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1.  INTRODUCTION 
PROJECT OVERVIEW 

PROJECT PURPOSE  
The Coweta County Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) is being updated 
alongside the Coweta County Comprehensive Plan (Comp Plan), which will take a 
wider look at the County, creating a long-range vision for how transportation land use, 
housing, economic development, and community facilities all fit together.  The rapid 
growth in Coweta County is placing demands on both the current – and future – 
transportation networks that will move people, goods, and services throughout the 
County safely, reliably, and efficiently.  By identifying areas likely to grow and where 
trips are and will be made, and ensuring the transportation network in place adapts 
and grows with it, the County and its municipalities can make the requisite strategic 
infrastructure investments to ensure connectivity, better manage demand, support 
economic development, minimize environmental impacts, maximize safety, and 
support a high quality of life for residents. The CTP will serve as a roadmap for prioritizing 
transportation infrastructure and services investment across the County over the next 30 
years. The CTP process will ultimately result in short, mid, and long-term project lists for 
implementation as well as a set of supporting transportation policy recommendations. 
The CTP planning process includes a review of previous plans and existing conditions, 
an extensive public involvement and stakeholder engagement strategy, a needs 
assessment and evaluation framework which will be used to develop and prioritize final 
recommendations.  
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STUDY AREA OVERVIEW 
The project study area is the entirety of Coweta County including the seven 
municipalities within: Newnan, Grantville, Moreland, Sharpsburg, Turin, Senoia, and 
Haralson. The project planning process will also include studying the relationship of the 
County and its municipalities with surrounding jurisdictions including Carroll County to 
the northwest, the City of Palmetto and Fulton County to the northeast, Peachtree City 
and Fayette County to the east, Heard County to the west, and Meriwether and Troup 
Counties to the south.  

 

 

Coweta County is a popular destination for regional visitors interested in cycling, local 
Georgia history and outdoor recreation. The County is home to a robust network of 
state and local designated bike routes along rural roads. These routes connect to 
popular regional sites like Chattahoochee Bend State Park and Browns Mill Battlefield, 
both of which attract regional and statewide visitors. Chattahoochee Bend State Park 

Figure 1: Coweta County CTP Study Area 
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located in the northwestern corner of the County is home to multiple camp sites and 
picnic areas as well as walking and biking trails. Browns Mill Battlefield is home to several 
miles of walking trails and most recently a mountain bike trail network.  

These popular destinations and surrounding jurisdictions and their relationship to the 
transportation network in and out of Coweta County will all be studied as the Project 
Team conducts the CTP update.  

PROJECT APPROACH + PROCESS 

JOINT CTP + 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
The overall approach to the CTP 
process is maintaining a joint planning 
process between the CTP and the 
Comp Plan updates. The benefits of a 
joint approach to these planning efforts 
include combining the engagement 
processes to prevent planning fatigue, 
ensuring the coordination of land use 
and transportation planning, and a 
more efficient planning process across 
previous plans and preparing for future 
funding opportunities.  

Logistically, a joint planning process is 
ideal as it allows for a consolidation of 
the public and stakeholder involvement 
process. Thus far in the process, the CTP 
and Comp Plan Project Teams have joined together for public meeting and two 
Steering Committee meetings keeping the two planning efforts aligned as they each 
work towards their final recommendations and deliverables.  

GROWTH STRATEGY FRAMEWORK  
Coweta County has a look and feel all its own. Characterized by large tracts of rural 
land, charming small towns, and low-density suburban-style development, it is one of 
the most desirable “exurban” communities in the region. This desirability, however, has 
attracted impressive growth. And while the growth is good for the economy, it also 
strains existing infrastructure and increases roadway congestion, impacting mobility and 
quality of life.  

Figure 2: Joint Planning Approach (VHB) 
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Oftentimes, transportation investments meant to alleviate congestion and add 
capacity have the unintended consequence of altering the character of the 
community. To address this, the Coweta County CTP uses a growth strategy framework 
to guide the types and scale of transportation that are appropriate in different parts of 
the county.  

The planning team identified three types of growth strategy areas in the county: Rural 
Conservation, Growth Maintenance, and Growth Priority. These three growth strategy 
areas grew out of the Land Development Guidance System (LDGS) the County 
adopted early in 2020, which differentiated between areas for no or very low growth, 
versus those that could accommodate a slightly higher density. Every parcel in 
unincorporated Coweta County was given a score between 1 and 15 using criteria 
based on proximity to existing infrastructure/services, major roadways, subdivisions with 
lots of less than 1 acre, retail centers, and employment centers.  Parcels with a score of 
5 or below were designated as “Tier 1,” and could only develop at the very lowest 
residential densities.  

The first phase of the County’s LDGS did not differentiate between areas where a little 
growth could occur, versus areas where the County and the community actively 
wanted to direct more growth, such as town and activity centers. Using the CTP and 
Comprehensive Planning process as the next step in refining the LDGS, the County 
delineated a lower growth “Growth Maintenance” area, and a more proactive 
“Growth Priority” area. These areas were defined not only by their character, but by the 
high-level desired strategy for future infrastructure investments.  

Table 1: Growth Strategy Area Descriptions 
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Figure 3: Draft Growth Strategy Framework 

 

The goal of using the growth strategy framework for the CTP is to align the scale and 
level of transportation investment with the land use vision of the community. It will be 
deployed throughout the planning process to help distinguish the transportation needs 
across these different areas and will serve as an important part of evaluating potential 
transportation projects.  Ultimately the intent is for the land use vision to drive 
transportation, rather than the transportation investment driving land use changes.  

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT OVERVIEW  
From December 2020 to March 2021, extensive stakeholder and public involvement 
was conducted in support of the Needs Assessment for the CTP. The outreach program 
consisted of a variety of techniques designed to educate the community on the CTP 
update process and solicit informed opinions on issues, needs, opportunities and desires 
related to the transportation network. This summary provides an overview of the 
techniques employed, the depth and breadth of the stakeholder and the public 
involvement, and the themes that emerged from the feedback received.  
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Techniques 
Project Website 
A project website was launched in December 2020 as a hub for project information, 
surveys and activities, and meeting and milestone announcements. The website 
includes a mechanism for visitors to sign up for the project mailing list.  

Steering Committee 
A Steering Committee was convened with membership approved by the County 
Commission including County staff from various departments, resident representatives, 
business development organizations, the school system, regional planning agencies 
and others. Two meetings were held in December 2020 and March 2021, the first to 
introduce the project and solicit input on the growth strategy framework and the 
second to brief on outreach results to date and collect feedback on CTP objectives.  

Public Meeting 
A virtual Public Kick-Off Open House was hosted in February 2021 by Zoom. An in-person 
participation option was offered at the County Commission Chambers. Attendees were 
provided an overview of the CTP update process and invited to offer feedback on 
needs for each of the growth strategy areas via breakout rooms. The team collected 
input on a variety of topics including roadway and intersection improvements, bicycle 
and pedestrian infrastructure, Growth Maintenance, commercial vehicles, and transit.   

Commission District Transportation Workshops 
Following the open house, a series of five virtual Commission District Workshops was 
hosted in each of the commission districts during February and March 2021. In-person 
options were also made available at locations within each district. The workshops 
offered participants an opportunity to discuss on a more detailed level, district-specific 
needs, issues and opportunities. 

Public Survey + Interactive Mapping Exercise  
An online Public Survey and Interactive Mapping Exercise were launched together and 
hosted on the project website from February to March 2021. The launch coincided with 
the public kick-off meeting. The survey collected feedback from residents regarding 
their thoughts on transportation strategies for the rural conservation, growth 
maintenance and growth priority areas. The interactive map allowed users to drop a 
pin at a specific location in the County and indicate their thoughts on issues and 
necessary improvements.    

Stakeholder Interviews 
Stakeholder interviews were conducted by Zoom during the months of February and 
March 2021 to connect with organizations that have a transportation interest in the 
County. The objectives of the interviews were to better understand the relationship with 
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Coweta; hear first-hand about any projects, policies, or strategies of the organization 
that could affect transportation; needs of the organization that the CTP could support; 
and any other relevant information.  

Outreach Results 
Feedback from all of the engagement activities were consolidated and analyzed to 
filter out the most prominent feedback trends and highlights as pertaining to 
transportation in Coweta County. The overall attendance and outreach results of each 
of the activities are detailed in Table 2.  

Table 2: Public Involvement by the Numbers 

Technique Date(s) Number of 
Participants 

Audiences Engaged 

Project Website  12/2020 - 
present 

880+ Visitors 
(in last 90 days as 

of April 9, 2021) 
55+ Mailing 
list sign-ups 

All interested residents and 
stakeholders 

Steering 
Committee 

12/15/20, 
3/25/21  

15 Residents; County staff: EMS, Public 
Works, Parks and Recreation; 
Economic Development; Regional 
Planning Agencies; School System; 
Zoning Board of Appeals 

Public Kick-Off 
Open House 
 

2/11/21 34 All interested residents and 
stakeholders 

Commission 
District 
Workshops 

2/18, 2/22, 2/24 
2/25, 3/2/2021 

70 All interested residents and 
stakeholders 

Public Survey  2/11/21 – 
3/19/21 

158 All interested residents and 
stakeholders 

Interactive 
Map 

2/11/21 – 
3/19/21 

40 All interested residents and 
stakeholders 

Stakeholder 
Interviews  

2/12, 2/18, 2/21, 
2/22, 2/24, 2/25, 
3/8, 3/18, 
3/19/21 

16 GDOT; ARC; GRTA; SRTA; ATL; Three 
Rivers Regional Commission; Fayette 
County; Peachtree City; Coweta 
County Schools; Coweta Chamber of 
Commerce; Coweta County 
Development Authority; Cities of 
Newnan & Senoia; Towns of 
Sharpsburg & Moreland; Bike Coweta 
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Overall Outreach Input Themes 
The input received from the outreach techniques centered around several major themes and are 
identified below: 
 

• General Thoughts  
o County is a great partner on local, regional, and state levels for 

transportation planning 
o General consensus on using growth strategy framework for CTP 
o Funding of improvements is an important consideration  

• Maintenance of Infrastructure 
o Improve/maintain existing roads and bridges through basic updates such 

as striping 
o Invest in additional safety measures along existing corridors such as 

lighting 
o Examine existing bicycle routes and look for opportunities to increase 

safety and connectivity 
• Needed Improvements 

o Right-sized transportation solutions 
o Look for ways to more effectively use existing roadway capacity to 

address congestion and safety issues  
o Enhance connectivity within the County and destinations beyond, 

especially east-west 
• Future Investment and Preservation  

o Plan for investment along key corridors earmarked for development and 
protect the areas that are not expected to receive development 

o Consider types of development, the impact on the transportation 
infrastructure and the potential conflicts, i.e. residential vs. industrial vs. 
commercial 

o Multi-modal investments in the future will be needed to accommodate 
growth 

 

THIS REPORT 

PURPOSE OF REPORT  
The purpose of this report is threefold:  

1. Communicate the state of existing transportation conditions and infrastructure 
across Coweta County. 

2. Analyze the performance and condition of existing transportation infrastructure 
in relation to current population and employment and projected growth.  

3. Identify multimodal transportation needs in the County. 
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READING THIS DOCUMENT  
Throughout this report, a number of transportation-related topic areas and their current 
condition and identified needs in Coweta County are detailed. This results in a sizeable 
amount of information to organize. To easily relay this information, the report is broken 
up into sections by topic area as follows.  

• Previous Plans + Projects 
• Population + Employment 
• Land Use + Economic 

Development 
• Roadway Infrastructure + Travel 

Trends 
o Travel Trends 
o Roadway Conditions 
o Safety 
o Signalization + ITS 

• Transit  
• Bicycle + Pedestrian 

Infrastructure/Policies  
• Aviation  

Each section is organized in the 
following format: existing conditions, 
analysis, and needs assessment. In each 
section, the existing conditions data 
reviewed, and analysis/assessment 
completed will result in a set of 
identified needs. In keeping with the 
growth strategy framework, the overall 
identified needs were organized by 
growth strategy area at the end of 
each applicable chapter. These 
identified needs will help inform the final 
transportation investment strategy for 
each growth strategy area.  
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3. PREVIOUS PLANNING EFFORTS + 
PLANNED PROJECTS 

2014 COMPREHENSIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN  
The most recent Coweta County Joint Comprehensive Transportation Plan Update was 
completed and adopted in 2014.  The joint effort, with the support of the Atlanta 
Regional Commission (ARC), comprised of not only unincorporated Coweta County but 
included the municipalities of Grantville, Haralson, Moreland, Newnan, Senoia, 
Sharpsburg, and Turin.   

The 2014 CTP identified goals based on input from the public as well as the plan’s 
Stakeholder, Technical, and Transit Technical Advisory Committees. These identified 
goals were:  

1. Promote coordination of land use and transportation 
2. Support economic and community development 
3. Improve accessibility, connectivity, and safety for the movement of people and 

goods 
4. Develop a multimodal transportation system that maximizes community and 

regional support 
5. Preserve and enhance the natural and social environment 

The outcome from the existing conditions analysis and needs assessment efforts in 
conjunction with input received from the general public resulted in an extensive list of 
transportation improvement projects. The projects were grouped primarily by the 
network infrastructure and mode that it served. As appropriate, subgroups were 
designated as outlined below:  

• Roadway and Bridge Projects 
o New Interchanges 
o New Location Roadway 
o Roadway Widening/Capacity 
o Operational Upgrade 
o Intersection Modifications 
o Corridor Improvements 
o Bridge Upgrades 
o Railroad Crossing 
o Other (e.g. Wayfinding Signage) 

• Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
• Transit 
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Figure 4: 2014 CTP Project Status 

 

In the Roadway and Bridge Projects group there were 11 new roadway, 5 roadway 
widening/capacity, 25 operational upgrades, 31 bridge upgrades, and 40 intersection 
modifications. Projects were also programmed into implementation time phases: short, 
mid, and long.   

There have been several notable successes of project progress and implementation for 
these roadway and bridge projects including: the opening of the Poplar Road 
Interchange with I-85; the Newnan Bypass Extension form Turkey Creek Road to SR 16; 
and two roundabouts: SR 16 at SR 54 (Hwy 54) and East Newnan Road at Poplar Road, 
Turkey Creek Road, and Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive. 

The Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities includes 14 projects. While bike/ped projects from 
approved local jurisdiction plans are not listed individually in the CTP project 
recommendations, but the CTP is in support of local jurisdictions’ continued 
development of such plans and implementation of projects as funding becomes 
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available. It should also be noted that bike facility projects recommended in the 
previous CTP were separate segments from the LINC trails master plan. However, the 
LINC Master plan was a notable outcome supporting the multi-modal goals of the CTP.  

For transit, there are more targeted strategies listed as opposed to projects: 6 new 
service routes, expanded GRTA service to Hartsfield Jackson, and a park and ride lot at 
Exit 51 serviced as part of the existing Newnan Xpress bus service. The transit strategies 
are detailed in a separate Transit Feasibility Report. Minimal progress has been made on 
these projects overall as transit has not been demonstrated as an investment priority in 
recent years in the County. 

A full list of the 2014 CTP projects and their estimated completion status can be found in 
Appendix A.  

REVIEW OF OTHER PREVIOUS PLANS 

EXISTING PLANS MEMO OVERVIEW 
Early in the CTP process, the Project Team reviewed existing and previous plans in 
Coweta County that would inform both the Comprehensive Plan update and the CTP 
update processes. Documents reviewed and analyzed were:  

Coweta County Plans 
• Coweta Forward 2036 (current Comprehensive Plan) 
• Coweta County Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Update 2014 

Other Coweta County Initiatives + Jurisdiction Plans  
• Coweta County Land Development Guidance System  
• City of Grantville Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Haralson Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Moreland Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Newnan Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Palmetto Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Senoia Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Sharpsburg Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• City of Turin Comprehensive Plan Update 2016 
• LINC Plan 2017 
• Newnan Livable Centers Initiative (LCI) Plan 2014 

Regional Plans 
• Atlanta Regional Transportation Plan  
• Walk.Bike.Thrive! 
• Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan 
• Three Rivers Economic Development Strategy 
• Three Rivers Regional Commission Regional Plan  
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The purpose of the Previous Plans Memo was to summarize the previous plans reviewed 
and identify high-level take-aways and direction for how the joint CTP and Comp Plan 
process can best serve the land use and transportation vision of the community. The full 
Previous Plans Memo, which includes a summary for each of the reviewed plans, can 
be found in Appendix C. The findings from VHB’s Comps review process, which provides 
a detailed analysis of the County’s current Comp Plan, how well its content is aligned, 
and potential areas of focus for the 2021 update, can also be found in Appendix C. The 
overall analysis and recommendations that came out of the previous plans review is 
detailed below.  

Considerations Moving Forward  
Building off the previous planning efforts, the Project Team identified several 
considerations for executing the joint CTP and Comp Plan process including the 
development of the aforementioned Growth Strategy Framework. Other considerations 
and needs that came out of this analysis can be found in the Previous Plans Memo in 
Appendix A.  
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PLANNED + PROGRAMMED PROJECTS 
One important step in the existing conditions review and needs assessment portion of 
the CTP process is identifying previously and current planned and programed projects 
in the County. Specifically, the Project Team reviews local and regional plans for 
relevant transportation infrastructure projects and conducts a status review. For 
Coweta County, the sources reviewed for plans and programmed projects were the 
Atlanta Regional Commission RTP/TIP, the unfunded 2019 TSPLOST referendum, the 2013 
and 2019 SPLOST projects, and the 2014 CTP recommended projects.  

Ultimately, projects from these sources will make up the universe of projects list in the 
recommendations portion of the CTP. Projects that have been completed or no longer 
meet a need identified through the CTP engagement process will be removed. The 
edited list of projects will then undergo a technical analysis through the evaluation 
framework identified in the Evaluation Framework Memo developed as a part of this 
CTP effort.  

2014 COMPREHENSIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN PROJECTS 
As detailed above, the previous CTP was conducted and adopted in 2014 and was 
also a joint effort between the CTP and Comp Plan processes. As a result of the pubic 
engagement process and technical analysis, a list of projects was recommended for 
the short, mid, and long-term implementation. These projects were grouped into the 
following subgroups:  

• Roadway and Bridge Projects 
o New Interchanges 
o New Location Roadway 
o Roadway Widening/Capacity 
o Operational Upgrade 
o Intersection Modifications 
o Corridor Improvements 
o Bridge Upgrades 
o Railroad Crossing 
o Other (e.g. Wayfinding Signage) 

• Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
• Transit 

The 2014 CTP projects and their current status are illustrated in Figure 3 above. A full 
project list from the 2014 CTP can be found in Appendix A of this document.  
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ARC RTP/TIP PROJECTS  
Projects from the ARC’s Regional Transportation Plan/Transportation Improvement 
Program are displayed below in Figure 5. There are seven programmed projects with 
funding allocated in the FY 2020-2025 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). This 
includes four bridge replacements along Old Corinth Road, McIntosh Trail and SR 54. 
The Madras Connector, a new roadway, is also programmed, as well as widening and 
intersection improvement projects. Long-range planned projects in the County include 
several new roadway alignments and a new I-85 interchange. 

