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CITY HALL ATLANTA, GA. 30303

Tel. 522-4463 Area Code 404

IVAN ALLEN, JR., MAYOR

R. EARL LANDERS, Administrative Assistant
MRS. ANN M. MOSES, Executive Secretary
DAN E. SWEAT, JR., Director of Governmental Liaison

December 19, 1967

Mr. R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary-
State Water Quality Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Dear Mr. Howard;

Thank you for your letter of November 17, forwarding a copy of
"A Water Quality Study of Proctor Creek", outlining the biological
condition of this stream. I am sure that our Water Pollution
Control Division will find this information most helpful in working
toward relief of the pollution problems in this area.

You should be advised that the City of Atlanta has undertaken
several actions to improve the conditions of Proctor Creek from
the standpoint of both sanitary sewer overflows and general
pollution due to combined storm and sanitary overflows coming
from the combined storm sewer system connected to that basin.
I will briefly outline in the following paragraphs some of the major
actions planned for the basin in order that your office may be kept
continually posted. You and your staff will be advised further and
in more detail regarding each project mentioned below.

The City plans to provide a major temporary treatment facility
in the vicinity of Hollywood Road to accommodate a major portion
of the sanitary sewer overload that exists in that basin and to
allow further development in the months ahead. This plant will be
so designed that it may serve as an adequate treatment device for
the period from mid-summer 1968 through mid-summer 197 0, until
such time as the diversion line from the Proctor Creek Basin into
the Sandy Creek Basin and into the new enlarged Sandy Creek Water
Pollution Control Plant is constructed. Detailed plans and specifi
cations for the proposed system hear Hollywood Road will be
provided to your office in the near future.



December 19j 1967

Mr. R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary-
State Water Quality Control Board
Page Two

A contract was recently let to relieve a small portion of the
Bellwood Outfall sewer which has badly deteriorated over the
years of its use and is an area of frequent break-down and spill
to Proctor Creek. This contract will be further extended
immediately after the first of the year to provide for a similar
relief to the lower end of the Bellwood Outfall and to-tally prevent
overflows in this area. This was a major pollution point men
tioned in the report that you offered us.

The items mentioned above are in addition to the major Water
Pollution Control Improvement Program laid on in 1966 by the
City of Atlanta which will eventually lead to a drastic reduction
of pollutional effects on the Chattahoochee River due to the con
struction of major trunk sewer facilities and new or improved
water pollution control plants at the R. M. Clayton and Sandy
Creek site. Unfortunately, these major improvements cannot
be expected to show marked benefits until approximately 1971.
The items mentioned pre-viously are intended to provide a more
immediate relief to some particularly troublesome areas that
exist at present or that can be anticipated as problem areas with
the increasing development in this area.

If this office can work with you in any way to further alleviate
identifiable problem areas, please contact us immediately.

Sincerely yours.

Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor
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DRAFT REPLY

December 18, 1967

Mr. R.S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary
State Water Quality Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Dear Mr. Howard:

Thank you for your letter of November 17, forwarding a copy of "A Water Quality

Study of Proctor Creek", outlining the biological condition of this stream. I

am sure that our Water Pollution Control Division will find this information

most helpful in working toward relief of the pollution problems in this area.

You should be advised that the City of Atlanta has undertaken several actions

to improve the conditions of Proctor Creek from the standpoint of both sanitary

sewer overflows and general pollution due to combined storm and sanitary overflows

coming from the combined storm sewer system connected to that basin. I will briefly

outline in the following paragrapl^^ some of the major actions planned for the basin

in order that your office may be kept continually posted. You and your staff will

be advised further and in more detail^ regarding each project mentioned below.

The City plans to provide a major temporary treatment facility in the vicinity of

Hollywood Road to accommodate a major portion of the sanitary sewer overload that

exists in that basin and to allow further development in the months ahead. This

plant will be so designed that it may serve as an adequate treatment device for

the period from mid-summer 1968 through mid-summer 1970, tintil such time as the

diversion line from the Proctor Creek Basin into the Sandy Creek Basin and into

the new enlarged Sandy Creek Water Pollution Control Plant is constructed.

Detailed plans and specifications for the proposed system near Hollywood Road

will be provided to your office in the near future.
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A contract was recently let to relieve a small portion of the Bellwood Outfall sewer

which has badly deteriorated over the years of its use and is an area of frequent

break-down and spill to Proctor Creek. This contract will be further extended

immediately after the first of the year to provide for a similar relief to the

lower end of the Bellwood Outfall and totally prevent overflows in this area. This

was a major pollution point mentioned in the report that you offered us.

The items mentioned above are in addition to the major Water Pollution Control Improve

ment Program laid on in 1966 by the City of Atlanta which will eventually lead to a

drastic reduction of pollutional effects on the Chattahoochee River due to the

construction of major trtmk sewer facilities and new or improved water pollution

control plants at the R.M. Clayton and Sandy Creek site. Unfortunately, these major

improvements cannot be expected to show marked benefits iintil approximately 1971.

