

3.1.1 Cumberland CID & Cobb County Staéfmments

(Reference Figure 1 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

Preferred station location at northwest corner of Akers Mill/Cobb Pkwy (Option B) because:
Least invasive of Cumberland Mall property
Supports redevelopment potential of property at SW corner of intersection

A CCT transfer center at this location would provide improved bus flows over the existing facility

Other options were not preferred due to recent Costco development at northern end of mall, grade
issues and ingress/egress for CCT buses at a relocated transfer center, and compatibility with N/S
transit corridor and visibility/access. CID would prefer that the CCT transfer center be relocated to
accommodate the 1-285 transit project rather than the project be designed to accommodate the transfer
center.

They offered no clear position on whether [-285 transit system riders should have to transfer to N/S
transit corridor.

They also requested that team explore option of moving station slightly west towards Sears Auto Center
(makes transfer or one-seat ride onto N/S transit corridor on Cobb Pkwy more difficult)

revive
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revive285top endPublic Inpu Summary
Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

£ Cobb County comment (from Round 3 Workshops): If mall management/ownership would be
agreeable, | think the County would support tying the station in with the existing pedestrian bridge over
US41 between Cumberland Mall and Cobb Galleria. That leaves the question of what to do with the
existing CCT Transfer Center at Cumberl andé¢

€  MARTA comment (from Round 3 Workshops): Needs connection w/Cumberland Bus Transit Center.
Maybe where redevelopment slated at Sports Authority shopping center. Move buses to Overton Park?
Rail line is right there as well. The generator is the mall, not Overton Park (out of the way right now)

3.1.2 Public comments

e During the public workshops, it was suggested that the alignment in the Cumberland area needs further
refinement. Windy Hill and Paces Ferry (via Cumberland Parkway) were recommended as additional
service areas because these are additional major office and residential areas and the current plan will
create a bottleneck to access the station for Vinings/Smyrna residents. One solution was to run the
system north on Powers Ferry, west on Windy Ridge, and South on Cumberland Parkway. It was also
suggested that the Cumberland and Galleria stations be combined due to their close proximity.
Challenges noted in the Cumberland/Galleria area include the need to find available land and the need
for a supportive shuttle system to provide access to and from employment centers, businesses, and
other destinations.

| £~ 1-285 Common Sections @  Potential Station Locations
¢~ 1-285 Alignment Options /) Cumberland CID
¢~ Northern Options O County Boundaries

“ top end
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revive285top endPublic Inpu Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Figure 1:Display from Cobb County/Cumberi@ha Meeting
3.2 Galleria-Akers Mill
3.2.1 Cumberland CID & Cobb County Staéfmments
(Reference Figure 1 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

Preferred station location near intersection of Akers Mill & Galleria Drive (Option B) but requested

design team explore opportunities to integrate station into Akers Mill Square site (may move station

south off of Akers Mill). Ot her options were not
requirements

3.2.2 Public Comments
Consider sliding the Galleria station into the center of the current Akers Mill Shopping Center property

Future development south of Performing Arts Center along Cobb-Galleria Pkwy may require that the
"special events" LRT station at the Performing Arts Center be a full-time station

3.3 Overton Park

3.3.1 Cumberland CID & Cobb County S@a&émment

(Reference Figure 1 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)
Various guideway alignments across I-75 that may impact the station location should be explored

including:

New structure from northern Overton Park parcel to southern side of Akers Mill Rd (flyover over
Akers Mill)

At-grade guideway adjacent to Akers Mill Rd bridge (explore crossing options of Akers Mill to get
to south side @ Cobb Galleria Pkwy

New structure from central Overton Park to property south of Performing Arts Center (should be

aware of sight lines of facility from I-75 with proposed bridge)

3.3.2 Public Comments

Possible station amenities suggested by the public include:
bike rental facility (primatrily for recreational uses on nearby trail)

covered station platform and walkway to parking garage to protect patrons from inclement
weather

revive
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revive285top endPublic Inpu Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

enhanced visibility and wayfinding/signage is important for this site because it is an isolated
location relative to Cumberland-Galleria

Overton as a bus transfer is isolated i the mall is the generator/destination. Make the transfer at the
destination.