Figure 5: ARC/TIP Projects in Coweta County (Atlanta Regional Commission, 2020) 
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UNFUNDED 2019 TSPLOST REFERENDUM  
In November 2019, Coweta County and its municipalities included a Transportation 
Special Option Sales Tax (TSPLOST) referendum on the ballot. In advance of this 
referendum, the County and municipalities completed an extensive public 
engagement effort to gain public input and support for potential projects to include in 
the TSPLOST. The effort also included the development of project concept designs and 
preliminary cost estimates for the potential projects should the referendum pass. 
Ultimately, the TSPLOST referendum did not pass in 2019 and the program remains 
unfunded. However, the proposed TSPLOST project list is included in the planned and 
programmed project analysis for this CTP due to the extensive public involvement 
completed to identify the TSPLOST projects.  

A complete list of proposed TSPLOST projects can be found in Appendix B of this 
document.  

Figure 6: 2019 Unfunded TSPLOST Proposed Projects 
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COWETA COUNTY SPLOST PROJECTS 
A SPLOST has been in place in Coweta since 1986 and has been extended by Coweta 
voters 6 previous times. The SPLOST projects included in the planned and programmed 
projects analysis of this CTP update are from the 2019 and 2013 SPLOSTS which are 
detailed below.  

2019 SPLOST   
In November 2017, Coweta County voters approved a 1% Special Local Option Sales 
Tax (SPLOST) which began in January 2019. The SPLOST is set to last 6 years and has a 
projected revenue of $140 million. Approximately 66.5% of the SPLOST money was 
allocated to Coweta County, with the rest split between the nine cities located within 
the County and projects intended to benefit all residents of the County. The funds 
allocated to the County were split as follows:  

• 80% for Transportation 
• 7% for Parks and Recreation 
• 6% for Sheriff 
• 6% for Fire 
• 1% for Emergency Management 

 

Within the transportation category, across the County and each of the municipalities, 
the project types were broken up into five main categories: Roadway Maintenance, 
New Roadways, Operational Improvements, Bridges/Culverts and Public Works 
Equipment. The Coweta County SPLOST transportation projects total to $71,283,955 and 
are shown in Figure 7. 

2013 SPLOST 
A similar 1% SPLOST was approved in 2012 by County voters. This SPLOST was also split 
across the County and the municipalities. Approximately $81.4M (67.89%) was received 
by the County for the 2013 SPLOST. The $81.4M allocated to the County were split as 
follows:  

• $66,900,000 for Transportation 
• $3,500,000 for Fire 
• $4,000,000 for Sheriff 
• $6,200,000 for Recreation 
• $400,000 for Emergency Management  

 

  



 
 

 
Existing Conditions + Needs Assessment Report | 21 

 
 

COWETA COUNTY CTP 

In total – across the County and municipalities – the allocation of the total $121.7M 2013 
SPLOST funds were as follows:  

• 74% Transportation 
• 16% Public Safety 
• 8% Recreation 
• 4% Public Works 
• 1% Public Facilities 
• 1% Other 

 

The 2013 SPLOST projects are also included in Figure 7 below.  

Figure 7: 2013 and 2019 SPLOST Projects 
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4. POPULATION + EMPLOYMENT 
Building off the findings of previous plans and the 2014 CTP, the Project Team reviewed 
several key demographics across Coweta County. Reviewing population and 
employment demographics across the County helps illustrate how the County has 
changed since the last CTP in 2014 based upon Census American Community Survey 
data and how it is projected to change over the next thirty years based on ARC Activity 
Based Model (ABM) data. Employment and population trends revealed through this 
analysis are discussed in the following sections.  

EXISTING CONDITIONS   
Coweta County is home to a growing population and diverse set of jobs and industries. 
This section will cover the make-up of Coweta’s growing population including the 
breakdown of race/ethnicity, age, and other characteristics, as well as employment 
trends.  

POPULATION  
Census Snapshot 
According to the U.S. Census American Community Survey, Coweta County’s 
population has grown more than 20% since 2010 and the last CTP update in 2014. 
Specifically, the 2019 Coweta County population, which was just over 148,000, has 
increased a total of 22% since 2010. A snapshot of Census data changes in population, 
housing, and other demographics from 2010 to 2019 are shown in Table 3. Coweta 
County has shown significant growth in not only population, but in number of 
households and the median household income and poverty rate as well.  

Table 3: Demographic Changes since 2010 

 
 

1 2010 ACS 1-Year Survey Data, Tables DP05, S191, and B17021 
2 2019 ACS 1-Year Survey Data, Tables DP05, S191, and B17021 
 

 20101 20192 % Change 
Population 121,528 148,509 +22% 
Density 273/mi2 333/mi2 +22% 
# Households 48,475 56,538 +17% 
Median Household Income $55,343 $78,423 +42% 
Below Poverty 13,282 14,648 +10% 
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Population Density  
The Project Team also analyzed Atlanta Regional Commission’s (ARC) Activity-Based 
Model (ABM) data. The ABM was developed as a forecasting tool for the Atlanta region 
to assist in the regional transportation planning process. This forecast information helps 
determine how population growth and travel patterns will change over the next thirty 
years and thus affect travel patterns and transportation infrastructure needs. 
Specifically, the ARC ABM was used to identify the population density trends and 
changes between the 2020 and 2050 model projections.  

2020 
The ABM shows Coweta’s 2020 population (146,476) growing by 6.3% from 2015 to 2020, 
averaging 1.3% growth per year. This lags slightly behind the growth of the 21-County 
Atlanta Region, which has grown at approximately 1.9% per year from 2015 to 2020. It 
should also be noted the ABM 2020 projection is approximately 2,000 less than the 2019 
Census reported, but the important thing to notice is the trend of over 6% from 2015 to 
2020. The growth trends across time are important to understand when preparing for 
transportation infrastructure investments.   

Figure 8: 2020 
Population Density 
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As shown in Figure 8, Coweta County is primarily rural in nature with isolated pockets of 
density, except for the central portion of the County. The majority of Coweta County 
residents live in and around Newnan, along the I-85 corridor, and the junction of SR 29, 
US 27, SR 70, and SR 16 just west of Newnan. Additional higher population densities can 
be seen along the northeast portion of the I-85 corridor. There are other population 
centers near other city and town centers such as Sharpsburg, Senoia, Grantville, and 
Moreland as well as just northeast of SR 16 in the northwest corner of the County.  

2050  

The Coweta population is projected to grow at a rate of approximately 1.5% per year 
over the next 30 years resulting in nearly 68,000 new residents by 2050. This rate 
outpaces the projected growth of the 21-County Atlanta Region which is expected to 
grow at about 1.3% over the next 30 years.  

Figure 9: 2050 Population Density 
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Figure 9 illustrates a population increase primarily in central Coweta, in the Newnan 
area, and the junction of SR 29, US 27, SR 70, and SR 16 just northwest of Newnan, similar 
to 2020 population densities. Despite this sizeable population increase, large parts of the 
County are still expected to remain rural with sparse population densities, especially in 
the south and west portions of the County. There are very few new pockets of density 
anticipated, rather increased densification of already relatively dense areas. 

Race and Age 
Two demographics of the population that are telling of how an area is changing and is 
expected to change are race/ethnicity and age. Learning how age and 
race/ethnicity distribution will change can help plan for future infrastructure such as 
housing, schools, senior centers, and transportation infrastructure needed to 
accommodate those developments.  

Race + Ethnicity  
A noticeable trend from 2010 to today (2018) is the increase in racial and ethnic 
diversity of Coweta County’s population. In Figure 9 The outer ring of the graphic shows 
the 2010 shares of race/ethnicity, the inner ring shows the 2018 shares of race/ethnicity 
in Coweta County. Looking at Figure 10, there were increased shares in almost all non-
White racial and ethnic categories from 2010 to 2018 based on the 2018 ACS 1-year 
data. The races and ethnicities with the largest increases in the 8-year timeframe were 
Asian (+97%), Other (+56%), and 2+ Races (+48%), in ranking order.  

Figure 10: Changes in Race + Ethnicity 2010-2018 (2018 ACS 1-Year) 
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Age  
The age distribution of Coweta County’s population has experienced some minor 
changes since 2010. Most significant is that the older age groups (55-64 and 65+) 
increased by 12% and 45% respectively while the rest of the younger age groups 
decreased in their share of the population. This shows us that since that last CTP update, 
Coweta County population has begun to trend toward an older population with a 
higher percentage of the population being 55 and older.   

Figure 11: Changes in Age Groups 2010-2019 (2019 ACS 1-Year) 

 

Table 4: Age Distribution 

Over the next 30 years, most age groups will experience 
growth, especially older age groups (46-63 and 64 and 
older). The highest decrease is seen in the 19-22 age group 
which is projected to shrink from 5% in 2020 to 3% in 2050. 
The largest increase is seen in the 64+ age group which 
jumps from 18% of the population in 2020 to 26% in 2050. In 
2020, the largest age group in the population is the 23-45 
age group (29%) and it is expected to stay the largest age 
group in the County through 2050 (28%).  

 

Age 2020 2050 

0-18 24% 21% 
19-22 5% 3% 
23-45 29% 28% 
46-63 24% 24% 
64+ 18% 26% 
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Minority Population 
As shown in the race/ethnicity chart above, White is the largest race population in the 
County. However, minority populations in Coweta are on the rise. Spatially, minority 
populations are focused around the central area of the County where overall 
population density is also higher. Specifically, the highest concentrations of minority 
population can be found around the City of Newnan along I-85 and at the junctions of 
state routes 29, 70, 16, 34, and 27 as shown in Figure 12.  

Figure 12: Minority Populations in Coweta County 
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Transportation Disadvantaged Population  
In planning for transportation, it is important to pay close attention to the populations 
who have mobility challenges due to age, disability, access to a vehicle, or income.  
These transportation disadvantaged populations may rely on public transportation, 
walking and bicycling to get to work, school, or access medical services. This 
transportation disadvantaged population is made-up of the following population 
subgroups: zero-car households, individuals with disabilities, low income population 
(income below the poverty line), and the senior population (ages 65+).  

The overall transportation disadvantaged population density for Coweta County can 
be seen below in Figure 13. Each of the populations that make-up the transportation 
disadvantaged population are seen in Figures 14 through 16. Overall, the most 
transportation disadvantaged population dense areas in the County are located in the 
center of the County near the City of Newnan, along I-85 towards the northeastern 
County line, and at the junction of state routes 27, 29, 70, 16, and 34.  

Figure 13: Transportation Disadvantaged Population Density 
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The highest portion of the transportation disadvantaged population in Coweta County 
is made up of the senior population (ages 65+) at 36% followed closely by the low-
income population (36%), and individuals with a disability (29%). The smallest portion of 
the transportation disadvantaged population is households with no vehicles (4%).  

Senior Population Density 
The senior population density follows the same density patterns as the overall 
transportation disadvantaged population. The highest concentrations of seniors are 
located in the central area of the County near the City of Newnan, at the major state 
route junction, and just south of I-85 as it moves into the northeast corner of the County. 

Figure 14: Senior Population (Ages 65+) Density 
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Low-Income 
The low-income population density follows a similar density pattern as the senior 
population and the overall transportation disadvantaged population density. The 
highest concentrations of the low-income population can be found in and to the west 
of the City of Newnan and in the very northeastern corner of the County.  

Figure 15: Low Income Population Density 
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Households with Individuals with a Disability 
The disabled population was determined based on the number of households which 
declared individuals with disabilities living with them.  As the rest of the transportation 
disadvantaged population, the households with disabled individuals are concentrated 
in and around the City of Newnan. The density of the disabled population is also higher 
radiating out from downtown Newnan to the northwest along the junction of State 
Routes 16, 70, 34, and 29 as well as to northeast along the I-85 corridor.  

Figure 16: Households with Disabled Individuals 
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Zero Car Households 
As the smallest portion of the transportation disadvantaged population, households 
with zero vehicle access are the least densely populated spatially. Zero car households 
are concentrated in the central part of the County near the City of Newnan and the 
major state route junction. Unlike the rest of the transportation disadvantaged 
population, zero car households do not seem to follow the entirety of I-85 from Newnan 
to the northeast County line.   

Figure 17: Zero-Vehicle Households 
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EMPLOYMENT  
Coweta County is in a well-situated location to attract employers both big and small 
and provide access to the greater Atlanta region. With the attraction of new employers 
and industries comes more jobs and thus more people. Noticing employment growth 
trends across the County is important when determining transportation investments as it 
can affect larger issues such as job access, congestion, bridge and road conditions.  

Employment Density 
Similar to population density, the ARC ABM was used to identify employment density 
trends and changes between 2020 and 2050. The model helps determine areas of 
significant employment growth or loss in specific areas of the County and thus allows for 
more efficient transportation infrastructure planning.  

2020 
Employment growth in Coweta has outpaced population growth in the County from 
2015 to 2020. Coweta employment has grown at an average rate of 2.3% per year 
since 2015, higher than the ARC 21-County Atlanta region (approximately 1.5% per year 
over the same timeframe). The 2020 employment density is shown in Figure 18.  

Figure 18: 2020 Employment Density 
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Like population density, Coweta County employment is generally focused in the center 
of the County surrounding the City of Newnan. Specifically, jobs are concentrated 
along the I-85 corridor near Newnan and at the junction of SR 70, SR 16, US 27, and SR 
34. Smaller pockets of employment density are also located in the very northeast corner 
of the County near the City of Palmetto and in the city and town centers of Grantville, 
Moreland, Sharpsburg, and Senoia.  

2050  
Employment gains from 2020 to 2050 in Coweta County are expected to be slower than 
the growth experienced from 2015 to 2020. However, Coweta’s employment growth is 
still expected to outpace the 21-County Atlanta region at an average of 1.0% per year 
in the County versus 0.8% per year in the Atlanta region. A map of the projected 
employment density in 2050 is shown in Figure 19. Employment density in 2050 is very 
similar to 2020 and a majority of employment opportunities will remain near the City of 
Newnan and along the I-85 corridor northeast of Newnan. 

Figure 19: 2050 Projected Employment Density 
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Top Industries + Target Clusters 
Coweta County is home to a wide variety of industries. The top existing and projected 
industries, according to the ARC ABM Model, are detailed in Table 5. In 2020 the retail 
and service industries alone account for 67% of Coweta’s economy. In 2050 the share of 
retail and service industry jobs is expected to grow to 72% of the jobs in the County with 
the service industry being the largest industry at 45%. 

Table 5: Current + Projected Top Industries in Coweta County (ARC ABM) 

Industry 2020 2050 
 

Construction 5% 5% 
Manufacturing 9% 6% 
Transportation, 
Communication, 
and Utilities 
(TCU) 

6% 5% 

Wholesale 3% 3% 
Retail 30% 27% 
Finance, 
Insurance, and 
Real Estate 
(FIRE) 

5% 5% 

Service 37% 45% 
Government 5% 4% 

 

The Coweta County Development Authority keeps track of the companies and 
industries recruited to the County as well as the target industry clusters identified 
through a community assessment. The most recent targeted industry clusters were3:  

• Advanced Manufacturing 
o Plastics Products Manufacturing 
o Agriculture, Construction, and Mining Machinery Manufacturing 
o Industrial Machinery Manufacturing 
o Automotive and Vehicle Parts Manufacturing 
o Motor Vehicle Parts Manufacturing 

• Health Care Related Services  
o Medical Laboratories 
o Diagnostic Imaging Centers 

• Warehouse and Distribution 
 

 
3 https://www.developcoweta.com/why-coweta/target-industries  

https://www.developcoweta.com/why-coweta/target-industries
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o Warehousing and Storage 
o Durable Goods Merchant Wholesalers 
o Non-durable Goods Merchant Wholesalers 
o Companies in other industries that need and operate distribution facilities 

entirely for their own use. 
• Data Centers and Management and Technical Consulting Services 

o Data processing, hosting, and related services 
o Management, scientific, and technical consulting services 

 
Top Employers 
Coweta County is home to a diverse group of employers across multiple industries 
described above. The top 15 employers in the County, as of 2019, are listed in Table 6. 
The top employers are almost entirely distribution centers or manufacturing warehouses 
with the largest employer being Yokogawa Corporation, an analytical instruments 
manufacturer with 1,300 employees.  

Table 6: Top 15 Employers, Coweta County, 2019 

EMPLOYER PRODUCT # EMPLOYEES 

Bway Corporation 
98 Amlajack Blvd 

Chicken Boxes, Plastic Chicken 
Coops, Plastic Drums & Pails 220 

Bonnell Aluminum 
25 Bonnell Street Extruded Aluminum 460 

Buffalo Rock-Pepsi 
50 N. Christopher Court Soft Drinks, Snacks 160 

Cargill Corporation 
33 Dart Road 

Beef/Pork Cutting and 
Packaging 417 

Comfort View 
320 Coweta Industrial Blvd Manufacturer of Vinyl Windows 165 

D & H Distributing 
185 Coweta Industrial Pkway 

Wholesale distributor of 
computer and peripheral 

products 
171 

EGO North America, Inc. 
83 Hillwood Circle Heating Elements 260 

Elite Comfort Solutions 
76 Sprayberry Road Polyurethane Products 400 

Kason Industries, Inc   
57 Amlajack Blvd. Refrigeration Hardware 250 in 3 locations 

PetSmart Distribution Center 
570 International Park Distribution Center 560 

TenCate (formerly Southern Mills, 
Inc.) 
66 Andrew Parkway 

Industrial Textiles 255 (Two Locations) 

Variety Wholesalers Wholesale Distribution 310 

https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.bwaycorp.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.tredegar.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.buffalorock.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.excelmeats.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.comfortview.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.dandh.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.egonorthamerica.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2felitefoam.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.kasonind.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.petsmart.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.somills.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.vwstores.com%2f&____isexternal=true
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60 Herring Road 
Winpak Films, Inc 
219 Andrews Parkway Polyethylene Film 225 

Yamaha Motor Manufacturer 
Corporation of America  
1000 Highway 34 East 

Golf Carts, Personal Watercraft 
and All Terrain Vehicles 1,300 

Yokogawa Corporation  
2 Dart Road  

Analytical Instruments 
Fluid Meters, Process Control 

Instruments 
360 

  

Expected Employer Growth  
Since 2019, several corporations have announced facility locations in Coweta County. 
These announcements include, but are not limited to:  

• Hello Fresh which announced in August 2020 a new Distribution Center in 
Coweta County creating over 750 new jobs4 

• Amazon which announced in January 2020 a new Fulfillment Center in Newnan 
creating over 500 new jobs5 

 

Other existing companies have announced expansion including Yamaha Motor 
Manufacturing Corporation of America (YMMC) which announced in August 2020 the 
hiring over 100 new employees.  

