
S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) Bridge Replacement over Suber Branch
Project ID: P041163 

Project Description: 

South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCOOT) proposes to replace the S-23-94 (Hammett 
Bridge Road) Bridge over Suber Branch in Greenville County (See Figures 1 and 2). 

The purpose of this project is to correct the load restriction placed on the bridge and restore all 

components to good condition. The existing bridge is posted for load restrictions and has one or 

more components in poor condition. The bridge was built in 1963. According to the SCOOT 

Structure Inventory and Appraisal Report from August 2022, the bridge has a sufficiency rating of 

37.0. An off-site detour may be utilized during construction. The bridge is currently open to 

traffic. 

Field studies revealed no significant impacts or effects to resources within the project study area. 
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CULTURAL RESOURCE FIELD REPORT 

SCDOT ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION 
 

 
 
TITLE: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of Proposed Improvements to the S-23-94 Bridge over Suber 
Branch 
 
DATE OF RESEARCH: 8/2/23    ARCHAEOLOGIST: Lauren Christian, MA, RPA 

 
ARCHITECTURAL HISTORIAN: Sean Stucker, MHP 

 
COUNTY:  Greenville                              PROJECT: Closed and Load Restricted Bridge Replacements- Package 19 
 
F.  A.  No.:                                              File No.                                       PIN: P041163 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) proposes to replace various closed or load-restricted 
bridges including the S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) bridge over the Suber Branch in Greenville County, South 
Carolina. The project area is defined as that area within 75 feet of either side of the proposed roadway centerline and 
extending 1,500 feet from the bridge. The archaeological survey covered the entire project area, while the architectural 
survey examined all above-ground resources with sightlines to the bridge. This cultural resource survey was performed 
under contract with HNTB. 
 
LOCATION:   
 
The project is located within the city limits of Greer in northeastern Greenville County, South Carolina (Figure 1). 
 
 
USGS QUADRANGLE:  Taylors, SC and Greer, SC                                    DATE:   2014      SCALE:  1:24000 
 
UTM:  NAD83      ZONE:    17N                  EASTING: 385561  NORTHING: 3863140 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:  
 
The project area is situated in the Piedmont physiographic region, which is characterized by rolling hills formed from 
extensive weathering of ancient mountain ranges. The topography in the project area ranges from 890 feet above mean 
sea level (amsl) at the southwestern terminus to 830 feet amsl in the vicinity of the Suber Branch. The surrounding 
landscape is mostly urban, predominantly with residential neighborhoods but also schools and commercial buildings. 
Vegetation in the middle portion around the Suber Branch consists of mixed pines and hardwoods with a dense 
understory.  
  
NEAREST RIVER/STREAM AND DISTANCE:   
 
The project area is bisected by the Suber Branch, which is a tributary of the Enoree River (Hydrological unit code 
[HUC] 03050108), the confluence of which is approximately one mile south of the project area. The Enoree River 
feeds into the Broad River near the town of Blair, South Carolina, approximately 58 miles southeast of the project 
area.  
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SOIL TYPE:  

Soils in the project area were formed from alluvium or residuum weathered from granite, gneiss, and/or diorite. The 
majority of the soils are well drained (76.9 percent), with 23.1 percent identified as somewhat poorly drained. The 
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) maps one of the four soil types as moderately eroded, 40.5 percent 
of the project area (Table 1; Figure 2). By the early twentieth century, continuous row cropping destroyed soil nutrients 
and large tracts of farmland were rendered unsuitable for cultivation. 

Table 1. Soils Mapped in the Project Area 
 

Map 
Unit 

Map Name Drainage Class Notes 
Acres in 

Project Area 
Percent of 

Project Area 

Cb Cartecay and Toccoa soils Somewhat Poorly Drained  3.2 23.1 

CeB Cecil sandy loam Well Drained 2 6% slopes 2.2 15.9 
CeC Cecil sandy loam Well Drained 6 10% slopes 2.8 20.4 

CeD Cecil-Cataula complex Well Drained 
10 15% slopes, 

moderately eroded 
5.6 40.5 

Total 13.8 100 
  

REFERENCE FOR SOILS INFORMATION:    
 
USDA-NCRS Soil Survey Division, Custom Soil Resource Report (websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov).  
 
 
GROUND SURFACE VISIBILITY: 0% ___ 1-25% __X_ 26-50% ___ 51-75% ___ 76-100% ___ 
 
CURRENT VEGETATION:   
 
The vegetation in the project area consists of manicured lawns and mixed pines and hardwoods with a dense 
understory, which is very dense on either side of the bridge. Many of the stands of trees are contained in the middle 
portion of the project area on either side of the Suber Branch, while the north and south ends consist of manicured 
lawns. Additionally, some exposed subsoil is visible where the manicured lawns have sparse grass growth (Figures 
3 5).  
 
INVESTIGATION:   

BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

New South Associates, Inc. (NSA) conducted background research prior to fieldwork using the ArchSite GIS database 
maintained by the South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology (SCIAA) and the South Carolina 
Department of Archives and History (SCDAH). The background research identified three previous cultural resources 
surveys, three archaeological sites, and nine historic structures within the 0.5-mile search radius (Table 2, Figure 6). 
None of these resources are in the project area itself. 
 
Archaeological sites 38GR0217, 38GR0218, and 38GR0219 were originally recorded by Chicora Foundation in 1994 
to the southeast of the current project area during a survey for the proposed Greer/Riverside High School. The sites 
consisted of two twentieth-century artifact scatters (38GR0217 and 38GR0218) and one unknown precontact lithic 
scatter (38GR0219). All three sites were recommended as not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP) (Trinkley 1994). 
 
The nine historic structures were recorded in 2017 as part of an architectural survey of historic resources in the city of 
Greer, South Carolina. SHPO Site Numbers 3571, 3573, 3575, 3577, 3579, 3581, 3583, 3585, and 3587 were all 

-twentieth century, and all were recommended not eligible 
for the NRHP (Owens and Philips 2017). 
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An intensive cultural resources survey of the Greenville North Loop Pipeline Expansion in 2003 was conducted by 
TRC for the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and an SCDOT intensive cultural resources survey of the proposed bridge 
replacement on Road S-94 over the Enoree River in 2005 was conducted by Brockington and Associates in 2005. No 
new cultural resources were recorded as a result of either of these surveys (South Carolina Institute of Archaeology 
and Anthropology and South Carolina Department of Archives and History 2023). 
 
Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources 
 

Site No./ 
SHPO Site 

No. 
 

Style/Type 
Temporal 

Affiliation/ Build 
Date 

NRHP 
Recommendation 

Reference 

38GR0217 Twentieth-century artifact 
scatter 

20th Century Not Eligible Roberts and Ramsey-Styer 1996 

38GR0218 Twentieth-century artifact 
scatter 

20th Century Not Eligible Roberts and Ramsey-Styer 1996 

38GR0219 Precontact lithic scatter Unknown Not Eligible Roberts and Ramsey-Styer 1996 
3571 Unidentified house c. 1900 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3573 Unidentified house c. 1900 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3575 Unidentified house c. 1940 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3577 Unidentified house c. 1940 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3579 Unidentified house 1957 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3581 Unidentified house c. 1900 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3583 Unidentified house c. 1940 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3585 Unidentified house c. 1940 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 
3587 Unidentified house c. 1940 Not Eligible Owens and Philips 2017 

 

SURVEY RESULTS 

The archaeological survey identified no archaeological sites or isolated finds within the project area, and the 
architectural survey, likewise, did not record any new resources. The results of both surveys are discussed below. 
 
ARCHAEOLOGY 

The Phase I Archaeology Survey was conducted on August 2, 2023. Lauren Christian, MA, RPA, served as Field 
Director and was assisted in the field by Archaeological Technician John Tomko. The archaeological investigation 
included a pedestrian walkover of the entire project area and the excavation of shovel tests (ST) at 30-meter (100-
foot) intervals within the project area. Shovel tests were placed along a single transect parallel to either side of 
Hammett Bridge Road. Soil profiles were recorded for all excavated shovel tests, and location data was recorded for 
all investigated shovel tests using handhold GPS instruments.  
 