May work as a transfer point for Express Bus, but maybe not so much with local bus routes
3.4 Powers Ferry
3.4.1 Cumberland CID & Cobb County Saédmments
(Reference Figure 1 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

Preferred station location near intersection of Powers Ferry and Akers Mill (Option B). There are
substantial TOD opportunities on the Riverbend Apartments site and property owners should be
supportive of station location. Other location option had some benefits but grade issues limit pedestrian
connectivity.

Pedestrian enhancements planned for I-285/Powers Ferry underpass
Either station location should have a circulator serving Wildwood, Interstate North, Windy Ridge
3.4.2 Public Comments
Need safe crossing over [-285 from Akers Mill to Interstate N Parkway SE
Need parking at this location
Moving traffic stacks all the way to Powers Ferry near Shadowford Pkwy
3.5 NorthsideNew Northside
3.5.1 City of Sandy SpringSomments
(Reference Figure 2 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)
No firm opinion on station options, but agreed that there should be a station
General agreement on |l ack of walkability for statior

Recommended that a circulator be provided to connect One River Place and the office complexes on
Interstate North/Riveredge Pkwy to the station

revive
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

reviverss Station Area Planning
B 77 City of Sandy Springs
, - S

( | Perimeter CID
£~ 1-285 Common Sections D City of Sandy Springs

§” 1285 Alignment Options () City of Dunwoody
" Northern Options

Figure 2:Display frsm Sandy Springs Meeting

3.5.2 Public Comments

€ Reconsider station location across 1-285 on the north side at New Northside/Northside Dr.

D

Parking needed at this station

£ Concerned if station would be used by local residents

3.6 Sandy SpringsHammond/Northwood/Carpenter

3.6.1 City of Sandy SpringSomments

(Reference Figure 2 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

€ Based on previous positions from the Mayor, the 1-285 alignment and stations should be considered for
LRT and the Roswell Rd/Hammond Dr alignment and stations should be considered for BRT

£ Both side of I-285 are within Main Street District Overlay

revive 2ss
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Regarding the station options northof -2 85, bot h Opti on AAO I staffafiBty may be

of ficials wamntwitlol sle®okiwhiaked (i .e. detailed ali gnme
a formal position
Opportunities to redevelop Loweds site with Roswe
Improved access to Sandy Springs City Center with Hammond Dr option
Regarding the station options southof -2 8 5, mor e opportunities were ident
Well-developed North-South street network
Small apartment complexes ready to be redeveloped (except Charleston Square condominiums)
Potential tie-in with new underpass @ Sandy Springs Circle
3.6.2 Public Comments
Carpenter or Hammond station would drive redevelopment of downtown allowing it to become an
employment center
Northwood station 1 this area will be redeveloped at the highest density allowed in Sandy Springs. Live-
work regional. Yes for station
Prefer station on Northwood then crySpgsCicle and statdi
Options to Carpenter or Hammond do not go far enough north to serve travel North-South travel
patterns in Sandy Springs (Roswell Rd)
Not sure who will use Carpenter station
Mixed-use redevelopment planned for site (northeast quadrant of Hammond Dr and Roswell Road
intersection)
3.7 GlenridgeLakeridge
3.7.1 City of Sandy Springs & Perimeter CIasnments
(Reference Figures 2 and 3 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)
Based on recent residential development on Glenri dge

Recognized potential for additional development, redevelopment on Glenridge Point Pkwy

Identified limited parking availability at retail center (860 Johnson Ferry Rd) 7 potential for small shared
parking facility

revive
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Station area will need enhanced pedestrian connections to Johnson Ferry Road and north across 1-285
to Lakeridge offices