  

 
 
4 Coweta County Development Authority, Community Announcements, https://choosecoweta.com/, 2021 
5 IBID 

https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.winpak.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.yamaha.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.yamaha.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://www.developcoweta.com/?splash=http%3a%2f%2fwww.yokogawa.com%2f&____isexternal=true
https://choosecoweta.com/
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KEY CONSIDERATIONS  

POPULATION 
As shown in Figures 8 and 9, the population density is expected to grow beyond the 
central Newnan area and I-85 corridor. By 2050, population centers are expected to 
expand outward into more of the Growth Maintenance area on the outskirts of the City 
of Newnan, expanding out from the I-85 corridor, surrounding other currently popular 
state routes such as SR 34, and in and around other town centers in the County.  

This population growth pattern should be considered when developing transportation 
infrastructure strategies for each of the growth areas, especially the growth 
maintenance area to prevent a slow creep of development and growth into the rural 
conservation area.  

EMPLOYMENT   
The most noticeable trend in employment is the move toward more industrial type 
development across the County. This is evident in the top employers in the County, most 
of which are industrial in nature (i.e. production, manufacturing, and distribution 
warehouses), and the targeted industries identified by the Development Authority. This 
focus on manufacturing, warehouse, and distribution facilities will be beneficial to the 
County in terms of jobs and overall economic development. However, the County will 
need to be vigilant in observing the affects the increase in industrial employment will 
have on the amount of associated freight traffic as well as added employee vehicles. 
This identified need is explore more in the Land Use and Goods Movement chapters of 
this report.  
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5. LAND USE + DEVELOPMENT 
Land use and transportation are inseparable—significant changes in one will almost 
always impact the other. New development often drives additional need and demand 
for transportation, and new transportation investments typically attract more 
development. If coordinated well, the result can be livable, high-quality communities 
with good mobility options. If not coordinated, the result is less desirable: sprawling strip 
commercial centers, disconnected neighborhoods, and congested thoroughfares.  

The following land use analysis is an overview of current land use in the County, zoning, 
areas that have recently experienced change, a discussion of Developments of 
Regional Impact (DRIs), the County’s Land Development Guidance System (LDGS), and 
future land use. These land use components combined to inform the creation of the 
Growth Strategy Framework, which forms the land use planning backbone of planning 
for both the CTP and Comprehensive Plan updates.  

EXISTING CONDITIONS 

CURRENT LAND USE 
Current land use in unincorporated Coweta County is dominated by rural-scaled land 
uses. About one quarter (25.67%) of the County’s land use is agriculture/forestry and 
almost one third of land uses are very low-density rural residential uses (18.52% estate 
residential and 16.13% rural residential). The next most common land use is 
transportation and utilities, which comprise 5.81% of unincorporated Coweta County. 
Current land use data was not available for the individual jurisdictions of the County, 
with the exception of the City of Newnan. 

In general, the closer to the County’s edges, the more rural the land use. More intensive 
uses are clustered around the municipalities—particularly the City of Newnan—and 
increasingly around I-85, particularly in terms of industrial uses. Current land use patterns 
in the County are shown in Figure 20.  
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Figure 20: Current Land Use in Unincorporated Coweta County 
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ZONING 
Current land use and zoning are often confused, but in fact are very different. Current 
land use is what exists on the land right now; zoning represents what is allowed to be 
built. It is common for current land use and zoning to not be aligned, particularly close 
to more developed, rapidly growing areas.  

The majority of Coweta County is zoned Rural Conservation, shown in light green in 
Map X. Other significant amounts of land are zoned industrial or light industrial, or have 
special overlays like the Cedar Creek District. Some parcels have legacy zoning in 
place, such as “NC” (New Community) and RI-B (Residential Infill), which are no longer 
current zoning districts.  
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Figure 21: Zoning in Unincorporated Coweta County 

 



 
 

 
Existing Conditions + Needs Assessment Report | 43 

 
 

COWETA COUNTY CTP 

LAND DEVELOPMENT GUIDANCE SYSTEM 
After the Great Recession, residential development in Coweta County began again in 
earnest. This sparked concern among County residents, who wanted to make sure that 
Coweta’s rural and agricultural character is maintained. Additionally, the County was 
concerned that the emerging pattern of sprawl would put unnecessary pressure on 
infrastructure.  

After a series of workshops and hearings to address the issues, the County adopted its 
Land Development Guidance System (LDGS). The LDGS evaluated every parcel in 
unincorporated Coweta County using a series of criteria based on proximity to existing 
infrastructure/services, major roadways, subdivisions with lots of less than 1 acre, retail 
centers, and employment centers. The further away a parcel was from these types of 
uses, the lower its score. Parcels scoring 0 to 5 points were designated as the lowest tier, 
and encompass much of the County; the only types of subdivisions allowed in the 
lowest tier are EL-A (Estate Lot – Averaging) and EL-5 (5 acre lots).   

The County’s LDGS methodology initially identified two other tiers--Medium (6 to 11 
points) and High (12 to 15 points)—but did not distinguish between the two in its final 
adoption of the system in 2020. Parcels in the Rural Conservation zone (see Zoning Map) 
with an LDGS of 6 or above can also develop as EL-2 (Estate Lot – 2 acres) or CSD 
(Conservation Subdivision), which allow smaller lot sizes, but still at comparatively low 
densities.  
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RECENT + FUTURE DEVELOPMENT 
In the years prior the adoption of the LDGS, the County experienced significant growth. 
Most of this growth—particularly in the northern and western parts of the County--is very 
low-density rural homes along existing roadways, or in subdivisions started prior to 2015. 
Even in newer subdivisions, much of the growth is low density, like the housing recently 
built near the intersection of Grandma Branch Road and Bohannon Road northwest of 
Grantville (Figure 22).   

Figure 22: Typical Residential Growth in 
Coweta County, 2015-2020 

 

 

2015 2020  
 

An exception is the southern part of Coweta County, particularly south of SR 16 near 
Turin, Sharpsburg, and Senoia. Larger scaled residential subdivisions are under 
construction in these areas, marking a more distinct land use change from its historically 
agricultural uses.  

Beyond residential development, significant industrial development is occurring along 
the I-85 corridor at Exit 41 (US 27 Alt. / US 29 / SR 14 – Newnan) and Exit 51 (SR 154 
(McCollum-Sharpsburg Road). These uses are clustered with other industrial uses and 
are located very close to I-85. 

Very little commercial development has occurred in the past five years, with the sole 
major new commercial development built at Fischer Road and SR 54 near the border 
with Fayette County.  
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DEVELOPMENTS OF REGIONAL IMPACT 
Another important area in land use planning is Developments of Regional Impact 
(DRIs). DRIs are projects that trigger planning review beyond the jurisdiction in which 
they are located. Many times, developments trigger DRI review because of their size 
(over 400 new residential units for example) but some trigger review because of 
proposed sensitive land uses, such as rock quarries.  

The Three Rivers Regional Commission has nine DRIs on file since 2015 in Coweta 
County. These are summarized in Table 7 and are incorporated into Figure 23.   

Table 7: DRIs in Coweta County, 2015-Present 

# Name Type Jurisdiction Year Transport. 
Impacts? 

Status 

3293 Poplar Place 
Mixed Use 

Mixed Use Newnan 2021 Unknown Under 
review 

3272 Fischer 
Market Place 

Commercial Uninc. 
Coweta 

2021 Unknown 

3198 Gordon 
Road Project 
(f/k/a 
Saturday 
Tract) 

Residential Uninc. 
Coweta 

2020 Yes Unknown 

3069 Seefried 
Industrial 
Properties 
(“Project 
Catfish” 

Industrial 
(Wholesale and 
Distribution) 

Uninc. 
Coweta 

2020 Yes Rezoning 
withdrawn 

2935 Southern 
Readymix 

Industrial 
(Quarries, 
Asphalt, 
Cement plants) 

Haralson 2019 No Unknown   

2879 Weldon 
Commerce 
Center 

Industrial 
(Wholesale and 
Distribution) 

Uninc. 
Coweta 

2018 Yes Rezoning 
denied 

2802 Poplar Road 
Crossings 

Mixed Use Uninc. 
Coweta 

2018 Yes Under 
Construction 

2684 Orchard Hills 
Business Park 
Expansion 

Industrial/Office Uninc. 
Coweta 

2016 Unknown Partially 
constructed 

2486 Fox Hall 
Farms Phase 
4 and 5 

Single-Family 
Residential 

Uninc. 
Coweta 

2015 Yes Partially 
constructed  
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As part of the DRI process, most proposed projects must submit a traffic impact study. In 
these studies, the developer determines impacts to the local transportation network, 
and identifies any necessary mitigation measures. Transportation agencies, such as 
GRTA and local governments, can also make approval of DRI plans conditional on 
roadway improvements. For the DRIs that are moving forward in Coweta County, the 
following transportation projects were suggested:  

• Single-lane roundabout at Old Hwy 85 and Eastside School Road (Gordon Road 
DRI) 

• Roundabout at Yeager Road and Poplar Road (Poplar Road Crossings DRI) 
• Gordon Road at Al Roberts Road Improvements (Fox Hall Farms DRI) 
• Preservation of ROW along Gordon Road for future trail (Fox Hall Farms DRI) 

 

MAJOR PLANNED TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS WITH LAND USE 
IMPLICATIONS 
  
It is not just land development projects that impact land use—major infrastructure 
investments tend to spur land use changes, which in turn often lead to new 
transportation demands and needs.  

The previous Coweta County CTP contained several transportation projects that have 
the potential for major land use impacts. For example, new roadways attract new 
development, as do roadway widenings that add capacity. High-quality multi-use trails 
can also attract new development, and major transit investments—such as commuter 
rail—can spur multi-million-dollar mixed use projects.  

Following is a list of the existing transportation projects in Coweta County that are most 
likely trigger land use changes. Specifically, these projects have the potential to spark 
development; it is important that as (or if) these projects move forward, the right land 
use controls are in place to shape this development in a way that reflects the 
community’s vision.  

TIP/RTP Projects: 
• Amlajack New Interchange  
• Hollz Parkway Extension  
• Amlajack Boulevard Extension  
• Coweta Industrial Parkway Extension  
• Madras Connector New Road)  
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Other Major Corridor Projects: 
• SR 16 0 Carroll County to SR 34 Bypass (COR1) 
• SR 34 Bypass 0 SR 34 to US 27 Alt (COR2) 
• Ishman Ballard Rd – Smokey Rd to SR 34 (COR3) 
• SW Newnan Bypass – US 29 to Smokey Rd (COR4) 
• SR 16 – I-85 to Poplar Rd (COR5) 
• SR 16 – Poplar Road to Carl Williams Rd (COR6) 
• SR 16 – Carl Williams Rd to Spalding County (COR7) 

 

Other New Road Projects: 
• Poplar Road New Interchange 
• Newnan Bypass Extension 
• Campus Drive Extension 
• New roadway north of Senoia  
• McIntosh Parkway Extension 
• US 29 Connector New Road 
• Vernon Hunter Parkway 

 
FUTURE LAND USE  
The County is developing its CTP concurrently with its comprehensive plan. At the time 
of this document’s completion, the future land use map was not yet updated. Future 
land use mapping was also not available for the County’s jurisdictions in May, 2021 
except for the City of Newnan.  

Land Use + Transportation Coordination Needs 
Figure 23 is a composite map of recent and future development pressure in Coweta 
County, with a focus on unincorporated areas. Rather than identifying specific parcels, 
the map is a heat map that shows general areas where land use changes are 
occurring, or expected to occur. This map will be important to reference as the CTP 
process advances and can help guide prioritization of projects so that changing areas 
are addressed quickly and proactively.  
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Figure 23: Areas of Recent and Anticipated Land Use Change 
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MAJOR FINDINGS 
• Maintaining the rural character of unincorporated Coweta County is a major 

priority—all transportation improvements will need to be mindful of rural 
character and be scaled appropriately  

• Individually, the new low-density residential developments occurring in Coweta 
County do not generate large impacts to transportation infrastructure. But over 
time, as more and more land transitions to low-density residential uses, there will 
be increasing pressure on the roadway network for improvements such as turn 
lanes, wider shoulders, intersection upgrades. Additionally, more homes 
generate demand for businesses and services, which could spur an additional 
need for upgraded infrastructure and prompt rezonings. Areas to monitor for this 
include: 

o Gordon Road  
o Tommy Lee Cook Road 
o Happy Valley Circle 
o SR 54 near Gordon Road 
o Smokey Road near Dr Bruce Jackson Road 

• New subdivisions are required to have sidewalks within them; in rural areas, these 
will not be connected to a broader system of sidewalks unless more proactive 
planning occurs to build pedestrian/bicycle infrastructure along key corridors 

• Large transportation projects that create new corridors—like the planned 
Madras Connector and the Newnan Bypass—can often spur land use changes. 
Land use policy and regulations need to be in place ahead of time to ensure 
that future changes align with the community’s long-term land use vision  

• Industrial uses are naturally occurring close to the Interstate, which is their optimal 
location from a transportation perspective; as these areas continue to grow, 
extra attention will be needed to address additional wear and tear from trucks 
on the local roadways required for access 
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6. ROADWAY INFRASTRUCTURE + 
SAFETY  

TRAVEL TRENDS 
General travel trends and specific commuter patterns are important to examine 
throughout the County to understand where people and goods are traveling to and 
from and how they are getting there. In analyzing the travel pattern data for Coweta 
County, the following major trends emerged. 

COMMUTER TRENDS 
6The general travel trends of 
commuters in Coweta County 
is shown in Figure 24. Over half 
of commute trips made in 
Coweta County are residents 
who live in Coweta County but 
commute outside the County 
for to reach their jobs. About 
25% of commute trip are those 
coming into Coweta County 
from neighboring jurisdictions.  
And, the remaining 20% of 
commute trips are made by 
those who both live and work 
in Coweta County. 

Where Coweta Residents 
Work 
Figure 25 shows the locations 
where Coweta residents travel 
to for work. Coweta residents 
work throughout the Atlanta metro area with high concentrations of residents traveling 
to Peachtree City, Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport, Downtown Atlanta, 
Midtown Atlanta, Buckhead, Sandy Springs, and along the I-75 corridor in Cobb 

 
 
6 US Census Bureau, LEHD Origin-Destination Employer Statistics (2018) 
 

Figure 24: Coweta County 
Commuting Patterns4 
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County. Many residents also stay within Coweta County and employment centers are 
generally concentrated in the central sections of the County in and around the City of 
Newnan. 

Figure 25: Where Coweta Residents Work7 

 

  

 
 
7 US Census Bureau, LEHD Origin-Destination Employer Statistics (2018) 
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Where Coweta Workers Live 
Figure 26 shows the locations where workers who are employed in Coweta County live. 
People who work in Coweta County tend to either live in the County or live in a nearby 
jurisdiction. Most workers who live and work in Coweta County live in the central area in 
and around the City of Newnan with some other areas of concentration near the City 
of Senoia and City of Grantville. Commuters who come into Coweta County for work 
tend to travel from neighboring counties including western Fayette County, Clayton 
County, Carroll County, south Fulton County, Spalding County, Troup County, 
Meriwether County, and Heard County. 

Figure 26: Where Coweta Workers Live8 

 

 
 
8 US Census Bureau, LEHD Origin-Destination Employer Statistics (2018) 
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TRAVEL PATTERNS 
External Trip Generators 
Figure 27 shows the top external trip generators for Coweta County. The map shows 
destinations of trips pairs that carry at least 1,000 vehicle trips per day entering and 
leaving Coweta County. The approximate number of trips per day generated by each 
destination is shown in Table 8. While most destinations in the table are counties or parts 
of counties within the Atlanta region there are two locations which are major access 
points into and out of the County: I-85 and SR 34. The model only tracks trips within the 
ARC 21-County region therefore trips leaving from these gateways, which are on the 
edge of the model extents, cannot be tracked to their ultimate end point but are 
included as an external destination because a significant number of trips are leaving 
the system at these points. 

Table 8: Top External Trip Generators9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
9 ARC ABM 

Destination Daily Trips Percent of Total 
External Trips 

Fayette County 43,214 35% 
South Fulton County 21,075 17% 
Carroll County 9,974 8% 
City of Atlanta 8,269 7% 
Clayton County 8,268 7% 
I-85 Gateway 7,834 6% 
Douglas County 4,891 4% 
Cobb County 3,475 3% 
Spalding County 3,466 3% 
DeKalb County 3,196 3% 
Henry County 1,898 2% 
SR 34 Gateway 1,159 1% 
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Figure 27: Top Daily External Trip Generators10 

 

The top external trip generator for Coweta County is Fayette County with 35% of 
external trips followed by South Fulton with 17% of trips and Carroll County at 8% of 
external trips. The top 10 external trip destinations account for 91% of all external trips to 
or from Coweta County. External trips make up 37% of Coweta’s total daily trips with the 
other 63% being internal trips that start and end within Coweta County. These numbers 
differ from the figures reported in the commuter trends sections because this analysis 
includes all trip types as opposed to only commuter trips. 

 

 
 
10 ARC ABM 
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Peak Period Travel Patterns 
To further examine travel patterns within Coweta County and to external trip 
generators, Coweta County was subdivided into four super districts matching the super 
districts defined by ARC for population and employment projections. The super districts 
can be seen as the different colored sections of the County in Figures 28 and 29. This 
section reviews the AM peak period commuting patterns. Travel trends observed during 
the AM peak period are mirrored in the PM peak period as commuters make the 
reverse trip from work to home. 

2020 
Figure 28 shows AM peak period travel patterns in 2020. A list of the top 15 travel pairs is 
included as Table 9. 

Figure 28: 2020 AM Peak Period Travel Patterns11 

 

 
 
11 ARC ABM 
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The origin-destination pair with the most trips during the AM peak period between N 
Coweta and W Coweta, accounting for nearly 17% of all morning commute trips. Of 
the top 15 trip pairs, only four involved intra-County travel between two Coweta County 
districts, which supports the earlier observation that a majority of Coweta County 
residents commute outside of the County for work. Fayette County was the most 
popular external destination followed by South Fulton County and Carroll County. 

