
 

Engineering Services Committee 
Meeting 

Committee Room- 2/6/2007- 1:00 PM 

 

ENGINEERING SERVICES

1. Approve Supplemental Agreement Number Four (4) as 
requested by the Engineering Department with Cranston 
Engineering Group in the amount of $86,680 for 
additional engineering services as required to design 
street lighting plans, design retaining walls to minimize 
impacts to properties, provide re-evaluations of the 
approved environmental document and attend monthly 
meetings with City Officials and Developers concerning 
the improvements to Alexander Drive, CPB #323-04-
296823215. Funds are available in SPLOST Phase III 
Recapture Account.  
 

Attachments 

2. Approve Construction Fees for Mabus Brothers for 
sanitary sewer installation to FJL LLC property and 
surrounding properties on Doug Barnard Parkway based 
on the cost-sharing agreement agreed to by the 
Commission in December 2005. 
 

Attachments 

3. Approve a proposal from Stevenson & Palmer 
Engineering, Inc. in the amount of $159,438 for 
inspection services associated with the Main Interceptor 
Upgrade and the Industrial Force Main. 
 

Attachments 

4. Approve a proposal from W.K. Dickson in the amount of 
$73,652.00 to improve GIS Services to the Augusta 
Utilities Department. 
 

Attachments 

5. Approve Water Line Agreement to construct a 12” water 
line through Fairington subdivision to serve additional 
growth along Tobacco and Windsor Spring Rds. 
 

Attachments 



6. Authorize the execution of an agreement with FERC, 
Georgia State Historic Preservation Office, and the South 
Carolina Historic Preservation Office. 
 

Attachments 

7. Approve a proposal from Cranston Engineering Group in 
the amount of $72,640.00 to split the 36" design contract 
into two phases. 
 

Attachments 

8. Authorize Option Year 1 of Amendment No. 7 to the 
existing Program Management Services Contract with 
CH2M HILL, INC. to provide Program Management 
Services for the 2004 Series Bond Capital Improvements 
Program approved by Commission 02/01/2005. Option 
Year 1 budget is $1,350,000. 
 

Attachments 

9. Motion to authorize condmenation of a portion of Tax 
Map 18, Parcel 364-0, which is owned by Jim Davis 
Company for a permanent easement of 25,463 feet and a 
temporary easement of 17,602 feet. Public Works 
Project: Pointe West Subdivision Drainage Improvement 
Project. 
 

Attachments 

10. Motion to authorize condemnation of a portion of 
property #140-0-505-00-0, 3863 Crest Drive, which is 
owned by Mary E. and George L. Cassels, III for 1,910 
square feet for a permanent easement and 1,914 square 
feet of temporary easement. AUD Project: Horsepen 
Sanitary Sewer, Phase II 
 

Attachments 

11. Motion to authorize condemnation of a portion of 
property #140-0-500-00-0, 3873 Crest Drive, which is 
owned by Philanna M. Peterson for 2,181 square feet for 
a permanent easement and 2,180 square feet of 
temporary easement. AUD Project: Horsepen Sanitary 
Sewer, Phase II 
 

Attachments 

12. Authorize the Engineering Department to extend the 
current agreement with Jordan, Jones & Goulding (JJG) 
for one year to provide project management support via 
staff augmentation in an amount not to exceed $160,000 
to be funded from SPLOST Phase V Administration 

Attachments 



lapsed salaries (325-04.1197-5111110) upon receipt and 
review of executed documents. 
 

13. Discuss the enhancement of the James Brown Statue. 
(Requested by Commissioner Williams) 
 

Attachments 

14. Presentation by Mr. Joe Jones of Jay's Car Wash & 
Supply regarding compensation for his loss of business 
resulting from roadway improvements on Barton Chapel 
Road. 
 

Attachments 

15. Report from the Judicial Center Sub-Committee 
regarding questions concerning the Judicial Center 
Project relating to the sub-committee's composition, the 
retention of the current architectural firm and the 
contract extension with that firm if they are retained. 
 

Attachments 

16. Ratify and approve the actions of AUD to repair and 
replace the Laney Walker sanitary sewer main between 
Laney Walker Court and Lover’s Lane through a second 
change order to the existing Laney Walker Sewer 
Emergency Repair Project in the amount of $80,214.31 
for a total budget of $545,214.31.  
 

Attachments 

17. Motion to approve and accept an Easement Deed from 
Jan G. Munn to correct an oversight made during the 
Stratford Drive Sanitary Sewer Project, constructed in 
1978. 
 

Attachments 

18. Approve CPB #322-04-203822642 Change Number 
Three in the amount of $49,000.00 to be funded from the 
project contingency to be allocated for project 
construction. Also, approve award of construction 
contract to Blair Construction, Inc. in the amount of 
$641,111.12 for the Pinnacle Place Subdivision Erosion 
& Drainage Improvements Project, subject to receipt of 
signed contracts and proper bonds. Bid Item # 06-190 
 

Attachments 

19. Receive Utilities Engineering 2006 Report to be 
presented at the meeting. 

Attachments 



www.augustaga.gov 

 

20. Motion to approve the recommendation of Mr. Abie 
Ladson to the position of Engineering Director. 
 

Attachments 

21. Motion to approve Soil Erosion and Sedimentation 
Control Ordinance.  
 

Attachments 

22. Approve award of design contract in the amount of 
$59,790.00 to W.K. Dickson & Co. Inc. for sanitary 
sewer replacement of the Mid-City replacement at 
Chafee Park. 
 

Attachments 

23. Report from staff regarding the paving of Lamar Road. 
 

Attachments 

24. Update from the Administrator and City Engineer on the 
repairs to the Willis Foreman Bridge. (Requested by 
Commissioner Harper) 
 

Attachments 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Alexander Drive from Washington Road to Riverwatch Parkway 

 

Department: Abie L. Ladson, P.E., Interim Director Engineering 
Department

Caption: Approve Supplemental Agreement Number Four (4) as 
requested by the Engineering Department with Cranston 
Engineering Group in the amount of $86,680 for additional 
engineering services as required to design street lighting 
plans, design retaining walls to minimize impacts to 
properties, provide re-evaluations of the approved 
environmental document and attend monthly meetings with 
City Officials and Developers concerning the improvements 
to Alexander Drive, CPB #323-04-296823215. Funds are 
available in SPLOST Phase III Recapture Account. 

Background: This is a Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) 
project that will widen and widen and reconstruct Alexander 
Drive to 4 lanes with a 20’ raised median from Washington 
Road to Riverwatch Parkway Augusta Engineering is 
responsible for development of the Preliminary Engineering 
activities and hired Cranston Engineering Group to 
accomplish these activities. The estimated construction cost 
is $7.4 million and GDOT has identified construction funds 
for fiscal year 2007. 

Analysis: Cranston Engineering Group entered into an agreement with 
Augusta-Richmond County on November 13, 1998 to 
provide the engineering and design services to improve 
Alexander Drive. The design of the street lighting plans was 
not included as part of the original agreement. GDOT 
requires that the approved environmental document must be 
re-evaluated and approved before the right of way acquisition 
can begin and the project can be let to contract. This is an 
additional cost that was not included in the original contract 
agreement. GDOT has approved the use of retaining walls in 
the vicinity of the Kroger shopping center parking lot along 
Alexander Drive. These walls will reduce the impact to the 



 

Kroger parking lot, which will result in an overall savings to 
the City since the City is responsible for funding and 
acquiring the right of way. Design for the retaining walls was 
not included as part of the original agreement 
Representatives from the Engineering Department, GDOT, 
and Cranston Engineering Group are meeting monthly with 
the developers of the shopping complex on Riverwatch 
Parkway. These meetings were not included as part of the 
original agreement. 

Financial Impact: Cranston Engineering Group has proposed a total cost of 
$86,680 for these additional services. $68,400 for the design 
of the street lighting plans $5,800 for the design of the 
retaining walls, $7,920 for the re-evaluations of the approved 
environmental document and $4,560 for the additional 
meetings. 

Alternatives: 1)Approve Supplemental Agreement Number Four (4) as 
requested by the Engineering Department with Cranston 
Engineering Group in the amount of $86,680 for additional 
engineering services as required to design street lighting 
plans, design retaining walls to minimize impacts to 
properties, provide re-evaluations of the approved 
environmental document and attend monthly meetings with 
City officials and developers concerning the improvements to 
Alexander Drive, CPB #323-04-296823215. Funds are 
available in SPLOST Phase III Recapture Account. 2)Do not 
approve the request and jeopardize the progress of this 
important project to Augusta. 

Recommendation: Approve Alternative Number One.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

323-04.1110-6011111/296823333-6011111

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 

















 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Approve Construction Fees for Mabus Brothers for FJL LLC and the Augusta Auto Auction 

Property 
 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Approve Construction Fees for Mabus Brothers for sanitary 
sewer installation to FJL LLC property and surrounding 
properties on Doug Barnard Parkway based on the cost-
sharing agreement agreed to by the Commission in 
December 2005.

Background: In Fall 2005, AUD and FJL LLC met and proposed a cost-
sharing to install a sanitary sewer line to service properties 
on Doug Barnard Parkway. Based on the area to be served by 
the line, it was determined that AUD would cost-share to pay 
60% of the cost, not to exceed $260,000.00. This was 
approved in concept by the Commission on December 5, 
2005. FJL and their construction manager, Kuhlke 
Construction & Associates, submitted plans through the 
review process and were approved. Per the conditions of the 
agreement, Kuhlke and FJL conducted a bid process and 
determined Mabus Brothers was the apparent qualified low 
bidder. Subsequently, the scope of the original concept 
changed, and the original development was split into several 
smaller developments. The amount of property to be served 
by the sewer line did not change. Subsequently, Kuhlke and 
FJL negotiated the revised scope with Mabus Brothers to 
develop a new cost. AUD reviewed the pricing submitted 
from this negotiation and determined it to be consistent with 
AUD’s historical average cost data. 

Analysis: The final submitted price for the sewer line was $305,988.00. 
Because that scope of work includes approximately 60% of 
the project total, FJL asked AUD to pay for that scope of 
work in its entirety. AUD agreed, provided that all of the 
sanitary sewer line is installed prior to full payment. Based 
on the cost estimates, the $260,000.00 is less than than 60% 
of the project total.



 

Financial Impact: $260,000.00 from Renewal and Extension Account 
507043420-5425210 / 80700010-5425210.

Alternatives: None Given.

Recommendation: We recommend approving the Construction Fees for Mabus 
Brothers for sanitary sewer installation to FJL LLC property 
and surrounding properties on Doug Barnard Parkway based 
on the cost-sharing agreement agreed to by the Commission 
in December 2005.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

507043420-5425210 / 80700010-5425210

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 















 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

Approve Construction Approve Construction Approve Construction Approve Construction Fees for Mabus BrothersFees for Mabus BrothersFees for Mabus BrothersFees for Mabus Brothers    
            
DATE:  January 24, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  This 
request is to extend $260,000.00 for Mabus Brothers (approved 12/05).  If you have any 
questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Approve Construction Inspection Proposal for the Main Interceptor Upgrade Phase 1 

 

Department: Augusta Utilities Department

Caption: Approve a proposal from Stevenson & Palmer Engineering, 
Inc. in the amount of $159,438 for inspection services 
associated with the Main Interceptor Upgrade and the 
Industrial Force Main.

Background: The Utilities Department is in the process of awarding two 
construction contracts dealing with specialty pipe. Both 
projects were designed by Stevenson & Palmer Engineering 
over the past several years. The Industrial Force Main Project 
is already approved and includes the installation of several 
thousand feet of HDPE pipe. The other project is the 
replacement of the existing Main Interceptor from Dan 
Bowles Road to Laney Walker. As noted above, both 
projects include the installation of specialty pipe fairly new 
to Augusta, but widely accepted as excellent sanitary sewer 
conveyance pipe. 

Analysis: The Utilities Department has many projects under 
construction at this time and the in-house inspection staff is 
already spread quite thin. Stevenson & Palmer Engineering 
has an experienced inspector available with good background 
utilizing these types of piping materials.

Financial Impact: $159,438 from the 2002 Bond Issue, under account number 
511043420-5213119 / 80160115-5213119.

Alternatives: Reject the proposal and either: (1) seek other qualified 
inspection service providers; or (2) obtain the proper training 
for an in-house inspector and have this person inspect the 
projects.

Recommendation:
We recommend approving the proposal from Stevenson & 



 

Palmer, Inc. in the amount of $159,438 for the inspection 
services associated with the Main Interceptor Upgrade Phase 
1.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

511043420-5213119 / 80160115-5213119.

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    
        Construction InspecConstruction InspecConstruction InspecConstruction Inspection Proposation Proposation Proposation Proposal l l l for for for for the Main Interceptor Upgrade the Main Interceptor Upgrade the Main Interceptor Upgrade the Main Interceptor Upgrade     

PhasePhasePhasePhase One  One  One  One –––– Stevenson & Palmer Engineering Stevenson & Palmer Engineering Stevenson & Palmer Engineering Stevenson & Palmer Engineering    
            
DATE:  January 5, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Approve Consulting Fees for WK Dickson to provide GIS Services to Augusta Utilities 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Approve a proposal from W.K. Dickson in the amount of 
$73,652.00 to improve GIS Services to the Augusta Utilities 
Department.

Background: The Augusta Utilities Engineering Division has significantly 
invested in GIS technology to support its daily operations. 
This investment includes computer hardware and software 
applications for both field and office personnel. The long 
term goals of Augusta Utilities is to build a seamless field 
editing solution for both water and sewer GIS data sets and to 
integrate our current work order management software 
(GBA) with our GIS data and provide field access to both.

Analysis: Accepting this proposal will allow for the development of the 
tools and data sets required to take full advantage of the 
available technology to enhance our GIS water and sewer 
models, and provide field viewing and editing for work order 
management and GIS data. It will also provide the 
opportunity to develop an efficient geodatabase maintenance 
workflow process, provide customized programming when 
required and hands on training of AUD personnel.

