
Concept Report Form 

Project Name 

PIN 

Route 
Information 

Route 
NHS 
(Y/N) 

General Project Information 

Functional Class City County 

Project 
Information 

Begin Log 
Mile 

End Log 
Mile 

AADT1 
Design 

Hour Vol. 
(DHV)1 

Truck 
%1 

Design 
Speed 
(MPH) 

Posted 
Speed 
(MPH) 

Base 
Year 

Design 
Year 

Project 
Description 
& Standard 

Drawings Used 

Important 
Project History 

or Related 
Projects 

Project 
Purpose/Need 

Major 
Environmental 
Considerations 



Multi-Modal 
Considerations 

Major Project 
Risks 

Approvals 

Executed for approval of this Concept Report 

The following individuals to execute if a bridge concept report: 



Action Checklist 
0SD1 Initiate Concept Report and Request Funding 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0EN1 Conduct Environmental Desktop Review 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0MM1 Conduct Multimodal Review 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0TO1 Conduct Initial Traffic Ops/TSMO Review (include HQ Traffic Ops and Regional Traffic Office) 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0ST1 Develop Structures Recommendations 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0SY1 Provide Preliminary Survey Data 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0GT1 Conduct Preliminary Geotechnical Assessment 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0RD1 Provide Roadway Desktop Review 
Complete NA Date Completed 



Action Checklist 
0SD2 Develop Draft Concept Report 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0TO2 Develop TSMO Scope Items (include HQ Traffic Ops and Regional Traffic Office) 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0RW1 Complete Preliminary Right-of-Way Estimates 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0UT1 Complete Utility Preliminary Estimates 
Complete NA Date Completed 

0SD3 Finalize Concept Report 
Complete NA Date Completed 





Concept Report 
Table of Contents/Attachments 

Included NA 



         
           

      

 
  

     
 
 
  

 

 

  
     

 

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri 
Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c) 
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community 
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FAYETTE COUNTY PIN 134849.00 
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GER 1

R 2

PROJECT NO.: 24S196-S1-005 ROUTE: S.R. 196 
COUNTY: FAYETTE CITY: 
PROJECT PIN NUMBER: 134849.00 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: BRIDGE OVER BRANCH OF RUSSELL CREEK @ L.M. 1.35 

PAVEMENT DESIGN 
MAINTENANCE STRUCTURES 
S.T.I.D. SURVEY & ROADWAY DESIGN 
PROG. DEVELOPMENT & ADM. TRAFFIC SIGNAL DESIGN 
PUBLIC TRANS. & AERO. OTHER 
YEAR PROJECT PROGRAMMED FOR CONSTRUCTION: 2029 
PROJECTED LETTING DATE: 2029 

DESIGN DESIGN 
ROADWAY AVERAGE 

BASE YEAR DESIGN YEAR % TRUCKS DAILY LOADS 
AADT YEAR AADT DHV % YEAR DIR.DIST. DHV AADT FLEX RIGID 

870 2029 1,290 155 12 2049 65-35 3 4 

REQUESTED BY: NAME CALEB SMITH DATE 2/15/24 
DIVISION S.T.I.D. 
ADDRESS 1000 J. K. POLK BUILDING 

APPROVED BY: TONY ARMSTRONG DATE 
TRANSPORTATION MANAGE 
SUITE 1000, JAMES K. POLK BUILDING 

SUITE 1000, JAMES K. POLK BUILDING 

NASHVILLE TN 37243 

REVIEWED BY: RANDY BOGUSKIE DATE 2/20/2024 
TRANSPORTATION MANA 

FURNISH THE 2029-2049 TRAFFIC DATA. 

THIS TRAFFIC IS BASED ON A 2022 CYCLE COUNT. THE DESIGN YEAR TRAFFIC IS 
BASED ON GROWTH RATE FROM THE TN-TIMES LINEAR REGRESSION TOOL. 