Sixty-three shovel test locations were plotted at 30-meter intervals across the project area. However, shovel tests that 
occurred in developed/modified areas, side slopes, or in wetlands were not excavated. All other areas were documented 
by shovel test excavation or by examining exposed subsoil. As a result, ten were either excavated or were documented 
based on surface visibility (Figure 7). Along the north side of S-23-94, STs 1 to 12 were in dense residential 
development with significant land modification and utilities. Given the modification, the likelihood of intact cultural 
deposits was unlikely. From this point at ST 13 all the way to South Suber Road where ST 31 is located, there is a 
wide median with a paved pedestrian walking trail across the floodplain of Suber Creek past Riverside High School 
to the intersection. This area is heavily modified. On the south side of S-23-94, there is significant development and 
land modification from ST 32 to 46. While land modification from ST 43 to 46 is largely landscaping, examination of 
the soils behind a planted row of trees revealed subsoil at the surface. The landform then slopes to Suber Branch, 
where the shovel test transect crosses the creek and parallels an unnamed branch along a sideslope from ST 47 to 57. 
From ST 58 to the end of the project area at ST 63, subsoil is exposed on the ground surface (Figure 8). Overall, the 
project area has been heavily developed and modified. No archaeological sites or isolated finds were identified in the 
project area. 



 S-23-94 over Suber Branch Bridge Replacement 
April 2024

 
 
ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY 

The architectural survey was conducted on August 25, 2023, by Architectural Historian Sean Stucker, MHP. No newly 
recorded or previously surveyed architectural historic resources were identified within the project area or its viewshed. 
The bridge carrying S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) over the Suber Branch, constructed in 1963, was not evaluated 

-1945 Bridges Program Comment (U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway 
Administration 2012). This bridge (FHWA Structure No. 04129) is of a common type, with a precast concrete panel 
deck and a substructure comprised of precast concrete members and wood piers that have concrete caps and that are 
set into the riverbed (Svirsky 2024; Figure 9).  
 

REMARKS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

The survey identified no archaeological sites or isolated finds, nor did it record any new or revisit any previously 
recorded architectural resources. The proposed project, as currently defined, would have no effects on historic 
properties.  

SIGNATURE:     Principal Investigator    DATE: April 19, 2024 
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Figure 1: Project Location Map 
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Figure 2: Soils Mapped in the Project Area  
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Figure 3: Roadside Vegetation in Middle Portion of Project Area, Looking Northeast 

 
 
Figure 4: Modifications in the Northwest Quadrant of Project Area, Looking Southwest 

 
 
Figure 5: Paved Parking Lot in Southwestern Quadrant of Project Area, Looking Southwest 
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Figure 6: Previously Recorded Cultural Resources Map 
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Figure 7: Shovel Tests Results Map 
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Figure 8: Exposed Subsoil on Surface, Looking Northeast 
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Figure 9: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) Bridge over the Suber Branch, Built 1963 and Not 
Assessed 

 
a. Overview, Looking Southeast 
 

 
b. Detail, Looking Northwest 
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Biological Evaluation � Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 1 

Introduction 
The proposed project consists of replacing the S-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) bridge over Suber Branch, 
and associated roadway approach work, in Greenville County, South Carolina.  

Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), a field survey was conducted within the 
Project Study Area (PSA) for the project. A Resource List was requested from the USFWS Information for 
Planning and Consultation (IPaC) in April 2024, to detail protected species under USFWS jurisdiction that 
are known or expected to be in or near the project area. Table 1 below includes the species that appear 
on the IPaC resource list.   

Federally Protected Species 
Species with the federal classification of Endangered (E) or Threatened (T) or Threatened due to Similarity 
of Appearance (T [S/A]) are protected under the ESA of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).  
Although Section 7 of the ESA does not provide protections for Candidate species, they are listed in Table 
1 in the event of a status changes prior to completion of the project. Additionally, species that are proposed 
for listing are not subject to Section 7 compliance until the time they are formally listed. The bald eagle is 
protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) and is included in this evaluation. 

Table 1:  Threatened and Endangered Species 

Category Common Name Scientific Name Protection Status 

Bird Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus BGEPA 

Mammal Tricolored Bat Perimyotis sublavus Proposed Endangered 

Reptile Bog Turtle Glyptemys muhlenbergii 
Similar in Appearance to 
Threatened 

Insects Monarch Butterfly Danaus Plexippus Candidate 

Flowering 
Plant 

Bunched Arrowhead Sagittaria fasciculata Endangered 

Flowering 
Plant 

Dwarf-flowered Heartleaf Hexastylis naniflora Threatened 

Flowering 
Plant 

Mountain Sweet Pitcher-
plant 

Sarracenia rubra ssp. Jonesii Endangered 

Flowering 
Plant 

Small Whorled Pogonia Isotria medeloides Threatened 

Flowering 
Plant 

Swamp Pink Helonias bullata Threatened 

Flowering 
Plant 

White Fringeless Orchid Platanthera integrilabia Threatened 

Lichen Rock Gnome Lichen Gymnoderma lineare Endangered 
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Biological Evaluation � Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 2 

Methodology 
Environmental scientists performed literature and field reviews to determine the likelihood of protected 
species within the PSA and the potential for project-related impacts.  Field reviews were conducted on 
July 28, 2023.  The SCDNR South Carolina Natural Heritage Species Viewer was also reviewed to 
determine the presence of known populations of protected species within the vicinity of the project.  

Biotic Communities 
Land use in the PSA is primarily comprised of commercial and residential development, and their 
associated fields, lawns, and parking areas.  Maintained utility easements and a pedestrian path also 
extend alongside Hammett Bridge Road.   The only natural community observed within the PSA consists 
of bottomland hardwoods. 

Bottomland hardwoods of the Piedmont are quite variable from one site to another. Most bottomland 
hardwoods have been logged to some degree and have moist soils associated with river floodplains. 
Characteristic tree species observed in the PSA include Liquidambar styraciflua (sweetgum), Liriodendron 
tulipifera (tulip-poplar), Fraxinus pennsylvanica (green ash), Pinus taeda (loblolly pine), Quercus nigra 
(water oak), Carpinus caroliniana (American hornbeam), and Betula nigra (river birch). Groundcover 
species observed include Arundinaria gigantea (river cane), Rubus (blackberry), Aureolaria ssp. (false 
foxglove), Sherardia arvensis (blue fieldmadder), Chaerophyllum ssp. (chervil), Geranium carolinianum 
(Carolina geranium), and various species of Poa (grasses) along the roadway fill slopes. 

Results 
The SCDNR South Carolina Natural Heritage Species Viewer identifies a population of bunched arrowhead 
within a one-mile radius of the PSA.  This population was documented in 1994 within a bog adjacent to the 
Enoree River, approximately 3,000 feet west of Suber Branch.  The only wetland identified within the PSA 
is a beaver impoundment, which does not provide suitable habitat for bunched arrowhead.   

Field reviews of the PSA found no suitable habitat for bald eagle, bog turtle, bunched arrowhead, dwarf 
flowered heartleaf, mountain sweet pitcher-plant, small whorled pagonia, swamp pink, white fringeless 
orchid, or rock gnome lichen. 

Suitable habitat for tri-colored bat exists in the PSA. Roosting habitat exists under the existing S-94 bridge 
and in cavities and crevices of trees within the PSA. A structure survey of the existing S-94 bridge found 
no evidence of bat roosting.  Additionally, a visual inspection and borescope review of cavities and 
crevices in trees within the PSA did not indicate the presence of any bat species.  A Structures Survey 
Data Sheet and Habitat Assessment Data Sheet are included in Attachment D.   

Conclusions 
Based on the literature and field reviews, it is determined that the proposed project will have a biological 
conclusion of �no effect� on federally protected species. 

 



S-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) Bridge Replacement over Tributary to Enoree River

Biological Evaluation � Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 3 

If you have any questions, or if Robbins & DeWitt can be of additional assistance, please feel free to contact 
Matt DeWitt at (864) 201-8446 or matt.dewitt@robbins-dewitt.com.  

Respectfully Submitted 

Matt DeWitt, AICP 
Robbins & DeWitt, LLC 



 





























































COUNTY: DATE:

ROAD #: STREAM CROSSING:

Purpose & Need for the Project:

I. FEMA Acknowledgement

Is this project located in a regulated FEMA Floodway? Yes No

Panel Number: Effective Date: (See Attached)

II. FEMA Floodmap Investigation

FEMA Flood Profile Sheet Number  illustrates the existing 100 year flood:
Passes under the existing low chord elevation.
Is in contact with the existing low chord elevation.
Overtops the existing bridge finished grade elevation.