The items mentioned previously are intended to provide a more immediate relief to

some particularly troublesome areas that exist at present or that can be anticipated

as problem areas with the increasing development in this area.

If this office can work with you in any way to further alleviate identifiable problem

areas, please contact us immediately.

Yours very truly.

Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor
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City OF Atlanta
DEPARTMENT of CONSTRUCTION

301 CITY HAUL

Atlanta 3, Georgia
November 22, 1967

RAY A. NIXON

Chief of Construction

RICHARD W. RESPESS

ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

ROBERT H. MORRISS

ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

Honorable Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor
City of Atlanta
City Hall

Dear Mayor Allen:

With regard to the attached letter and report from the State Water Quality Control
Board, the following comnents are offered:

1. The request of the Emory Community Legal Services Center was discussed
between this office and the State Water Quality Control Board prior to the
delivery of a copy of the report to that Service Center. It is apparent
that this group is working in conjunction with some of the residents of
the Proctor Creek basin in an effort to speed some solutions to the many
problems that they visualize in that area. One of the problems concerns
itself with the high level of pollution and the flooding problems associated
with the Proctor Creek area which have been problems of long standing and
some of which will remain for a long time in the future, I fear.

2. The City of Atlanta has a working plan to provide relief from sanitary sewer
overflows and the worst elements of the pollution load in Proctor Creek, but
unfortunately that plan, as programmed in 1963, 64 and 65, required a 5-year
time period for a reasonable degree of relief. This is not satisfactory,
in light of the recent desire for increased low-rent housing areas which
have a great potential in the land resources available in this basin.

3. This office has revised its plans relative to the reduction of pollution in
the Proctor Creek basin in an effort to conform with the desires of the
administration relative to low-rent housing in this area and have provided
for some temporary relief to existing and projected problems during the up
coming year.

4. A major item in this program is the $250,000.00 temporary treatment facility
proposed in the Water Pollution Control Division's 1968 budget. This facility
is intended to prevent the overflow of untreated sanitary sewage from the
separate sanitary sewer system in the lower end of the Proctor Creek basin,
and at the same time provide the necessary leeway for the addition of some
ten thousand population projected for this area due to the increased drive
for housing.

ATLANTA THE DOGWOOD CITY



Hon. Ivan Allen, Jr. November 22, 1967

5. There are several other problem areas In the Proctor Creek basin that will
receive attention during late 1967 and early 1968. This office will be
glad to brief you on problem areas and proposed solutions in this area at
your convenience.

I trust that this will provide you some general information relative to the
report enclosed and enable you to have a talking knowledge of the problem at
hand.

Yours very truly.

Robert H. Morriss
Director

Water Pollution Control

RHM:ck

Enclosures



^tate Water Qualit!) Control J5oar4
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

November 17, 1967

Honorable Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor, City of Atlanta
City Hall
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mayor Allen:

We have received a number of con^jlaints in this oti-lce
pertaining to pollution in Proctor Creek. We have also had
a request from the Emory Community Legal Seirvices Center for
a copy of a report of the existing conditions in this drainage
basin. For your information and perusal we are enclosing a
copy of this report. We trust that it will be useful to you and
your personnel in future planning for pollution abatement in that
basin.

We have taken steps to obtain corrective measures regarding
the industrial waste being discharged to this stream.

If you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter
with us, please let us know.

With best wishes.

Sincerely,

R» S7 Howard,
Executive Secretary

RSHtmdg
Enclosures

cc: Mr. Robert H. Morriss
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ABSTRACT

A water quality study of Proctor Creek in September, 1967,

revealed grossly polluted conditions from the approxijiiate area

of Simpson Street (hetwreen Stations 1 and 2) to the Chattahoochee

River. The stream was devoid of macroinvertebrate fauna at

Stations 3, 4 and 5. Station 1 at Burbank Drive was clean.



A WATER QUALITY STUDY OF PROCTOR CREEK

A water quality study including biological, bacteriological

and chemical data was requested by the Director of the Water Quality

Surveys Service to determine the effects of organic and other

undetemiined wastes on Proctor Creek, Fulton County.

No generalizations can be made regarding the chemical data

- at least a dozen separate collections would be necessary to

obtain a seasonal view of the stream. The one collection made,

however^ should reflect extreme stream conditions since samples

were taken in the late summer after a lengthy drought when flows

were very low. Biological data, on the other hand, reflects stream

conditions over an extended period and is quite conclusive. All

three parameters (biological, bacteriological and chemical)

complemented each other in reaching the same conclusion regarding

this stream.