Table 9: Top 15 Origin-Destination Pairs during AM Peak Period, 202012 

Rank Origin Destination AM Peak 
Period Trips 

% of Total 
AM Trips 

1 N Coweta W Coweta 7,557 16.7% 
2 N Coweta Fayette 6,971 15.4% 
3 N Coweta S Fulton 4,679 10.4% 
4 SE Coweta Fayette 3,569 7.9% 
5 N Coweta SE Coweta 3,065 6.8% 
6 N Coweta S Coweta 2,293 5.1% 
7 N Coweta Atlanta 1,895 4.2% 
8 N Coweta Clayton 1,842 4.1% 
9 N Coweta Carroll 1,594 3.5% 

10 N Coweta Douglas 1,108 2.5% 
11 W Coweta Carroll 1,102 2.4% 
12 N Coweta Cobb 760 1.7% 
13 N Coweta DeKalb 753 1.7% 
14 SE Coweta Spalding 579 1.3% 
15 W Coweta S Coweta 562 1.2% 

  

 
 
12 ARC ABM 
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2050 
The 2050 travel patterns were forecasted using ARC’s ABM to perform the same analysis 
for 2050. Figure 29 shows the forecasted AM peak period travel patterns in 2050. A list of 
the future top 15 travel pairs is included as Table 10. 

Figure 29: 2050 AM Peak Period Travel Patterns13 

 

  

 
 
13 ARC ABM 
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The travel patterns observed in 2020 remain largely consistent in the forecasted 2050 
travel pairs. The most popular travel pair is between N Coweta and W Coweta and 
accounts for nearly over 18% of all AM peak period trips in 2050. The trip pair rankings 
are consistent from 2020 to 2050 except that the 13th and 15th ranked pairs of W Coweta 
and S Coweta and N Coweta and DeKalb switched places between 2020 and 2050. 
The percentage of total AM peak period trips is also very similar between the two time 
periods. 

Table 10: Top 15 Origin-Destination Pairs during AM Peak Period, 2050 

Rank Origin Destination AM Peak 
Period Trips 

% of Total 
AM Trips 2020 Rank 

1 N Coweta W Coweta 11,044 18.4% 1 
2 N Coweta Fayette 9,198 15.3% 2 
3 N Coweta S Fulton 6,406 10.7% 3 
4 SE Coweta Fayette 4,646 7.7% 4 
5 N Coweta SE Coweta 3,998 6.7% 5 
6 N Coweta S Coweta 3,491 5.8% 6 
7 N Coweta Atlanta 2,330 3.9% 7 
8 N Coweta Clayton 2,128 3.5% 8 
9 N Coweta Carroll 1,919 3.2% 9 

10 N Coweta Douglas 1,375 2.3% 10 
11 W Coweta Carroll 1,331 2.2% 11 
12 N Coweta Cobb 983 1.6% 12 
13 W Coweta S Coweta 816 1.4% 15 
14 SE Coweta Spalding 815 1.4% 14 
15 N Coweta DeKalb 806 1.3% 13 
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MODE SPLIT 
Mode split is important to 
examine to determine how 
commuters and other 
travelers are getting from 
place to place.  Modes 
include driving alone, 
shared ride (such as 
carpooling or using 
services like Uber and Lyft), 
transit, walking, and 
bicycling. Figure 30 and 
Table 11 illustrate the 
mode split of the AM peak 
period commuters for 2020 
and 2050 based on the 
ARC Activity Based Model. 
Trips in a single occupant 
vehicle (SOV) make up 
61% of morning commute 
trips in both 2020 and 2050, 
followed by shared ride trips, where the vehicle has more than one person riding in it, at 
34% of trips in both 2020 and 2050. Automobile travel is expected to make up 95% of 
Coweta County trips even into 2050.  

Table 11: Coweta County Mode Split (AM Peak Period 2020 + 2050) 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Mode 2020 2050 
Drive 
Alone  

93,408 61% 133,725 61% 

Shared 
Ride 

53,293 34% 75,015 34% 

Transit 3 0% 2 <1% 
Bike 934 1% 1,193 1% 
Walk 6,296 4% 8,508 4% 

Figure 30: Coweta County Mode Split (AM Peak Period, 
2020 + 2050) 
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ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS 

ROADWAY LANEAGE 
The number of through lanes a roadway has is also known as roadway laneage.  
Roadway laneage of Coweta County is shown in Figure 31. Most of the County’s roads 
are two-lane roadways with the exception of I-85 and some small segments of major 
thoroughfares near Newnan. Table 12 quantifies the miles of roadway broken down by 
number of lanes (non-directional) and functional classification. 94% of Coweta 
County’s roads are two lanes with one, three, and four-lane roadways making up the 
rest at 2% each. 

Figure 31: Coweta County Roadway Laneage 
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Table 12: Miles of Roadway Laneage by Functional Classification14 

Functional 
Classification 

Number of Lanes 
1 2 3 4 

Local 24 1,011 1 1 
Minor Collector - 150 - - 
Major Collector - 168 - - 
Minor Arterial 1 119 - 4 
Major Arterial - 34 2 - 
Interstate (Mainline and 
Ramps)  

9 11 26 20 

 
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 
Coweta County roadways are defined by their functional classification. This system 
defines the level of access and mobility provided by the roadway. Each class is defined 
below: 

• Interstate – Access-limited roads that provide the highest level of mobility serving 
primarily long-distance trips and freight movement.  

• Arterials – Often high-speed facilities that provide mobility across the County 
serving as connections to interstates as well as the local network of collectors 
and local roads.  

• Collectors – Major and minor roads, often 2-lane facilities, that provide 
connection between local roads and the arterial network. They provide minimal 
long-distance mobility and mainly serve local traffic.  

• Local Roads – Provide direct access, usually short-distance, to neighborhoods, 
businesses, and local areas within the County. Local roads are by far the most 
common roadway in the County. 

Figure 32 shows the functional classification of roadways in Coweta County. Table 13 
quantifies the miles of each class of roadway. Local roads make up a majority of the 
roads in Coweta County with all other roadway classes making up about 10% or less of 
Coweta County roads. 

 
 
14 Coweta County Public Works 
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Figure 32: Coweta County Functional Classification 

 

Table 13: Functional Classification (Coweta County Public Works) 

Functional 
Classification 

Miles of 
Roadway 

Percent of Total 

Local 1037 66% 
Minor Collector 150 9% 
Major Collector 168 11% 
Minor Arterial 124 8% 
Principal Arterial 36 2% 
Interstate 66 4% 
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ROADWAY MAINTENANCE  
There are over 1,580 miles of road in Coweta 
County. Figure 26 shows the jurisdiction that 
each road falls under including state, County, 
municipal, and private roads. Table 14 
summarizes the miles of roadway in each 
category. 62% of the roadways fall under the 
jurisdiction of Coweta County compared with 
about 14% state roads, 17% municipal roads, 
and 7% private, neighborhood roads.  

Figure 33: Route Maintenance by Jurisdiction (GDOT) 

  

Table 14: Roadway Miles by Responsible 
Jurisdiction 

Jurisdiction Centerline Miles 
State 220 

County 985 
Municipal 265 

Private 110 
Other 5 
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PAVEMENT CONDITIONS 
Coweta County tracks the condition of pavement on roadways within the County 
including local and subdivision roads. Table 15 quantifies the miles of surveyed roadway 
that fit each pavement condition description used by the County. 82% of surveyed 
roads in Coweta County are in new, good, or fair condition while less than 3% of roads 
are categorized in the lowest, very poor, category. The two major roadway segments 
that are classified as having very poor pavement conditions are JD Walton Road from 
Bob Wilson Road to SR 34 and Old Highway 85 from SR 85 to SR 16. 

Table 15: Coweta County Pavement Conditions (Coweta County Public Works, 2019) 

Condition Pavement Description 
Road Type (miles of 

roadway) 
Total 

(miles of 
roadway) Subdivision Local Major 

New No Cracking, Rutting, or Base 
Failure 58 57 56 171 

Good Minor Cracking Only 118 75 194 387 

Fair Moderate Cracking, Less than 
20% Base Failure 67 54 53 174 

Poor 
Moderate to Severe Cracking 
w/ 20% - 35% Base Failure, Few 
Patches 

55 56 26 137 

Very Poor Severe Cracking, Rutting, 
Patches, Over 35% Base Failure 13 5.4 5.4 23.8 

 
BRIDGE CONDITIONS 
There are 166 bridges and culverts in Coweta County according to the National Bridge 
Inventory database. Bridge locations throughout the County can be seen in Figure 34 
along with their sufficiency rating. The sufficiency rating is a numerical value indicative 
of a bridges sufficiency to remain in service, with 100 being fully sufficient and 0 being 
completely insufficient. This sufficiency rating is calculated based on the structural 
adequacy and safety of the bridge, its serviceability and functional obsolescence, as 
well as the bridge’s essentiality of public use. The numbers of bridges in each sufficiency 
rating category are presented in Table 16. Overall, 70 bridges in Coweta County have a 
sufficiency rating below 80 points and may be in need of repair or replacement.  
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Figure 34: Coweta County Bridge Inventory 

 

Table 16: Bridge Sufficiency Ratings15 

Sufficiency # of Bridges % 

Sufficiency Rating > 80 
(Good Condition) 115 69% 

Sufficiency Rating <= 
80 (Federal Repair 
Funding) 

51 31% 

Sufficiency Rating <= 
50 (Federal 
Replacement Funding) 

19 11% 

 
 
15 National Bridge Inventory, 2018 
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A list of the most critical bridges, those with a sufficiency rating below 50 points or are 
listed as being in “poor” condition in the bridge inventory database, are shown in Table 
17. There are seven bridges with a sufficiency rating below 50 that are also considered 
to be in poor condition and one bridge with a sufficiency rating above 50 but that is 
considered to be in poor condition. 

Table 17: Coweta County Bridges with Sufficiency Rating below 50 or Poor Condition 
(National Bridge Inventory, 2018) 

Facility Carried Feature Crossed Rating Condition 
SR 54 Shoal Creek 41.7 Fair 
Gordon Road Abandoned Railroad 38.8 Poor 
Corinth Road New River 47.2 Fair 
Happy Valley 
Road Browns Creek 49.7 Fair 

McIntosh Trail Keg Creek 37.4 Fair 
Moore Road Little White Oak Creek 27 Poor 
Gray Girls Road Gray Branch 38.1 Fair 
Bardbury Road East Trammel Branch 49.1 Fair 
Lowery Rd Exit Yellow Jacket Creek 42.5 Fair 
Bo Bo Bank's 
Road Messiers Creek 38.3 Fair 

Chandler Road Sandy Creek Trib. 25.7 Poor 
Holbrook Road Sandy Creek 36.1 Poor 
Mt. Carmer Road Thomas Creek 24.8 Poor 
Payton Road Pearson Creek 40.4 Poor 
Boone Road Thomas Creek 25.7 Fair 
Sewell Mill Road Cedar Creek 48.4 Fair 
Main Street  Ns Rr (719386R) 15.7 Poor 
Henry Bryant 
Road Wahoo Creek 47.3 Fair 

Minniw Sewell 
Road Yellow Jacket Creek 12.6 Fair 

Line Creek Road Line Creek 61.6 Poor 
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CONGESTION 
Roadway congestion is important to measure to help identify areas with high travel 
demand, inadequate infrastructure or capacity, and inefficient operations. Typically, 
congestion is measured and analyzed by traffic volumes, levels of service (LOS), and 
the travel time reliability index (TTI).  

TRAFFIC VOLUMES  
Traffic volume is the daily volume of traffic (number of vehicles) on a roadway on a 
given day. For Coweta County, the average daily traffic volume was calculated and 
analyzed for all Coweta roadways included in the ARC ABM traffic assignment network 
for 2020 and 2050.  

2020 
Figure 35 shows the bandwidth of daily traffic volumes on roadways throughout 
Coweta County in 2020 based on ARC’s activity-based model. The heaviest volumes 
are concentrated on I-85, arterials that provide access to I-85, and in the City of 
Newnan. Arterials with the highest volumes include SR 34 (including the SR 34 Bypass), 
SR 16, SR 154, and SR 14/US 29.  

Figure 35: Coweta County Daily Traffic Volumes, 2020 
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The highest non-interstate daily volumes occur along SR 34/Bullsboro Road near the I-85 
interchange with daily volumes ranging from around 18,500 to 22,000 vehicles per day. 
This is one of the few sections of roadway in the County that provide ample capacity to 
handle this level of traffic with 4 to 6 lanes throughout the segment. All other roadways 
in the County carry less than 17,000 vehicles per day which is within the service 
capacity of a two-lane undivided roadway.  

2050 
Figure 36 shows the bandwidth of 2050 forecasted daily traffic volumes on roadways 
throughout Coweta County based on ARC’s 2050 model. The model includes any 
programmed transportation infrastructure improvements which add or reduce 
capacity and are funded for construction through 2050. Overall, corridors with the 
highest traffic volumes are generally unchanged from the 2020 model. The I-85 corridor 
carries the most traffic with arterial roadways SR 34, SR 16, SR 154, and SR 14/US 29 also 
carrying significant volumes. One noticeable change in traffic patterns from the 2020 
model is the construction of a new roadway from SR 14/US 29 to SR 34, including a new 
interchange at I-85, known as the Madras Connector and Amlajack Boulevard 
Extension projects. This roadway will provide an alternate route for traffic currently 
accessing I-85 via SR 154 and SR 34. 

Figure 36: Coweta County Daily Traffic Volumes, 2050 
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LEVEL OF SERVICE 
The operational effectiveness of roadways is typically expressed in terms of its level of 
service (LOS). LOS is a standard means of classifying traffic conditions associated with 
various traffic volume levels relative to each roadway’s capacity. LOS is expressed in 
terms of a volume to capacity ratio and is classified by letters A-F. 

Figure 37: Level of Service Description (Maryland DOT) 

 

LOS A, B, and C are associated with light and stable traffic flow, with no more than 
intermittently occurring delays. LOS D is characterized by longer delays; however, it is 
still considered to represent acceptable operational conditions. LOS E and F are 
considered unacceptable operations and represent extreme congestion and delay. 
LOS F is the point at which the roadway volume has exceeded its capacity. LOS data 
was gathered for roadways in Coweta County for both AM and PM peak periods for 
the years 2020 and 2050 below.  
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2020 
The AM and PM peak period LOS maps are shown below in Figures 38 and 29. The 
majority of Coweta County roadways do not experience significant operational issues 
during the AM and PM peak periods, evidenced by a majority of roadways operated at 
LOS C or better. There are two locations during both the AM and PM peak periods that 
experience an LOS of E or F: 

• SR 154 south of the I-85 interchange 
• SR 16 north of the SR 34 Bypass 

Figure 38: Coweta County AM Peak Period LOS, 2020 
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Figure 39: Coweta County PM Peak Period LOS, 2020 
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2050 
The AM and PM peak period LOS maps for 2050 are shown below in Figures 40 and 41. 
Two planned projects are expected to alleviate an existing area of congestion along SR 
154 at I-85 by 2050;a roadway widening project along SR 154 will increase the capacity 
of SR 154 while the construction of the Madras Connector, Amalajack Boulevard 
Extension, and a new interchange and I-85 will provide an alternative route for traffic to 
access I-85 and lead to significantly improved operations in the area. Congestion is 
projected to increase along SR 16 north of the SR 34 Bypass and new areas of concern 
will start to show up along Collinsworth Road in the northeast corner of Coweta County. 

Figure 40: Coweta County AM Peak Period LOS, 2050 
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Figure 41: Coweta County PM Peak Period LOS, 2050 
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TRAVEL TIME RELIABILITY 
Travel time reliability is measured using real-time location-based traffic data to 
calculate the travel time index (TTI) of a roadway. The TTI measures the ratio of the free 
flow speed of a segment divided by the measured peak period speed on that 
segment. A TTI of 1.0 means the free flow speed and the peak period speed are the 
same and there is no congestion. A TTI greater than 1.0 indicates that some level of 
congestion is present because the peak period speeds are lower than the free flow 
speed.  

Data from INRIX 2019, provided by ARC, was used assuming a base free flow speed 
from off peak periods and calculated peak period speeds for the AM peak period from 
6:00 AM to 10:00 AM and PM peak period speeds from 3:00 PM to 7:00 PM. Figures 42 
and 43 present the TTI for the 2019 AM and PM peak periods, respectively. 

Figure 42: Coweta County AM Peak Period TTI, 2019 
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Figure 43: Coweta County PM Peak Period TTI, 2019 

 

Similar to the results of the LOS analysis, there is very little congestion observed 
throughout Coweta County in existing conditions with a majority of major thoroughfares 
operating with a TTI of less than 1.5 during both the AM and PM peak periods. The 
majority of segments that are shown as having a TTI above 2.0 are located in more rural 
and sparsely populated areas.  Table 18 presents the top 5 roadways and intersections 
with the highest TTI in both the AM and PM peak periods. 
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Table 18: Top AM and PM Congested Roadway Segments and Intersections in Coweta 
County 

 Road To/From or Approach TTI 

AM Segments 

Clark St/SR 14/SR16/SR24/US 
27 ALT/US 29 Jackson St to Jefferson St 2.86 

Lone Oak Rd US 29/SR 14 to Coweta 
County Line 2.20 

Coweta Heard Rd US 29/SR 14 to Georgia 
Hwy/SR 100 2.20 

Newnan Rd Old Carrollton Rd to Smith Rd 2.20 
Sherwood Dr/Winfield 

Dr/Dixon St Roscoe Rd to Elm St 2.20 

AM 
Intersections 

New Corinth Rd at Earl North 
Rd SB Approach 3.15 

Jefferson St/SR 34 at Clark St SB Approach 2.86 
Pylant St at Seavy St SB Approach 2.50 

SR 154/Sharpsburg McCollum 
Rd at US 29/SR 14/Jefferson 

David Memorial Hwy 
WB Approach 2.50 

Thompson St at E. Broad St NB Approach 2.20 

PM Segments 

Clark St/SR 14/SR16/SR24/US 
27 ALT/US 29 Jackson St to Jefferson St 4.05 

SR 154/Sharpsburg McCollum 
Rd US 29/SR 14 to I-85 NB Ramp 2.55 

SR 54/Sgt. Mike Stokely 
Memorial Hwy 

SR 154/Sharpsburg McCollum 
Rd to SR 16 2.38 

SR 14/SR 16/US 27 ALT/US 29 Posey Pl to Powell St 2.14 
Collinsworth Rd Weldon Rd to I-85 NB Ramp 2.06 

PM 
Intersections 

Jefferson St/SR 34 at Clark St SB Approach 4.05 
New Corinth Rd at Earl North 

Rd SB Approach 2.30 

Pylant St at Seavy St SB Approach 2.00 
SR 34 Bypass/Millard Farmer 

Ind Blvd SB Approach 2.00 

Weldon Rd at SR 154/US 29 WB Approach 2.00 
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TRAFFIC SIGNALIZATION + ITS 

TRAFFIC SIGNALS  
Traffic signals play a crucial role in allocating the proper traffic flow to roadway right-of-
way within the County and convey traffic control to travelers. Coweta County’s GIS 
and GDOT’s Automated Traffic Signal Performance Measures (ATSPM) databases 
were used to identify all signalized intersections within Coweta County. In total, there 
are 103 signalized intersections. In addition to these conventional signalized 
intersections, other traffic control systems identified included flashing beacons, school 
flashers, close-circuit televisions (CCTV), and fiber optic communication systems. As 
shown in Figure 44, many of the traffic signals are concentrated within the city limits of 
Newnan as well as along SR 154 and SR 34 in unincorporated Coweta County.  