Financial Impact: $73,652.00 from account 511043420-5425210/ 80399999-
5425210

Alternatives: Do not approve the fees and delay progress to achieving the 
Benchmark 2010 goals.

Recommendation: We recommend approving the proposal from W.K. Dickson 
in the amount of $73,652.00 to provide GIS consulting 
services in association with reaching our Benchmark 2010 
goals.



 

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

511043420-5425210/ 80399999-5425210

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 





















 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    
        Consulting Fees forConsulting Fees forConsulting Fees forConsulting Fees for WK Dickson WK Dickson WK Dickson WK Dickson    
            
DATE:  January 12, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 

 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Approve Water Line Construction to improve service along Tobacco Rd Corridor 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Approve Water Line Agreement to construct a 12” water line 
through Fairington subdivision to serve additional growth 
along Tobacco and Windsor Spring Rds.

Background:
Augusta Utilities has approximately $1.25 million in funding 
in the Windsor Spring Rd splost account to construct a 12” 
waterline and improve a sewerline in the right-of-way when 
Windsor Spring Rd is widened. As residential development 
has accelerated in that corridor, the need for additional 
waterlines has developed. The area is served by two different 
pressure systems, and the higher pressure system is required 
to provide sufficient water supply to the area. AUD has 
developed an approach to construct this line in three phases 
that would provide this water line to the corridor at a 
reasonable price to Augusta, and ahead of the current 
construction schedule. Nordahl Homes, Inc. submitted a 
residential development plan which was only partially 
approved due to lack of Augusta water infrastructure and 
capability in the development. As AUD worked to develop a 
plan to bring infrastructure to the area ahead of the Windsor 
Spring Rd project, AUD and Nordahl met and discussed a 
cost-sharing approach to install the waterlines. The proposed 
waterline route would utilize a new utility corridor, donated 
by Nordahl and a separate property owner, and cost-sharing 
in areas where they had currently proposed to install 
waterlines. The route would begin at the Tobacco Rd tank, 
and travel overland to Kevin Dr in Fairington subdivision, 
and then proceed through the new utility corridor, through 
Nordahl’s development to Diamond Lakes Park. The line 
would be constructed in three phases: the first from the 
Tobacco Rd tank to the edge of Fairington neighborhood, the 
second through the new utility corridor, and the third through 
the proposed residential development. Nordahl worked with 
their utility contractor, Haire Utilities, Inc., and submitted an 



estimate for the construction of approximately 1600 feet of 
12” ductile iron (DIP) water line and associated valves, 
fittings, testing, and erosion control through the new utility 
corridor. This construction contract will bring the higher 
pressure system from Fairington subdivision to Diamond 
Lakes park. Additionally, Southern Partners has been tasked 
with providing an engineering route to connect the Tobacco 
Rd tank with this water line, and AUD will solicit pricing to 
complete that portion of the line once the design is complete. 
Additionally, Nordahl, Inc. and AUD propose to cost-share 
to construct the portion of the line through their residential 
development. The two remaining sections of water line will 
be approved under future agenda items. This will provide 
improved water service to the Windsor Spring Rd area 
between Tobacco and Willis Foreman Rds ahead of the 
currently proposed schedule. 

Analysis: AUD has reviewed the proposed pricing and found it to be 
consistent with the average pricing information that AUD 
retains for bid analysis. The items are within 10% of the 
average price for all projects.

Financial Impact: Approximately $64,989.00 from the SPLOST Fund, under 
account number 324-04-3510/202-63-4766 would be used to 
pay for the construction of this phase of the water line. 

Alternatives: There is no alternative.

Recommendation: Approve Water Line Agreement to Construct a 12” water 
line through Fairington subdivision to serve additional 
growth along Tobacco and Windsor Spring Rds.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

324-04-3510/202-63-4766

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 



 

Clerk of Commission 







 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    
        Water Line Cost ShaWater Line Cost ShaWater Line Cost ShaWater Line Cost Sharing Agreement to Construct a 12” Water Line ring Agreement to Construct a 12” Water Line ring Agreement to Construct a 12” Water Line ring Agreement to Construct a 12” Water Line     
            
DATE:  January 12, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 

 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Augusta Canal FERC Licensing Process - SHPO Agreement 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Authorize the execution of an agreement with FERC, 
Georgia State Historic Preservation Office, and the South 
Carolina Historic Preservation Office.

Background: Augusta is in the process on having the Augusta Canal 
licensed through the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. This process may include agreements with 
varies state agencies, federal agencies and independent 
environmental focus groups. This agenda item is such a 
proposed agreement between Augusta, FERC, Georgia State 
Historic Preservation Office, and the South Carolina Historic 
Preservation Office. Attached to the agenda item as backup is 
the agreement which has been provided through FERC. The 
Augusta Canal is listed on the National Registrar as a 
Historic Landmark District. Being that Augusta Canal FERC 
License 11810 project area is within the Historic Landmark 
District, the attached agreement is required by the license 
process. The agreement includes principles and procedures of 
historic properties. 

Analysis: Attached to the agenda item is an agreement between 
Augusta, FERC, Georgia State Historic Preservation office, 
and the South Carolina Historic Preservation Office.

Financial Impact: No funds are required for this agenda item.

Alternatives: No alternatives are recommended.

Recommendation: We recommend the Commission authorize the execution of 
the agreement between FERC, Georgia State Historic 
Preservation Office, and the South Carolina Historic 
Preservation Office.



 

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

No funds are required for this agenda item.

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



















































 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

Augusta Canal FERC LiAugusta Canal FERC LiAugusta Canal FERC LiAugusta Canal FERC Licensing Agreementcensing Agreementcensing Agreementcensing Agreement    
            
DATE:  January 18, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
C/O for 630 Water System-36" Water Main 

 

Department: Augusta Utilities Department

Caption: Approve a proposal from Cranston Engineering Group in the 
amount of $72,640.00 to split the 36" design contract into 
two phases.

Background: Cranston Engineering Group has submitted a proposal for 
splitting the proposed water line project into two separate 
engineering contracts. The first phase of the project will run 
from Iris Drive to a point on the western edge of the Augusta 
State University complex. AUD asked for the design to be 
split in order to expedite the construction of the line and 
prepare for more robust service to western Augusta.

Analysis: Splitting the project design into two phases will allow 
construction of approximately 9,000 linear feet of 36-inch 
water main in phase one that will bolster the water supply 
and pressure to Fort Gordon for the peak summer demand.

Financial Impact: $72,640.00 from the Bond Issue, under account number 
511043410/54212115 80310150/54212115

Alternatives: Rejection of the submittal will delay the project and we will 
not meet the required water pressure needed to supply Fort 
Gordon water system.

Recommendation: We recommend approving the proposal from Cranston 
Engineering Group in the amount of $72,640.00 for splitting 
the project design into two phases. 

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

511043410/5212115 80310150/54212115



 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 







 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

C/O for 630 Water SysC/O for 630 Water SysC/O for 630 Water SysC/O for 630 Water System tem tem tem –––– 36” Water Main 36” Water Main 36” Water Main 36” Water Main    
            
DATE:  January 24, 2007 
    
 
This memo is to transmit the review and concurrence of the recommended DBE 
Utilization goal of 0% for the above referenced project. The goal-setting methodology 
considered the following factors based on good faith efforts of the contractor: 
 

• The project’s total estimated cost is not to exceed $$$$72,640.0072,640.0072,640.0072,640.00. 
• There is 0% value of the scope of work where minority/women minority/women minority/women minority/women  

businesses businesses businesses businesses availability exists. 
• There is 0% value of the scope of work where small businesses small businesses small businesses small businesses     

availability exists.    
• There is 100% ($72,640.00) value of the scope where local local local local  

businesses businesses businesses businesses availability exists. 
    
The contractor must prepare their proposed DBE Utilization Form submittal based on 
the total dollar value of their base bid.  No further adjustments should be made. 
 
The above recommendation is based on information provided at the time of review.  
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
CH2M Hill Contract Amendment No. 7, Option Year 1 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Authorize Option Year 1 of Amendment No. 7 to the existing 
Program Management Services Contract with CH2M HILL, 
INC. to provide Program Management Services for the 2004 
Series Bond Capital Improvements Program approved by 
Commission 02/01/2005. Option Year 1 budget is 
$1,350,000.

Background: CH2M HILL, INC. has been providing Program and 
Contract Management Services for the Augusta Utilities 
Department Master Plan 2000 implementation program. To 
cover the continuing services needed for the 2004 Series 
Bond Capital Improvements Program an amendment to the 
existing contract, Amendment No. 7, was approved by 
Commission 02/01/2005. In this Amendment No. 7 tasks 
were selected to provide contract management services as 
well as program management including approximately 20% 
subcontract services with local, MBE/WBE firms. The firms 
currently furnishing field support services are Khafra 
Engineering, Inc. (Augusta) and Management Analysis and 
Utilization (Augusta), others will be added as needed. CH2M 
HILL, INC. will continue to provide the DBE Coordinator 
with a monthly update on local, MBE/WBE utilization under 
their contract. CH2M HILL, INC. will not furnish design or 
construction services for the projects funded by this program. 
The initial term of Amendment No. 7 was for two years with 
three additional one year options. Attachment B from 
Amendment No. 7 is attached for reference regarding the 
approved compensation amounts for each option year. 
Option Year 1 will begin 02/01/2007.

Analysis: Approving this authorization will allow the 2004 Series Bond 
Capital Improvements Program to progress in a timely and 
cost efficient manner.



 

Financial Impact: Funds for this authorization can be charged to the 2004 
Series Capital Improvement Program: $1,350,000 funded by 
account number: 511043490-5212115/80390900-5212115 

Alternatives: No alternatives.

Recommendation: We recommend the Commission approve Authorization of 
Option Year 1 defined in Amendment No. 7 to the existing 
contract with CH2M HILL, INC. for additional Program 
Management Services associated with the 2004 Series Bond 
Capital Improvements program in the amount of $1,350,000.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

511043490-5212115/80390900-5212115

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



ATTACHMENT B – COMPENSATION 

 

 

ARTICLE 2.  COMPENSATION 

Compensation by OWNER to PROGRAM MANAGER will be as follows: 

A. COST REIMBURSABLE-PER DIEM (TIME AND EXPENSE) 

No Changes 

B. BUDGET 

A budgetary amount of $8,250,000 (Eight Million, Two Hundred and Fifty Thousand 
Dollars), excluding taxes, is hereby established for the Amendment 7 additional services 
defined in Attachment A. The budget amount for any additional services not listed in 
ARTICLE 1 will be established by further amendment to this AGREEMENT. 

The initial term of this Amendment 7 is for two (2) years. There are three (3) 
additional one (1) year options to be exercised at the discretion of the Owner. The 
estimated budgeted breakdown is as follows: 

 Initial term (2 years)  $4,600,000 

 Option Year 1 (1 year) $1,350,000 

 Option Year 2 (1 year) $1,300,000 

 Option Year 3 (1 year) $1,000,000 

PROGRAM MANAGER will make reasonable efforts to complete the work within the 
budget and will keep OWNER informed of progress toward that end so that the budget 
or work effort can be adjusted if found necessary. 

PROGRAM MANAGER is not obligated to incur costs beyond the indicated budgets, as 
may be adjusted, nor is OWNER obligated to pay PROGRAM MANAGER beyond these 
limits. 

C. PER DIEM RATES 

No Changes 

D. DIRECT EXPENSES 

No Changes 

 

 

 



 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    
        CH2MHill Contract ACH2MHill Contract ACH2MHill Contract ACH2MHill Contract Amendment No. 7mendment No. 7mendment No. 7mendment No. 7        
            
DATE:  January 12, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Condemnation - Jim Davis Company 

 

 

Department: County Attorney - Stephen E. Shepard, Attorney

Caption: Motion to authorize condmenation of a portion of Tax Map 
18, Parcel 364-0, which is owned by Jim Davis Company for 
a permanent easement of 25,463 feet and a temporary 
easement of 17,602 feet. Public Works Project: Pointe West 
Subdivision Drainage Improvement Project.

Background: The appraised value of the easement is $11,593.00. In order 
to timely acquire access, condemnation will be necessary.

Analysis: Condemnation is required in order to acquire the easement.

Financial Impact: The necessary costs will be covered by project budget.

Alternatives: Deny the authorization to condemn.

Recommendation: Approve the authorization to condemn.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

G/L 323041110-54.11120 J/L 203823372-54.11120

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Condemnation - Mary E. and George L. Cassels, III 

 

 

Department: County Attorney - Stephen E. Shepard, Attorney

Caption: Motion to authorize condemnation of a portion of property 
#140-0-505-00-0, 3863 Crest Drive, which is owned by Mary 
E. and George L. Cassels, III for 1,910 square feet for a 
permanent easement and 1,914 square feet of temporary 
easement. AUD Project: Horsepen Sanitary Sewer, Phase II

Background: Appraisal value of the easement is $688.00. Unable to 
contact property owners. In order to acquire timely access, 
condemnation will be necessary.

Analysis: Condemnation is required in order to acquire the easement.

Financial Impact: The necessary costs will be covered by project budget.

Alternatives: Deny the authorization to condemn.

Recommendation: Approve the authorization to condemn.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

G/L 510043420-5411120 J/L 80250202-5411120

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Condemnation - Philanna M. Peterson 

 

Department: County Attorney - Stephen E. Shepard, Attorney

Caption: Motion to authorize condemnation of a portion of property 
#140-0-500-00-0, 3873 Crest Drive, which is owned by 
Philanna M. Peterson for 2,181 square feet for a permanent 
easement and 2,180 square feet of temporary easement. AUD 
Project: Horsepen Sanitary Sewer, Phase II

Background: Appraisal value of the easement is $785.00. Unable to 
contact property owner. In order to acquire timely access, 
condemnation will be necessary. Mr. Peterson is the daughter 
of the former owner Berry J. Williams - plat shows owner as 
Berry J. Williams.