3.7.2  Public Comments
Appropriate location
Operating a circulator system to Medical Center station would [create a] greater regional good.
New ramp from 400 South to 1-285 east currently planned.
3.8 ConcourseHammondConcousePalisades
3.8.1 City of Sandy Springs & Pepier CIDLomments
(Reference Figures 2 and 3 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

Substantial redevelopment planned for NE & SE quadrants of Hammond/Peachtree-Dunwoody

intersection

Station site should be between eastern Concourse Pkwy entrance and Peachtree-Dunwoody Rd
Pedestrian enhancements needed to ensure safe access across Peachtree-Dunwoody
Hammond Dr may be widened to 6 lanes between Perimeter Center Pkwy and Peachtree-

Dunwoody Rd

Residential property on Concourse campus west of Concourse Pkwy would be impacted and would be

a likely take

Area has a substantial number of employees/commuters and should get some transit improvements
Medical Center already has MARTA T what does the transfer do to ridership projections?

Will need to review employee and trip pattern data as well as existing Concourse shuttle routes to
determine potential impact of new service

revive
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Irevive2as Station Area Planning ;
| ¥ "7 Perimeter CIDs

Ravinia/
Perimeter Center East

v

@ Potential Station Locations e .
£~ 1-285 Common Sections D City of Sandy Springs

#°* 1-285 Alignment Options () City of Dunwoody
| ¢~ Hammond Alignment Perimeter CIDs

Figure 3:Display fronfPerimeter CID Meeting

3.8.2 Public Comments

£ Concourse-Palisades Station will fit with Development of Regional Imp a c t  (umd& konsdderation

D

Concourse-Palisades Station must have 24/7 service

D

Alignment serves east/west access to regional

(o)

Concourse i Hammond Station will spark DRIs

(o)

Locate Concourse station at or near Hammond/400
£ Pill Hill option appears superior location
3.9 Medical Center

3.9.1 City of Sandy Springs & Perimeter Casnments

(Reference Figures 2 and 3 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

top end
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revive285top endPublic Inpd Summary

Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

City of Sandy Springs staff had no position on Medical Center i it would be a reasonable connection to
make if Roswell south of I-285 and Glenridge were chosen for stations

Many Perimeter CID members thought there should be a Medical Center connection but could not
decide if it was more important than Concourse T requested that we review employee zip code and
travel pattern information

Preferred alignments for the 1-285 crossing were west of Perimeter Center Pkwy bridge and east of the
MARTA North Line bridge

If the MARTA bridge needs to be reconstructed as part of 1-285 highway improvements,
constructing a bridge that serves both HRT and LRT would be advised

Cox development at 1400 Lake Hearn has a proposed parking structure that would tie into the
eastern side of the Perimeter Center Pkwy bridge

3.9.2 Public Comment
Station essential to serving Medical Center

Station not essential i Hammond Drive alignment serves Dunwoody MARTA station and passengers
could take MARTA to Medical Center

3.10Perimeter Mall

3.10.1 City of Dunwoody & Perimeter CIlCsmments

(Reference Figures 3 and 4 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)
General approval of proposed at-grade station on southern side of Hammond Drive
Potential to redevelop retail center (Home Depot EXPO out of business)

All parties requested that grade-separated pedestrian improvements be provided from the station to
MARTAG6s Dunwoody Station

revive
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

| LEGEND

3 3 @ Potential Station Locations
e & ) 1 T R < # ~ 1-285 Common Sections
DRAFT : ! LS SR S 18 == 1-285 Alignment Options O cityof Doraville
02-17-2009 "\ N L A ( A & i : : £~ Hammond Alignment Perimeter CIDs

City of Dunwoody

Figure 4:Display from City of Dunwoody Meeting

3.11Ravinia
3.11.1 City of Dunwoody & Perimeter ClDesmments

(Reference Figures 3 and 4 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

D

Alignment south of Ravinia Dr discouraged due to plans for retail center across from Ravinia Crowne
Plaza