Figure 44: Traffic Signal Locations Coweta County 
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Most of the signalized intersections within Coweta County are located on state 
routes and are maintained by GDOT. The City of Newnan maintains 17 traffic signals 
and Coweta County maintains 14 signals. Table 19 shows the number of traffic 
signals within each jurisdictional boundary in Coweta County. Many signalized 
intersections along key arterials have coordinated traffic signal systems.   

Table 19: Signalized Intersections in Coweta County 

Boundaries # of Signals 
Newnan 53 
Senoia 2 

Grantville 0 
Sharpsburg 1 
Moreland 0 
Sargent 0 
Haralson 0 

Turin 0 
Unincorporated Coweta County 47 

TOTAL 103 
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INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 
Intelligent transportation systems (ITS) are intended to enhance transportation 
efficiency and mobility, improve emergency response, provide more reliable travel 
times, as well as reduce environmental impacts by the application of a broad range 
of communication-based technologies. The incorporation of ITS infrastructure has cost 
savings by reducing the demand to build additional roadway facilities to increase 
capacity. The application of ITS infrastructure includes freeway management, incident 
management, emergency management, arterial management, traffic signal 
synchronization, transit management and several other functions.  

Within Coweta County, ITS elements only include traffic signal coordination along key 
arterials and GDOT CCTV cameras on I-85 and some state routes. GDOT’S CCTV 
cameras are shown in Figure 45. 

Figure 45: GDOT CCTV locations - Coweta County 
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SAFETY 
The most recent five years of historical crash data, 2015 through 2019, for Coweta 
County was collected using GDOT’s Electronic Accident Reporting System (GEARS) 
database. In total, 22,133 crashes were reported in Coweta County over the past five 
years (2015-2019). The following sections summarize trends observed throughout 
Coweta County based on this historical data. 

CRASH HISTORY 
All crashes broken down by year, manner of collision, and severity are summarized in 
Table 20. The highest crash total in Coweta County was observed in 2017 with 4,578 
crashes, followed closely by 2019 with 4,539 crashes. About 27% of crashes resulted in at 
least one injury while about 0.5% of crashes resulted in a fatality over the past five years. 
Crashes involving a bicycle or pedestrian also accounted for about 0.5% of all crashes. 

Table 20: Summary of Coweta County Crashes, 2015-201916 

Year 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Manner 
of 
Collision 

Angle 864 1006 1067 1036 1115 
Rear End 1907 1874 1958 1786 1932 
Sideswipe-Same Direction 308 360 342 356 385 
Sideswipe-Opposite Direction 56 67 56 61 88 
Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 1019 864 814 780 777 
Head On 94 88 93 110 110 
Unclassified 1 81 248 298 132 

Total Crashes 4249 4340 4578 4427 4539 
Total Non-Fatal Injury Crashes 1263 1120 1206 1174 1224 
Total Injuries 1861 1629 1780 1689 1810 
Total Fatality Crashes 15 18 22 13 21 
Total Fatalities 17 21 24 14 23 
Total Bike/Ped Related Crashes 19 22 18 11 31 

 

  

 
 
16 GEARS 
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High Crash Locations 
Location data from the crash reports were used to map crash locations throughout the 
County. A heat map of crash locations shown in Figure 46. The heat map shows that the 
highest concentration of crashes in Coweta County occur in the vicinity of SR 34, US 29 
and US 27, particularly in the City of Newnan. There are other areas of high 
concentration at the I-85 ramps that connect to US 27, on SR 54 leading to Peachtree 
City and in Senoia. 

Figure 46: Coweta County Crash Heat Map (2015-2019) 

 

Crash Rates 
The crash rates for major corridors in Coweta County were calculated using 2019 crash 
and volume data. Calculating crash rates helps to identify low volume, high crash risk 
locations that do not necessarily experience a high total number of crashes.  Figure 47 
shows the crash rates on all segments analyzed on the County map. There were 159 
unique segments created as part of this analysis which segmented roadways based on 
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similar functional classification and volume data. The 25 segments with the highest 
crash rates are displayed in Table 21 along with their comparison to the statewide 
average crash rate. Of the 159 segments analyzed, the following trends were identified: 

• 95 segments had a total crash rate above the statewide average 
• 107 segments had injury crash rates above the statewide average 
• 23 segments had injury rates above the statewide average 
• 18 segments had fatal crash rates above the statewide average 
• 17 segments had a fatality rate above the statewide average 

Injury crash rates refer to the number of crashes that result in injuries (no fatalities). Injury 
rates refer to the total number of injuries – there can be more than one injury per crash 
incident.  

Figure 47: High Crash Rate Corridors 
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Table 21: Summary of Coweta County Crash Rates, 201917 

Roadway From To Length 
(mi) 

2019 
AADT 

No. of 
Crashes Crash Rate 

Statewide 
Crash 
Rate 

Posey Place Jackson St Jefferson St 0.1 2,650 10 19,101 540 
Salbide Avenue Jackson St Jefferson St 0.1 8,250 15 8,611 581 
Spring Street Jefferson St College St 0.2 3,070 16 7,352 424 
Bonnell Street Temple Ave Fair St 0.1 5,060 8 6,404 540 
Spring Street College St Boone Dr 0.5 840 9 5,387 424 
SR 54 SR 34 Fischer Rd 0.5 7,540 68 5,135 540 
Fischer Road SR 34 SR 54 0.5 3,900 29 4,489 540 
East Broad 
Street Largrange St Pinson St 0.5 5,225 46 4,398 540 

Jackson Street Clark St Salbide Ave 0.6 11,250 87 3,694 581 
Farmer Street Jefferson St East Broad St 0.8 2,970 30 3,472 424 
Gordon Road Bill Estes Rd SR 74/SR 85 0.6 540 4 3,472 424 
Henry Bryant 
Road US 27 ALT US 29 1.0 390 5 3,393 424 

Pinson Street East Broad St Martin Luther 
King Jr Dr 0.7 2,490 20 3,334 424 

Greison Trail Jefferson St SR 34 0.3 5,730 23 3,191 424 
Jefferson 
Street1 Clark St Salbide Ave 0.6 12,850 74 2,748 581 

Poplar Road Newnan 
Crossing Bypass 

Newnan 
Crossing Blvd 0.7 10,900 79 2,715 540 

US 29 South SR 16 East I-85 0.5 19,700 98 2,569 581 
Boone Drive Spring St Lagrange St 0.7 1,520 9 2,361 540 
Hospital Road Temple Ave SR 34 1.0 6,890 55 2,202 424 
Clark Street US 29 Richard Allen Dr 0.4 12,300 43 2,192 540 
Temple Avenue Franklin Rd Newnan Bypass 0.8 7,200 44 2,180 540 
Newnan 
Crossing 
Bypass 

Lower 
Fayetteville Rd Poplar Rd 0.9 13,350 97 2,167 540 

SR 34 I-85 Millard Farmer 
Industrial Blvd 0.7 54,300 317 2,144 581 

Temple Avenue Clark St Jackson St 0.5 1,425 5 2,109 540 
Millard Farmer 
Industrial Blvd SR 34 Jefferson Pkwy 0.6 29,500 140 2,071 581 

 
 
17 GEARS, VHB Analysis 
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Roadway From To Length 
(mi) 

2019 
AADT 

No. of 
Crashes Crash Rate 

Statewide 
Crash 
Rate 

Posey Place Jackson St Jefferson St 0.1 2,650 10 19,101 540 
Salbide Avenue Jackson St Jefferson St 0.1 8,250 15 8,611 581 
Spring Street Jefferson St College St 0.2 3,070 16 7,352 424 
Bonnell Street Temple Ave Fair St 0.1 5,060 8 6,404 540 
Spring Street College St Boone Dr 0.5 840 9 5,387 424 
GA 54 GA 34 Fischer Rd 0.5 7,540 68 5,135 540 
Fischer Road GA 34 GA 54 0.5 3,900 29 4,489 540 
East Broad 
Street Largrange St Pinson St 0.5 5,225 46 4,398 540 

Jackson Street Clark St Salbide Ave 0.6 11,250 87 3,694 581 
Farmer Street Jefferson St East Broad St 0.8 2,970 30 3,472 424 
Gordon Road Bill Estes Rd GA 74/GA 85 0.6 540 4 3,472 424 
Henry Bryant 
Road US 27 ALT US 29 1.0 390 5 3,393 424 

Pinson Street East Broad St Martin Luther 
King Jr Dr 0.7 2,490 20 3,334 424 

Greison Trail Jefferson St GA 34 0.3 5,730 23 3,191 424 
Jefferson 
Street1 Clark St Salbide Ave 0.6 12,850 74 2,748 581 

Poplar Road Newnan 
Crossing Bypass 

Newnan 
Crossing Blvd 0.7 10,900 79 2,715 540 

US 29 South GA 16 East I-85 0.5 19,700 98 2,569 581 
Boone Drive Spring St Lagrange St 0.7 1,520 9 2,361 540 
Hospital Road Temple Ave GA 34 1.0 6,890 55 2,202 424 
Clark Street US 29 Richard Allen Dr 0.4 12,300 43 2,192 540 
Temple Avenue Franklin Rd Newnan Bypass 0.8 7,200 44 2,180 540 
Newnan 
Crossing 
Bypass 

Lower 
Fayetteville Rd Poplar Rd 0.9 13,350 97 2,167 540 

GA 34 I-85 Millard Farmer 
Industrial Blvd 0.7 54,300 317 2,144 581 

Temple Avenue Clark St Jackson St 0.5 1,425 5 2,109 540 
Millard Farmer 
Industrial Blvd GA 34 Jefferson Pkwy 0.6 29,500 140 2,071 581 
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Bicycle + Pedestrian Crashes 
There were 101 reported crashes involving bicycles and pedestrians between 2015 and 
2019 in Coweta County. 80 of those crashes resulted in non-fatal injuries and 8 resulted 
in fatalities. All bicycle and pedestrian crashes are broken down by year and severity in 
Table 22, while Figure 48 shows the distribution of crash severity by category.  

In the past five years, 87 percent of crashes involving a bicyclist, or a pedestrian 
resulted in an injury or fatality. That is significantly higher than the statistics for all crashes 
of which 27 percent resulted in an injury or fatality.  

Table 22: Bicycle + Pedestrian Crashes 2015-2019 (GEARS) 

Category/Year 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Crashes 19 22 18 11 31 
Total Property Damage 
Only Crashes 3 3 3 0 4 

Total Non-Fatal Injury 
Crashes 14 16 14 11 25 

Total Number of Injuries 14 18 14 11 27 
Total Fatality Crashes 2 3 1 0 2 
Total Number of Fatalities 2 3 1 0 2 
 
      

 

  

Figure 48: Bicycle + Pedestrian Crash Severity Breakdown (GEARS) 
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Location data from the crash reports were used to map bicycle and pedestrian crash 
locations throughout the County. A map of these locations is shown in Figure 49. 

Figure 49: Bicycle + Pedestrian Crash Severity (2015-2019) 

 

The location map shows several hot spot locations for bicycle and pedestrian crashes in 
Coweta County that occur in the vicinity of Jackson Street in Newnan, and around I-85 
particularly at US 29 and SR 34. There is also a high concentration of bicycle and 
pedestrian crashes along Wells Street in Senoia.  

No major trends emerged from analyzing the details of bicycle and pedestrian fatality 
crashes. Two pedestrian fatalities were caused by not crossing at crosswalks and one 
was caused when a pedestrian was walking on the interstate. The other fatalities were 
caused by distracted drivers or drivers under in the influence.  
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NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
Roadway infrastructure needs were identified through analysis of historical, existing, and 
forecasted data presented in the existing conditions section of this report. Potential 
project needs were categorized as either roadway, bridge, or intersection projects.  
Roadway project needs were identified by reviewing the following elements:  

• Existing TTI data 
• Existing and projected peak period LOS 
• Historical crash data 

 

Intersection project needs were identified by reviewing: 

• Existing TTI data 
• Historical crash data 

 

Bridge needs were determined based on the sufficiency rating reported in the National 
Bridge Inventory.  

ROADWAY 
Overall, major roads with very poor pavement condition are the most critical sections to 
prioritize for basic safety improvements. Additionally, roadways where a significant 
portion of the road is currently experiencing congestion during the peak hour, 
indicated either by having a TTI greater than about 2.5 or being one of the top five 
congested segments during a peak period, were identified as potential improvement 
locations. Many of the locations with elevated TTIs are located in the vicinity of 
downtown Newnan, which contains the highest concentrations of residential and 
employment centers within Coweta County as discussed in the travel trends section.  

Roadways with large portions of the segment experiencing peak period LOS of E or F in 
2050 and 2020 were also identified as potential improvement locations. Locations that 
met LOS criteria for identified needs were generally located in downtown Newnan or 
along major state routes that carry traffic to and from I-85, providing access to southern 
Fulton County, and neighboring Carroll County. South Fulton County and Carroll County 
were also identified in the travel trends section as the number two and three external 
trip generators for Coweta County, respectively.  

Fayette County is the top external trip generator for Coweta County. While the daily 
and peak period traffic between the two counties is high, the operational analysis of 
roadways connecting the counties does not indicate significant congestion along the 
routes serving Fayette County. Short segments at the border with Fayette County on SR 
34 east of SR 54 and on Collinsworth Road are expected to operate at LOS E in 2050 
and will be reviewed for potential improvement recommendations. Analysis of 
forecasted 2050 versus 2020 LOS indicated that the construction of the planned Madras 
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Connector, Amlajack Boulevard Extension, and new interchange at I-85 is expected to 
mitigate LOS deficiencies observed in the 2020 models along SR 154 at I-85. 

Segment crash rates were calculated on all interstate, principal arterial, minor arterial, 
and major collector roadways for the most recent five years of complete crash data, 
from 2015 through 2019, where annual historical traffic count data was available. 156 
roadway segments were screened as part of this process. Segment crash rates were 
compared to statewide averages for total crashes and injury crashes. Segments with 
crash rates higher than the statewide average were identified as potential 
improvement locations. Additionally, segments that experienced at least three fatal 
crashes or two bicycle or pedestrian crashes were also identified as potential 
improvement locations. Segments identified as safety needs were generally located on 
segments with significant development, which may increase conflict points along a 
corridor, or high rates of speed, which may result in more severe crashes.  

A table listing the roadway segments identified as potential improvements based on 
the criteria described above and indicates which of the screening criteria was met for 
the segment to be included as a potential improvement can be found in Appendix D 
of this document. Segment analysis fact sheets for each of the identified roadway 
segments can also be found in Appendix E of this document. Potential improvements 
indicated by TTI or LOS analysis may require capacity improvement project to mitigate 
congestion issues while safety indicated needs may require operational improvements 
to enhance safety along the corridor. 

INTERSECTIONS 
Intersections with approaches that were identified in the top 5 most congested 
intersection approaches during the AM and PM peak hour were identified as potential 
improvement locations. The top five locations included all intersection approaches with 
a TTI of 2.5 or greater within Coweta County. 

Similar to the segment safety analysis, crash data from 2015 through 2019 was reviewed 
at 164 intersections in Coweta County. An intersection was identified as a potential 
improvement location if a high percentage of crashes resulted in injury and fatality 
crashes or if the intersection had experienced a high proportion of potentially 
dangerous types of crashes, such as angle and run-off-the-road crashes. Additionally, 
intersections that experienced at least two bicycle or pedestrian crashes were also 
identified as potential improvement locations. 

A table listing the intersections identified as potential improvements based on the 
criteria described above and indicates which of the screening criteria was met for the 
segment to be included as a potential improvement can be found in Appendix D of 
this document. Intersection analysis fact sheets for each of the identified intersections 
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can also be found in Appendix E of this document. Potential improvements indicated 
by TTI analysis may require capacity improvements at the intersection while safety 
indicated needs may require operational improvements to enhance safety at the 
intersection. 

BRIDGES 
Bridges were identified as potential improvement locations based on their sufficiency 
rating. Bridges with a sufficiency rating below 50 are considered the highest priority and 
may qualify for federal replacement funding to assist with project costs. Bridges with a 
sufficiency rating between 50 and 80 are also potential improvement locations 
however they are a lower priority than bridges with lower ratings. Bridges with a rating 
between 50 and 80 may qualify for federal repair funding to help offset project costs 
and allow preemptive improvements to be made to avoid further deterioration. 

Bridges in Coweta County with a sufficiency rating below 80 are identified as qualifying 
for either federal repair or replacement funding. A full table of these identified bridges 
can be found in Appendix D of this document.  

Potential improvements indicated by TTI or LOS analysis may require capacity 
improvement project to mitigate congestion issues while safety indicated needs may 
require operational improvements to enhance safety along the corridor. 

SIGNALIZATION + ITS 
Traffic Signals  
Based on the population and development growth in Coweta County, the County’s 
transportation network has experienced increased congestion and travel times. With 
this growth has come new and expanded development that has put more demand on 
the existing transportation system and changed traditional travel patterns. Moreover, 
industrial growth, such as new distribution centers coming online, has increased the 
amount of truck traffic on Coweta’s roads. Optimizing signal timing and synchronization 
along heavily traveled corridors is a low-cost, short-term, opportunity to improve 
capacity while avoiding higher cost, long-term, road widenings. Highlighted corridors 
that would benefit the most from signal optimization and synchronization improvements 
include:  

• SR 34 
• SR 154 
• US 29 
• Poplar Road 
• Lower Fayetteville Road 
• Downtown Newnan 
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In addition to operational improvements at intersections such as turning lanes and 
signal phasing, opportunities to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists should be 
prioritized as well. It is important to ensure that intersection improvements include 
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Acts (ADA), i.e., median refuges, 
pedestrian countdown timers, accessible ramps, and lengthening crossing times for 
pedestrians.  