Analysis: Condemnation is required in order to acquire the easement

Financial Impact: The necessary costs will be covered by project budget.

Alternatives: Deny the authorization to condemn.

Recommendation: Approve the authorization to condemn.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

G/L 510043420-5411120 J/L 80250202-5411120

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Extension of Staff Augmentation Agreement with JJ&G-01/11/07 

 

Department: Abie L. Ladson, P.E., Interim Director Engineering 
Department

Caption: Authorize the Engineering Department to extend the current 
agreement with Jordan, Jones & Goulding (JJG) for one year 
to provide project management support via staff 
augmentation in an amount not to exceed $160,000 to be 
funded from SPLOST Phase V Administration lapsed 
salaries (325-04.1197-5111110) upon receipt and review of 
executed documents.

Background: Augusta-Richmond County (ARC) is responsible for Pre-
construction activities on several GDOT projects including 
St. Sebastian, Windsor Spring Road, Alexander Drive and 
Wrightsboro Road. These projects are in various stages of 
development and require efficient and effective interaction 
and coordination between GDOT, ARC and the respective 
design consultants. 

Analysis: On June 7, 2005, the Commission approved the initial 
agreement with JJG for David Griffith to provide staff 
support as Project Manager. This agreement has proven to be 
very effective and beneficial to the Engineering Department. 
His knowledge of the GDOT processes and understanding of 
how to request assistance on projects has resulted in saving 
the Engineering Department millions of dollars. He has also 
been successful in finding and securing funds for projects 
after the original funds for these projects had been 
reallocated to other projects. 

Financial Impact: Adequate funds exist in the SPLOST Phase administration 
account to support this activity. 

Alternatives: 1) Authorize the Engineering Department to extend the 
current agreement with Jordan, Jones & Goulding (JJG) for 



 

one year to provide project management support via staff 
augmentation in an amount not to exceed $160,000 to be 
funded from SPLOST Phase V Administration lapsed 
salaries (325-04.1197-5111110) upon receipt and review of 
executed documents. 2) Deny and acknowledge that ARC 
managed GDOT projects may experience delays. 

Recommendation: Approve Alternative Number One.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

325-04.1197-5111110 

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 









 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
James Brown Statue Enhancement 

 

 

Department: Clerk of Commission

Caption: Discuss the enhancement of the James Brown Statue. 
(Requested by Commissioner Williams)

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Jay's Car Wash & Supply 

 

 

Department: Clerk of Commission

Caption: Presentation by Mr. Joe Jones of Jay's Car Wash & Supply 
regarding compensation for his loss of business resulting 
from roadway improvements on Barton Chapel Road.

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Judicial Center Sub-Committee 

 

 

Department: Clerk of Commission

Caption: Report from the Judicial Center Sub-Committee regarding 
questions concerning the Judicial Center Project relating to 
the sub-committee's composition, the retention of the current 
architectural firm and the contract extension with that firm if 
they are retained.

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Laney Walker Sewer Replacement 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Ratify and approve the actions of AUD to repair and replace 
the Laney Walker sanitary sewer main between Laney 
Walker Court and Lover’s Lane through a second change 
order to the existing Laney Walker Sewer Emergency Repair 
Project in the amount of $80,214.31 for a total budget of 
$545,214.31. 

Background:
The Laney Walker sewer line is an 18” & 24” concrete sewer 
line that was installed approximately forty years ago. This 
sewer line is located at a depth of 14 to 18 feet, and is 
parallel to the storm ditch which runs in the median of Laney 
Walker. This sanitary sewer line carries all of the industrial 
waste from Columbia Nitrogen Drive to the Second Street lift 
station. The industrial waste is such that it reacts in a 
negative manner with the concrete pipe causing the top 
portion to erode and fail. The sewer line failures ultimately 
manifest themselves into large holes from the pipe to the 
ground surface. AUD has a sewer project that has been 
awarded for construction called the Industrial Force-Main. 
This project entails running a pressurized sewer line from 
Columbia Nitrogen Drive to the Messerly Wastewater 
Treatment Plant. It was the plan of AUD to get this sewer 
force-main in service to remove the industrial waste from the 
Laney Walker sewer line. After the industrial waste was 
removed the sewer line in Laney Walker was to be evaluated, 
repaired, and replaced with a much reduced sewer flow. The 
Laney Walker sewer line has begun failing sooner than was 
anticipated. Over the past year several point repairs have 
been performed to patch the failing line by way of an 
emergency contract with Blair Construction. On June 7, 2005 
the Commission approved a budget of $250,000 for 
emergency repairs to the Laney Walker Sewer line. $135,500 
of this was for Blair Construction for various point repairs to 
the sewer line. On October 17, 2006 the Commission 



approved the first change order to the mentioned emergency 
contract, bringing the total budget to $465,500. This action 
was the result of an agenda item brought forth by AUD 
seeking ratification for actions taken to repair the series of 
additional collapses occurring along the Laney Walker 24” 
sewer line. 

Analysis: We have repaired and replaced parts of the 24” sewer line 
under the items as described in the Background. We 
constructed a new 18” line along Laney Walker from Hayes 
Street to Lovers Lane and abandoned the 24” line which had 
numerous collapses. In October 2006, when AUD requested 
the first change order, the emergency nature of the project 
dictated that the new 18” line be put in place expeditiously 
without collecting soil borings. The soil conditions where 
such that a much larger amount of select backfill was needed 
that anticipated, and consequently the cost was 
underestimated by approximately $80,000. This request will 
provide the additional funding in the amount of $80,214.31 
for a total budget of $545,214.31. This line carries the 
wastewater from our largest customers and it was essential to 
restore this line to a dependable condition. 

Financial Impact: $80,214.31

Alternatives: None Rrecommended

Recommendation: It is recommended to ratify and approve the actions of AUD 
to repair and replace the Laney Walker sanitary sewer main 
between Laney Walker Court and Lover’s Lane through a 
second change order to the existing Laney Walker Sewer 
Emergency Repair Project in the amount of $80,214.31 for a 
total budget of $545,214.31.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

507043420-5425210 / 80500020-5425210

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 



 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

Laney Walker Sewer ReLaney Walker Sewer ReLaney Walker Sewer ReLaney Walker Sewer Replacementplacementplacementplacement    
            
DATE:  January 18, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Motion to Accept Easement Deed to Correct Oversite on Stratford Drive Project 

 

Department: Augusta Utilities Department

Caption: Motion to approve and accept an Easement Deed from Jan G. 
Munn to correct an oversight made during the Stratford Drive 
Sanitary Sewer Project, constructed in 1978.

Background: During the constrution of the sanitary sewer pipeline, rock 
was struck. The pipeline was moved to go around the rock. 
No corrective easement, showing the new location of the 
pipeline, was acquired. In the course of discovery, it was 
found that a house behind the Munn's had been missed. 

Analysis: Mrs. Munn is donating the easement to Augusta. The Deed 
covers the existing pipieline and the easement needed to 
connect the missed house to the system. The acceptance and 
recording of the Easement Deed will rectify documentation 
issues.

Financial Impact: None

Alternatives: Not approve the Easement Deed.

Recommendation: Accept and approve the Easement Deed.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

N/A

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:



 

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 











 

  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

Easement Deed from JaEasement Deed from JaEasement Deed from JaEasement Deed from Jan G. Munn n G. Munn n G. Munn n G. Munn –––– Stratford Drive Sanitary Sewer  Stratford Drive Sanitary Sewer  Stratford Drive Sanitary Sewer  Stratford Drive Sanitary Sewer 
ProjectProjectProjectProject    

            
DATE:  January 18, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Pinnacle Place Subdivision Change Number 3 /Contract Award 

 

Department: Abie L. Ladson, P.E., Interim Director Engineering 
Department

Caption: Approve CPB #322-04-203822642 Change Number Three in 
the amount of $49,000.00 to be funded from the project 
contingency to be allocated for project construction. Also, 
approve award of construction contract to Blair Construction, 
Inc. in the amount of $641,111.12 for the Pinnacle Place 
Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Improvements Project, 
subject to receipt of signed contracts and proper bonds. Bid 
Item # 06-190

Background: This project proposes to address drainage and erosion control 
issues in the southwest area of the Pinnacle Place 
Subdivision. This project will include enclosed drainage and 
swales. The Pinnacle Place Subdivision project was funded 
in November 2003 through Phase I and II Recapture of the 
Special 1% Sales Tax.

Analysis: Bids were received on December 1, 2006 with Blair 
Construction, Inc. being the low bidder. Bid results are as 
follow: CONTRACTORS BID 1. Blair Construction, Inc. 
$641,111.12 2. Mabus Brothers Construction Co., Inc. 
$831,814.25 No DBE subcontractor(s) are being used by 
Blair Construction, Inc. on this project. DBE 
SUBCONTRACTORS AMOUNT TOTAL: $0.00 DBE %: 
0% 

Financial Impact: Funds are available to complete this project

Alternatives: 1) Approve CPB #322-04-203822642 Change Number Three 
in the amount $49,000.00 to be funded from the project 
contingency to be allocated for project construction. Also, 
approve award of construction contract to Blair Construction, 
Inc. in the amount of $641,111.12 for the Pinnacle Place 



 

Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Improvements Project, Bid 
Item # 06-190 subject to receipt of signed contracts and 
proper bonds. 2) Do not approve and not construct the 
project. 

Recommendation: Approve Alternative Number One

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

322-041110-6011110/203822642

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 





















Vendor Bid Bond Total Bid

Reeves Construction

P. O. Box 1129

Augusta, GA  30903

Eagle Utility, 1350 Branch Rd., 

Bishop, GA 30621

Blair Construction

P. O. Box 770 

Evans, GA  30809 Yes 641,111.12$          

Mabus Bros.

920 Molly Pond Road

Augusta, GA  30901 Yes 831,814.25$          

Bid Item #06-190

Pinnacle Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Improvement

Engineering Department

Bid Due: Friday, December 1, 2006 @ 11:00 a.m.



Invitation To Bid 
 

Sealed bids will be received at this office until 11:00 a.m. on Friday, December 1, 2006: 
  

Bid #06-190 Pinnacle Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Improvement for Engineering Department 
 

BID’s will be received by Augusta, GA Commission hereinafter referred to as the OWNER at the offices of: 

Geri A. Sams 

Procurement Department 

530 Greene Street - Room 605 

Augusta, Georgia  30911 

706-821-2422 
 

Bidding documents may be examined at the following locations: Office of the Owner; Augusta, GA Procurement Department, 530 Greene Street – Room 

605, Augusta, GA  30911.  Plans and specifications for the project can be made available upon request to Imaging Technologies.  The fees for the plans 

and specifications which are non-refundable is $50.00 
 

Documents may also be examined during regular business hours at F. W. Dodge Room, 1281 Broad Street, Augusta, GA  30901 and Augusta Builders 

Exchange, 1262 Merry Street, Augusta, GA 30904.  It is the wish of the Owner that all businesses are given the opportunity to submit on this project.  

To facilitate this policy, the Owner is providing the opportunity to view plans online (www.itrepro.com) at no charge through Imaging Technologies 

(706-724-7924) beginning Thursday, October 12, 2006.  Bidders are cautioned that submitting a package without review or procurement of a complete 

set are likely to overlook issues of construction phasing, delivery of goods or services, or coordination with other work that is material to the successful 

completion of the project.  Bidders are cautioned that sequestration of documents through any other source is not advisable Acquisition of documents 

from unauthorized sources places the bidder at the risk of receiving incomplete or inaccurate information upon which to base his qualifications. 
 

A Mandatory Pre-Bid Conference will be held on Friday, November 3, 2006 at 10:00 am in Room 605 of the Procurement Department..  All 

questions must be submitted in writing to the office of the Procurement Department by fax at 706-821-2811 or by mail.  No bid will be accepted 

by fax, all must be received by mail or hand delivered.  The last day to submit questions is Tuesday, November 7, 2006 by 4:00 p.m. 
 

The local bidder preference program is applicable to this project.  To be approved as a local bidder and receive bid preference on an eligible 

local project, the certification statement as a local bidder and all supporting documents must be submitted to the Procurement Department with 

your bonafide bid package. 
 

It is the wish of the Owner that minority businesses are given the opportunity to BID on the various parts of the work.  This desire on the part of the 

Owner is not intended to restrict or limit competitive bidding or to increase the cost of the work.  The Owner supports a healthy free market system that 

seeks to include responsible businesses and provide ample opportunity for business growth and development.  
 

No BID may be withdrawn for a period of 90 days after time has been called on the date of opening.  A 10% Bid bond is required to be submitted in a 

separate envelope so marked along with the bidders’ qualifications; a 100% performance bond and a 100% payment bond will be required for 

award.   
 

Bidders will please note that the number of copies requested; all supporting documents including financial statements and references and such other 

attachments that may be required by the bid are material conditions of the package.  Any bid package found incomplete or submitted late shall be 

rejected by the Procurement Office.  Any bidder allegedly contending that he/she has been improperly disqualified from bidding due to an incomplete 

bid submission shall have the right to appeal to the appropriate committee of the Augusta Commission. Please mark BID number on the outside of the 

envelope. 
 

Augusta has a Link Deposit program designed to provide loans to eligible local Small, Minority and Women Owned Businesses.  For more information 

about this program contact the Office of the Disadvantage Business Enterprise at 706-821-2406. 
 