(o)

Alignment north of Ravinia parking garages recommended for analysis

(o)

Station | ocat i o nidatedinfegistieg fhllipgisBriace o n s o |

(o)

Area needs improved bicycle/pedestrian connections to new apartment developments on Perimeter
Center East

3.11.2 Public Comments

£ Needs good connection for Georgetown neighborhood to Ravinia Station

revive2ss
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Need connections (bike/ped) from new development [near Meadow Lane Rd/Perimeter Center E] to
station

Georgetown to Ravinia cut-through from Old Springhouse to get over creek to Ravinia area (intersection
of Old Georgetown Trail and Old Springhouse Lane)

3.12ChambleeDunwoody
3.12.1 City of DunwoodyComments
(Reference Figure 4 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)
Chamblee Dunwoodywi | | | i kely be a figatewayod into Dunwoody

Neighborhood is pressuring Georgetown Shopping Center to redevelop i transit station could improve
chances of reinvestment

Mix of uses in station area (single-family residential, multi-family residential, hotel, retail & office) could
capture trip origins and destinations

3.12.2 Public Comments

Bike access is extremely important - without a good park and ride lot, bicycle/pedestrian interface is
critical.

3.13Motors Industrial
3.13.1 City of Doraville feferenceFigure 5 Comments
(Reference Figure 5 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

The City of Doraville has no formal plans for the 160-acre GM site
The site is currently zoned M2: Heavy Manufacturing District

The redevelopment may extend west to Peachtree Industrial Blvd, incorporating the BrandsMart

site
Doravill ebfs current z o nformiged-ase,dut thesplamer anticpates thawot a |l |
the code willdl be changed to accommodate the sitebd

Building heights could be in the range of 5 to 10 stories (potential residential and employee
densities to be provided by the City)

Station concepts should be developed that (1) provide service to the core of site, maximizing its
potential for redevelopment and (2) provide parking access for EOL commute trips i focus should
be on redevelopment

revive
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Guideway and stations should not impact visibility of site from [-285

3.13.2 Public Comments
Would like to see the station location closer to interchange with Buford Hwy.
Good roadway access to 1-285 needed.

The Peachtree Industrial Blvd (PIB) station on Motors Parkway should be moved west to better attract
PIB ridership, particularly if the Doraville light rail/BRT station is moved to the west side of the MARTA
station. The principal users of the parking at the PIB station would be those from PIB heading west, so
moving the station west shortens their backtrack to the station, nominally increasing ridership. (PIB
users heading east to MARTA, or light rail/BRT users heading west from Buford Hwy / I-85 to transit will
use the Doraville station (unless the Doraville station lots are full). Also, Brandsmart is a cheap big box
structure anyway, and given the enormous other takings in a project of this magnitude, | see little need
to avoid Brandsmart if a station on the site would produce substantially more ridership. (Same with the
H-mart for that matter with respect to my comment that the alignment run along the south side of the
GM site.)

| suggest consideration be given to adding a pedestrian overpass of 1-285 to Motors Parkway station (if
the station isndt Thewakdaywaldprompte TOD iretlezatopnient on the north
side of 1-285 between PIB and NS.
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Input on Concept Elements (September 2008 through April 2009)

Figure 5:Display from City of Doraville Meeting
3.14Doraville
3.14.1 City of DoravilleComments
(Reference Figure 5 for illustration of alignment and station options related to following comments)

The City of Doravile woul d be supportive of the stationtoption
would enhance their plans to develop a Town Center between New Peachtree Rd & Buford Hwy and
have a better connection with the Doraville MARTA station

Doraville owns most of the property along New Peachtree and may be interested in joint
development with a station

Station would be oriented northbound to potentially extend into Gwinnett County

Option ABO is discouraged because whi |Doraville MARDAeS pr o\
station it would have limited impact on redevelopment

3.14.2 Public Comments

Station access needs:
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