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)  
ITS also known as, Advanced Traffic Management Systems (ATMS) encompass a broad 
range of innovative communication equipment to monitor and control traffic as well as 
transmit information to drivers about travel options. Types of ITS/ATMS equipment 
include real-time signal coordination, cameras, sensors, and dynamic message signs. 
Such technology provides the opportunities to enhance traffic flow and reduce 
congestion during peak travel times and special events. Coordinating ITS/ATMS 
implementation plans with public safety departments, such as Law Enforcement, Fire 
and Rescue, and Medical Transportation, is important as emerging technology can 
greatly benefit emergency response times.  

With the spur of industrial growth in Coweta, such as distribution centers, public and 
stakeholder feedback demonstrates a growing concern regarding an increase in 
freight traffic. Strategies to optimize freight traffic access to Interstate 85, for example 
via the imminent Madras Connector, and deter heavy vehicles from local roads are 
vital. ITS infrastructure, operational improvements at railroad crossings, and dynamic 
message signs (see Figure 50) are cost-effective methods for directing heavy truck 
traffic to designated truck routes and deterring them from local roads.   

Figure 50: Dynamic Signage on US 41, Cobb County 

With the implementation of 
ITS/ATMS technologies, the 
inclusion of a Traffic 
Management Center (TMC) 
could be beneficial to the 
County. A TMC would enable the 
County to monitor traffic 
operations along heavily traveled 
corridors in real time, as well as 
improve deployment of response 
times during traffic incidents and 
alert drivers to resulting changes in travel times. Additionally, consideration should be 
given to housing other departments such as law enforcement and fire and emergency 
management services to more efficiently deploy multiagency response.  
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It is important to note that establishing a TMC would require significant coordination 
between the County, local jurisdictions, and GDOT in terms of operations. With that in 
mind, the County and local jurisdictions should continue to monitor the need for a 
central location for traffic management. An alternative would be working with GDOT to 
include the County’s principal arterials, such as SR 34, as a corridor in their Regional 
Traffic Operations Program. 

CAV Technology  
Connected/Automated vehicles (CAV) are quickly becoming the future of mobility. 
CAV technology can range from driver assistance, such as adaptive cruise control and 
“lane keep assist”, all the way to driverless full automation of the vehicle. The Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) has found that equipping passenger, freight, and transit 
vehicles with CAV technology can generate safety benefits related to human driving 
errors, such as fatigue and distraction.   

GDOT is actively researching and deploying CV architecture, such as dedicated short-
range communications (DSRC) at intersections and next-generation highway striping to 
provide infrastructure improvements for connected vehicle applications and beyond. 
Looking ahead, the state’s ultimate goal is to have 100% deployment of DSRC on 
interstates, at signalized intersections on state routes and freight networks. CAV and 
other emerging technology should be kept at the forefront as recommendations are 
made to improve traffic operations throughout the County.  
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OVERALL ROADWAY INFRASTRUCTURE + SAFETY  
NEEDS BY  GROWTH STRATEGY AREA  

• Growth Priority Area 
o Focus on strategic signal retiming and synchronization and 

intersection improvements including ADA compliance upgrades; 
explore options for additional ITS and CAV infrastructure   

o Strategically address high crash and high congestion intersections 
and roadway segments; avoid road widening when possible 

• Growth Maintenance Area  
o Focus on operational improvements like signal retiming and 

synchronization  
o Strategically address high crash and high congestion intersections 

and roadway segments; minimal road widening except to address 
known safety issues or expand bike/ped network 

• Rural Conservation Area 
o Focus on school zone, at-grade railway crossing, and intersection 

operational and safety improvements 
o Maintain existing roadway conditions by investing in basic safety 

upgrades such as bridge repair/replacement and pavement 
condition improvements 
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7. GOODS MOVEMENT 
The movement of goods (freight) is an important part of the Coweta County economy 
and planning to ensure the roadway infrastructure accommodates trucks safely and 
facilitates their efficient movement is necessary. Manufacturers, retailers, and customers 
all rely on trucks, trains, boats, and airplanes to get goods from producers to consumers. 
Trucks are an important user of the Coweta County roadway system. 

FREIGHT ROUTES + CORRIDORS 
Many jurisdictions attempt to influence the movement of trucks to roadways that can 
most adequately handle such traffic. This can be done by designating official truck 
routes or by prohibiting truck traffic on certain roads.  

Coweta County has designated two local roads as official truck routes: Weldon Road 
which runs from Collinsworth Rd (near its interchange with I-85) to US 29, and Turkey 
Creek Road between SR 16 and the Newnan Crossing Bypass. There are no truck 
prohibitions currently in place in the County.  

Regionally, ARC has identified a longer distance truck route in the Atlanta Strategic 
Truck Route Master Plan (ASTRoMaP). The ASTRoMaP identifies two east-west and one 
north-south regional truck route in Coweta County.  

Besides locally and regionally designated truck routes, state routes are often 
considered truck routes because truck traffic cannot be prohibited on state routes by 
local legislation. To get a full picture of truck routes in Coweta County, the local truck 
routes, regional truck routes, and state routes have been combined into one Coweta 
County Truck Network displayed in Figure 51. 
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Figure 51: Coweta County Truck Network 

 

RAILROADS 

ACTIVE RAIL LINES  
Another important piece of the freight transportation system is the railroad network. 
There are a number of active rail lines in Coweta County including both eastern Class I 
railroad companies, CSX Transportation (CSX) and Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS).  
CSX and Norfolk Southern offer a limited amount of transportation services in the 
County through direct sidings to a few businesses. Because Coweta County has a low 
influence over operations of these private companies the main consideration for 
railroads is how they interact with the roadway system at road crossings.  Figure 52 
displays all rail lines.  
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Figure 52: Railroads in Coweta County 

 

The NS line runs from Carrol County to Fayette County through both Newnan and 
Senoia. This is a low-density line and mainly serves Plant Yates. Very little rail traffic 
happens south east of Plan Yates. 

CSX operates two active mainlines in Coweta County. The first line operates between 
Fulton and Troup counties and runs through downtown Newnan. This is the highest 
volume line in the County and carries between 12,408,293 and 24,458,236 total tons of 
freight annually18. The second line operates between Fayette County and Meriwether 

 
 

18 IHS 2013 data via Georgia Office of Innovation for Logistics 
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counties and runs through the City of Senoia. This is the second busiest line in the 
County and carries between 3,647,513 and 9,805,853 total tons of freight annually19.  

RAILROAD CROSSINGS 
There are a total of 99 rail crossings in Coweta County. All but 18 of the rail crossings 
occur at-grade, meaning that rail and automobile traffic interact. This interaction has 
the potential for safety concerns as well as traffic delays. However, the vast majority of 
the at-grade crossings occur on minor local roads which carry low traffic volumes.  

The County truck network is almost completely separated from the rail system. There are 
only two at-grade rail crossings which both occur on SR 34 in the northeastern part of 
Newnan. These are on the low-density NS line which causes very little traffic delay. 

Figure 53: Railroad Crossings in Coweta County 

 
 

 
 
19 IBID 
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FREIGHT GENERATING LAND USES 
Figure 54 displays land uses that generate truck trips. Such land uses include 
commercial, industrial, quarries, Transportation-Communication-Utilities (TCU), and 
institutional intensive.  

Freight land uses are concentrated along the state routes in the County as well as 
downtown Newnan. The largest freight nodes are: 

• SR 34 near I-85 including Amlajack Blvd 
• SR 34 near Newnan Crossing Bypass 
• SR 154 near I-85 
• An emerging node at US 27 south of Newnan near I-85 and the Newnan-Coweta 

County Airport 
 

Figure 54: Freight Generating Land Uses, Coweta County 
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TRUCK VOLUMES 
Figure 55 displays daily average truck volumes at GDOT count stations in Coweta 
County for 2019. As expected, the heaviest truck volumes all occur on the truck 
network. SR 34 carries the highest volume of trucks (over 2,600 truck per day in some 
places). This volume is consistent between Fayette County and the City of Newnan 
making SR 34 the most important route for trucks in the County. Another important 
secondary route for trucks is SR 16 which carries significant truck volumes between 
Spalding County and I-85 near Newnan. Finally, downtown Newnan also shows the 
presence of significant truck trips.  

Figure 55: 2019 Truck Average Annual Daily Truck Volume 
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TRUCK CRASHES 
Total truck crashes between 2015 and 2019 are displayed in Figure 56. In general, truck 
crashes occur on the roadways with higher volumes which also happen to serve as 
important truck routes. Spatial analysis reveals three major concentrations of truck 
crashes:  

• Along SR 34 between I-85 southbound ramps and Herring Rd 
• Along US 27 between SR 16 and Bridgeport Blvd including the I-85 ramps. 
• Downtown Newnan along the Jackson and Jefferson Streets one-way pair. 

 

The SR 34 crash hot spot occurs near a concentration of heavy commercial and 
industrial land uses. Crashes in downtown Newnan also occur near a heavy 
concentration of commercial land uses. The US 27 crash hot spot is unique because the 
intensity of commercial and/or industrial uses is not as high as the other two locations. 
However, there is an interchange with I-85 and the Newnan Coweta County Airport is 
nearby. 

Figure 56: Freight Truck Crash Heat Map (GDOT GEARS) 
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TRUCK CONGESTION  
To analyze truck congestion, the roadway LOS was examined in both the AM and PM 
peak periods for both 2020 and 2050. Figures 57 and 58 show roadway LOS along the 
Coweta County Truck Network for the AM and PM peak period for the 2020 model 
year. Generally, the truck network operates with very little delay in the 2020 model year.  

Figure 57: 2020 AM LOS on Coweta County Truck Network 
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Figure 58: 2020 PM LOS on Coweta County Truck Network 

 

For both the 2020 AM and 2020 PM periods the most severe congestion occurs on SR 
154 at the interchange with I-85. The ARC ABM shows that SR 154 functions at LOS F on 
the segment crossing I-85.  The only other congestion on the network occurs along US 
27 at SR 34 north of the City of Newnan.   
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Figures 59 and 60 show roadway LOS along Coweta County truck routes for the AM and 
PM peak periods for the 2050 model year. In 2050 the roadway congestion on truck 
routes is problematic mainly on US 27 (SR 16) from SR 34 in Newnan to the 
Chattahoochee River. In both the AM and PM periods this corridor is projected to 
operate at LOS E and F along its entirety. The worst (LOS F) congestion occurs near the 
intersection with SR 34 in Newnan.  

Figure 59: 2050 AM LOS on Coweta County Truck Network 
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Figure 60: 2050 PM LOS on Coweta County Truck Network  
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FREIGHT INFRASTRUCTURE NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

DEVELOPMENTS OF REGIONAL IMPACT + FUTURE LAND USE 
This section examines planned large-scale land developments and future freight-
generating land use designations. These were compared to the existing freight network 
to determine whether any additional infrastructure investments are needed to 
accommodate goods movements.  

Developments of Regional Impact 
Developments of Regional Impact (DRI) are any large-scale developments that may 
impact neighboring jurisdictions. The map below displays DRIs that have been 
submitted in Coweta County between 2017 and 2021. There are ten such 
developments proposed in that period.  

Figure 61: Recent DRIs (2021-2017) and Coweta county Truck Routes 

 

• Large scale housing subdivisions have been planned in southeastern quadrant of 
the County near the City of Senoia (Timbervest-Senoia) and the City of Haralson 
(Saturday Tract, Gordon Road). These three DRIs were all submitted in 2020 and 
have not yet been built out. 
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• One commercial development has been proposed along SR 34 near the 
intersection with Fischer Road (Fischer Market Place). This DRI was submitted in 
2021 and has not yet been built. 

• One industrial DRI has been proposed along SR 16 just to the west of I-85 
(Orchard Hills Business Park). This DRI was submitted in 2017 and is partially 
completed. 

• Two mixed-use DRIs were proposed along Poplar Rd. Poplar Road Crossing was 
submitted in 2018 and is now under construction. Poplar Place was submitted in 
2021 and is not yet built. 

• One cement production DRI (Southern Readymix) was proposed in the City of 
Haralson. This DRI was proposed in 2019 and is not yet built. 

• Two wholesale and distribution DRIs have been proposed. Weldon Commerce 
Center was submitted in 2018 along Weldon Road near Collinsworth Road and is 
not yet built. Seefried Industrial Properties was submitted in 2020 along Newnan 
Crossing Bypass just north of SR 16 and abutting I-85. This development is not yet 
completed. 

Future Land Use 
The following map shows the DRIs overlaid on future freight generating land uses and 
the Coweta truck route network to see whether the proposed developments comply 
with County vision and whether current transportation infrastructure is adequate. 

Nine of the proposed DRIs match with both future land use and existing transportation 
infrastructure. The one mismatch is the proposed Weldon Commerce Center 
(Wholesale and Distribution) along Weldon Road in the northwest quadrant of the 
County near Collinsworth Road. Although Weldon Road is currently designated as a 
truck route in Coweta County code, the current roadway is narrow and does not have 
adequate shoulders to accommodate truck traffic. One distribution center already 
exists at the intersection of Weldon Road and Collinsworth Road. The potential addition 
of almost 2 million SF of distribution space will add additional trucks to Weldon Road. 
This corridor should be considered for upgrades. 
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Figure 62: Future Land Use, DRIs, and Coweta County Truck Routes 

 

Based on proposed DRIs and Future Land Use, Weldon Road between Collinsworth Rd 
and US 29 needs to be upgraded to accommodate truck traffic. 

RAILROADS 
At-Grade Rail Crossings 
As described in the existing conditions, Coweta County has three active railroads 
operating in its jurisdiction. There are many railroad crossings in the County, instances 
where railroads and automobiles can interact. Most of the railroad crossings on major 
roads have already been grade-separated. The map below displays the remaining 
three at-grade rail crossings that exist on the Coweta County Truck Network.  

Two are in the City of Newnan along the Norfolk Southern line: 

• SR 34 (Newnan Bypass) @ NS – This at-grade crossing occurs near the intersection 
of SR 34 and US 27. On average, there are two through trains between 6AM and 
6PM, one though train between 6PM and 6AM and up to two switching trains per 
day. 
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• Franklin Road (SR 34 Business) @ NS – This at-grade crossing occurs near the 
intersection of Franklin Road and US 27. On average, there are two through trains 
between 6AM and 6PM, one though train between 6PM and 6AM and up to two 
switching trains per day. 

One crossing occurs along the CSX line in the northeast quadrant of the County: 

• Weldon Rd @ CSX – this at-grade crossing occurs near the intersection of Weldon 
Road an US 29. On average, there are two through trains between 6AM and 
6PM, five through trains between 6PM and 6AM, and one switching train. 

Figure 63: At-Grade RR Crossings on Truck Network 

 

Freight Rail Stations 
Coweta County does not have any freight rail stations. The only rail/truck intermodal 
activity would possibly occur at rail sidings provided to private business.  

The closest intermodal station is the CSX Fairburn yard six miles north of the Coweta 
County boundary in the City of Fairburn (Fulton County). Truck traffic mainly utilizes the 
SR 74 interchange with I-85 to access the interstate system. However, as congestion at 
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that interchange grows, there could be increasing demand to use the Collinsworth 
Road interchange with I-85 (most likely via Weldon Rd).  

Rail Needs 
• Grade separations: 

o Weldon Rd @ CSX – Mid Term 
o Franklin Road (SR 34 Business) @ NS – Long Term 
o SR 34 (Newnan Bypass) @ NS – Long Term 

• Road Upgrade 
o Weldon Road between Collinsworth Rd and US 29 is narrow and does not 

have adequate shoulders to accommodate increased truck traffic. In 
should be upgraded to accommodate freight traffic. 

PUBLIC INPUT 
Roads with Increasing Truck Traffic 
Figure 65 below displays roads in Coweta County that have been identified by the 
community as having increasing truck traffic which may pose problems for the general 
traveling public. The identified corridors are: 

• SR 16 – SR 16 is part of the Coweta County Truck Network, a state route, and a 
Regional Truck Route. It is one of the few continuous east-west roadways in the 
southern portion of the Atlanta region which makes it important for long distance 
mobility. It also provides connectivity to I-85 via the US 27 interchange. This is an 
appropriate corridor for trucks to use. Based on congestion and safety analysis 
this route performs well. However, as truck traffic increases this corridor should 
continue to be monitored.  

• Raymond Hill Road – Raymond Hill Rd provides connectivity to between SR 154 
and Fischer Rd. It also provides access to I-85 at its western terminus via SR 154. 
The area around the SR 154/I-85/Raymond Hill Road intersections is an emerging 
freight node. However, Raymond Hill Road is not a designated truck route and is 
not currently configured to handle large amounts of truck traffic. It has narrow 
travel lanes, short site distance, and narrow/no shoulders.   

• Collinsworth Road – Collinsworth Road provides access direct access to I-85 and 
is near a potential freight node at the intersection with Weldon Road. 
Collinsworth Road is not a designated truck route. To the southeast of I-85 
Collinsworth Road is a 2-lane road with narrow/no shoulders. 
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Figure 64: Truck Traffic Concerns based on Public Input 

 

Needs Based on Public Input 
• Raymond Hill Road – Designate as a truck route and upgrade road to handle 

additional truck traffic 
• Collinsworth Road - Designate as a truck route and upgrade road to handle 

additional truck traffic 
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TRUCK SAFETY  
Analysis of truck crashes identifies three areas of emphasis when identifying safety 
needs. Figure 66 displays these areas of concern.  

Figure 65: Truck Safety Needs 

 

Truck Safety Needs 
• SR 34 – between Newnan Crossing Bypass and Shenandoah Blvd. This corridor 

has the highest amounts of truck traffic and truck crashes in the entire County. It 
is an area of intense commercial and industrial development on both sides of 
the roadway. Additional industrial development along Amlajack Blvd will bring 
more trucks to this roadway. There are numerous driveways and turning 
movements that occur along the entire length. 

• US 27/SR 14 – between April Ct./Pilot Driveway and SR 16 including the I-85 on/off 
ramps. This is the second highest amount of truck crashes in the County. This is at 
the confluence of US 27, SR 16, and I-85. The excellent roadway access along 
with proximity the Newnan-Coweta County Airport and an emerging freight 
node generate high number of truck trips. Although not as densely develop as SR 
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34 the corridor also little traffic control which can make turning movements 
difficult. 