GERI A. SAMS, Purchasing Director 
 

Publish: 

Augusta Chronicle October 12, 19, 26, November 3, 2006 

Augusta Focus  October 19, 2006 

 

Cc: Tameka Allen  Interim Deputy Administrator 

 Abie Ladson  Engineering Department 

 Yvonne Gentry  DBE 

 

 



   

� Home  
� My DemandStar  
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Planholders List 

10 Planholder(s) found. 

 

     

DemandStar is a product of Onvia, Inc. (c) 1997-2007. All rights reserved.  |  Terms of Use  |  Privacy 

 Login  |  Register  |    Help  

Onvia DemandStar

Member Name City of Augusta, GA

Bid Number ITB-06-190-0-2006/PJM

Bid Name Pinnacle Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Improvement

Supplier Name 
City State Phone Fax 

Applied Technology & Management Inc Gainesville FL 3523758700 3523750995 

Construction Journal, Ltd. Stuart FL 8007855165 8005817204 

HDR Engineering, Inc. Atlanta GA 6787754800 6787754848 

McGraw-Hill Construction Dodge Fort Myers FL 2399392525 2399392331 

McMillan Golf Inc. richmond hill GA 9127568446 9127568115 

Reed Construction Data Norcross GA 8009018687 8775633534 

RLK Inc Duluth MN 8005203824 0000000000 

Tar Heel Specialties Inc. Linden NC 9108926133 9108926219 

Transportation Systems Design, Inc. Sandy SPrings GA 4042552220 4042552206 

Vastec Group Inc Augusta GA 7068286502 7068286505 
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  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
TO:  Abe Ladsen  

Engineering Department  
 
Geri Sams 

  Director, Procurement Department 
 

FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    
        Bid Item Bid Item Bid Item Bid Item ####06060606----190 Pinnacle 190 Pinnacle 190 Pinnacle 190 Pinnacle Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage Place Subdivision Erosion & Drainage     
        Improvements ProjectImprovements ProjectImprovements ProjectImprovements Project    
            
DATE:  January 12, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to transmit the review and concurrence of the recommended DBE 
Utilization goal of zero (0%) for the above referenced project.  The goal-setting 
methodology considered the following factors based on good faith efforts of the 
contractor: 
 

• The project’s total estimated cost is $$$$641,111.12 
• There is 0% value of the scope of work where minority/women businesses minority/women businesses minority/women businesses minority/women businesses 

availability exists. 
• There is 0% value of the scope of work where small businesses small businesses small businesses small businesses availability 

exists.    
• There is 0% value of the scope where local businesses local businesses local businesses local businesses availability exists. 

 
No subcontractors will be needed for this project.  It will be 100% self performed by Blair 
Construction. 
    
The contractor must prepare their proposed DBE Utilization Form submittal based on 
the total dollar value of their base bid.  No further adjustments should be made. 
 
The above recommendation is based on information provided at the time of review.  
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Receive Utilities Engineering 2006 Report 

 

 

Department: Utilities

Caption: Receive Utilities Engineering 2006 Report to be presented at 
the meeting.

Background: AUD is constructing many projects, and has reviewed and 
inspected many projects in 2006.

Analysis: AUD will present a summary report of construction projects 
from 2006.

Financial Impact: None

Alternatives: None.

Recommendation: Receive Utilities Engineering 2006 Report

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

No Funds are Required.

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Recommendation for Engineering Director Position 

 

 

Department: Administrator's Office

Caption: Motion to approve the recommendation of Mr. Abie Ladson 
to the position of Engineering Director.

Background: This position has been sufficiently advertised and has been 
vacant since. Mr. Ladson was the only responsive qualified 
candidate for the position.

Analysis: Mr. Ladson meets the qualifications for the position. (Please 
see the attached resume.)

Financial Impact: N/A

Alternatives: Do not approve the request.

Recommendation: Approve the action as set forth in the caption.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 













 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Resolution to adopt Revised Soil and Erosion and Sedimentaion Control Ordinance 

 

 

Department: Planning and Zoning

Caption: Motion to approve Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control 
Ordinance. 

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 
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Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control Ordinance 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, BY THE AUGUSTA COMMISSION, AND IT IS 
HEREBY ORDAINED BY AUTHORITY OF SAME AS FOLLOWS 
 

SECTION I  

TITLE 

 
This Ordinance will be known as "Augusta Georgia Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control 
Ordinance.” 
 

SECTION II  

DEFINITIONS  

 
The following definitions shall apply in the interpretation and enforcement of this Ordinance, 
unless otherwise specifically stated: 
 
1. Best Management Practices (BMP’s):  A collection of structural practices and 

vegetative measures which, when properly designed, installed and maintained, will 
provide effective erosion and sedimentation control. The term “properly designed" means 
designed in accordance with the hydraulic design specifications contained in the “Manual 
for Erosion and Sediment Control in Georgia” specified in O.C.G.A. 12-7-6 subsection 
(b).  

 
2. Board: The Board of Natural Resources. 
 
3. Buffer: The area of land immediately adjacent to the banks of state waters in its natural 

state of vegetation, which facilitates the protection of water quality and aquatic habitat. 
 
4. Commission: The State Soil & Water Conservation Commission. 
 
5. Cut: A portion of land surface or area from which earth has been removed or will be 

removed by excavation; the depth below original ground surface to excavated surface. 
Also known as “excavation”.  

 
6. Department: The Department of Natural Resources. 
 
7.        Developer:  Refers to the person or persons, corporation, or other business 

     applying for a permit to undertake land-disturbing activity and performing  
     development within the scope of this Ordinance. 

 
8. Development:  Refers to any activity which would alter the elevation of the land, remove 

or destroy plant life, cause structure of any kind to be installed, erected, or removed, or a 
change of any kind from conditions existing as of the effective date of this Ordinance 
unless such activity is exempted under §7-3-33. 
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9. Director: The Director of the Environmental Protection Division of the Department of 

Natural Resources. 
 
10. District: The Brier Creek Soil and Water Conservation District. 
 
11. Division: The Environmental Protection Division of the Department of Natural 

Resources. 
 
12. Drainage Structure: A device composed of a virtually nonerodible material such as 

concrete, steel, plastic or other such material that conveys water from one place to 
another by intercepting the flow and carrying it to a release point for stormwater 
management, drainage control, or flood control purposes. 

 
13.      Existing Grade:  The vertical location of the existing ground surface prior to 
          cutting or filling. 
 
14. Erosion: The process by which land surface is worn away by the action of wind, water, 

ice or gravity. 
 
15. Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan: A plan for the control of soil erosion 

and sedimentation resulting from a land- disturbing activity. Also known as the “plan”. 
 
16. Fill: A portion of land surface to which soil or other solid material has been added; the 

depth above the original ground. 
 
17. Finished Grade: The final elevation and contour of the ground after cutting or filling 

and conforming to the proposed design. 
 
18. Grading: Altering the shape of ground surfaces to a predetermined condition; this 

includes stripping, cutting, filling, stockpiling and shaping or any combination thereof 
and shall include the land in its cut or filled condition. 

 
19. Ground Elevation: The original elevation of the ground surface prior to cutting or 

filling. 
 
20. Land-Disturbing Activity: Any activity which may result in soil erosion from water or 

wind and the movement of sediments into state waters or onto lands within the state, 
including, but not limited to, clearing, dredging, grading, excavating, transporting, and 
filling of land but not including agricultural practices as described in Section III, 
Paragraph 5. 

 
21. Larger Common Plan of Development or Sale: A contiguous area where multiple 

separate and distinct construction activities are occurring under one plan of development 
or sale. For the purposes of this paragraph, “plan” means an announcement; piece of 
documentation such as a sign, public notice or hearing, sales pitch, advertisement, 
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drawing, permit application, zoning request, or computer design; or physical demarcation 
such as boundary signs, lot stakes, or surveyor markings, indicating that construction 
activities may occur on a specific plot. 

 
22. Local Issuing Authority: The governing authority of any county or municipality 

which is certified pursuant to subsection (a) O.C.G.A. 12-7-8.  The LIA in Augusta is the 
Executive Director of the Augusta-Richmond County Planning Commission and the 
Public Works and Engineering Department is an extension of the LIA with respect to 
plan review and enforcement. 

 
23. Metropolitan River Protection Act (MRPA): A state law referenced as O.C.G.A. 

12-5-440 et.seq, which addresses environmental and developmental matters in certain 
metropolitan river corridors and their drainage basins. 

 
24. Mulching:  Refers to the application of plant or other suitable materials in the soil 

surface to conserve moisture, hold soil in place, and aid in establishing plant cover. 
 
25. Natural Ground Surface: The ground surface in its original state before any grading, 

excavation or filling. 
 
26. Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTU): Numerical units of measure based upon 

photometric analytical techniques for measuring the light scattered by finely divided 
particles of a substance in suspension. This technique is used to estimate the extent of 
turbidity in water in which colloidally dispersed particles are present. 

 
27.  One Hundred Year Flood Plain:  Land in the floodplain subject to a one (1) percent or 

greater statistical occurrence probability of flooding in any given year. 
 
28. Operator: The party or parties that have: (A) operational control of construction project 

plans and specifications, including the ability to make modifications to those plans and 
specifications; or (B) day-to-day operational control of those activities that are necessary 
to ensure compliance with a storm-water pollution prevention plan for the site or other 
permit conditions, such as a person authorized to direct workers at a site to carry out 
activities required by the storm-water pollution prevention plan or to comply with other 
permit conditions. 

 
29. Permit: The authorization necessary to conduct a land-disturbing activity under the 

provisions of this Ordinance.  
 
30. Person: Any individual, partnership, firm, association, joint venture, public or private 

corporation, trust, estate, commission, board, public or private institution, utility, 
cooperative, state agency, municipality or other political subdivision of this State, any 
interstate body or any other legal entity. 

 
31. Planning Commission:  The Augusta-Richmond County Planning Commission. 
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32. Project: The entire proposed development project regardless of the size of the area of 
land to be disturbed. 

 
33. Qualified Personnel: Any person who meets or exceeds the education and training 

requirements of O.C.G.A. 12-7-19. 
 
34. Roadway Drainage Structure: A device such as a bridge, culvert, or ditch, composed 

of a virtually nonerodible material such as concrete, steel, plastic, or other such material 
that conveys water under a roadway by intercepting the flow on one side of a traveled 
way consisting of one or more defined lanes, with or without shoulder areas, and carrying 
water to a release point on the other side. 

 
35. Sediment: Solid material, both organic and inorganic, that is in suspension, is being 

transported, or has been moved from its site of origin by air, water, ice, or gravity as a 
product of erosion. 

 
36. Sedimentation: The process by which eroded material is transported and deposited by 

the action of water, wind, ice or gravity. 
 
37. Soil and Water Conservation District Approved Plan: An erosion and 

sedimentation control plan approved in writing by the Brier Creek Soil and Water 
Conservation District. 

 
38. Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Measures: Refers to mechanical measures used to 

reshape the land to intercept, divert, convey, retard, or otherwise control runoff, 
including, but not limited to, land grading, bench terraces, subsurface drains, diversions, 
berms, storm sewers, outlets, waterway stabilization structures, lines channels, sediment 
and debris basin, and stream channel and bank stabilization; and vegetative measures to 
provide temporary cover to help control erosion during construction and permanent cover 
to stabilize the site after construction is complete. 

 
39. Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan or Plans:  Refers to the plan for the control of 

soil erosion and sedimentation resulting from land disturbing activities. 
 
409. Stabilization: The process of establishing an enduring soil cover of vegetation by the 

installation of temporary or permanent structures for the purpose of reducing to a 
minimum the erosion process and the resultant transport of sediment by wind, water, ice 
or gravity. 

 
41. State General Permit: The National Pollution Discharge Elimination System general 

permit or permits for stormwater runoff from construction activities as is now in effect or 
as may be amended or reissued in the future pursuant to the state’s authority to 
implement the same through federal delegation under the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, as amended, 33 U.S.C. Section 1251, et seq., and subsection (f) of Code 
Section 12-5-30. 
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42. State Waters: Any and all rivers, streams, creeks, branches, lakes, reservoirs, ponds, 
drainage systems, springs, wells, and other bodies of surface or subsurface water, natural 
or artificial, lying within or forming a part of the boundaries of the State which are not 
entirely confined and retained completely upon the property of a single individual, 
partnership, or corporation. 

 
43. Structural Erosion and Sedimentation Control Practices: Practices for the 

stabilization of erodible or sediment producing areas by utilizing the mechanical 
properties of matter for the purpose of either changing the surface of the land or storing, 
regulating or disposing of runoff to prevent excessive sediment loss. Examples of 
structural erosion and sediment control practices are riprap, sediment basins, dikes, level 
spreaders, waterways or outlets, diversions, grade stabilization structures, sediment traps 
and land grading, etc. Such practices can be found in the publication Manual for Erosion 
and Sediment Control in Georgia. 

 
44. Trout Streams: All streams or portions of streams within the watershed as 

designated by the Game and Fish Division of the Georgia Department of Natural 
Resources under the provisions of the Georgia Water Quality Control Act, O.C.G.A. 12-
5-20 et. seq. Streams designated as primary trout waters are defined as water supporting a 
self- sustaining population of rainbow, brown or brook trout. Streams designated as 
secondary trout waters are those in which there is no evidence of natural trout 
reproduction, but are capable of supporting trout throughout the year. First order trout 
waters are streams into which no other streams flow except springs. 

 
45. Vegetative Erosion and Sedimentation Control Measures: Measures for the 

stabilization of erodible or sediment producing areas by covering the soil with: 
 

a. Permanent seeding, sprigging or planting, producing long-term vegetative cover; 
or 

b. Temporary seeding, producing short-term vegetative cover; or  
c. Sodding, covering areas with a turf of perennial sod forming grass. 
 
Such measures can be found in the publication Manual for Erosion and Sediment 
Control in Georgia. 

 
46. Watercourse: Any natural or artificial watercourse, stream, river, creek, channel, ditch, 

canal, conduit, culvert, drain, waterway, gully, ravine, or wash in which water flows 
either continuously or intermittently and which has a definite channel, bed and banks, and 
including any area adjacent thereto subject to inundation by reason of overflow or 
floodwater. 