FOR BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECTS, ADLs ARE NOT REQUIRED FOR ADTs OF 1000 OR LESS AND 
PERCENTAGE OF TRUCKS OF 7% OR LESS. 
SEE ATTACHMENTS FOR TURNING MOVEMENTS AND/OR OTHER DETAILS. (REV. 6/9/21) 

https://134849.00


Michelle Hunt 

From: David A. Duncan 
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2024 12:13 PM 
To: Michelle Hunt; Ty Tucker 
Cc: Michael Gilbert 
Subject: FW: Timber Bridge Hydraulic Recommendation Request 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 

Michelle/Ty, 
I�m going to update the DD_2 with these recommenda ons. Wes is upda ng his recommenda on for the ones below. 
Thanks, 
Dave 

From: Wesley Peck <Wesley.Peck@tn.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2024 10:52 AM 
To: David A. Duncan <David.A.Duncan@tn.gov> 
Cc: Ty Tucker <Ty.Tucker@tn.gov> 
Subject: RE: Timber Bridge Hydraulic Recommendation Request 

Dave, 

It�s good that you asked that ques on. I talked to Ted yesterday and he asked that we recommend single spans where 
we can. We were favoring three short spans in a few sites just to keep the grade change lower, so I need to revise a 
couple of those recommenda ons. 

PIN 134835.00 � single span, 90� long with type 4 I beam. Raise grade 2.75 . 
PIN 134840.00 � single span, 60 long with 32� box beam, raise grade 2.5 
PIN 134849.00 � single span, 70 using 33� box beam. Raise grade 2.0 
PIN 134850.00 � 1 @ 90 bridge using box beams. Raise grade 4.25 . 
PIN 134851.00 � Stays three span because it is too long to be a single. 

 

  
     

   
 

     

   
 

    

 

 

Wesley Peck, PE, MS 

Follow TDOT: 

From: David A. Duncan <David.A.Duncan@tn.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2024 7:39 AM 
To: Wesley Peck <Wesley.Peck@tn.gov> 

1 

mailto:Wesley.Peck@tn.gov
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https://134850.00
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Environmental Division 

0EN1 Environmental Desktop Review Form 

Part 1 � Project Information 
PIN 134849.00 

Project Number (if available) 
County Fayette 

Route SR-196 

Termini Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek, LM 1.35 
(TMA) 

Type of Document 

Date ENV DIV Comments are Due 5/22/24 by noon 

Part 2: Provide information identifying known Environmental Resources within the 
proposed project area using the attached information. If no known resources are 
identified, each study area should note that none were identified. 

Air & Noise 

Transportation Conformity 
This project is in Fayette County which is in attainment for all regulated criteria pollutants. 
Therefore, conformity does not apply to this project. 

Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs) 
This project qualifies as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117 and, therefore, does not 
require an evaluation of MSATs per FHWA’s “Interim Guidance Update on Air Toxic Analysis in 
NEPA Documents” dated January 2023. 

This project is Type III in accordance with the FHWA noise regulation in 23 CFR 772 and 
TDOT's noise policy; therefore, a noise study is not needed. 

Cultural Resources 

  

    

     
  

     
  

  
         

 
    
         

   

 
               

        

    
               

               
     

                 
          

  

          
            
          

Yes.



Archaeology: There are 3 historical and 1 prehistoric previously recorded sites within one 

mile of the ETSA. A survey will be required. There are road construction and drainage 

disturbances within the ETSA. There is a moderate probability of intact archaeological 
deposits in this location. 

History: There is one previously surveyed historic resource in the project area, and the 

bridge itself is more than 50 years old. Therefore, a survey is required. 

Ecology 
Water resource features are likely to occur within the project area. Additionally, species 

records in the area will likely results in surveys and or sweeps. 

HazMat 
No known hazardous materials sites. The asbestos bridge survey has been completed. 

An Asbestos Containing Material (ACM) survey was completed on Bridge No. 24F00240001 

SR-196 over Branch of Russell Creek LM 1.35 (24-SR196-01.36). No asbestos was detected. 
Please see the report for further details and photographs. No special accommodations for 

demolition and waste disposal are anticipated for these structures and the material can be 

deposited in a C&D landfill. Prior to the demolition or rehabilitation of any structure 

(bridge or building), the contractor is required to submit the National Emission Standards 

for Hazardous Air Pollutants standard 10-day notice of demolition to the TDEC Division of 
Air Pollution Control (per TDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction 

(January 1, 2021) Sections 107.08.D and 202.03). 