• US 27 (Jackson St/Jefferson St) one-way pair in downtown Newnan – between 
Salbide Ave and Clark St. This corridor is in downtown Newnan where there is a 
high density of commercial business which necessitate deliveries from trucks.  

To fully assess the contributing factors of the truck crashes, detailed traffic studies are 
needed at SR 34 and US 27/SR 14. 

TRUCK ROUTE CONGESTION 
This section looks at congestion on the Coweta Truck Route Network.  

2020 Congestion 
For both the 2020 AM and 2020 PM periods the worst congestion occurs on SR 154 at 
the interchange with I-85. The model shows that SR 154 functions at LOS F on the 
segment crossing I-85.  The only other congestion on the network occurs along US 27 at 
SR 34 north of Newnan.   

Figure 66: 2020 Truck Route Congestion 
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2050 Congestion 
Figure 67 below shows LOS along Coweta County truck routes for the AM and PM peak 
periods for the 2050 model year. In 2050 the roadway congestion on truck routes is 
problematic mainly on US 27 (SR 16) from SR 34 in Newnan to the Chattahoochee River. 
In both the AM and PM periods this corridor is projected to operate at LOS E and F 
along its entirety. The worst (LOS F) congestion occurs near the intersection with SR 34 in 
Newnan.  

Figure 67: 2050 Truck Route Congestion 

 

The overall need identified for truck congestion is additional capacity. Specifically, 
additional truck capacity is needed in the locations identified below:  

• In the long term, the programed Madras Connector project clears provides 
additional network connectivity that addresses congestion at SR 154 @ I-85. 
However, in the short-term SR 154 could benefit from additional capacity north 
and south of the I-85 ramps.  

• US 29 between SR 34 (Newnan Bypass) and Carroll County line.  
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8. TRANSIT SERVICES + 
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND 
MANAGEMENT 

As detailed in the roadway and travel trends sections, Coweta County is a heavily 
automobile-dependent area in the Atlanta region. However, local and regional transit 
services are available within the County and for commuters traveling to jobs in Atlanta. 
Key takeaways and identified needs are detailed in the section below. A detailed 
review of existing transit conditions and funding analysis can be found in a separate 
Transit Needs Assessment Memorandum which is included in Appendix F.  

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
OVERVIEW 

TRANSIT SERVICES 
There are currently three forms of transit service available in Coweta County at the 
local and regional level: a County-operated Dial-A-Ride service, regionally operated 
Xpress bus service, and regionally operated local van pool options. With the assistance 
of the Three Rivers Regional Commission, Coweta County operates a County-wide Dial-
A-Ride service for Coweta County residents known as Coweta County Transit. 
Regionally, the Atlanta-Region Transit Link Authority (ATL) Xpress bus service, the 
Georgia State Road and Tollway Authority (SRTA) vanpool options, and University of 
West Georgia (UWG) Newnan Campus shuttle both operate in or near downtown 
Newnan in the center of Coweta County. A review of these service offerings and their 
ridership, utilization, and funding produced the key takeaways identified in the following 
section. 

TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT  
What is it?  
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) refers to a set of strategies which seek to 
provide alternatives to driving alone for commuting purposes in single-occupancy 
vehicles (SOVs). TDM promotes using existing transportation infrastructure and services 
more efficiently and links travelers with more options to shift modes or reduce demand 
during peak commuting periods.  
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TDM in Coweta County 
Coweta County is already utilizing and promoting some TDM strategies through the 
existing Coweta County Transit service within the County, by its partnership with ATL 
Xpress for commuting purposes, and through the vanpools offered throughout the 
County through SRTA. These services encourage alternatives to driving alone.  

Georgia Commute Options (GCO) is 
a program managed by the ARC 
that serves as a regional resource to 
encourage commute alternatives 
that reduce congestion and improve 
air quality by reducing SOV trips. 
GCO works to reduce SOV trips by 
encouraging carpooling, 
vanpooling, biking/walking, use of 
public transit, and engaging 
employers about teleworking or flex 
schedules. GCO encourages commuters to use these alternative methods by offering 
incentives such as cash prizes and gas card rewards for commuters who make the 
switch. GCO also works with employers to encourage employees to use alternative 
methods and offers consultations for employers to provide information on offering 
financial incentives to employees, telework/flex work options, and customizable 
employee commute surveys.    

KEY TAKEAWAYS 
Based on the Project Teams review of existing conditions, projected population and 
employment growth, and public and stakeholder input, the following key takeaways 
were realized.   

The County is not currently utilizing its allocation of FTA 5307 Urban Funds 
Coweta County Transit service is currently funded primarily through a combination of 
FTA 5311 Rural Funds, local funding, farebox revenue, and DHS funding. The County is 
also eligible for 5307 urban funds, but is currently banking those allocated funds or 
transferring them to the ATL to help support Xpress bus service. However, as the 
urbanized area in Coweta County continues to grow (as a result of the 2020 Census), 
Coweta County’s 5311 total funding will decrease. The County now has the opportunity 
to begin exploring usage of 5307 funding.  

Expanding Coweta County Transit Service is not a Major Short-Term Need 
During the CTP public engagement process a series of public meetings and stakeholder 
interviews were conducted as well as an online survey and interactive mapping 

Figure 68: Georgia 
Commute Options Logo 
(GCO) 
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activity. The theme that transit was not currently a major priority for the County was 
echoed across all these engagement opportunities. While there is some appetite for 
potential transit expansion, it is largely targeted towards regional connectivity, not 
internal County travel. 

NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

EXPLORE OPPORTUNITIES FOR INCREASED CONNECTIVITY TO 
REGIONAL TRANSIT 
As highlighted in the key takeaways section above, one of the most acknowledged 
need for transit in Coweta County was increased access and connectivity to regional 
transit. The County has three regional transit services that operate within the County to 
other regional destinations: SRTA vanpool services (multiple destinations), ATL Xpress Bus 
service (Newnan to downtown Atlanta), and the University of West Georgia Newnan 
campus shuttle (Newnan UWG campus to Carrollton). Opportunities to increase 
connectivity to these regional transit services include increased access to the ATL 
Xpress bus service. The County should explore taking the following short, mid, and long-
term steps toward increased regional connectivity:  

• Short Term: County and cities may consider collaborating with the ATL, GDOT, 
and the Georgia Commute Options regional TDM program to expand promotion 
of awareness and education efforts around utilizing existing regional transit 
options.  

• Short-Mid Term: Increase safe bicycle and pedestrian access to the Newnan 
Park and Ride on SR 34 through expansion and infill of bicycle and pedestrian 
network connecting to the Park and Ride from nearby residential areas.  

• Mid-Long Term: The County should coordinate with the ATL on the feasibility of a 
second Park and Ride location along I-85 in the County.  

 
BEGIN WORKING WITH THE ATL TO PREPARE FOR UZA 
EXPANSION + 5307 FUNDING 
Begin Operating Urban Service + NTD Reporting 
With the Atlanta urbanized area expected to expand as a result of the 2020 Census, the 
federal funding available to support transit operations and capital investments will look 
different.  The share of FTA Section 5311 Rural formula funding will decrease, putting 
more pressure on local funding sources and new reporting actions to be put in place to 
begin using FTA Section 5307 Urban formula funding to support operations.  As soon as 
the County is ready to transition to taking advantage of the urban funding, they should 
begin reporting eligible trips as urban. Urban formula funding is based on a 
combination of operating statistics and population data. Population based funds are 
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restricted to capital purchases and operations-based funds may be used for capital or 
operations. Once the County starts reporting urban operations to NTD they will become 
eligible for 5307 funding for operations after the NTD data certification lag.  

Trips funded by the 5311 program must continue to be reported as such and will not 
count toward additional 5307 formula funding. Since just under 70% of all Coweta 
County Transit trips in Coweta (between October 2019 and February 2020) are 
occurring within the urbanized area, Coweta County is well positioned to take 
advantage of 5307 funding, with a large number of trips already serving the urbanized 
area. Once a provider becomes an Urban Reporter, they can begin reporting trips 
to/from the UZA as “urban.” It should also be noted that vehicles purchased with 5311 
funds will be allowed to be used for Urban service. FTA will assume the vehicles were 
purchased “in good faith” for rural service and that the County is now transitioning to 
urban service.  

It is recommended that the County wait until the 2020 Decennial Census is released 
and new urbanized area maps are published before they begin reporting as Urban. This 
is due to the changing geography of the UZA and how many trips will qualify for the 
urban funding. The County should work closely with Three Rivers Regional Commission 
and the ATL to begin this process.  

Prepare for Funding Gap and Reporting Lag 
To help overcome the funding gap year for federal operating assistance, Coweta 
County could consider pursuing Jobs Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) funding. 
JARC funding can provide a path to fund operating costs where operating assistance is 
not otherwise eligible in large UZA’s, like the Atlanta urbanized area.  

JARC services are designated to serve low-income and welfare recipients to jobs and 
employment opportunities but do not need to be designed exclusively for those 
populations. If the County chose to pursue this funding option, an application to the FTA 
would be required. This application would detail the benefits of the Coweta County 
Transit service for low-income individuals in search of employment opportunities. 
Detailed mapping of low-income populations and employment opportunities in the 
county will be required. If Coweta County chooses to be a Direct Recipient of FTA 5307 
funding, they could submit the application and be awarded funding directly. If Coweta 
County chooses to become a subrecipient of 5307 funding to the ATL, the ATL could 
submit a request for JARC funding on the county’s behalf.  

The FTA provides detailed guidance on the requirements of JARC funding in a circular 
provided at this website location: 
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FTA_C_9050.1_JARC.pdf  

https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FTA_C_9050.1_JARC.pdf
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Coordinate with the ATL on 5307 Funding Strategy  
One of the items that will need to be determined early on is whether the County wants 
to be a Direct Recipient of 5307 funding or a sub-recipient of the ATL. The County 
should coordinate with the ATL to determine their funding strategy moving forward.  

Per the FTA, 5307 Urbanized Area Formula Funding is made available to designated 
recipients which are public bodies with the legal authority to receive and/or sub-
allocate the federal funds. The designated recipient for 5307 urban funding in the 
Atlanta UZA is the ATL.  The ATL, in coordination with the ARC (the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization), has the principal administrative responsibility for suballocating the 
region’s 5307 funding to eligible recipients, such as Coweta County. Direct recipients 
are eligible entities authorized by the designated recipient or state to receive 5307 fund 
directly from FTA.  Sub-recipients are entities that receive federal fund via a pass-
through agreement with a designated or direct recipient, whereby the original 
recipient remains responsible for compliance with all terms, conditions, and 
requirements associated with the grant.   

Coweta County is not currently a direct recipient, therefore it would be required to 
enter into a pass-through agreement with the ATL or a direct recipient, such as GDOT, in 
order to access their allocated 5307 as well as JARC funding.  Coweta County could 
also decide to become a direct recipient themselves. 

EXPLORE MID- AND LONG-TERM OPTIONS FOR TRANSIT 
EXPANSION 
Update 2014 Transit Feasibility Study  
Much has changed in the seven years since Coweta County completed its 2014 Transit 
Needs and Feasibility Study.  There has been significant population growth and 
development in the county, ATL was established by HB 930 to provide coordinated 
transit planning and funding for the 13-county Atlanta region, and the 2020 Census will 
result in a greater portion of Coweta County being in the Atlanta UZA.  Coweta County 
should consider reevaluating its long-term vision for transit service in the county and 
connections to other regional transit services to ensure it is aligned with existing and 
future mobility needs and to give the county a stronger seat at the regional transit 
planning table.   

The ATL is required to annually develop a 20-year regional transit plan to guide future 
investments in transit.  That regional plan draws from local plans and priorities.  An 
updated and clear vision for transit in Coweta County, in the form of a Transit 
Development Plan (TDP) or Transit Master Plan (TMP), will serve as important input into 
the regional transit plan and help the county convey its priorities.  The county could use 
a portion of its banked 5307 funds to fund a transit plan update.  Several counties in the 
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TRANSIT NEEDS BY GROWTH STRATEGY AREA  
• All Growth Areas:  

o Continue Dial-A-Ride transit services as a mobility option for Coweta 
County residents 

o Education/promotion Countywide transit services 
o Update Transit Feasibility Study in the long term 
o County and cities may consider collaborating with the ATL, GDOT, 

and Georgia Commute Options regional TDM program to expand 
promotion of awareness and education efforts around utilizing 
existing regional transit options.  

• Growth Priority Area 
o Improved access needed surrounding existing Park and Ride lot 

through investment in bicycle and pedestrian network. 
o Explore opportunities for a potential second Park and Ride location 

(may expand into Growth Maintenance Area) 
 

 
 

Atlanta region have recently completed or are underway with TDP/TMPs utilizing 5307 
funding such as Henry County and Forsyth County.  Both of these counties are similar to 
Coweta County in that they currently offer only demand response service.   
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9. BICYCLE + PEDESTRIAN 
INFRASTRUCTURE + POLICIES 

County-wide bicycle facilities in Coweta have experienced little expansion since the 
previous CTP in 2014. The Coweta County Bicycle Plan, Coweta County Greenway 
Master Plan and Coweta County Joint CTP continue to serve as the foundation for 
future bicycle improvements in the County.  

EXISTING BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE 

EXISTING BIKE ROUTES 
Coweta County has a combination of walking and biking routes and paths being 
serviced by the state, County, and local agencies.  

Three state routes service Coweta County totaling an 80.11-mile network. The routes 
include –  

• State Bicycle Route 5 (Chattahoochee Trace) 
• State Bicycle Route 15 (Central) 
• State Bicycle Route 45 (Little White House) 

 

The County is also serviced by Heritage Highway, a 24.4-mile bike route traversing US 29, 
US 27, and US 70. 

As an outcome of the Coweta Bicycle Plan of 2000, the County has 7 designated 
bicycle routes across the County, each route color coded to establish distinction, 
creating a 133.85-mile network (shown in Figure 69). Oriented to provide a recreational 
activity in the County, each route intersects with at least one of the three state 
sponsored routes that cross the County. The route system includes signage and parking 
facilities but no separated bicycle infrastructure.  
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Figure 69: Current Designated Bike Routes 
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EXISTING IN-STREET BIKE INFRASTRUCTURE 
In-street bike infrastructure such as dedicated bike lanes are typically rare in more rural 
counties like Coweta. However, in denser areas surrounding cities like Newnan – it is not 
uncommon to find a few, disjointed pieces of bicycle infrastructure. In Coweta, there 
are three areas of in-street bike infrastructure:  

• Painted bike lanes with signage on either side of the SR 34 Newnan 
Bypass/Millard Farmer Industrial Blvd from Bullsboro Dr to Hospital Rd.  

• Wide shoulders on both sides of Newnan Crossing Bypass between Poplar Rd 
and SR 16.  

• Painted bike lane with signage on either side of Poplar Road between Newnan 
Crossing Bypass (west of I-85) to Newnan Crossing Boulevard. 

 

These existing in-street facilities can be located in Figure 70 below.  

Figure 70: Existing In-Street Bike Facilities 
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PLANNED BICYCLE FACILITIES 
Coweta County Greenway Master Plan 
In addition to the bike route network, the County conceived the Coweta County 
Greenway Master Plan in 2007 as a network of multi-purpose trails aligned with County 
road right-of-way (shown in Figure 71). The trail types included in the master plan 
ranged from rails to trail, golf cart trail, to hard and soft surface trails. The master plan 
also included trailheads throughout the system, offering parking and in some cases, 
day-use restrooms, and picnic areas. 

Figure 71: Planned Greenway Facilities 

 

  



 
 

 
Existing Conditions + Needs Assessment Report | 123 

 
 

COWETA COUNTY CTP 

Newnan LINC Master Plan 
In addition to County-wide facilities, the Newnan/ Coweta Trail Plan and 
Implementation Strategy - the LINC Master Plan was adopted in 2017. With a goal to 
plan safe, enjoyable trails for bicycle and pedestrian mobility, 25.5 miles of multi-use trail 
opportunities within the City of Newnan and Coweta County focusing on three types of 
trail facilities were identified: multi-use greenway trails, shared use side paths, and 
neighborhood greenways.   

Phase 1 implementation of the LINC Master Plan includes LINC 4, referred to as the 
Newnan Center Connection. The segment extends from Newnan Crossing Blvd. and 
Summerlin Blvd. to Shenandoah Blvd. and Highwoods Pkwy. Approximately 1.6 miles 
long, the segment construction is complete. Phase 2 of the LINC is under construction 
and includes segments 1, 3 and 2. This phase will add approximately 3.4 miles to the 
network and will connect the current terminus to downtown Newnan and old Railroad 
Depot. Newnan LINC was listed as a project in the unfunded 2019 Coweta TSPLOST.  

Figure 72: Newnan Bike Network 
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Brown’s Mill Mountain Bike Trails 
On February 26, 2019, the Coweta County Board of Commissioner’s approved 
Mountain Bike Atlanta’s (MTB) plan to construct 5 to 6 miles of shared use trails for 
mountain biking at Brown’s Mill Historic Site. This will be the first mountain bike trail system 
in Coweta County in addition to a 3.2-mile beginner trail at Chattahoochee Bend State 
Park. The National Interscholastic Cycling Association (NICA) mountain-bike 
competition includes the Coweta Composite NICA Team which encourages mountain 
biking for County youth. The addition of the MTB trails at Browns Mill Park will fulfill the 
need for the largely non-existent mountain bike practice area and competitive venue 
in the County, especially in the Newnan area. 

Figure 73: Brown's Mill Trail System 
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EXISTING SIDEWALK INFRASTRUCTURE  

UNINCORPORATED COWETA COUNTY  
A sidewalk inventory assessment was conducted to identify existing sidewalk 
infrastructure in the County. Primarily, sidewalks exist in the north eastern portion of the 
County, contained majorly within recent subdivisions, and in and around downtown 
areas of cities and towns throughout the County, especially the City of Newnan. More 
details on existing sidewalk infrastructure within the municipalities are discussed below.  