 
47. Wetlands: Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a 

frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do 
support a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil  conditions. 
Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. 
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SECTION III  

EXEMPTIONS 
 
This Ordinance shall apply to any land disturbing activity undertaken by any person on any land 
except for the following: 
 
1. Surface mining, as the same is defined in O.C.G.A. 12-4-72, "Mineral Resources and 

Caves Act"; 
 
2. Granite quarrying and land clearing for such quarrying; 
 
3. Such minor land-disturbing activities as home gardens and individual home landscaping, 

repairs, maintenance work, fences, and other related activities which result in minor soil 
erosion; 

 
4. The construction of single-family residences, when such construction disturbs less than 

one acre and is not a part of a larger common plan of development or sale with a planned 
disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre and not otherwise exempted under this 
paragraph; provided, however, that construction of any such residence shall conform to 
the minimum requirements as set forth in Section IV of this Ordinance and this 
paragraph. For single-family residence construction covered by the provisions of this 
paragraph, there shall be a buffer zone between the residence and any state waters 
classified as trout streams pursuant to Article 2 of Chapter 5 of the Georgia Water 
Quality Control Act. In any such buffer zone, no land-disturbing activity shall be 
constructed between the residence and the point where vegetation has been wrested by 
normal stream flow or wave action from the banks of the trout waters. For primary trout 
waters, the buffer zone shall be at least 50 horizontal feet, and no variance to a smaller 
buffer shall be granted. For secondary trout waters, the buffer zone shall be at least 50 
horizontal feet, but the Director may grant variances to no less than 25 feet. Regardless of 
whether a trout stream is primary or secondary, for first order trout waters, which are 
streams into which no other streams flow except for springs, the buffer shall be at least 25 
horizontal feet, and no variance to a smaller buffer shall be granted. The minimum 
requirements of Section IV of this Ordinance and the buffer zones provided by this 
section shall be enforced by the Local Issuing Authority; 

  
5. Agricultural operations as defined in O.C.G.A. 1-3-3, "definitions", to include raising, 

harvesting or storing of products of the field or orchard; feeding, breeding or managing 
livestock or poultry; producing or storing feed for use in the production of livestock, 
including but not limited to cattle, calves, swine, hogs, goats, sheep, and rabbits or for use 
in the production of poultry, including but not limited to chickens, hens and turkeys; 
producing plants, trees, fowl, or animals; the production of aqua culture, horticultural, 
dairy, livestock, poultry, eggs and apiarian products; farm buildings and farm ponds; 

 
6. Forestry land management practices, including harvesting; provided, however, that when 

such exempt forestry practices cause or result in land-disturbing or other activities 
otherwise prohibited in a buffer, as established in paragraphs (15) and (16) of Section IV 
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C. of this Ordinance, no other land-disturbing activities, except for normal forest  
management practices, shall be allowed on the entire property upon which the forestry 
practices were conducted for a period of three years after completion of such forestry 
practices; 

 
7. Any project carried out under the technical supervision of the Natural Resources 

Conservation Service of the United States Department of Agriculture; 
 
8. Any project involving less than one acre of disturbed area; provided, however, that this 

exemption shall not apply to any land-disturbing activity within a larger common plan of 
development or sale with a planned disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre or 
within 200 feet of the bank of any state waters, and for purposes of this paragraph, “State 
Waters” excludes channels and drainageways which have water in them only during and 
immediately after rainfall events and intermittent streams which do not have water in 
them year- round; provided, however, that any person responsible for a project which 
involves less than one acre, which involves land-disturbing activity, and which is within 
200 feet of any such excluded channel or drainageway, must prevent sediment from 
moving beyond the boundaries of the property on which such project is located and 
provided, further, that nothing contained herein shall prevent the Local Issuing Authority 
from regulating any such project which is not specifically exempted by paragraphs 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9 or 10 of this section;  

 
9. Construction or maintenance  projects, or both, undertaken or financed in whole or in 

part, or both, by the Department of Transportation, the Georgia Highway Authority, or 
the State Tollway Authority; or any road construction or maintenance project, or both, 
undertaken by any county or municipality; provided, however, that construction or  
maintenance projects of Department of  Transportation or State Tollway Authority which 
disturb one or more contiguous acres of land shall be subject to provisions of O.C.G.A. 
12-7-7.1; except where the Department of Transportation, the Georgia Highway 
Authority, or the State Road and Tollway Authority is a secondary permittee for a project 
located within a larger common plan of development or sale under the state general 
permit, in which case a copy of a notice of intent under the state general permit shall be 
submitted to the Local Issuing Authority, the Local Issuing Authority shall enforce 
compliance with the minimum requirements set forth in O.C.G.A. 12-7-6 as if a permit 
had been issued, and violations shall be subject to the same penalties as violations by 
permit holders;  

 
10. Any land-disturbing activities conducted by any electric membership corporation or 

municipal electrical system or any public utility under the regulatory jurisdiction of the 
Public Service Commission, any utility under the regulatory jurisdiction of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, any cable television system as defined in O.C.G.A. 36-
18-1, or any agency or instrumentality of the United States engaged in the generation, 
transmission, or distribution of power; except where an electric membership corporation 
or municipal electrical system or any public utility under the regulatory jurisdiction of the 
Public Service Commission, any utility under the regulatory jurisdiction of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, any cable television system as defined in O.C.G.A. 36-
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18-1,or any agency or instrumentality of the United States engaged in the generation, 
transmission, or distribution of power is a secondary permittee for a project located 
within a larger common plan of development or sale under the state general permit, in 
which case the Local Issuing Authority shall enforce compliance with the minimum 
requirements set forth in O.C.G.A. 12-7-6 as if a permit had been issued, and violations 
shall be subject to the same penalties as violations by permit holders; and  

 
11. Any public water system reservoir.   
 
 

SECTION IV  

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL 

USING BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES 

 
A. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Excessive soil erosion and resulting sedimentation can take place during land-disturbing 
activities. Therefore, plans for those land-disturbing activities which are not exempted by this 
Ordinance shall contain provisions for application of soil erosion and sedimentation control 
measures and practices. The provisions shall be incorporated into the erosion and sedimentation 
control plans. Soil erosion and sedimentation control measures and practices shall conform to the 
minimum requirements of Section IV B. & C. of this Ordinance. The application of measures 
and practices shall apply to all features of the site, including street and utility installations, 
drainage facilities and other temporary and permanent improvements. Measures shall be installed 
to prevent or control erosion and sedimentation pollution during all stages of any land disturbing 
activity. 
 
B. MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS/BMPs 
1. Best management practices as set forth in Section IV B. & C. of this Ordinance shall be 

required for all land-disturbing activities. Proper design, installation, and maintenance of 
best management practices shall constitute a complete defense to any action by the 
Director or to any other allegation of noncompliance with paragraph (2) of this 
subsection or any substantially similar terms contained in a permit for the discharge of 
stormwater issued pursuant to subsection (f) of O.C.G.A. 12-5-30, the "Georgia Water 
Quality Control Act". As used in this subsection the terms "proper design” and “properly  
designed” mean designed in  accordance with the hydraulic design specifications 
contained in the “Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control in Georgia” specified in 
O.C.G.A. 12-7-6 subsection (b).  

 
2. A discharge of stormwater runoff from disturbed areas where best management  practices 

have not been properly designed, installed, and maintained shall constitute a separate 
violation of any land disturbing permit issued by a Local Issuing Authority or of any state 
general permit issued by the Division pursuant to subsection (f) of O.C.G.A. 12-5-30, the 
"Georgia Water Quality Control Act", for each day on which such discharge results in the 
turbidity of receiving waters being increased by more than 25 nephelometric turbidity 
units for waters  supporting warm water fisheries or by more than ten nephelometric 
turbidity units for waters classified as trout waters. The turbidity of the receiving waters 
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shall be measured in accordance with guidelines to be issued by the Director. This 
paragraph shall not apply to any land disturbance associated with the construction of 
single family homes which are not part of a larger common plan of development or sale 
unless the planned disturbance for such construction is equal to or greater than five acres.  

 
3. Failure to properly design, install, or maintain best management practices shall constitute 

a violation of any land- disturbing permit issued by a Local Issuing Authority or of any 
state general permit issued by the Division pursuant to subsection (f) of Code Section 12-
5-30, the "Georgia Water Quality Control Act", for each day on which such failure 
occurs.  

 
4. The Director may require, in accordance with regulations adopted by the Board, 

reasonable and prudent monitoring of the turbidity level of receiving waters into which 
discharges from land disturbing activities occur.  

C. The rules and regulations, ordinances, or resolutions adopted pursuant to this chapter for 
the purpose of governing land- disturbing activities shall require, as a minimum, 
protections at least as stringent as the state general permit; and best management 
practices, including sound conservation and engineering practices to prevent and 
minimize erosion and resultant sedimentation, which are consistent with, and no less 
stringent than, those practices contained in the Manual for Erosion and Sediment 
Control in Georgia published by the Georgia Soil and Water Conservation Commission 
as of January 1 of the year in which the land-disturbing activity was permitted, as well as 
the following:  

 
1. Stripping of vegetation, regrading and other development activities shall be 

conducted in a manner so as to minimize erosion; 
 
2. Cut-fill operations must be kept to a minimum; 
 
3. Development plans must conform to topography and soil type so as to create the 

lowest practical erosion potential; 
 
4. Whenever feasible, natural vegetation shall be retained, protected and 
 supplemented;  
 
5. The disturbed area and the duration of exposure to erosive elements shall be kept 

to a practicable minimum;  
 
6. Disturbed soil shall be stabilized as quickly as practicable; 
 
7. Temporary vegetation or mulching shall be employed to protect exposed critical 

areas during development;  
 
8. Permanent vegetation and structural erosion control practices shall be installed as 

soon as practicable; 
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9. To the extent necessary, sediment in run-off water must be trapped by the use of 
debris basins, sediment basins, silt traps, or similar measures until the disturbed 
area is stabilized. As used in this paragraph, a disturbed area is stabilized when it 
is brought to a condition of continuous compliance with the requirements of 
O.C.G.A. 12-7-1 et. seq.;  

 
10. Adequate provisions must be provided to minimize damage from surface water to 

the cut face of excavations or the sloping of fills;  
 
11. Cuts and fills may not endanger adjoining property;  
 
12. Fills may not encroach upon natural watercourses or constructed channels in a 

manner so as to adversely affect other property owners; 
 
13. Grading equipment must cross flowing streams by means of bridges or culverts 

except when such methods are not feasible, provided, in any case, that such 
crossings are kept to a minimum; 

 
14. Land-disturbing activity plans for erosion and sedimentation control shall include 

provisions for treatment or control of any source of sediments and adequate 
sedimentation control facilities to retain sediments on-site or preclude 
sedimentation of adjacent waters beyond the levels specified in Section IV B. 2. 
of this Ordinance 

 
15.  Except as provided in paragraph (16) of this subsection, there is established a 25 

foot buffer along the banks of all state waters, as measured horizontally from the 
point where vegetation has been wrested by normal stream flow or wave action, 
except where the Director determines to allow a variance that is at least as 
protective of natural resources and the environment, where otherwise allowed by 
the Director pursuant to O.C.G.A. 12-2-8, or where a drainage structure or a 
roadway drainage structure must be constructed, provided that adequate erosion 
control measures are incorporated in the project plans and specifications, and  are 
implemented; provided, however, the buffers of at least 25 feet established 
pursuant to part 6 of Article 5, Chapter 5 of Title 12, the "Georgia Water Quality 
Control Act", shall remain in force unless a variance is granted by the Director as 
provided in this paragraph. The following requirements shall apply to any such 
buffer:  

 
a. No land-disturbing activities shall be conducted within a buffer and a 

buffer shall remain in its natural, undisturbed state of vegetation until all 
land disturbing activities on the construction site are completed. Once the 
final stabilization of the site is achieved, a buffer may be thinned or 
trimmed of vegetation as long as a protective vegetative cover remains to 
protect water quality and aquatic habitat and a natural canopy is left in 
sufficient quantity to keep  shade on the stream bed; provided, however, 
that any person constructing a single family residence, when such 
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residence is constructed by or under  contract with the owner for his or her 
own occupancy, may thin or trim vegetation in a buffer at any time as long 
as protective vegetative cover remains to protect water quality and aquatic 
habitat and a natural canopy is left in sufficient quantity to keep  shade on 
the stream bed; and  

 
b. The buffer shall not apply to the following land-disturbing activities, 

provided that they occur at an angle, as measured from the point of 
crossing, within 25 degrees of perpendicular to the stream; cause a width 
of disturbance of not more than 50 feet within the buffer; and adequate 
erosion control measures are incorporated into the project plans and 
specifications and are implemented: (i) Stream crossings for water lines; 
or (ii) Stream crossings for sewer lines; and 

 
16. There is established a 50 foot buffer as measured horizontally from the point 

where vegetation has been wrested by normal stream flow or wave action, along 
the  banks of any state waters classified as "trout streams" pursuant to Article 2 of 
Chapter 5 of Title 12, the "Georgia Water Quality Control Act", except where a 
roadway drainage structure must be constructed ; provided, however, that small 
springs and streams classified as trout streams which discharge an average annual 
flow of 25 gallons per minute or less shall have a 25 foot buffer or they may be 
piped, at the discretion of the landowner, pursuant to the terms of a rule providing 
for a general variance promulgated by the Board, so long as any such pipe stops 
short of the downstream landowner’s property and the landowner complies with 
the buffer requirement for any adjacent trout streams. The Director may grant a 
variance from such buffer to allow land-disturbing activity, provided that 
adequate erosion control measures are incorporated in the project plans and 
specifications and are implemented. The following requirements shall apply to 
such buffer: 

 
a. No land-disturbing activities shall be conducted within a buffer and a buffer 

shall remain in its natural, undisturbed, state of vegetation until all land 
disturbing activities on the construction site are completed. Once the final 
stabilization of the site is achieved, a buffer may be thinned or trimmed of 
vegetation as long as a protective  vegetative cover remains to protect water 
quality and aquatic habitat and a natural canopy is left in sufficient quantity to 
keep shade on the stream bed: provided, however, that any person 
constructing a single– family residence, when such residence is  constructed 
by or under contract with the owner for his or her own occupancy, may thin or 
trim vegetation in a buffer at any time as long as protective vegetative cover 
remains to protect water quality and aquatic habitat and a natural canopy is 
left in sufficient  quantity to keep shade on the stream bed; and  

 
b. The buffer shall not apply to the following land-disturbing activities, provided 

that they occur at an angle, as measured from the point of crossing, within 25 
degrees of perpendicular to the stream; cause a width of disturbance of not 
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more than 50 feet within the buffer; and adequate erosion control measures are 
incorporated into the project plans and specifications and are implemented: (i) 
Stream crossings for water lines; or (ii) Stream crossings for sewer lines. 