NEPA 

             
                

            
    

              
             

 
             

            

            

            
               
              

              
               

             
              
            

       

 

 

 
        

          
           
      

            
   

            
  

This project was evaluated for the following: 
Detour: Detour under 25 miles, no FHWA coordination needed. 
ROW Acquisition: ROW acquisition is less than 1.5 acres, coordination with 

FHWA is not required. 
Section 4(f): No Section 4(f) resources were identified in the proposed project 
area. 
Section 6(f): No Section 6(f) resources were identified in the proposed project 
area. 

https://24-SR196-01.36


         
           

           
      

           
  

 

 

Recreation and Wildlife Management Areas: No Recreation or Wildlife 

Management areas were identified in the proposed project area. 
Local/State Parks and Greenways: No parks or greenways were identified in 

the proposed project area. 
Floodplain Management: The project is not located within a Statewide Flood 

Hazard Area. 



PIN County Project Utilities on Project At Risk Mitigation (if applicable) Items Footage 

134849.00 Fayette 
SR 196 Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek 

L.M. 1.35 Electric (Chickasaw Electric Co Op assumed) Aerial Electric Distribution Lines Avoid if possible 

(4) wire 3PH + Neutral, (2) Crossarms, (2) 
45 3 poles, (2) 40 3 poles, (1) overhead 

guy, (4) 1" anchors (4) down guys 690' 

134849.00 Fayette 
SR 196 Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek 

L.M. 1.35 CATV (Spectrum assumed) Aerial Coax + fiber Rides aerial route with electric avoid if possible 

(2) Coax replacement (2) 6M strand (2) 
Fiber replacements assumed to be 72 

fiber. Anchors shared with power (4) 6M 
downguys 690' 

134849.00 Fayette 
SR 196 Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek 

L.M. 1.35 Telecommunications (AT&T or Frontier assumed) Aerial copper Rides aerial route with electric avoid if possible 
50 pair copper, 6M strand, (4) 6M 

downguys, (4) 1" anchors. 300' 

134849.00 Fayette 
SR 196 Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek 

L.M. 1.35 Gas (MLGW assumed) See Notes 
Gas Marker N side of Bridge unknown the direction or if it 

encroaches Unknown 300' 



Comment Stage Division Commenter Date Comment Comment Addressed? Additional Notes 
Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

STID David Duncan 4/29/2024 Draft Report Review comments requested by email. N/A N/A 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 ADT = 843(2023); 8% annual growth from previous year 
780(2022). 

Yes STID uses the traffic information provided by 
the traffic forecasting office for design 
considerations. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Is the raise in grade taking into account the adjacent flood zone 
area A which is approximately 1300 feet from the project 
location. 

Yes STID developed the Concept Report utilizing 
the provided Hydraulics recommendations 
noted on page 36 of the Draft Report. This 
comment is documented and will be further 
investigated at a later time during the design 
phase. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Will access to the field entrance near the Project location need to 
be maintained. 

Yes Noted. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Will AOP need to be taken into consideration. Yes AOP considerations will need to be 
investigated during design. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Are there any utilities attached to the bridge? Yes Utilities Office provided estimates and 
feedback on what is present. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 ETrims shows an existing 60' ROW. Yes The exact ROW width will be determined 
during design when a survey is conducted. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Local representatives need to attend and review the detour plan 
and provide feedback. 

Yes STID has been directed by HQ Structures to 
consider methods of construction that do not 
exceed provided budgetary constraints. An 
initial desktop review was performed by STID 
to determine if a detour and/or ABC was 
viable for each structure. This comment is 
documented and will be further investigated 
at a later time during the design phase to 
determine if the provided detour route is 
suitable. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Do EPSC measures need to be included in the cost estimate? Yes They are assumed to be included in the 
additional items field as a % project cost. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/13/2024 Cost estimate is accounting for 5 end terminals will we need this 
many? 

Yes The cost estimate has been revised. 

Draft Report 
Review (0SD2) 

Preconstruction Kyle Garcia 5/14/2024 Do stream banks need to be stabilized? Seems like quite a bit of 
erosion is happening in the stream and rip rap could have been 
relocated due to erosion. 

Yes This comment is documented and will be 
further investigated at a later time during the 
design phase. 

Project: SR 196, Bridge over Branch of Russell Creek, LM 1.35 (TMA) 
Comment Resolution Form 

County: Fayette 
PIN 134849.00 
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