III. No Rise/CLOMR Preliminary Determination

Preliminary assessment indicates this project may be constructed to meet the 
"No-Rise" requirements. A detailed hydraulic analysis will be performed to verify 
this assessment.

Justification:

Preliminary assessmnet indicates this project may require a CLOMR/LOMR. 
Impacts will be determined by a detailed hydraulic analysis.

Justification:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM

Page 1 of 4



IV. Preliminary Bridge Assessment

A. Locate Existing Plans
a. Bridge Plans Yes File No. Sheet No. (See Attached)

No

b. Road Plans Yes File No. Sheet No. (See Attached)
No

B. Historical Highwater Data
a. USGS Gage Yes Gage No. Results:

No

b. SCDOT/USGS Documented Highwater Elevations
Yes Results:
No

c. Existing Plans Yes See Above
No

V. Field Review

A. Existing Bridge
Length: ft. Width: ft. Max. span Length: ft.

Alignment: Tangent Curved

Bridge Skewed: Yes No Angle:

End Abutment Type:

Riprap on End Fills: Yes No Condition:

Superstructure Type:
Substructure Type:

Utilities Present: Yes No
Describe:

Debris Accumulation on Bridge: Percent Blocked Horizontally: %
Percent Blocked Vertically: %

Hydraulic Problems: Yes No
Describe:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM
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V. Field Review (cont.)

B. Hydraulic Features
a. Scour Present: Yes No Location:

b. Distance from F.G. to Normal Water Elevation: ft.
c. Distance from Low Steel to Normal Water Elev.: ft.
d. Distance from F.G. to High Water Elevation: ft.
e. Distance from Low Steel to High Water Elev.: ft.

f. Channel Banks Stable: Yes No
Describe:

g. Soil Type:

h. Exposed Rock: Yes No Location:

i. Give Description and Location of any structures or other property that could be 
damaged due to additional backwater.

C. Existing Roadway Geometry

a. Can the existing roadway be closed for an On-Alignment Bridge Replacement
Yes No

Describe:

If "yes", does the existing vertical and horizontal curves meet the proposed 
design speed criteria?

If "No", will the proposed bridge be:
Staged Constructed
Replaced on New Alignment

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM
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VI. Field Review (cont.)

A. Proposed Bridge Recommendation:

Length: ft. Width: ft. Elevation: ft.

Span Arangement:

Notes:

Performed By:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM

BRIDGE SITE DIAGRAM: (Show North Arrow and Direction of Flow)

Page 4 of 4





1

South Carolina Department of Transportation
Location and Hydraulic Design of Encroachments on Floodplains Checklist

23 CFR 650, this regulation shall apply to all encroachments and to all actions which affect base 
floodplains, except for repairs made with emergency funds.  Note:  These studies shall be 
summarized in the environmental review documents prepared pursuant to 23 CFR 771. 
 
 
 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A. Narrative Describing Purpose and Need for Project
a. Relevant Project History: 
b. General Project Description and Nature of Work (attach Location and Project 

Map): 
c. Major Issues and Concerns:

 
 
 

B. Are there any floodplain(s) regulated by FEMA located in the project area?   
  Yes   No  

 
C. Will the placing of fill occur within a 100-year floodplain?  
 Yes   No  
 
 
D. Will the existing profile grade be raised within the floodplain?

The purpose of the project is to correct the load restriction placed on the bridge and 
restore all components to good condition. The existing bridge is posted for load 
restrictions and has one or more components in poor condition.

The primary purpose of the project is to replace the bridge. Roadway improvements are 
limited to those associated with accommodating the new structure.
The project crosses Suber Branch which is shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Map 
(FIRM) Panel 45045C0344E.  Suber Branch is within a designated Special Flood Hazard 
Area Zone AE with a regulatory floodway in the vicinity of the Project.  The project is not 
expected to be a significant or longitudinal encroachment as defined under 23 CFR 
650A, nor is it expected to have an appreciable environmental impact on the base flood 
elevation.  In addition, the project would be developed to comply with all appropriate 
floodplain regulations and guidelines.

The roadway grade will be raised to accommodate the larger bridge structure.



2

E. If applicable, please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any longitudinal 
encroachments.

 
 
F. Please include a discussion of the following: commensurate with the significance of the 

risk or environmental impact for all alternatives containing encroachments and those 
actions which  would support base floodplain development: 

a. What are the risks associated with implementation of the action? 

b. What are the impacts on the natural and beneficial floodplain values? 

c. What measures were used to minimize floodplain impacts associated with the 
action? 

 

 
d. Were any measures used to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial 

floodplain values impacted by the action?

Minor longitudinal encroachments are expected based on the revised roadway profile
The bridge will be constructed on existing alignment to reduce longitudinal impacts. 

Risks are minimal; the project will replace the existing bridge with larger 
bridge opening. The increased opening will have a minimal impact on the 
BFE’s along the floodplain. 

The project is not expected to impact the floodplain values, as the hydraulics will
be retained/improved.

A similar bridge size will be used and constructed on the existing alignment.

Not Applicable 



3

G. Please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any significant encroachments or any
support of incompatible floodplain development.

H. Were local, state, and federal water resources and floodplain management agencies
consulted to determine if the proposed highway action is consistent with existing
watershed and floodplain management programs and to obtain current information on
development and proposed actions in the affected?  Please include agency
documentation.

__________________________ ____21 June 2023______ 

SCDOT Hydraulic Engineer          Date    

The impacts are not considered significant encroachments and would not support 
incompatible floodplain development. The proposed project will have no significant 
impact to base flood elevations along the stream and will not impact the potential 
for development within the floodplain

All analysis for the project was performed in accordance with SCDOT, FEMA, and local
regulations.
As the project progresses to final construction plans, the hydraulic modeling will be 
updated based on the final bridge layout
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SCDOT CLRB Package 19 (S-94) 
Public Meeting Summary 

Package 19 (S-94) Public Meeting Summary 

Meeting Overview 
One in-person public meeting was held to educate the public on the Package 19 bridge replacement for 
the S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Road) Bridge over Suber Branch and potential impacts. This public meeting 
fell within the 30-day comment period for the project that ran from June 21 to July 26, 2024. Meeting 
attendees had the opportunity to learn more about the project, environmental process, provide 
comments, ask questions, and address concerns with members of the project team. 

The meeting was an open-house, drop-in style allowing attendees to join the meeting at any point from 
5 to 7 PM and engage the project team, view meeting materials, and submit comments. A virtual public 
meeting was also available online, 24/7 where participants could view materials from the in-person 
meeting and submit comments between June 21 to July 26, 2024. 

The doors opened at 5:00 PM where attendees were encouraged to sign-in, provided a project handout, 
and given a brief explanation of the meeting format. A total of 49 individuals signed into the meeting, 
the sign-in sheets are included as Appendix A. Attendees were encouraged to complete a Demographic 
Survey at both the sign-in and comment stations. A total of 7 demographic forms were completed and 
are included in Appendix B. In addition to the Demographic Survey form, project team staff at the Sign-
In station tracked attendee demographics which are included with the survey results below: 

• White Males: 23 
• White Females: 19 
• African American Males: 2 
• East Asian Males: 1 

Attendees entered the meeting and were able to walk around the room to four stations covering the 
following project topics: 

• Proposed Improvements 
• Proposed Build Alternatives 
• Proposed Detour Routes 
• Proposed Schedule and Typical Sections 

Attendees were encouraged to provide comments at the in-person meeting and through the virtual 
meeting until July 26, 2024. See Appendix C for comments submitted in person at the public meeting. A 
detailed breakdown of comments collected during the 30-day comment period are discussed in the 
Comment Summary section later in this document.  

Meeting Details 
Event Date & Time Location 
Public Meeting for 
S-23-94 over Suber Branch 

July 11, 2024 
 
5 PM – 7 PM 

Riverside Baptist Church 
1249 S. Suber Road 
Greer, SC 29650 
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Meeting Timeline 
4:00 PM – HNTB Public Involvement team arrives and sets up 
4:30 PM – All staff arrives 
4:45 PM – All staff pre-meeting huddle and safety moment 
4:50 PM – Doors open to the public 
7:00 PM – Public meeting ends, doors close 
7:05 PM – Team debrief 
7:45 PM – HNTB Public Involvement team tears down and leaves facility. 