 
D. Nothing contained in this chapter shall prevent any Local Issuing Authority from 

adopting rules and regulations, Ordinances, or resolutions which contain stream buffer 
requirements that exceed the minimum requirements in Section IV B. & C. of this 
Ordinance.  

 
E. The fact that land-disturbing activity for which a permit has been issued results in injury 

to the property of another shall neither constitute proof of nor create a presumption of a 
violation of the standards provided for in this Ordinance or the terms of the permit. 

 

SECTION V  

APPLICATION/PERMIT PROCESS 

 
A. GENERAL 
The property owner, developer and designated planners and engineers shall review the general 
development plans and detailed plans of the Local Issuing Authority that affect the tract to be 
developed and the area surrounding it. They shall review the Zoning Ordinance, Stormwater 
Management Ordinance, Subdivision Ordinance, Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, this 
Ordinance, and other ordinances which regulate the development of land within the jurisdictional 
boundaries of the Local Issuing Authority. However, the operator is the only party who may 
obtain a permit. 
  
B. APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS 
1. No person shall conduct any land disturbing activity within the jurisdictional boundaries 

of Augusta Georgia without first obtaining a permit from the Augusta-Richmond County 
Planning Commission to perform such activity. 

 
2. The application for a permit shall be submitted to the Augusta Richmond County 

Planning Commission and must include the applicant’s erosion and sedimentation control 
plan with supporting data, as necessary. Said plans shall include, as a minimum, the data 
specified in Section V C. of this Ordinance. Soil erosion and sedimentation control plans 
shall conform to the provisions of Section IV B. & C. of this Ordinance. Applications for 
a permit will not be accepted unless accompanied by (6) copies of the applicant’s soil 
erosion and sedimentation control plans. All applications shall contain a certification 
stating that the plan preparer or the designee thereof visited the site prior to creation of 
the plan or that such a visit was not required in accordance with rules and regulations 
established by the board. 

 
3. In addition to the local permitting fees, fees will also be assessed pursuant to paragraph 

(5) subsection (a) of O.C.G.A. 12-5-23, provided that such fees shall not exceed $80.00 
per acre of land disturbing activity, and these fees shall be calculated and paid by the 
primary permittee as defined in the state general permit for each acre of land-disturbing 
activity included in the planned development or each phase of development. All 
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applicable fees shall be paid prior to issuance of the land disturbance permit. In a 
jurisdiction that is certified pursuant to subsection (a) of O.C.G.A. 12-7-8 half of such 
fees levied shall be submitted to the division; except that any and all fees due from an 
entity which is required to give notice pursuant to paragraph (9) or (10) of O.C.G.A. 12-
7-17 shall be submitted in full to the division, regardless of the existence of a Local 
Issuing Authority in the jurisdiction.  

 
4. Immediately upon receipt of an application and plan for a permit, the Local Issuing 

Authority shall refer the application and plan to the District for its review and approval or 
disapproval concerning the adequacy of the erosion and sedimentation control plan. A 
District shall approve or disapprove a plan within 35 days of receipt. Failure of a District 
to act within 35 days shall be considered an approval of the pending plan. The results of 
the District review shall be forwarded to the Local Issuing Authority. No permit will be 
issued unless the plan has been approved by the District, and any variances required by 
Section IV C. 15. & 16 and bonding, if required as per Section V B.5. (b), have been 
obtained. Such review will not be required if the Local Issuing Authority and the District 
have entered into an agreement which allows the Local Issuing Authority to conduct such 
review and approval of the plan without referring the application and plan to the District.  

 
5. If a permit applicant has had two or more violations of previous permits, this Ordinance 

section, or the Erosion and Sedimentation Act, as amended, within three years prior to the 
date of filing of the application under consideration, the Local Issuing Authority may 
deny the permit application.  

 
6. The Local Issuing Authority may require the permit applicant to post a bond in the form 

of government security, cash, irrevocable letter of credit, or any combination thereof up 
to, but not exceeding, $3,000.00 per acre or fraction thereof of the proposed land-
disturbing activity, prior to issuing the permit. If the applicant does not comply with this 
Ordinance or with the conditions of the permit after issuance, the Local Issuing Authority 
may call the bond or any part thereof to be forfeited and may use the proceeds to hire a 
contractor to stabilize the site of the land-disturbing activity and bring it into compliance. 
These provisions shall not apply unless there is in effect an ordinance or statute 
specifically providing for hearing and judicial review of any determination or order of the 
Local Issuing Authority with respect to alleged permit violations. 

 
C. PLAN REQUIREMENTS 
1. Plans must be prepared to meet the minimum requirements as contained in Section IV B. 

& C. of this Ordinance. Conformance with the minimum requirements may be attained 
through the use of design criteria in the current issue of the Manual for Erosion and 
Sediment Control in Georgia, published by the State Soil and Water Conservation 
Commission as a guide; or through the use of more stringent, alternate design criteria 
which conform to sound conservation and engineering practices. The Manual for 
Erosion and Sediment Control in Georgia is hereby incorporated by reference into 
this Ordinance. The plan for the land-disturbing activity shall consider the 
interrelationship of the soil types, geological and hydrological characteristics, 
topography, watershed, vegetation, proposed permanent structures including roadways, 
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constructed waterways, sediment control and storm water management facilities, local 
ordinances and State laws. 

 
2. Data Required for Site Plan  

a. Narrative or notes, and other information: Notes or narrative to be located on the 
site plan in general notes or in erosion and sediment control notes.  

 
b. Description of existing land use at project site and description of proposed 

project. 
 

c. Name, address, and phone number of the property owner.  
 

d. Name and phone number of 24-hour local contact who is responsible for erosion 
and sedimentation controls. 

 
e. Size of project, or phase under construction, in acres. 

 
f. Activity schedule showing anticipated starting and completion dates for the 

project. Include the statement in bold letters, that “the installation of erosion 
and sedimentation control measures and practices shall occur prior to or 
concurrent with land disturbing activities.” 

 
g. Stormwater and sedimentation management systems-storage capacity, hydrologic 

study, and calculations, including off-site drainage areas.  
 

h. Vegetative plan for all temporary and permanent vegetative measures, including 
species, planting dates, and seeding, fertilizer, lime, and mulching rates. The 
vegetative plan should show options for year-round seeding.  

 
i. Detail drawings for all structural practices. Specifications may follow guidelines 

set forth in the Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control in Georgia.  
 

j. Maintenance statement - “Erosion and sedimentation control measures will be 
maintained at all times. If full implementation of the approved plan does not 
provide for effective erosion and sediment control, additional erosion and 
sediment control measures shall be implemented to control or treat the sediment 
source.”  

 
3. Maps, drawings, and supportive computations shall bear the signature/seal of a registered 

or certified professional in engineering, architecture, landscape architecture, land 
surveying, or erosion and sedimentation control. After December 31, 2006, all persons 
involved in land development design, review, permitting, construction, monitoring, or 
inspection or any land-disturbing activity shall meet the education and training 
certification requirements as developed by the commission pursuant to O.C.G.A. 12-7-
20. The certified plans shall contain: 
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a. Graphic scale and north point or arrow indicating magnetic north. 
b. Vicinity maps showing location of project and existing streets. 
c. Boundary line survey. 
d. Delineation of disturbed areas within project boundary. 
e. Existing and planned contours, with an interval in accordance with the 

following: 
 

Map Scale   Ground Slope  Contour Interval, ft. 
1 inch = 100 ft.  Flat 0-2%   0.5 or 1 
or larger scale  Rolling 2-8%   1 or 2 

Steep 8% +   2, 5 or 10 
 

f. Adjacent areas and feature areas such as streams, lakes, residential areas, 
etc. which might be affected should be indicated on the plan.  

 
g. Proposed structures or additions to existing structures and paved areas. 

 
h. Delineate the 25-foot horizontal buffer adjacent to state waters  and the 

specified width in MRPA areas. 
 

i. Delineate the specified horizontal buffer along designated trout streams, 
where applicable. 

 
j. Location of erosion and sedimentation control measures and practices 

using coding symbols from the Manual for Erosion and Sediment 
Control in Georgia, Chapter 6. 

 
4. Maintenance of all soil erosion and sedimentation control practices, whether temporary or 

permanent, shall be at all times the responsibility of the property owner. 
 
5. Plot plans for single family homes on individual lots shall illustrate the best management 

practices the contractor will implement during construction to prevent soil erosion and 
damage to adjoining properties as a result of erosion; the plot plan shall illustrate positive 
storm water drainage to an existing storm water structure; and the plot plan shall illustrate 
the method for permanently stabilizing the disturbed soil upon completion of 
construction. 

 
The following shall be illustrated on residential plot plans. 
 

a. Contractors name. 
 
b. Street name and property address 

 
c. Lot dimensions drawn to scale 
 
d. All drainage and utility easements 
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e. Existing drainage swales 
 
f. Footprint of building 
 
g. Building setback dimensions 
 
h. Best management practices to be implemented: 
 

1. Sediment barriers 
 

2. Proposed drainage swales 
 

3. Construction exit 
 

4. Maintenance 
 
i. Positive storm water drainage from the lot to an existing storm water 

structure.  direction of flow to be indicated by arrows.  Existing storm water 
structure includes paved streets, drainage structure inlets, drainage ditches, 
and swales. 

 
j. How disturbed soils will be permanently stabilized. 
 
k. 100-Year floodplain data 
 
l. Existing structures on property. 

 
m.  Wetlands data 
 
n.  Distance to any stream, creek or water body on or adjacent to (within 
     200 feet of) the proposed site. 
 
 o.  Delineate 25 feet state water buffer, as applicable. 
 

D. PERMITS 
1. Permits shall be issued or denied as soon as practicable but in any event not later than 

forty-five (45) days after receipt by the Local Issuing Authority of a completed 
application, providing variances and bonding are obtained, where necessary. 

 
2. No permit shall be issued by the Local Issuing Authority unless the erosion and 

sedimentation control plan has been approved by the District and the Local Issuing 
Authority has affirmatively determined that the plan is in compliance with this 
Ordinance, any variances required by Section IV C. 15. & 16 are obtained, bonding 
requirements, if necessary, as per Section V B. 5. (b) are met and all ordinances and rules 
and regulations in effect within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Local Issuing 
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Authority are met. If the permit is denied, the reason for denial shall be furnished to the 
applicant. 

 
3. If the tract is to be developed in phases, then a separate permit shall be required for each 

phase. 
 
4. The permit may be suspended, revoked, or modified by the Local Issuing Authority, as to 

all or any portion of the land affected by the plan, upon finding that the holder or his 
successor in the title is not in compliance with the approved erosion and sedimentation 
control plan or that the holder or his successor in title is in violation of this Ordinance. A 
holder of a permit shall notify any successor in title to him as to all or any portion of the 
land affected by the approved plan of the conditions contained in the permit. 

 
5. No permit shall be issued unless the applicant provides a statement by the 
           Richmond County Tax Commissioner certifying that all ad valorem taxes levied  
           against the property and due and owing have been paid. 
 

SECTION VI  

INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT 

 
A. As an extension of the LIA the Augusta Public Works and Engineering Department will 

periodically inspect the sites of land-disturbing activities for which permits have been 
issued to determine if the activities are being conducted in accordance with the plan and 
if the measures required in the plan are effective in controlling erosion and  
sedimentation. Also, the Local Issuing Authority shall regulate both primary and 
secondary permittees as such terms are defined in the state general permit. Primary 
permitees shall be responsible for installation and maintenance of best management 
practices where the primary permitee is conducting land-disturbing activities. Secondary 
permitees shall be responsible for installation and maintenance of best management 
practices where the secondary permittee is conducting land-disturbing activities. If, 
through inspection, it is deemed that a person engaged in land-disturbing activities as 
defined herein has failed to comply with the approved plan, with permit conditions, or 
with the provisions of this Ordinance, a written notice to comply shall be served upon 
that person. The notice shall set forth the measures necessary to achieve compliance and 
shall state the time within which such measures must be completed. If the person engaged 
in the land-disturbing activity fails to comply within the time specified, he shall be 
deemed in violation of this Ordinance.  

 
 1.  Residential Construction of Individual Lots:  The License and Inspection 
                Department will inspect for compliance with this Ordinance for residential  
                construction on individual lots.  If a project is deemed not to be in compliance 
                with the approved plot plan, the contractor will be issued a written notice to 
                comply with the approved plot plan.  The notice shall set forth the measures  
                necessary to achieve compliance and shall state the time within which such 
                measures must be completed.  If the contractor engaged in the land  
                disturbing activity fails to comply within the time specified, he shall be deemed  
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                in violation of this chapter. 
 
