Priority Ranking

Adopted Paving Plan 2021-2022

Street Description

1 W 7th Street - Dobson Ave to Hilton

2 E 10th Street - Hand Ave to Bradley

3 Neighbors Lane

4 A Street

5 South Street

6 Oakwood Circle

NBU to pave Elaine Ave 100%

Total Budget
Paid by NBU

District

79,058.56

Estimated Cost

64,397.70

29,252.29

10,359.78

9,646.82

21,106.88

18,339.61

153,103.08

28224.55

181,327.63
-67753.83

113,573.80
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CITY OF BAY MINETTE
DISTRICT 1

Legend
PROJECT TYPE
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e COMPLETE
—— ROADS

| District1
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JAYCEE'RD \

STNAME PRIORITY | LINEAR FT | WIDTH | TONS | PAVING STATUS | ASPHALT COST | LABOR TOTAL
ANN ST 2 1092.28 22 22028 PROPOSED | § 13,1663 | $ 6,388.04 | $  19,604.67
IOLA ST 3 722.97 22 145.80 PROPOSED | $ 874792 | $ 422816  12,976.08
ELAINE AV 4 1572.55 22 317.13 PROPOSED | § 19,027.86 | $ 9,196.80 | $  28,224.65
AUBURN AV 5 1029.89 22 207.70 PROPOSED | § 1246171 $ 6,023.16 | $  18,484.87
OAKWOOD CRR 6 1021.80 22 206.06 PROPOSED | $ 12,363.78 | $ 597583 | $ _ 18,339.61
TOTAL 5439.50 1096.96 S 65817.90 | $ 31,811.98 | $ _ 97,629.88
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CITY OF BAY MINETTE
DISTRICT 2

Legend
PROJECT TYPE

GRANT

District 2

STNAME LINEAR FT WIDTH TONS PAVING STATUS | ASPHALT COST LABOR TOTAL

VAN DYKE CT 277 .46 22 55.95 PROPOSED $ 3,13320 | $ 162255 |$% 4,755.75

W 7TH ST 3756.78 22 757.62 PROPOSED $ 42,426.72 | $21,970.98 | $ 64,397.70

HALL AV 2968.60 22 598.67 PROPOSED $ 33,525.52 | $17,36143 | $ 50,886.95

RIDER CT 1300.02 22 262.17 PROPOSED $ 1468152 | $ 7,602.93 | $ 22,284.45
Total| 8302.87 1674.41 $ 93,766.96 | $48,557.89 | $ 142,324.85
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CITY OF QBAY MINETTE
RICT 3
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STNAME LINEARFT | WIDTH TONS | PAVING STATUS | ASPHALT COST LABOR TOTAL £\ |a WILMAMS ST~ mie
14 - |
E.10TH ST. 1593.51 22 321.36 PROPOSED $ 19,281.47 | $ 9,319.38 | $ 30,537.72 O [ 6 —
MARKS AVE. 1909.88 22 385.16 PROPOSED $ 23,10955 | $ 11,169.61 | $ 36,596.20 3/ -74 LZ“ f— ‘ WILLIAMS ST
S. WHITE AVE. 660.00 22 133.10 PROPOSED $ 7,986.00 | $ 3,859.90 | $ 12,661.00 E /—L! ‘
THOMLEY AV 1601.53 22 322.97 PROPOSED $ 19,37850 | $ 9,366.27 | $ 30,691.28 -
LAMAR CIR 304.43 22 61.39 PROPOSED $ 3,683.60 | $ 1,780.41 | $ 5,851.83 5‘ / i
MCCONNELL AVE 2795.27 22 563.71 PROPOSED $ 33,822.77 | $ 16,347.67 | $ 53,551.42 o /
TOWNSEND AV 476.74 22 96.14 PROPOSED $ 576855 | $ 2,788.13 | $ 9,151.57 6’
Tot%/ 9341.36 - 1883.84 $ 113,030.44 | $ 54,631.38 [ $ 179,041.02 S
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District 4
STNAME LINEARFT | WIDTH | TONS |PAVING STATUS| ASPHALT COST LABOR TOTAL
CARROLL ST 1247 21 22 25152 | PROPOSED |§ 1408521 | $ 729413 | §_ 21237934
BST 319.70 22 64.47 PROPOSED | § 361048 | $ 1869.71 | 5480.19
— AST 562.77 22 11349 | PROPOSED | § 635555 | $ 329127 | $__ 9,646.82
DlS RlCT 4 Total| _2129.68 429.49 $ 2405124 ['$ 1245511 $ _36,506.35
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) District 5 &
‘ |TY O F BAY M | N ETTE (( STNAME LINEAR FT WIDTH TONS PAVING STATUS | ASPHALT COST LABOR TOTAL ;
’% N DRISKELL AV 826.84 22 166.75 PROPOSED $ 10,004.76 | $  4,835.64 | $ 14,840.40 <
SOUTH ST 1175.98 22 237.16 PROPOSED $ 14,229.36 | $ 6,877.52 | $ 21,106.88 F
T - QUINLEY ST 728.81 22 146.98 PROPOSED $ 8,818.60 | $§  4,262.32 | § 13,080.92
E S DRISKELL AV 658.29 22 132.76 PROPOSED $ 7,965.31 | $  3,849.90 | § 11,815.21
o JMITCHELL AV 782.59 22 157.82 PROPOSED $ 946934 | $§ 4,576.85 | $ 14,046.19
T 14 STOVERDR 764.72 22 154.22 PROPOSED $ 9,253.09 | $§ 4,472.33 | $ 13,725.42
E S DAY AV 711.35 22 143.46 PROPOSED $ 860734 |$ 4,160.21 | $ 12,767.55
< IDRMLK JRBLVD 603.67 22 121.74 PROPOSED $ 7,304.41 [ $ 3,530.46 | $ 10,834.87
Legend % JoacosycT 699.05 22 140.98 PROPOSED | § 845851 | $ 408828 | $ 12546.78
IE HICKORY ST 1002.74 22 202.22 PROPOSED $ 12,13315 [ $§ 5864.36 | $ 17,997.51
PROJECT TYPE INEIGHBORS LN 577.20 22 116.40 PROPOSED $ 6,984.12 [ § 3,375.66 | $ 10,359.78
TOTAL 531.24 1720.47 103,227.99 49,893.53 | $153,121.52
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