Meeting Staff 
The following individuals were present at the in-person meeting and were assigned to specific roles and 
stations. Security was provided via a private contractor and coordinated through SCDOT’s Office of 
Public Involvement.  

Name Role/Station 
Michael Pitts, SCDOT* Project Lead/Proposed Build Alternatives 
Will McGoldrick, SCDOT Proposed Improvements 
Carolyn Fischer, SCDOT Proposed Detours 
Madeline Barbian, SCDOT Proposed Schedule and Typical Sections 
Brittany Myers, SCDOT Media 
Ginny Jones, SCDOT Media 
Caycee Cleaver, SCDOT Sign-In 
Shannon Meder, HNTB* HNTB Team Lead/Floater 
Robert Flagler, HNTB* PI Lead/Floater 
Jeff Hess, HNTB Proposed Build Alternatives 
David Hawkins, HNTB Schedule and Typical Sections 
Nicole Weirich, HNTB Sign-In 

*Indicates this individual acted as a meeting manager.  

Meeting Materials 
The following materials were available at the in-person meeting and are included in Appendix B.  

Material Quantity  Responsible Party 
Meeting Boards 6 HTNB 
Handouts 100 HTNB 
Comment Forms 100 HTNB 
Sign-in Sheets 15 HTNB 
Printed Nametags 1 set plus blank extras HNTB 
Indoor Directional Signage 6 HNTB 
Outdoor Directional Signage 6 HNTB 
SCDOT Demographic Forms - HNTB 

 

Talking Points and Expectations 
• S- 23-94 Bridge  

o Constructed in 1963 
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o The bridge currently has posted load restrictions. 
o The project will replace the existing bridge structure to meet current design and safety 

standards.  
o Construction to replace the bridge is proposed to start in 2025 and the construction 

duration will depend on which alternative is selected.  
• Design-Build Process 

o The existing bridges in Bridge Package 19 are posted for load restrictions and have one 
or more components in poor condition. 

o SCDOT anticipates hiring the contractor and designer in 2025. 
o Going through the design-build process is efficient and effective and allows the project 

to meet the proposed construction schedule.  
• Local Access  

o Will maintain access to all adjacent properties during construction.  
• Right of Way  

o Provide the link to the ‘Highways and You’ brochure. 
o If right-of-way is required of your property after design is finalized, you will be contacted 

directly.  
• Alternatives & Impacts  

o Two alternatives being considered for S- 94: 
 Alternative 1: Replace existing bridge on existing alignment. 
 Alternative 2: Stage construction to maintain two (2) travel lanes. 

o Alternative 1 will:  
 Close the existing bridge and SCDOT will detour traffic during the anticipated six 

(6) months of construction.  
 Have lower environmental and right-of-way impacts, higher utility impacts, and 

the best roadway alignment.  
o Alternative 2 will:  

 Include staged construction to maintain two (2) travel lanes during the 
anticipated ten (10) months of construction.  

 Have lower utility impacts but higher environmental and right-of-way impacts 
and a longer construction duration.  

• Detours 
o SCDOT proposes a North and South Detour for six (6) months if Alternative 1 is selected.  

 The North Detour will utilize Suber Road, Brushy Creek Road, and South 
Buncombe Road. 

 The South Detour will utilize Suber Road, South Main Street, and South 
Buncombe Road.  
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Meeting Participation 
Statistics regarding public participation in the Public Information meetings are shown in the table below. 

Public Information Meeting Results: S-23-94 
Total Attendees  July 11, 2024 Meeting: 45 
Total Comments 
 

Website Comments: 13, In-person Comments: 
18, Email: 2, Phone: 8 
 

Total Comments 
Received 

 
 

41 

Comments collected during the 30-day comment period and the responses sent by the project team are 
included in Appendix C.  

Meeting Content 
The meeting was comprised of five meeting display boards (welcome board, a project 
plan view, maps of the 2 proposed detour routes, maps of 2 proposed build alternates, and a proposed 
schedule and typical section) and a project information handout. Meeting outreach 
included sending the surrounding community postcards via EDDM and placing yard sign on either end of 
the bridge and nearby intersections in early July. A comment station was available for in-person project 
comments and demographic forms. Information about the bridge was made available on the project 
website for the entire comment period. Comments could be submitted via the in-person comment form, 
website comment form, email, mail, or phone (See Table 1). Display board content can be found in 
Appendix D. Meeting photos can be found in Appendix E. 
 
Public Comments 
Out of all commenters, there were 9 people who voted for Alternate 1: Close and Detour, and 8 who 
voted for Alternate 2: Staged Construction. Out of the two detour options presented 5 people voted for 
the north detour option while 4 people voted on the south detour. See Table 1 for topics that came up 
most often in comments. See Table 2 for the transcribed online and in-person comments received for S-
94.  

Table 1. S-94 Recurring Comment Topics 

S-94 Recurring Comment Topics 
Extension of sidewalks on Hammett Bridge Road to Suber Road/Buncombe Road 
Concern for Riverside Middle and High School traffic compounded with construction/detour traffic 
Requests for construction to occur either in summer months or in a way which won’t close the 
pedestrian bridge, as there is foot traffic from middle and high school students  
Request for additional lane/turn lane on Hammett Bridge Road 
Concerns of heavy traffic already in this area/danger and feasibility of both detours  
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Table 2. Transcribed online and in-person comments and SCDOT responses received for S-94



Full 
Name 

City Comment Response 

Francie 
Camp 

Greer I prefer alternative 2 with the road remaining open during 
construction. I live south of the airport (GSP) and prefer 
Hammett Bridge Road to 14 as a route to points north 
(the traffic on 14 near the airport area is much faster than 
the posted speed, many trucks, tailgating + a lot of unsafe 
lane changing) the detour along Suber Road and S Main St 
is not a good route, and Suber in general is not a 
preferred road. I have lived with a road completely closed 
to construction within ½ mile if my home- it was an awful 
daily inconvenience- I do not recommend it for the 
residents near the project. I concur making construction 
so that in the future a middle lane will be possible.  

Francie Camp, 
 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed detour, Alternative 2, and the proposed project has been 
reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest 
and feedback on the proposed project.  

Sandi 
Franklin 

Greer #1- Build Alternate 1(existing alignment) is preferable- 
Short period for traffic to be affected; but both alternates 
are short-sighted: considering Riverside High School, 
growth at Suber Road end continuing new construction at 
Buncombe Road end, the replacement bridge should be 
three lanes to provide a turn lane on an already heavily 
traveled road (buses turning  left into school property, 
overwise Hammett Bridge Road will forever be limited to 
2 lanes. 
#2- North Detour Route. Although longer, is definitely 
preferable. Roads are much better suited to handle the 
additional traffic & much safer. South Detour route 
already has a dangerous Awdosy Hairpin/LL-turn, is very 
narrow pavement in stretches, passes a school and 
involves an already sight limited intersection (Gibbs 
Shoals Rd) 

Sandi Franklin, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina.  
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 
the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. SCDOT will continue to 
evaluate public comments to identify a build alternative and a detour 
route that meets project requirements and reflects public input. Your 
feedback on safety and traffic concerns has been reviewed and logged in 
the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Paul 
King 

Greer Build Alternate 2 Keep traffic moving.  
1. Build Half of bridge alongside old one, add two lanes 
between schools 

Paul King, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 



2. Remove old Bridge and build new bridge 
This works best! 

SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
Alternative 2 and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in 
the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Louise 
Bishop 

Greer Build Alternate 2 Staged 
Do not want to drive a detour everyday.  

Louise Bishop, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
Alternative 2 and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in 
the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Jose 
Pereira 
Gonzale
z 

Taylor
s 

I prefer the south detour because the High School make a 
lot of traffic jam. The school (HS) officer police does not 
have control and increases the traffic jam. I don’t have a 
preferred, but the SCDOT need to coordinate with the 
schools directions. At the moment we can be stuck in the 
traffic jam for 10 minutes. If the SCDOT find the efficient 
way I don’t care.  But please verify the traffic behavior 
before creating a mess in the area. Thank you for the 
public audience.  