B. The Augusta Public Works and Engineering Department as an extension of the LIA shall 

have the power to conduct such investigations as it may reasonably deem necessary to 
carry out duties as prescribed in this Ordinance, and for this purpose to enter at 
reasonable times upon any property, public or private, for the purpose of investigation 
and inspecting the sites of land-disturbing activities.  

 
C. No person shall refuse entry or access to any authorized representative or agent of the 

Local Issuing Authority, the Commission, the District, or Division who requests entry for 
the purposes of inspection, and who presents appropriate credentials, nor shall any person 
obstruct, hamper or interfere with any such representative while in the process of  
carrying out his official duties. 

 
D. The Districts or the Commission or both shall periodically review the actions of counties 

and municipalities which have been certified as Local Issuing Authorities pursuant to 
O.C.G.A. 12-7-8 (a). The Districts or the Commission or both may provide technical 
assistance to any county or municipality for the purpose of improving the effectiveness of 
the county’s or municipality’s erosion and sedimentation control program. The Districts 
or the Commission shall notify the Division and request investigation by the Division if 
any deficient or ineffective local program is found. 

 
E. The Board, on or before December 31, 2003, shall promulgate rules and regulations 

setting forth the requirements and standards for certification and the procedures for 
decertification of a Local Issuing Authority. The Division may periodically review the 
actions of counties and municipalities which have been certified as Local Issuing 
Authorities pursuant to Code Section 12-7-8 (a). Such review may include, but shall not 
be limited to, review of the administration and enforcement of a governing authority’s 
Ordinance and review of conformance with an agreement, if any, between the District 
and the governing authority. If such review indicates that the governing authority of any 
county or municipality certified pursuant to O.C.G.A. 12-7-8 (a) has not administered or 
enforced its ordinances or has not conducted the program in accordance with any 
agreement entered into pursuant to O.C.G.A. 12-7-7 (e), the Division shall notify the 
governing authority of the county or municipality in writing. The governing authority of 
any county or municipality so notified shall have 30 days within which to take the 
necessary corrective action to retain certification as a Local Issuing Authority. If the 
county or municipality does not take necessary corrective action within 30 days after 
notification by the Division, the Division may revoke the certification of the county or 
municipality as a Local Issuing Authority. 

 

SECTION VII  

PENALTIES AND INCENTIVES  

 
A. FAILURE TO OBTAIN A PERMIT FOR LAND-DISTURBING ACTIVITY  

If any person commences any land disturbing activity requiring a land disturbing permit as 
prescribed in this Ordinance without first obtaining said permit, the person shall be subject to 
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revocation of his business license, work permit or other authorization for the conduct of a 
business and associated work activities within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Local Issuing 
Authority. 
 
 
 
B. STOP-WORK ORDERS 
1.  For the first violation of the provisions of this Ordinance, the Director or the Local 

Issuing Authority shall issue a written warning to the violator. The violator shall have 
five days to correct the violation. If the violation is not corrected within five days, the 
Director or the Local Issuing Authority shall issue a Stop-Work Order requiring that 
land-disturbing activities be stopped until necessary corrective action or mitigation has 
occurred; provided, however, that, if the violation presents an imminent threat to public 
health or waters of the state or if the land-disturbing activities are conducted without 
obtaining the necessary permit, the Director or the Local Issuing Authority shall issue an 
immediate Stop-Work Order in lieu of a warning; 

 
2.  For a second and each subsequent violation, the Director or the Local Issuing  Authority 

shall issue an immediate Stop-Work Order; and;  
 
3.  All Stop-Work Orders shall be effective immediately upon issuance and shall be in effect 

until the necessary corrective action or mitigation has occurred.  
 
4.  When a violation in the form of taking action without a permit, failure to maintain a 

stream buffer, or significant amounts of sediment, as determined by the Local Issuing 
Authority or by the Director or his or her designee, have been or are being discharged 
into state waters and where best management practices have not been properly designed, 
installed, and maintained, a stop work order shall be issued by the Local Issuing 
Authority or by the Director or his or her designee. All such stop work orders shall be 
effective immediately upon issuance and shall be in effect until the necessary corrective 
action or mitigation has occurred. Such stop work orders shall apply to all land-disturbing 
activity on the site with the exception of the installation and maintenance of temporary or 
permanent erosion and sediment controls. 

 
C.  BOND FORFEITURE  

If, through inspection, it is determined that a person engaged in land-disturbing activities has 
failed to comply with the approved plan, a written notice to comply shall be served upon that 
person. The notice shall set forth the measures necessary to achieve compliance with the plan 
and shall state the time within which such measures must be completed. If the person engaged in 
the land-disturbing activity fails to comply within the time specified, he shall be deemed in 
violation of this Ordinance and, in addition to other penalties, shall be deemed to have forfeited 
his Performance Bond, if required to post one under the provisions of Section V B. 5. (b). The 
Local Issuing Authority may call the bond or any part thereof to be forfeited and may use the 
proceeds to hire a contractor to stabilize the site of the land-disturbing activity and bring it into 
compliance. 
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D. MONETARY PENALTIES 
1. Any person who violates any provisions of this Ordinance, or any permit condition or 

limitation established pursuant to this Ordinance, or who negligently or intentionally fails 
or refuses to comply with any final or emergency order of the Director issued as provided 
in this Ordinance shall be liable for a civil penalty not to exceed $2,500.00 per day. For 
the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Ordinance, notwithstanding any provisions 
in any City charter to the contrary, municipal courts shall be authorized to impose penalty 
not to exceed $2,500.00 for each violation.  Notwithstanding any limitation of law as to 
penalties which can be assessed for violations of county ordinances, any magistrate court 
or any other court of competent jurisdiction trying cases brought as violations of this 
Ordinance under county ordinances approved under this Ordinance shall be authorized to 
impose penalties for such violations not to exceed $2,500.00 for each violation. Each day 
during which violation or failure or refusal to comply continues shall be a separate 
violation. 

 
2. Under provision of this section, any person who continues to violate, knowingly and 

intentionally becoming a habitual violator on the same or different site will be liable for a 
civil penalty not to exceed $2,500.00 per day. 
 

3. Penalties, less court costs, shall be returned to the Local Issuing Authority and deposited 
into the NPDES account. 

 

SECTION VIII  

EDUCATION AND CERTIFICATION  

 
After December 31, 2006, all persons involved in land development design, review, permitting, 
construction, monitoring, or inspection or any land disturbing activity shall meet the education 
and training certification requirements, dependent on their level of involvement with the process, 
as developed by the Commission in consultation with the Division and the Stakeholder Advisory 
Board created pursuant to O.C.G.A. 12-7-20. 
 
 

SECTION IX  

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL  

JUDICIAL REVIEW 

 
A. ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES 
The suspension, revocation, modification or grant with condition of a permit by the Local Issuing 
Authority upon finding that the holder is not in compliance with the approved erosion and 
sediment control plan; or that the holder is in violation of permit conditions; or that the holder is 
in violation of any Ordinance; shall entitle the person submitting the plan or holding the permit 
to a hearing before the Augusta Commission within thirty (30) days after receipt by the Local 
Issuing Authority of written notice of appeal. 
 
B. JUDICIAL REVIEW 
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Any person, aggrieved by a decision or order of the Local Issuing Authority, after exhausting his 
administrative remedies, shall have the right to appeal denovo to the Superior Court of 
Richmond County, Georgia. 
 

SECTION X  

EFFECTIVITY, VALIDITY AND LIABILITY 

 

A. EFFECTIVITY 
This Ordinance shall become effective on the 1st day of August 2004; all Ordinances or parts of 
Ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 
B. VALIDITY 
If any section, paragraph, clause, phrase, or provision of this Ordinance shall be adjudged invalid 
or held unconstitutional, such decisions shall not effect the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 
 
C. LIABILITY 
1. Neither the approval of a plan under the provisions of this Ordinance, nor the compliance 

with provisions of this Ordinance shall relieve any person from the responsibility for 
damage to any person or property otherwise imposed by law nor impose any liability 
upon the Local Issuing Authority or District for damage to any person or property.  

 
2. The fact that a land-disturbing activity for which a permit has been issued results in 

injury to the property of another shall neither constitute proof of nor create a presumption 
of a violation of the standards provided for in this Ordinance or the terms of the permit. 

 
3. No provision of this Ordinance shall permit any persons to violate the Georgia Erosion 

and Sedimentation Act of 1975, the Georgia Water Quality Control Act or the rules and 
regulations promulgated and approved thereunder or pollute any Waters of the State as 
defined thereby. 
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WHEREAS, the SESC Ordinance was revised in 2004 to reflect the State Model Ordinance; 
 
WHEREAS, several definitions and SESC Measures pertinent to Augusta Richmond County 
were left out of the 2004 Ordinance; 
 
WHEREAS, for effective SESC monitoring and enforcement these items need to be added back 
into the SESC Ordinance; 
 
WHEREAS, the Engineering Department has required additions to Section V-C-3-Application 
Process-Maps and Drawings; 
 
THEREFORE; it is determined to delete the former SESC Ordinance and adopt this new version 
in its entirety. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
Signature____________________________ 
 
 
Signature____________________________ 
 
 
Effective____________________________ 
 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Sanitary Sewer Replacement 

 

Department: Augusta Utilities Department

Caption: Approve award of design contract in the amount of 
$59,790.00 to W.K. Dickson & Co. Inc. for sanitary sewer 
replacement of the Mid-City replacement at Chafee Park.

Background: The Mid-City sanitary sewer main begins at the confluence 
of the Rae's Creek and Rock Creek sewer mains. The Mid-
City travels through downtown to the intersection of Laney 
Walker and New Savannah Rd. The existing line was 
bypassed with a siphon several years ago to ensure proper 
sanitary service, however the existing sewer has several areas 
which require maintenance or replacement. The section 
adjacent to the Canal at Chafee Park and Broad Street is an 
area that requires maintenance. Inside the line, several layers 
of brick and debris have built up from collapsing manholes 
and pipe in the vicinity. The current line is the bypass line for 
the sewer siphon, and still serves the Pearl Avenue sewer 
line. The line needs to be replaced in order to provide proper 
service. The existing line lies approximately 125 feet from 
the banks of the canal, and is approximately 20 feet deep. 
Under a separate contract, AUD inserted a sewer camera into 
the sewer line to videotape its’ condition. Several of those 
photos are attached. The proposed replacement of the 
sanitary sewer main will consist of approximately 1,700 LF 
of 36” diameter ductile iron pipe.

Analysis: W.K. Dickson is a recently established local firm that was 
selected for a small waterline project in the 2004 bond issue. 
They are a regional firm with a surveying branch. AUD and 
WK Dickson met on-site to review the scope of the project, 
and subsequently WK Dickson submitted a proposal to 
develop a plan to replace that section of line. The estimated 
construction cost of the replacement line is approximately 
$460,000.00. The engineering fees of $59,790.00 constitute 
approximately 13% of the estimated construction cost. 



 

Financial Impact: The bid submitted for this project was $59,790.00. These 
funds are available from the AUD Renewal and Extension 
fund in the following accounts: 507043420-5212115 / 
80700005-5212115

Alternatives: No alternative is proposed.

Recommendation: We recommend Approve award of design contract in the 
amount of $59,790.00 to W.K. Dickson & Co. Inc. for 
sanitary sewer replacement of the Mid-City replacement at 
Chafee Park.

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

507043420-5212115 / 80700005-5212115

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Finance. 
Procurement. 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. 
Administrator. 
Clerk of Commission 



 

1 OF 10 REVISION DATE:  June 2006 

ATTACHMENT A – SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
This project involves Professional Engineering Services related to the design and construction of 
the Mid-City Interceptor Replacement at Chaffee Park for the Augusta Utilities Department.  
W.K. Dickson & Co., Inc. (WKD) proposes to provide professional land surveying and 
engineering services for the described project.  The proposed sanitary sewer main project will 
consist of approximately 1,700 LF of 36” diameter ductile iron pipe that will connect at one end to 
an existing manhole east of the intersection of Division Street and Pearl Avenue and connect to 
the opposite end to an existing manhole located west of the Augusta Canal and north of Broad 
Street.  The proposed sanitary sewer main will be located west of the Augusta Canal on property 
owned by the City of Augusta, Georgia.  Said main will generally parallel the Augusta Canal 
approximately 125’ from the edge of the canal. Due to the condition of the line it is expected that 
the new outfall line will be installed further from the canal to facilitate laying conditions. 
 
DESIGN OBJECTIVES: 
 

The CONSULTANT proposes to provide the following scope of services for the fees listed under 
the “Cost Proposal”. 

 

A. Design Surveys and Mapping 

CONSULTANT proposes to complete field surveys (both topographic and physical) and related 
mapping for the proposed sanitary sewer main replacement.  From data provided by the Augusta 
Utilities Department (work sheets from AUD survey crew, easement plats, and agreement with 
Georgia Power Company regarding GPC transmission lines), W K Dickson will provide a strip 
topographic map of the area showing existing contours (1’ interval) and existing utilities within 
the described area.  The described area would be approximately 1,400 ‘in length and a width of 
150’ more or less (4.8 ac). 

It should be noted that existing manholes range in depth of 15’-22’.  Therefore, “confined space 
entry” will be employed to determine the invert elevation of the existing manholes.  These 
existing manholes will act as “tie-in” points for the proposed replacement main.  

 

AUD has identified several control points which are referenced horizontally to the geographic 
coordinate system of the North American 1983 Datum. The design survey will use information 
previously prepared by AUD and then augment with additional topographics and property 
location needed for construction documents. 

 

 -Establishing horizontal and vertical control for the proposed improvements. 

 -Survey physical and topographical conditions at the existing project site. 



 
 

 -Locate visible above ground and subsurface utilities.  We will attempt to locate available 
 information regarding underground utilities such as water, sewer, and Stormwater with 

the assistance of Augusta Utilities Department and will map other underground utilities 
(such as gas, telephone, cable and power) as marked in the field by utility location firms. 