Figure 74: Coweta County Sidewalk Network 
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Existing County Sidewalk Policy  
Section 246.7 of the County Design Guidelines articulates regulations and requirements 
aimed at maintaining the County's quality and character focusing on streetscape 
elements. The general requirements under section 246.7.2 defines sidewalks to be 
comprising of two zones – a landscape zone and a sidewalk-clear zone, to be 
accommodated within the street right-of-way. If unavailable, the zones shall be 
‘placed in or extend into a seven-foot sidewalk easement located immediately 
adjacent to the street right-of-way.’ The regulation includes sidewalk provision 
requirements for all new road construction or major reconstructions. The regulation, 
however, does not uniformly mandate sidewalks on publicly funded roadway projects 
or clearly allow sidewalk construction within the County-owned right-of-way. Streets 
under construction or reconstruction are mandated to include sidewalks for the 
following: 

• within a one-half mile from a County park, recreation facility or public school  
• within 500 feet of an existing commercial area 

 

For a multi-use trail within 100 feet of a development, sidewalk connectivity to the 
closest adjacent point is required. Landscape zone requirements may be used for 
streetscape elements and street trees and shrubbery placed ‘so as not to obstruct sight 
distance at street intersections.’ The sidewalk clear zone is required to be a minimum of 
4 feet following current ADA rules and regulations. 

MUNICIPALITIES 
Newnan  
Of all the cities studied in Coweta County, the city of Newnan has the most evidence of 
an existing sidewalk network. The historic district which houses several shops, 
restaurants, and the Newnan City Hall and District Court, has a good sidewalk network 
with crosswalks, lights, and street furniture. Most of the 175.8-mile existing sidewalk 
network has ADA compliant ramps leading to a pleasant pedestrian experience. 
Extending from the downtown area, major roads like Jefferson Street, E Broad Street, US 
27 Alt/ Clark Street, and Newnan Crossing Bypass among others also have sidewalk 
connectivity.  
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The Newnan sidewalk network, as it currently stands, is illustrated in Figure 75. It should 
be noted that the City of Newnan is currently in the process of updating their sidewalk 
inventory.  

Figure 75: City of Newnan Existing Sidewalk Infrastructure 

 

The 2007 SPLOST funded sidewalk construction on First Avenue, St. Clair Street, Roscoe 
Road and W. Washington Street. The 2019 SPLOST includes a budget of $446,421.74 for 
construction of various new 5 ft. wide, ADA compliant sidewalks within the City.  

Senoia 
Downtown Senoia provides good connectivity with paved sidewalks on both sides of SR 
45/Main Street from Johnson Street to Travis Street. The Senoia trail extends on the east 
side along Rockaway Rd from Morningside Blvd/ Blue Heron Blvd to Ivy Lane/ 
Hutchinson Way and on the west side from Ivy Lane/ Hutchinson Way. The trail further 
extends along Main St extending into downtown. Additionally, some sidewalks exist on 
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the north side of Wells Street extending west from Clark Street and on the south side 
extending west from Bridge Street. 

Grantville 
Grantville affords a decent sidewalk network, with continuous sidewalk on both sides of 
Main Street providing connectivity between the retail stores. Sidewalk also exists on the 
north side of Post Street, extending from Main Street to Park Drive, fostering pedestrian 
access from the downtown to the Post Street Park Recreation Center. Continuous 
sidewalks were observed on the south side of Lagrange Street from US 29 to Moreland 
Street and on the north side from the Grantville Police Department. Ensuring 
connectivity to Grantville Skate Park, sidewalks are observed on the south side of Griffin 
Street extending east from Smith Street and on the south side extending to Pitts Circle. 
The north side of Brown School Drive has continuous sidewalks providing connectivity to 
the Glanton Elementary School. 

Haralson, Sharpsburg, Turin, and Moreland 
The town of Haralson provides sidewalk connectivity on the north side of GA-74 
extending west from Gordon Road/Main Street towards Al Roberts Road. Moving east 
from Gordon Road/Main Street on GA-74 a discontinuous dirt path exists on the west 
side of the roadway. 

Within Sharpsburg, there is minimal pedestrian infrastructure in place. Sidewalks exist in 
the town center area along Main Street and a pedestrian-friendly raised intersection 
with painted crosswalks is in place at the intersection of Terentine Road and Main 
Street. Additionally, sidewalk exists on the east side of Old Georgia 16/Hwy 54 outside 
the USPS office. There is also relatively extensive pedestrian crossing infrastructure at the 
intersection of McIntosh Trail/SR 154 and Hwy 54.  

In the town of Moreland, sidewalk exists on the north side of E Camp Street from 
Windom Dr to Alt 27 connecting residential parcels to First Baptist Church. Sidewalks are 
also seen on the south side of Main Street from Alt 27 to S Railroad St connecting 
residential parcels to first Baptist church and Moreland United Methodist church; and on 
the west side of Church Street providing connectivity from the churches to the tennis 
courts and residential parcels. There is also evidence of newer sidewalk infrastructure 
encircling the Coweta County Fire Station block along Church Street, Main Street, S 
Railroad Street, and W Camp Street.   

Based on a desktop screen through Google Earth, no sidewalks exist in the Town of 
Turin.  
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BIKE + PEDESTRIAN NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
There are opportunities in Coweta County to foster multi-modal mobility such as 
improved roadway accommodation for bikes and expansion of sidewalk, greenway, 
and trail networks. With increasing growth and development, the Coweta County 
Bicycle Plan, Coweta County Greenway Master Plan, and the LINC Master Plan can 
continue to serve as a foundation for planning and implementation of these active 
transportation facilities.  

BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE 
Fill in Connectivity Gaps 
The current Coweta designated bike routes and state bike routes creates a series of 
loops with limited connectivity between the loops. With the goal to foster connectivity 
on designated bike routes, a proposed network of connections was identified through 
stakeholder discussions with Bike Coweta. The proposed network provides opportunities 
connecting the designated bike routes to the State routes and to the Newnan LINC 
network. These proposed connections can be seen in Figure 76.  

Figure 76: Proposed Bicycle Network 
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The LINC Master Plan identified 25.5 miles of multi-use trail opportunities. Continued 
implementation of these trails should be prioritized especially those providing increased 
connectivity to existing bike routes and infrastructure. One gap identified in the Poplar 
Rod Study was to extend the bike lanes on Poplar Road, which currently extend from 
Newnan Crossing Bypass to Newnan Crossing Boulevard, further east past Yeager Road 
where a roundabout is planned. This will provide increased connectivity to planned 
multi-use trails along Poplar Road. 

Additionally, opportunities should be explored to provide connection in Sharpsburg to 
Coweta County’s Designated Yellow Route and in Haralson to the Coweta Designated 
Bike Black Route and Little White House State Route.  

Bike Safety  
To improve safety on the designated bike routes, coordination between the County, 
Bike Coweta, and GDOT on widening of shoulders and rumble strip placement should 
continue. Wayfinding and signage opportunities such as share the road signs and 
pavement marking should be explored along the routes as they provide improved 
awareness and information for both drivers and cyclists. County and city level driver 
education strategies should be promoted to create awareness on sharing roads with 
bicyclists.  

Bike-Friendly Policies 
Data collected by the Bicycling and Walking GIS App, Strava, counted 18,000 bike trips 
in Coweta County in 2020. This data is evidence of the popularity of cycling in the 
County. Opportunities to promote cycling tourism in the County should be investigated. 
In addition to bicycle and pedestrian friendly zoning ordinances and land use policies 
to comprehensively upgrade road shoulders, a County ordinance for new roads or 
repaving should be considered to include minimum 5 ft bike lanes striping and signage.   

Planning Ahead: Acquisition & Maintenance 
Based on the Coweta County Proposed Greenway Master Plan, there is a need for to 
identify and secure greenspace in the County for natural surface type trails, parks, and 
recreation facilities. Long term asset management strategies should be promoted to 
maintain the existing and new infrastructure. 

PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE  
Fill in the Gaps 
Countywide 
As previously illustrated, the sidewalk network throughout unincorporated Coweta 
County is sparse and disjointed. The majority of existing sidewalk infrastructure exists in 
and around the City of Newnan and the other town and city centers throughout the 
County. Sidewalks or paths along rural roads in unincorporated County areas are rare.  
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With Coweta County currently updating its GIS sidewalk database, existing GIS data 
and Google Earth aerial photography was used to identify the gaps in the sidewalk 
network. It should be noted that there is a need to thoroughly identify where sidewalk 
connectivity is most lacking in order to more accurate identify specific areas of need 
County-wide.  

Sharpsburg 
With Sharpsburg providing some sidewalk connectivity on Main Street and Terrentine 
Road, opportunities exist to extend the sidewalk on Main Street to connect to the USPS 
facility and on Terrentine Road to connect to Old Georgia 16/Hwy 54. Additionally, 
sidewalks should be provided to increase connectivity to the commercial parcels’ north 
of the USPS facility and south to Sharpsburg Baptist Church. 

Turin  
No existing sidewalks were observed in Turin. However, opportunities exist to connect to 
activity nodes along Church Street, Railroad Street, S Hunter Street, Turin Road, and Will 
Banks Road. 

Haralson 
Some sidewalk and a discontinuous dirt path along GA-74 in Haralson presents the 
opportunity to improve connectivity along the roadway towards Christ Divine Ministry 
on the City border. Haralson City Park and Haralson Park being the two prominent 
activity nodes within the town, there are opportunities to provide sidewalks along 
Magnolia Street and Depot Street. 

Moreland 
The Town of Moreland has some sidewalk connectivity on E Camp Street, Main Street, 
and Church Street. However, there is opportunity to provide connectivity to the Lewis 
Grizzard Museum on Alt 29; and on College Street and School Street connecting the 
Moreland Elementary School to the surrounding neighborhood. 

Newnan 
As detailed above, Newnan has the most extensive sidewalk network in place among 
the cities and town in Coweta County. To maintain existing pedestrian assets and plan 
for future infill, gaps in sidewalk connectivity and opportunities for potential network 
expansion should be identified. In conjunction with the County, a sidewalk conditions 
assessment should be conducted to identify any missing gaps and broken sidewalks 
that need repair. 

Senoia  
With the presence of movie studios in Senoia supporting continued growth and 
economic development opportunities, there is an additional need to ensure sidewalk 
connectivity. While downtown Senoia provides good connectivity with paved 
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sidewalks, Senoia trail provides connectivity along Rockaway Rd and the presence of 
some sidewalks on Wells Street, there are opportunities to provide sidewalks on Pylant 
Street connecting the downtown to Senoia Branch Library; along Seavy Street 
connecting to the city of Senoia Seavy Street Park; and along Howard Road 
connecting to the baseball fields. 

Grantville 
The sidewalk gap analysis for Grantville reveals an opportunity to provide sidewalks on 
Lagrange Street, where sidewalk randomly ends at the Dollar General Store creating a 
gap to Main Street. The sidewalk on Lagrange Street should be extended to the 
residential subdivision on Calico Loop. There is additional opportunity to infill the 
sidewalk gap extending west on Griffin Street to Church Street improving connectivity. 
Crosswalks on Brown School Drive need repair and re-striping. On Park Drive and Colley 
Street, connectivity is needed to connect to the Grantville Branch Library and Coweta 
County Recreation Department baseball fields. Additionally, sidewalks are needed on 
Main Street connecting the residential parcels on the south of the railway track to the 
downtown. Sidewalks on Broad Street should be explored to ensure connectivity to the 
churches and downtown. 

ADA Compliance  
ADA compliance should be prioritized in existing and planned pedestrian infrastructure 
throughout Coweta County. In joint process with the sidewalk inventory assessment, the 
ADA compliance of existing pedestrian infrastructure should also be assessed. This 
assessment should include both unincorporated Coweta County and the municipalities. 
Specific attention to ADA compliance should be attributed to the Growth Priority and 
Growth Maintenance areas as these will have a denser network of existing pedestrian 
infrastructure and more demand for future pedestrian network infill.   

Address known Safety Issues 
One other need identified throughout the existing conditions review of pedestrian 
infrastructure was that of overall pedestrian safety. From 2015 to 2019, 87% of crashes 
involving a bicyclist or pedestrian resulted in an injury or fatality. This is a concern as it is 
significantly higher than the percentage of all crashes which resulted in an injury or 
fatality (27%).  Further details on bicycle and pedestrian safety in Coweta County can 
be found on pg. 66 of this document. As the CTP moves into the final recommendations 
portion of the process, the team will work to identify specific intersections where 
pedestrian safety is of concern.  

Pedestrian Friendly Policies 
The County currently holds the policy that sidewalk construction is not permitted within 
the right-of-way of County owned and operated roadways. Historically, this has 
protected the County from extensive maintenance and operating costs associated 
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BIKE NEEDS BY GROWTH AREA  
• Growth Priority Area 

o Bike safety improvements including rumble strips, striping, 
wayfinding, and signage 

o Opportunities for active transportation connections 
• Growth Maintenance Area  

o Safety improvements including rumble strips, striping, wayfinding, and 
signage 

• Rural Conservation Area 
o Wider shoulders for cyclists when possible 
o Identify land and ROW for potential acquisition for natural surface trails 

alongside rural roads 

PEDESTRIAN NEEDS BY GROWTH AREA  
• Growth Priority Area 

o Identify and infill gaps in the sidewalk network  
o ADA compliant pedestrian infrastructure 
o Revisit existing sidewalk policy 

• Growth Maintenance Area  
o Identify and infill gaps in the sidewalk network especially around 

schools and residential areas 
o ADA compliant pedestrian infrastructure 

• Rural Conservation Area 
o Identify land and ROW for potential acquisition for natural surface 

trails alongside rural roads 
o ADA compliant pedestrian infrastructure 

with sidewalk facilities. However, as the County continues to grow the need to maximize 
the use of existing infrastructure and rights-of-way to provide more connectivity options 
will increase. With this growth comes the opportunity to explore revisiting the current 
sidewalk policy and its application, especially in the identified Growth Priority and 
Growth Maintenance areas where sidewalk demand is, and will continue to be, higher.  
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10. AVIATION 
NEWNAN-COWETA COUNTY AIRPORT 
The Newnan-Coweta County Airport (CCO) is located 30 minutes southwest of Atlanta, 
Georgia in Coweta County. The airport is a public-use airport owned and operated by 
the Newnan Coweta County Airport Authority. The Authority operates the Fixed Base 
Operator (FBO) at the airport as CCO Airport Services. The airport offers full-service Jet-A 
and AvGas fuels as well as self-serve AvGas for airport users.   

CCO has one asphalt runway orientated in a northwest/southeast direction. Runway 
15/33 is 5,500 feet long and 100 feet wide. According to the airport’s Airport Master 
Record Form 5010, the runway pavement is in fair condition and the markings are in 
good condition. The runway is equipped with high intensity runway lighting and 
precision approach path indicators (PAPIs).  

The airport has one full parallel taxiway on the southwest side of the runway serving the 
terminal area and a partial parallel taxiway on the northeast side serving the north 
hangar area. CCO has 92 hangar spaces for based aircraft and 64 tie-down spaces. 
The terminal building is 5,500 sf with restrooms, a conference room, and pilot’s lounge 
area. The airport has a partial security fence. 

Figure 77: Aerial View of Newnan-Coweta County Airport (Google Earth, 2019) 
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CCO has 173 total based aircraft including 143 single engine, 24 multi engine, two jets, 
and four helicopters. Based aircraft are aircraft permanently stored at the airport.  

Without an air traffic control tower, it can be difficult to measure operations at general 
aviation airports. One source of data is the Form 5010. The airport reported 80,000 total 
operations in 2018. Of these operations, 70,000 were local and 10,000 were itinerant. 
Local operations are those that operate in the local traffic pattern or within sight of the 
airport, are known to be departing for, or arriving from within a 20-mile radius of the 
airport, or execute simulated instrument approaches or low passes at the airport. 
Itinerant operations are all of those that are not local operations. The high number of 
local operations can be contributed to the flight training activity at the airport. In the 
same year, CCO recorded 4,565 instrument flight rules (IFR) operations according to 
FAA’s Traffic Flow Management System Counts (TFMSC) including 615 business jet 
operations. Since 2018, operations captured by the TFMSC program have decreased at 
the airport. 2019 saw a total of 3,607 operations and 2020 has recorded 1,738 
operations. The 2020 decline can be attributed to the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
aviation industry including flight training has been severely impacted by the pandemic.   

NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

ALIGNMENT WITH NEWNAN-COWETA COUNTY AIRPORT – 
AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP)  
An ALP is a 20-year planning document that provides the framework needed to guide 
future development. The Newnan-Coweta County Airport’s (CCO) Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP) was conditionally approved by the County in 2012. There are a number of specific 
needs and projects identified in the CCO ALP which are discussed below. 

Runway Rehabilitation + Extension 
The CCO ALP calls for the extension of the existing runway toward the south. This 
extension along with its runway protection zone will require the acquisition of private 
property to effectuate this runway extension. In conjunction with these land purchases, 
existing Coweta County roads will have to be closed, specifically Alex Stephens Road. 
To provide a turnaround for property owners and emergency vehicles, a cul-de-sac will 
need to be constructed at the westernmost point of closure on Alex Stephens Road; 
see Figure 78.  
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Figure 78: CCO Runway Extension and Proposed MRO Facility Proposed Future 
Roadway Improvements: Alternative 1(Croy Engineering) 
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The impact to accessibility for motorists on this eastern side of CCO is they will no longer 
be able to get directly to US 29 (also US 27 ALT and SR 14). Instead, they will have to 
travel to Gordon Road to SR 16 to be able to travel along US 29. If Coweta County 
wants to maintain a more direct access, it would require additional private property 
acquisition and significant construction costs. An example to an alternative to maintain 
this accessibility is depicted in Figure 79.  

Figure 79: CCO Runway Extension and Proposed MRO Facility Proposed Future 
Roadway Improvements Alternative 2 (Croy Engineering) 

 

It is also recommended that the runway be rehabilitated. According to the 2018 GDOT 
Pavement Management Study, the runway at CCO scored a Pavement Condition 
Index (PCI) value of 68. Scores under 70 generally require major maintenance. The 
report recommended the runway undergo major rehabilitation.  

Alternative Revenue Streams  
New revenue streams will be required at the airport as the industry recovers. A 
decrease in jet operations equates to a reduction in revenue from Jet-A fuel sales. One 
potential revenue stream is hangar leases. While operations are down, aircraft storage 
is still in high demand across the Atlanta metro area. Developing areas on the airfield 
for future hangars should be a priority. 
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A project identified in the ALP is to develop the northeast side of the airport for 
corporate hangars or a Maintenance and Repair Operations (MRO). Access to this 
development would be April Court via its intersection at US 29 (opposite the Pilot Travel 
Center), and then East Aviation Way. Due to the composition of the vehicular traffic 
that would access the MRO (large tractor trailers transporting heavy equipment and a 
large number of employees), both April Court and E. Aviation Way are to be evaluated 
to ascertain they can structurally handle this type of operation as well as their width 
and turning radii sufficiency. Signalizing the US 29 and April Court has been anticipated. 
Developing the MRO could accelerate the installation of this stop and go signal. 
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