Jose Pereiro Gonzalez, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

No 
name 
submitt
ed 

NA Most of the roads are in bad shape and need a lot of 
repairs.  
-After each rainy day it is a big safety concern 
Suber Road and Hammett Bridge Road- No infrastructure 
to keep up with population growth on this 2 roads 
Lot of people are moving more of have moved recently 
Thank you 

NA, no contact info provided  

Richard 
and 

Greer We would prefer you close the road to build the bridge.  
Hammett Bridge Rd has become a very busy road and 

Richard & Sharlee Grzybowski, 
 



Sharlee 
Grzybo
wski 

especially during school hours. We feel Hammett Bridge 
Rd should have a center lane for turning and sidewalks 
from Suber Road down to S Buncombe Rd. We live in Rich 
Glen subdivision and making a left turn is dangerous and 
difficult especially during school traffic.  

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 
the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. Your feedback on the 
proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We 
appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Jeannie 
McGriff 

Greer I prefer Alternate 2 even if construction takes longer.  As a 
retiree, there are many hours of the day when Hammett 
Bridge traffic is not heavy and we appreciate the short 
drive to the Lowes Grocery store during those times. We 
avoid morning and getting of work times on Hammett 
Bridge Rd.  
Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion.  

Jeannie McGriff, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Janice 
Shirley 

Greer Work during the summer months when school is out if 
possible. Do all construction one time no temporary 
bridge. Either detour works for me.  Please consider 
extending sidewalks on Hammett Bridge all the way to 
South Buncombe Road (at lease on one side for school 
kids living in the Rich Glen subdivision). Thank you for 
having meeting.  

Janice Shirley, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Dick 
Falconer 

Greer Prefer South Detour 
Prefer build alternate 1 

Dick Falconer, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 



and restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Jim 
Bennett 

Greer The proposed south detour seems problematic for at 
least two reasons: 
1. There is a hairpin curve that descends from both 
directions into a bridge at the curve. This has already 
resulted in problems with increased traffic from the 
population growth in the area. This might significantly 
increase the risk.  
2. The proposed south detour would include the 
intersection at Woodlawn elementary school. The 
combination of the start of school day and workday 
already created significant gridlock at this intersection. 
This would certainly amplify the problem with additional 
vehicles funneled this direction.  

Jim Bennett, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
SCDOT will continue to evaluate the proposed detours for safety and 
convenience and public feedback to determine the best possible detour 
route. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Larry 
McGriff 

Greer I prefer alternate 2 even though it would extend 
construction time. I use this potion of Hammett Bridge 
Road essentially every day and sometimes several times a 
day.  
I am excited to see this project proceed. The existing 
bridge seems to be a traffic “choke point” during bust 
times and drivers tend to speed coming down the hill 
from wither direction.  

Larry McGriff, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Jessica 
Stoeltin
g 

Greer My preference is to NOT close the roadway as we like on 
the other side of the middle school and have a student at 
the high school. The North detour is dangerous- she 
would take Henderson Gap Road and turn left on Brushy 
Creek Rd.  That is a very dangerous intersection as the 
line of sight is minimal and people speed, so you don’t 
see them until they are on top of you. Many accidents, 
some fatal have happened there. A stop sign (3-way) or a 
roundabout would be needed to make is safer to turn 

Jessica, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition.  SCDOT will 
continue to evaluate the proposed detours for safety and convenience 
and public feedback to determine the best possible detour route. Your 



there. In addition, the traffic light at Suber and Bushy 
Creek does not have a left turn signal towards the high 
school, making 2 dangerous left turns for out teen driver. 
The South detour already has too much traffic and thus 
would not be a reasonable alternate for us.  

feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the 
project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Thomas 
A. 
Edwards 

Greer We need sidewalks, road widened, turning lanes in the 
middle of road.  
Children from Riverside middle and high school walk on 
grass to and from school where there is no sidewalk and 
that is dangerous. People (some) fly down this road a lot, 
and that needs to stop. I hear them start at the 
Buncombe Road intersection and step on the gas wide 
open, very dangerous.   

Thomas Edwards, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 
the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and 
shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. The need for 
sidewalk on the south side of the road will continue to evaluated but the 
existing pedestrian bridge does provide access that is well protected from 
vehicular traffic. Your feedback on the proposed project has been 
reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest 
and feedback on the proposed project.  

Carol 
Morrow 

Greer When do they plan on repairing Suber Road? Carol Morrow, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
Repairs to Suber Road are under contract and work will begin soon. Your 
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and added to the 
project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Imogen
e 
Mullina
x 

Greer Need to widen the road to match the bridge and put 
sidewalks all the way to Buncombe Road.    

Imogene Mullinax, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 



functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 
the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and 
shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. The need for 
sidewalk on the south side of the road will continue to evaluated but the 
existing pedestrian bridge does provide access that is well protected from 
vehicular traffic. Your feedback on the proposed project has been 
reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest 
and feedback on the proposed project.  

Danielle 
Rement
eria 

Greer Just a few concerns for the safety of the students using 
the walking bridge. Please keep equipment far enough or 
backed down to keep them safe. There are younger 
children who walk this path. Thank you.    

Danielle Rementeria, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. SCDOT will take 
all necessary precautions to ensure the safety of others before and during 
project construction with dedicated safety plans and procedures in place. 
Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in 
the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Phillip J. 
Prezestr
zelski 

Greer I asked a question about how wide the restricted 2-lane 
bridge was going to be replaced with and he said only a 2-
lane bridge. Why bother? On Hammett Bridge Road and 
Suber Road, the traffic has increased many fold since I 
moved here 24 years ago. The new bridge should be at 
least 4 or 5 lanes to be at least comparable to the “new” 
bridge about a mile away which is over the Enoree River. 
You should also consider widening Hammett Bridge and 
Suber Road better than just the red-light intersections. As 
a historical note, my son, Jesse, was interviewed by am 
local TV news station in September 2000. He was walking 

Phillip Prezestrzelksi, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 
the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and 
shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. The need for 



home from Riverside High School. She asked him how he 
felt about the danger of walking across the “old” bridge 
was. He stated that it was “very dangerous”. As I recall, it 
took the state or county about a year to erect a 
pedestrian bridge. What’s going to happen to the 
pedestrian bridge? 

sidewalk on the south side of the road will continue to evaluated but the 
existing pedestrian bridge does provide access that is well protected from 
vehicular traffic.  Your feedback on the proposed project has been 
reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest 
and feedback on the proposed project.  

Edward 
Ellswort
h Clark 
Jr. 

Greer North detour is prefe *Does not wish to receive response* 

Timothy 
Kelly 

Greer Project S-23-94 
Bridge replacement near Riverside High School. 
 
I work evenings so was unable to attend the meeting. 
 
I saw the proposed bridge closing & detours. 
 
My opinion & that of others won't matter, however I feel 
a full bridge closure will be a nightmare. 
 
The implications to students, parents, commuters & the 
businesses in the plaza will be disastrous. I fear it will be 
the end of several businesses in the plaza. 
 
And the shortest detour on less than ideal roads will be 
2.7 miles. 
I fear the additional traffic on these roads which are not 
built for the traffic they already get will be overwhelming. 
And both detours have traffic light access back to Suber 
road which will cause major delays. 
 
Even a single lane detour would be less disruptive than a 
full road closure. 
 

*Does not wish to receive response* 



I know your job is difficult in doing projects. 
 
Thank you 
Tim Kelly 

Shelley 
Balding 

Greer I live in the Riverside Chase neighborhood, right near the 
S-23-94 Hammett Bridge Road Bridge over Suber Branch. I 
vote for the Build Alternate 1- on existing alignment. Just 
close it and keep the road straight. Also, please consider 
the bridge being wide enough for the possibility of 
expanding to three lanes in the future. Traffic is exploding 
in this area and we will eventually need a middle lane for 
turns, etc. Thank you for your time and hard work.  

*Does not wish to receive response* 

Ramon 
Parrish 

Greer S-23-94 
This bridge connects Buncombe Road, SC Hwy. 14 and 
Suber Road via Hammett Bridge Road. Hammett Bridge 
Road continues to S. Batesville Road and Old Spartanburg 
Road, both routes to I-85 and downtown Greenville. In 
addition, 3 different schools are affected by this project. 
For local residents, this will increase flow on Suber Road. 
New businesses including a daycare center and Starbucks 
with a common entrance/exit on Suber have already 
affected local traffic. Between Riverside High and SC 14, 
Suber is a winding road with several blind curves. Exiting 
my neighborhood is near impossible during commute 
times now; it will only worsen during the project. There is 
also an old bridge between Gibbs Shoals Road and 
Hammett Bridge in a curve that floods with heavy rain 
that will have increased traffic. In my opinion, this bridge 
is a higher priority than the bridge on Hammett Bridge its 
replacement should be considered first. This project 
should be completed in the shortest possible time. 