 
-WK Dickson will subcontract private location of underground utilities to supplement 
utility locations by utilities providers 
 
-Since the depth of the sanitary sewer main is a major factor in the design, WK Dickson 
has requested the services of Qore Property Sciences.  Qore will provide geotechnical 
services to perform subsurface exploration of the site.  WK Dickson will review the scope 
of services for Qore with AUD prior to subcontracting the work and bill as a reimbursable 
expense at a cost plus 15%. 
 
-It is anticipated that WKD will prepare a new easement plat for the relocated line and the 
construction thereof as part of the project. This plat will be prepared during the design 
phase of the project and submitted to AUD for review and acceptance. It is anticipated 
that only one property will be effected and that all easements can be done on one plat. 

 
B.  Waters of the US Delineation 

WK Dickson does not anticipate any waters of the U.S. in the project area.  Therefore, mitigation 
is not anticipated at this time and mitigation planning is not included in the cost estimate.  

C. Engineering Design 
 
Utilizing the design surveying and mapping, final plans and specifications will be developed for 
the proposed project with the anticipation of a high water table and the depth of the manholes, 
special structures will be considered for the proposed manholes.  Work in this phase will include 
the following: 
 
 -Finalize horizontal and vertical geometry. 
 
 -Meet with Utilities Department to define phases. 
  
 -Prepare plans and detail sheets for the phase.  Additions to the Augusta Utilities 
 Department “Standard s and Specifications” will be made to adjust for the special 
 structures. 
  
 -Show the necessary erosion control measures for the entire project and prepare erosion 
 control details. 
 
 -Prepare technical specifications on materials and workmanship.  Prepare technical 
 specifications on materials and workmanship to comply with the results of the subsurface 
 exploration. 
 -Submit Plans, Specifications and Permit Applications to Augusta Utilities Department 

for review.  This will include applications to Erosion Control EPD. 



 
 

 
 -Prepare construction cost estimates at each review stage 30%, 70%, 100% and with the 
 submittal of final documents. 
 
D. CONSTRUCTION BIDDING 
 
Upon receiving the approvals from the regulatory agencies and the OWNER, the CONSULTANT 
will proceed with the Construction Bidding portion of the project consisting of the following 
tasks: 
 

- Coordinate with the City Procurement Department to advertise the project. 
 

- Fax bid information to City 
 

- Attend mandatory pre-bid meeting as a technical reference to the CITY for the project. 
 

- Prepare letter of recommendation for award of the contract. 
 

- Develop conformed contract documents and forward to the CITY for execution.   
 

- Attend the pre-construction meeting as a technical reference to the CITY. 
 

- Provide clarification related to the plans/specifications throughout design and 
construction. 

 
E. CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION 
 

- Provide record drawings at completion of the project electronically, per the Utilities Design  
Standards and Specifications (latest version).  This will be based on red line drawings from 
the construction inspector 

 
- Provide Services During Construction as follows: 
 
 -  Attend Project meetings as scheduled by the CITY (anticipating eight (8) project  
  meetings). 
 
 -  Recommend design changes as field conflicts arise (site visits may be required) 
  
 -  Review and approval of pay requests from the construction Contractor (line of  
 Communication will be construction contractor to resident observer to CONSULTANT  
 to CITY). 
 
 -  Provide clarification and specifications throughout construction. 
 
 -  Revise/update plans and / or easement plats as changes occur that require submittal to 
 DOT/other agencies. 



 
 

ATTACHMENT B - COMPENSATION 
  
 
The CITY shall compensate the CONSULTANT for services, which have been authorized by the 
CITY under the terms of this Agreement. 
 
The CONSULTANT may submit to the CITY a monthly invoice, in a form acceptable to the CITY 
and accompanied by all support documentation requested by the CITY, for payment for the 
services, which were completed during the billing period.  The CITY shall review for approval 
said invoices.  The CITY shall have the right to reject payment of any invoice or part thereof if not 
properly supported, or if the costs requested or a part thereof, as determined solely by the CITY, 
are unreasonably in excess of the actual phase of completion of each phase.  The CITY shall pay 
each such invoice or portion thereof as approved, provided that the approval or payment of any 
such invoice shall not considered to be evidence of performance by the CONSULTANT to the 
point indicted by such invoice, or of receipt of acceptance by the CITY of the service covered by 
such invoice.  The CITY shall pay any undisputed items contained in such invoices. 
 
Each invoice shall be accompanied by a letter progress report describing the total work 
accomplished for each phase and any problems, which have been encountered, which may inhibit 
execution of the work.  The CONSULTANT shall also submit an accurate updated schedule, and 
an itemized description of the percentage of total work completed for each phase during the 
billing period. 
 
When the CITY authorizes the CONSULTANT to proceed with the work authorized in a Task 
Order, it agrees to pay the CONSULTANT for work completed, on the basis of the standard 
billing rates shown in Attachment B to the Contract of those principals and employees engaged 
directly on the work. 
 
Compensation for design services shall be invoices based on the sum of all actual costs incurred 
in the performance of the work, including all direct, payroll, overall and profit cost in an amount 
not-to-exceed the compensation set forth in the terms of the Agreement or any authorized Task 
Order. All invoices submitted by the CONSULTANT shall be detailed to reflect incurred 
expenses, labor hours and costs by authorized Task. 
 
Overtime may be performed at the discretion of the CONSULTANT, but the premium time 
portion of the overtime will not be billed to the CITY unless the CONSULTANT has requested 
acceleration of the scheduled work in writing. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

ATTACHMENT B-1 
 

BASIS OF COMPENSATION 
 
1.  Basic Services:  The OWNER shall pay the CONSULTANT for services set forth in Attachment 
A., Scope of Services, Lump Sum Fees as show below. 
 
- 30% Route Evaluation                                                      $  4,200.00 
- Geotechnical Exploration ( reimburseable)                                                     $  2,800.00 
- Route Survey        $ 11,000.00 
- 70% Design          $16,500.00 
- 100% Design          $13,000.00 
- Bidding and Contracting  $2,500.00 
- Construction Services                                                                                             $8,390.00 
- Expenses (Printing & Local Mileage, N.T.E.)                                                      $1,400.00 
 
Total          $59,790.00 

    
A percentage of the Lump Sum Fee will be billed on the last day of each month.  The percentage 
billed will be the percentage of work estimated to be complete as of the day of billing. 
 
2.  Additional Services:  The OWNER shall pay the CONSULTANT for additional services, which 
are not specifically called for in Attachment A, Scope of Services as negotiated and ordered in 
writing by the owner. 
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ATTACHMENT C – LISTING OF KEY PERSONNEL 
 
 
CONSULTANT shall provide qualified personnel to perform its work.   The list of key personnel 
below, including a designated Program Manager will not change or be reassigned without the 
written approval of the CITY.  Those personnel committed for this work are as follows: 
 
William G. Wingate “Trey”, III, PE Vice President WK Dickson - Augusta 

Joseph L. Holley, Jr., LS, PE Project Manager WK Dickson - Augusta 

Kenneth A. Sharp, PE Design Engineer WK Dickson – Augusta 

Robert Tate Horton, LS Land Surveyor WK Dickson - Augusta 

Patricia A. Weatherman Administrative WK Dickson - Augusta 

Russell Barnes Civil Designer WK Dickson – Augusta 

   

   

   

   

 



 
 

ATTACHMENT D – SCHEDULE FOR PERFORMANCE 
 
WK Dickson will work on or as soon as practicable after the date of execution of this 
Contract and all work as set forth in the Scope of Services shall be completed as follows:  
(See attached chart) 

 

It is anticipated that construction contract will be no more than one hundred eighty (180) 
day contract.  We anticipate at least twelve (12) progress meetings and six (6) pay 
requests to be required.



 
 

CONSULTANT SERVICES 
 

As a part of this Agreement the CONSULTANT agrees to furnish the following checked items 
(CONSULTANT to initial in the space provided acknowledging responsibility to furnish said 
item).   
 
Prior to Authorization To Proceed: 
 

� _____ Detailed Scope of Services based upon Schedule A of this Agreement to be submitted 
with Cost Proposal clearly defining the CONSULTANT’S understanding of the project 
limits, design objectives and CONSULTANT’S services to be provided. 

� _____ Cost Proposal that will include cost of surveying, design, preparation of construction 
plans and specifications, and other services requested in the CITY’s Request for 
Proposal. 

� _____ Schedule for submittal of review documents at 30%, 70%, and 100% completion; and 
final documents. 

 
Prior to submitting 30% review documents: 

� _____ Locate all existing utilities using available information collected by the CONSULTANT. 
The CITY will furnish available information on water and sewer locations however the 
CONSULTANT must verify to CITY’S satisfaction.  

� _____ Provide CITY with information on the project site(s), including the following: 
• Past and present use of the land (specifically identify any landfilling activities in 

the area); identify any nearby designated wetlands 

• Soil type(s) 
• Boring results when required by CONSULTANT for new facilities or where depth 

of line and existing site conditions warrant. 

• Brief description of the area (e.g., residential, commercial, industrial) including 
general slope of the land, and whether trees, signs, etc. will be in conflict with the 
new facilities.  Include number of properties affected and number of easements 
required with property owners identified 

• Identification of potential problems in meeting design objectives. 

� _____ Site Plan (If Required) 

Throughout project: 

� _____ Prepare printed responses to comments received from the CITY following reviews. 

� _____ Provide the necessary plats for easement acquisition and DOT/other permit 
application. 

� _____ Prepare Public Works/DOT/Other permit applications for signature by the CITY. 

� _____ Prepare and submit plans to EPD for review and approval when required. 

� _____ Prepare plans and specifications, using Augusta Utilities Design Standards and 
Specifications (latest version).  Specifications must mirror that provided by the CITY. 



 
 

� _____ Prepare construction cost estimates at each review stage, 30%, 70%, 100%, and with the 
submittal of Final documents.  Provide cost breakdown for any items to be lump sum in the 
construction contract. 

 

Upon completion of design: 

� _____ Coordinate with the City Procurement Department to advertise the project. 

� _____ Fax bid information to CITY. 

� _____ Attend the Pre-Bid Meeting as a technical reference to the CITY. 

� _____ Prepare letter of recommendation for award of the contract. 

� _____ Develop conformed contract documents and forward to the CITY for execution. 

� _____ Attend the pre-construction meeting as a technical reference to the CITY. 

� _____ Provide clarification related to the plans/specifications throughout design and 
construction. 

� _____ Provide record drawings at completion of the project electronically, per the Utilities 
Design Standards and Specifications (latest version). 

� _____ Provide Services During Construction as follows: 
• Attend project meetings as scheduled by the CITY 
• Recommend design changes as field conflicts arise (site visits may be required) 
• Review and approval of pay requests from the construction Contractor (line of 

communication will be construction contractor to resident observer to 
CONSULTANT to CITY) 

• Provide clarification of plans and specifications throughout construction 
• Revise/update plans and/or easement plats as changes occur that require 

resubmittal to DOT/other agencies. 
 
AUGUSTA UTILITIES DEPARTMENT  CONSULTANT 
 
BY:       BY:         
 

PRINTED NAME:     PRINTED NAME:  William G. Wingate, III  

 

TITLE: DIRECTOR     TITLE: Vice President     

 
DATE:       DATE:       

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 
 

ADDITIONAL SERVICES: 
1. Revisions to the plans/contract documents to extend the limits of the project after this 

AGREEMENT has been executed by the CITY. 
2. Revisions due to incorrect locations of existing utilities by the CONSULTANT (i.e., correct 

location given by CITY, incorrectly marked on plans by engineer) will be the responsibility of 
the CONSULTANT.  Other revisions required by the CITY, DOT, EPD, or other government 
agency at their request will be considered an additional service. 

3. Out-of-town meetings or conferences required of the CONSULTANT by the CITY. 
4. Other not described above, as approved by the CITY. 
 
 
NOTE: 
It is the responsibility of the CONSULTANT as contracted by the CITY to provide professional surveying and engineering services.  It 
is expected that such professionals will operate in a manner which assures the interests of the common welfare, rather than in a 
manner which promotes their own financial gain.  It is expected that such professionals will act as a faithful agent for the CITY as a 
client.  It is the duty of the CONSULTANT to protect the safety, health and welfare of the public in the performance of their 
professional duties. 
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  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise  

 

Yvonne Gentry 

DBE Coordinator 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 

501 Greene Street – Suite 304 - Augusta, GA 30901 

(706) 821-2406 – Fax (706) 821-4228 

WWW.AUGUSTAGA.GOV 

  
 
TO:  Max Hicks 

Director, Utilities Department 
  

Geri Sams 
  Director, Procurement Department 
 
FROM: Yvonne Gentry, Coordinator 
  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Department 
 
SUBJECT: DBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOALDBE REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDED DBE GOAL    

Sanitary Sewer ReplacSanitary Sewer ReplacSanitary Sewer ReplacSanitary Sewer Replacementementementement    
            
DATE:  January 19, 2007 
 
    
This memo is to validate the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise department was not 
involved with the Procurement process of this project.  Therefore, the department can 
not verify the goal-setting methodology or the good faith efforts of the contractor.  If you 
have any questions, please contact me at (706) 821-2406. 
 
YG:glw 
 

 
 

 



 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Travon Wright 

 

 

Department: Clerk of Commission

Caption: Report from staff regarding the paving of Lamar Road.

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 





 
Engineering Services Committee Meeting 

2/6/2007 1:00 PM 
Willis Foreman Bridge 

 

 

Department: Clerk of Commission

Caption: Update from the Administrator and City Engineer on the 
repairs to the Willis Foreman Bridge. (Requested by 
Commissioner Harper)

Background:

Analysis:

Financial Impact:

Alternatives:

Recommendation:

Funds are 
Available in the 
Following 
Accounts:

REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY:

Clerk of Commission 