Ramon Parrish, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. SCDOT is 
evaluating both alternatives and detour routes to identify solutions that 
will address safety concerns and minimize inconvenience for commuters, 
residents, and the community. Your feedback on the proposed project and 
safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We 
appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Elizabet
h 
Eldridge 

Greer Referencing the Hammett Bridge Road bridge in Greer:  
I’m in favor of doing the full reconstruction (NOT using 
the existing structure).  Let’s do it right and well even if it 

*Does not wish to receive response* 



might take longer, will be worth it for safer bridges.  In 
favor of closing the road to allow the project to go faster, 
smoother, and safer for the workers.  In my opinion, the 
best detour route would be the Brushy Creek route.  I am 
NOT in favor of the Suber Road detour because Suber 
road has a low lying road going over a small creek and it is 
prone to flooding, the road is narrow, and the shoulder is 
very minimal.   I worry about safety with even more 
people traveling this road. ((And I hope to see Suber 
road/bridge evaluated for replacement in the future.)) 
Additionally, the high school traffic being directed to the 
right (towards Brushy creek) will honestly make that 
section safer for a while.  Thank you for what you do, and 
keep up the great work!  

Moham
mad 
Imran 
Muqri 

Greer  How long will it take to Replace the small bridge at 
Hammett Bridge Road between Riverside High &  
Riverside Middle Schools? Hope only few months or only 
a month to Replace it will be Great & awsome⁷, because 
have to go to work & so that way. Will there be a 
temporary Detour Roìute made? Can they make Bridge 
Wider like the other big Bridge on Hammett Bridge Road 
in Greer, SC & extra lanes? 
 
Hope to hear soon. 

Mohammad Imran Muqri, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is evaluating two alternatives to determine the best option for 
replacing the bridge on Hammett Bridge Road, based on the alternative 
selected the roadway would be closed from 6 to 10 months. SCDOT is 
working to identify additional opportunities to reduce impacts to the local 
area and possibly reduce the length of road closures. Your feedback on 
the proposed project and safety concerns has been reviewed and logged 
in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the 
proposed project.  

Thomas 
Riley 

Greer Hammett Bridge 
I would close and detour for the bridge construction, 
however i would also push for widening at the same time 
as it is far over due.  
I also recommend flashing lights at the crossings for 
Riverside Middle (hammett bridge entrance) and 
Riverside High (suber road crossing from parking lot to 
Riverside Baptist).  

Thomas Riley, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. While the 
funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of 



the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a 
future project widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and 
shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Jeff 
Miller 

Greer RE: S-94 over over Trib. to Enoree River (Package 19) Our 
family would like to see option "Build Alternate 1- On 
Existing Alignment". The construction duration is less than 
Alt. #2, and Alt. #1offers the best alignment and least 
environmental impact. The new bridge should reflect the 
best solution after construction. Fortunately, there are 
two good alternatives for traffic detours and six months is 
not a long time for a bridge that will last approximately 50 
years. The schools and subdivisions can easily be blocked 
from construction since there is no commercial or 
residential access close to the bridge. The bridge just 
West of this area was replaced several years ago with a 
longer construction duration and everybody lived through 
it!  

Jeff Miller, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your feedback on 
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. 
We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

9⁶⁶�
¢ Ŧ; ã⁶⁶ 

NA Dear Mr. Pitts, 
 
We were unable to attend the Pubic Meeting on 7/11 due 
to travel. I have several questions. 
 
1. The mailer shows S-94 map as the road over Hammett 
Bridge Road, but further information (under “Estimated 
Project Schedule”) speaks of “All 8 bridges”. The bridges 
on Dillard Road and Gibb Shoals are complete, so does 
one of the 8 bridges include Suber Road? 
2. This is not a bridge or project question, but is there 
anything in the plans to put in a second Round-About at 
Dillard and Gibb Shoals intersection? The Round-About at 
Phillips Road and Gibb Shoals intersection is working well. 
 

Bill McCall, 
 
Thank you for your interest and comment on the proposed project. 
SCDOT is proposing the replacement of 8 bridges in Greenville and Pickens 
counties that are currently closed or load-restricted (CLRB). These 8 
bridges are grouped together as Package 19 include S-23-94 on Hammett 
Bridge Road and S-23-41 on Gap Creek Road in Greer, S-23-40 (two 
bridges) and S-39-26 all on Pace Bridge Road in Marietta, S-23-102 on 
Keller Mill Road and S-23-310 on Crestwood Drive in Greenville, and S-39-
32 on Shady Grove Road in Pickens. The public meeting on July 11, 2024 
was for the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett 
Bridge Road, but SCDOT hosted a virtual meeting for members of the 
public to learn more and share feedback on all 8 bridges included in 
Package 19. Package 19 does not include a proposed project for a bridge 
on Suber Road. At this time SCDOT does not have a proposed project at 



We live in Greystone Cottages just off Dillard Road near 
Gibb Shoals and use these bridges and Round-About 
frequently. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Bill McCall 

the intersection of Dillard and Gibbs Shoals Roads. Your feedback on the 
proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We 
appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.  

Charise 
Ebersole 

NA Hi Mr. Pitts! Thank you for taking time to consider 
comments from residents in the Greer area affected by 
the upcoming construction/repairs. I live in the Hammett 
Crossing subdivision. While we won’t be severely affected 
by this closure, I am concerned about the increase in 
traffic turning left from Brushy Creek on to Suber Rd. 
There is currently no turning light for that side. I work in 
downtown Greer and always take Hammett Bridge home 
because of how backed up traffic can get on Brushy Creek 
from that light. Is adding a left turning light at Brushy 
Creek and Suber Rd something that will be considered if 
the project is truly going to take 1-2 years? 
Again, thank you for your time. Hoping we can attend the 
meeting on the 11th. 
Sincerely, 
Charise Ebersole, 

Charise Ebersole, 
 
The public meeting on July 11, 2024 was for the proposed replacement of 
the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road, but SCDOT hosted a virtual 
meeting for members of the public to learn more and share feedback on 
all 8 bridges included in Package 19. The 24 month construction duration 
was for all 8 bridges included in Package 19, but SCDOT is anticipating the 
construction and road closure for the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge 
Road would last between 6 to 10 months. However, SCDOT is working to 
identify additional opportunities to reduce impacts to the local area and 
possibly reduce the length of road closures. SCDOT is currently evaluating 
two alternatives to replace the bridge on Hammett Bridge Road and the 
proposed detours to minimize impacts to the local community and 
identify the best solution to ensure safety of commuters. Your feedback 
on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project 
record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed 
project.  

Jaime 
Benton 

Taylor
s  

Michael- 
Please call to discuss how this project may have impacts 
on Riverside High School, Riverside Middle School and 
Woodland Elementary School. 
Thanks! 
--Jaime 

Jaime Benton, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. SCDOT is 
currently evaluating two alternatives to replace the existing bridge to 
identify the best solution for the community and is working to ensure that 
impacts to school operations are minimized. We will also work to 



schedule construction to avoid the school year if possible. Your feedback 
on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project 
record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed 
project.  

Patrici
a A. 
Calder 

Greer To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I have become aware of and studied the proposals 
recently presented for the proposed bridge project on 
Hammett Bridge Road -  
S-94 over Trib to Enoree River Detour Routes 
 
I live in the RichGlen neighborhood which opens onto 
Henderson Circle and then Henderson Gap Road, and I 
drive the roads in this area often. 
 
Although your proposed detour routes appear workable 
on maps, we all know that drivers will find and use their 
own, more direct detours. These will include using 
Henderson Circle and Henderson Gap Roads between 
Hammett Bridge and Brushy Creek, and Gibb Shoals Road 
between Rt. 14 and Suber Road. These detours would 
direct an unbelievable amount of additional traffic to 
roads not designed to hold it. 
 
And, most critically, the intersection of Henderson Gap 
and Brushy Creek Roads is EXTREMELY dangerous, with 
only one stop sign. When coming out of Henderson Gap 
Road, one cannot see very far to the left on Brushy Creek, 
and the hill on that road keeps one from being able to 
safely make that turn in either direction onto Brushy 
Creek. It is a scary intersection already.  
 
All of this being said, I ask that you please select the 
option to build a new bridge next to the current one, thus 

Patricia Calder, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition.  Your feedback 
on the proposed detour, Alternative 2, and the proposed project has been 
reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest 
and feedback on the proposed project.  



keeping Hammett Bridge Road open to traffic during 
construction. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Ronnie 
Ramsey 

NA Hey, the detour using Tabernacle church rd to Brushy 
Creek Rd to Suber Rd is very dangerous. The intersection 
where Tabernacle and Brushy Creek is a low visibility area, 
especially turning left. Most locals avoid that tabernacle 
left turn onto brushy creek. I grew up 1/2 mile from 
tabernacle rd and know of several very bad accidents 
there. There’s a ton of traffic that uses Hammett Bridge 
and Brushy creek outbound in the AM toward GVL and 
inbound in the evening. It would be a very dangerous 
situation to use this route as a detour. Try it yourself 
during rush hours, be careful making that left onto BC rd. 
Thanks,  

Ronnie Ramsey, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. SCDOT is 
evaluating both alternatives and detour routes to identify solutions that 
will address safety concerns and minimize inconvenience for commuters, 
residents, and the community. Your feedback on the proposed project and 
safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We 
appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.   

Melaine 
Wall 

NA > Hello, 
> What is the time frame of project completion if traffic is 
detoured as opposed to keeping lanes open? This project 
will directly affect my drive to and from work so I’m 
leaning toward keeping lanes open. 
> Sincerely, Melanie Wall                                                                                                                                                                                                       
- Response to Michael: Hi Mr Pitts, 
Yes! I work at an elementary school and closure during 
the summer would be so much better! Otherwise I think 
keeping the lanes open would be a better option for me 
as a resident of Riverside Chase as my work, grocery 
store, commonly frequented businesses are in that 
direction (Lowes foods complex). If I take Buncombe to 
get to Brushy Creek as a detour, I’m not going to do a loop 
and go back buy groceries or eat at a restaurant, I’m just 
going to keep going to Wade Hampton and do my 
business. I’m sure those businesses will suffer if the lanes 
are closed- just food for thought. Thank you for 

Michael responded 7/12/24: The alternates proposed show a 10 month 
construction duration for staging the construction (keeping both lanes 
open) and a 6 month duration if we closed and detour traffic. For closing 
and detouring, 6 months would be the maximum duration but based on a 
lot of feedback from the meeting last night SCDOT is going to investigate 
further if a contractor can handle the replacement in 3 months while 
school is out to be a much more benefit to everyone. We appreciate your 
feedback! 
> 
> Thank you! 



considering my input and thank you for your prompt 
response. I appreciate it. 
Sincerely, 
Melanie Wall 

Jeff 
Miller 

NA Michael, 
 
I noticed that the existing bridge has been repaired 
several times at the joints-between the top of the road 
and top of the bridge. While doing engineering consulting 
work in Augusta, GA I noticed that the state of Georgia 
uses expansion joints for similar size bridges. 
 
Suggestion: Considering global warming, colder winters, 
higher maintenance costs and increased traffic you might 
want to consider (if you haven’t already) installing 
engineered expansion joints on newly constructed 
bridges! 
 
Note: This bridge has significant tractor trailer and 
construction vehicular traffic. I live three houses back 
from Hammett Bridge road and experience this traffic 
every day. 
 
Thanks, 
Jeff Miller 
864-373-5056 

Jeff Miller, 
 
Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 
bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. 
SCDOT is proposing to replace the existing bridge structure to address the 
functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, 
and to restore all bridge components to good condition. SCDOT will design 
the bridge to meet current state standards based on projected future 
traffic volumes and truck percentages. Your feedback on the proposed 
project and safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project 
record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed 
project.  

 



SCDOT CLRB Package 19 (S-94) 
Public Meeting Summary 

Table 3. Transcribed phone comments and SCDOT responses received for S-94



Name Comment 

Rachel Mills Ms. Mills called about the sign for the PIM and wasn't going to be in town. She mentioned being in favor of the bridge 
project and didn't care if it was closed or off alignment. 

Autumn Ms. Autumn requested additional details of the PIM and mentioned she planned to attend. 

Jeff Miller Mr. Miler wanted to raise a red flag of the sediment built up in the creek. RME for the area was called and the request 
was made to investigate. 

Kyle Alexander Mr. Alexander had questions about the bridge replacement but wasn't opposed to either option for construction. 

Louis Smith Mr. Smith asked numerous questions on the timeline, delivery, etc. of the bridge replacement. He was in favor for 
whatever option finished the fastest. 

Thomas Mr. Thomas worked for a construction company and wanted to know if a contractor had been picked. 
Dave Mr. Dave asked the purpose of the PIM and once everything was discussed, he was in favor for the close and detour. 

Charles Elliot Mr. Elliot asked what the PIM sign was for and was in favor of the project with no preference on the construction 
delivery method.  
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Louise Bishop,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on Alternative 2 and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:louisebisop@att.net
mailto:nweirich@HNTB.com
mailto:McGoldriWR@scdot.org
mailto:pittsme@scdot.org






External Email: Use caution when clicking on links, replying, or opening attachments.

From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: louisecamp016@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:03:46 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Francie Camp,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed detour, Alternative 2, and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on
the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Sandi Franklin,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina.  SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
While the funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a future project
widens Hammett Bridge Road. SCDOT will continue to evaluate public comments to identify a build alternative and a detour route that meets project requirements and reflects
public input. Your feedback on safety and traffic concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed
project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Paul King,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on Alternative 2 and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thank you,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Jose Pereiro Gonzalez,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Richard & Sharlee Grzybowski,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
While the funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a future project
widens Hammett Bridge Road. Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the
proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Jeannie McGriff,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Janice Shirley,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Dick Falconer,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Jim Bennett,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. SCDOT will continue to evaluate the proposed detours for safety and convenience and
public feedback to determine the best possible detour route. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Larry McGriff,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Jessica,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. 
SCDOT will continue to evaluate the proposed detours for safety and convenience and public feedback to determine the best possible detour route. Your feedback on the
proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Thomas Edwards,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
While the funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a future project
widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. The need for sidewalk on the south side of the road will continue to
evaluated but the existing pedestrian bridge does provide access that is well protected from vehicular traffic. Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and
logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:thomasedwards223@yahoo.com
mailto:nweirich@HNTB.com
mailto:McGoldriWR@scdot.org
mailto:pittsme@scdot.org






External Email: Use caution when clicking on links, replying, or opening attachments.

From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: carolmorrow5@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:40:18 AM
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Carol Morrow,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. Repairs to Suber Road are
under contract and work will begin soon. Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and added to the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback
on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:carolmorrow5@gmail.com
mailto:nweirich@HNTB.com
mailto:McGoldriWR@scdot.org
mailto:pittsme@scdot.org






External Email: Use caution when clicking on links, replying, or opening attachments.

From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: dremente@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:44:11 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Danielle Rementeria,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
SCDOT will take all necessary precautions to ensure the safety of others before and during project construction with dedicated safety plans and procedures in place. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thank you,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:dremente@gmail.com
mailto:nweirich@HNTB.com
mailto:McGoldriWR@scdot.org
mailto:pittsme@scdot.org
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: Pjp_Phd@bellsouth.net
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:46:39 AM
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Dr. Phillip Prezestrzelksi,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
While the funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a future project
widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. The need for sidewalk on the south side of the road will continue to
evaluated but the existing pedestrian bridge does provide access that is well protected from vehicular traffic.  Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and
logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: bigtwoheartedriver@proton.me
Cc: McGoldrick, Will; Nicole Weirich
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:47:40 AM
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Ramon Parrish,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
SCDOT is evaluating both alternatives and detour routes to identify solutions that will address safety concerns and minimize inconvenience for commuters, residents, and the
community. Your feedback on the proposed project and safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the
proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:bigtwoheartedriver@proton.me
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: muqri.imran2@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:52:27 AM
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Mohammad Imran Muqri,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is evaluating two
alternatives to determine the best option for replacing the bridge on Hammett Bridge Road, based on the alternative selected the roadway would be closed from 6 to 10
months. SCDOT is working to identify additional opportunities to reduce impacts to the local area and possibly reduce the length of road closures. Your feedback on the
proposed project and safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: Thomasmriley@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:54:53 AM
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Thomas Riley,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
While the funding and scope of the proposed project is only for the replacement of the bridge, the proposed bridge width will accommodate three lanes if a future project
widens Hammett Bridge Road. Also, wider lanes and shoulders will be provided on the bridge approaches. Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged
in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: merlin3508@aol.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:55:54 AM
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Jeff Miller,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: bmccall4568@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:56:47 AM
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Bill McCall,

Thank you for your interest and comment on the proposed project. SCDOT is proposing the replacement of 8 bridges in Greenville and Pickens counties that are currently closed
or load-restricted (CLRB). These 8 bridges are grouped together as Package 19 include S-23-94 on Hammett Bridge Road and S-23-41 on Gap Creek Road in Greer, S-23-40 (two
bridges) and S-39-26 all on Pace Bridge Road in Marietta, S-23-102 on Keller Mill Road and S-23-310 on Crestwood Drive in Greenville, and S-39-32 on Shady Grove Road in
Pickens. The public meeting on July 11, 2024 was for the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road, but SCDOT hosted a virtual meeting for
members of the public to learn more and share feedback on all 8 bridges included in Package 19. Package 19 does not include a proposed project for a bridge on Suber Road. At
this time SCDOT does not have a proposed project at the intersection of Dillard and Gibbs Shoals Roads. Your feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged
in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: reguidinger@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:57:28 AM
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Charise Ebersole,

The public meeting on July 11, 2024 was for the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road, but SCDOT hosted a virtual meeting for members of the
public to learn more and share feedback on all 8 bridges included in Package 19. The 24 month construction duration was for all 8 bridges included in Package 19, but SCDOT is
anticipating the construction and road closure for the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road would last between 6 to 10 months. However, SCDOT is working to identify
additional opportunities to reduce impacts to the local area and possibly reduce the length of road closures. SCDOT is currently evaluating two alternatives to replace the bridge
on Hammett Bridge Road and the proposed detours to minimize impacts to the local community and identify the best solution to ensure safety of commuters. Your feedback on
the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: pcalder55@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 9:01:37 AM
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Patricia Calder,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. 
Your feedback on the proposed detour, Alternative 2, and the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback
on the proposed project.
 
Thank you,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191

 
 

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
mailto:pcalder55@gmail.com
mailto:nweirich@HNTB.com
mailto:McGoldriWR@scdot.org
mailto:pittsme@scdot.org






External Email: Use caution when clicking on links, replying, or opening attachments.

From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: rramseysretreat@gmail.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 9:02:09 AM
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Ronnie Ramsey,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition.
SCDOT is evaluating both alternatives and detour routes to identify solutions that will address safety concerns and minimize inconvenience for commuters, residents, and the
community. Your feedback on the proposed project and safety concerns has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the
proposed project. 
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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From: Melanie Wall
To: Pitts, Michael E.
Subject: Re: Suber bridge project
Date: Friday, July 12, 2024 8:33:29 AM

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are confident it
is from a trusted source. ***

Hi Mr Pitts,
Yes! I work at an elementary school and closure during the summer would be so much better! Otherwise I think
keeping the lanes open would be a better option for me as a resident of Riverside Chase as my work, grocery store,
commonly frequented businesses are in that direction (Lowes foods complex). If I take Buncombe to get to Brushy
Creek as a detour, I’m not going to do a loop and go back buy groceries or eat at a restaurant, I’m just going to keep
going to Wade Hampton and do my business. I’m sure those businesses will suffer if the lanes are closed- just food
for thought. Thank you for considering my input and thank you for your prompt response. I appreciate it.
Sincerely,
Melanie Wall

> On Jul 12, 2024, at 7:52 AM, Pitts, Michael E. <PittsME@scdot.org> wrote:
>
> ﻿Good Morning Ms. Wall -
>
> The alternates proposed show a 10 month construction duration for staging the construction (keeping both lanes
open) and a 6 month duration if we closed and detour traffic. For closing and detouring, 6 months would be the
maximum duration but based on a lot of feedback from the meeting last night SCDOT is going to investigate further
if a contractor can handle the replacement in 3 months while school is out to be a much more benefit to everyone.
We appreciate your feedback!
>
> Thank you!
>
> Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
>
> Alternative Delivery Program Manager
>
> O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org
>
>
>
>
>
>
> 955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
>
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Melanie Wall <melaniewall18@hotmail.com>
> Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2024 7:52 PM
> To: Pitts, Michael E. <PittsME@scdot.org>
> Subject: Suber bridge project
>

mailto:melaniewall18@hotmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9830d3a75d024f24977e6209ddbc6441-Pitts, Mich


>
> *** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are confident
it is from a trusted source. ***
>
>
>
> Hello,
> What is the time frame of project completion if traffic is detoured as opposed to keeping lanes open? This project
will directly affect my drive to and from work so I’m leaning toward keeping lanes open.
> Sincerely,
> Melanie Wall



External Email: Use caution when clicking on links, replying, or opening attachments.

From: Pitts, Michael E.
To: merlin3508@aol.com
Cc: Nicole Weirich; McGoldrick, Will
Subject: SCDOT Bridge Package 19 - Public Comment Response
Date: Friday, August 30, 2024 8:55:54 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Jeff Miller,

Thank you for your comment on the proposed replacement of the S-23-94 bridge on Hammett Bridge Road in Greenville County, South Carolina. SCDOT is proposing to replace
the existing bridge structure to address the functional and structural deficiencies, correct current load restrictions, and to restore all bridge components to good condition. Your
feedback on the proposed project has been reviewed and logged in the project record. We appreciate your interest and feedback on the proposed project.
 
Thanks,
 

Michael E. Pitts, P.E., Assoc. DBIA
Alternative Delivery Program Manager

O 803.737.2566     M 803.413.9316 E pittsme@scdot.org  

955 Park Street, P.O. Box 191, Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Published: Q3 2024
Project information is subject to change.  

Project Name: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) Bridge over Suber Branch 
Project ID: P041163

Design-Build Project – Public Meeting 

Welcome! 
Public meeting for S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) 

Bridge Replacement over Suber Branch in 
Greenville County.

Thursday, July 11, 2024 | 5-7 PM 
Riverside Baptist Church

1249 S Suber Rd 
Greer, SC 29650

We encourage you to PLEASE SIGN-IN before 
viewing project displays. 

Interested in learning more? Scan the QR code. 

Scan QR code to visit project 
web page. 



Published: Q3 2024
Project information is subject to change.  

Project Name: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) Bridge over Suber Branch
Project ID: P041163

Proposed Improvement Plan View



Proposed Detour Routes

Published: Q3 2024 Project information is subject to change.  Project Name: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) Bridge over Suber Branch
Project ID: P041163

North Detour South Detour
SCDOT proposes to utilize Suber Road, Brushy Creek Road, 

and S Buncombe Road as the potential detour.
SCDOT proposes to utilize Suber Road, S Main Street, and S 

Buncombe Road as the potential detour.



Proposed Build Alternates

Published: Q3 2024 Project information is subject to change.  Project Name: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) Bridge over Suber Branch
Project ID: P041163

Alternate 1
On Existing Alignment

Alternate 2
Staged Construction



Proposed Schedule and Typical Section

Published: Q3 2024 Project information is subject to change.  Project Name: S-23-94 (Hammett Bridge Rd) Bridge over Suber Branch
Project ID: P041163

Alternate 1
On Existing Alignment

Alternate 2
Staged Construction

Anticipated Construction Duration: 6 months
Planned Construction Start: 2025 

Anticipated Construction Duration: 10 months
Planned Construction Start: 2025 



Comment Station 

Submit Your 
Comment! 

Thank you for joining us at our public 
meeting for the proposed project.  

Comments will be accepted until:
July 26, 2024 

Submit an Online Comment on the project website

Mail comments to SCDOT Environmental Services Offices 
PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202

Give us a call at 803-737-2566

Email a comment to PittsME@scdot.org

Complete a Comment Form before you leave 
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