Proctor Creek has its origin immediately west of do\mto\m

Atlanta near Hunter Street. It flows in a northwesterly direction

alongside the Southern Railway Company's Inman Yards and enters

the Chattahoochee River at Highway 285. The stream is short in

length and the flow is not great; ha^^ever, the pollution load

(from the appearance of the stream bed and the minimal chemical

data) appears to be very heavy.

NATURE OF WASTES AND EFFECT ON AQUATIC LIFE

For the greater part of its length Proctor Creek flows through

an economically depressed area where all manner of garbage and

refuse is contributed to the stream. Tne problem is furtlier
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complicated in that tlie entire watershed is urban. The major

sources o£ pollution appear to be both industrial and domestic

in origin. One point of massive pollution whicli obliterated all

macroinvertebrate life and discolored the stream was a broken

manhole located immediately nortli of Rice Street on a tributary

entering the Creek between Stations 2 and 3. Oils from Southern

Railway's Inman Yards enter the stream above Station 4. Runoff

with accompanying oils and detergents from a service station at

Station 2 was seen to enter the creek. Evidence of domestic

sewage was clearly observed at Station 2.

The major waste material received by Proctor Creek is organic.

Organic wastes exert an o}^gen demand and lower the dissolved

oxygen in stream water. In an unpolluted stream with abundant dissolved

oxygen, there will be found many different species of organisms

representing many major groups of animals. When the dissolved oxygen

drops to approximately 3 or 4 mg/1 and lower, entire groups of

organisms will be eliminated. With the increased amount of organic

matter used as a food supply and competition from the pollution

sensitive organisms eliminated, animals (such as tlie snail, Physa,

viiich does not depend upon dissolved oxygen) which can withstand

the adverse polluted conditions imdergo a population explosion. One

will encounter few species of organisms, but there will be enormous

numbers of animals belonging to each species. This is the situation

in Proctor Creek at Station 2 \\iiere there is a marked increase in

the number of air-breathing snails.



PROCEDURE:

In September, 1967, a number o£ stations were established

on Proctor Creek. Bacteriological and chemical samples were taken

on September 26, 1967, and biological specimens were collected on

September 22, 1967. Station locations were as £ollo^^^s:

1. Burbank Drive Fulton County

2. Highway 278 Fulton County

.  3. Johnson Road Fulton County

4. Hollywood Road Fulton County

,5. Highway 70 Fulton County

Station 1 was located above all knom waste sources. Station

2 was located below an over£lowing sev;er line. Station 3 was located

below the point where e££luent £rom a ruptured manhole enters the

stream via a tributary. Stations 4 and 5 were located below Inman

Yards.

Organisms were picked £rom substrata with jeweler's tweezers

and preserved in vials o£ 75% alcohol. The common sense minnow

seine was used usually in a £utile attempt to capture cray£ishes

and large aquatic insects. Cray£ishes were sent to the U.S. National

Miseum £or con£irmation o£ identi£ication. Other specimens were

retained in the £iles o£ the Division. The presentation o£

biological data in the appendix was adapted £rom Formats used by

the Institute o£ Paper Chemistry.

This study was o£ a qualitative nature; however, similar

conditions (£or example, ri££le areas) were sought at all stations

and the same amount o£ collecting time was expended at each station.

There£ore some valid comparison o£ the relative number o£ animals



can be dra^vn betvtfeen the two productive stations. \Vhen possible^

large permanent pieces o£ debris or stones were selected for

sampling to insure that tlae life on them would be characteristic

of the ecological area under consideration. It is possible for

small pieces of debris ;vith their fauna to float downstream from

other ecological areas. This is a minor problem with Proctor Creek

since this stream appears to be devoid of macroscopic life

througlaout much of its course.

In an attempt to sijmmarize biological data and present it

in a form immediately acceptable to persons trained in fields

other than biology, it was decided to apply the work of the Trent

River Board (England) cited by Klein in River Pollution (Volume 2).

The biotic index varies from 0-10 with 0 representing grossly

polluted conditions and 10 representing extremely clean conditions.

The biotic index is especially applicable to streams such as Proctor

Creek which are polluted by organic material. Please refer to the

biotic index graph in the appendix.

The tables in the appendix of this report contain data

pertaining to the biological life of the stream as well as chemical

information. The figure in the right column of the biological

tables refers to the number of individuals of each genus collected.

Identification of the organisms was made with the aid of the

following keys:

1. Hobbs, Horton H., Jr., Key to the Crayfishes of Georgia.

Personal communication.

2. Pennak, Robert W., Freshwater Invertebrates of the United

StdES. The Ronald Press Company, New York, 1953.
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3.'^' Usinger, Robert L., Aquatic Insects of California.

University of California Press, Berkeley, 1963.

4. Ward, Henry B. and Whipple, George C., Freshwater Biology.

John Wiley and Sons, Inc. New York, 1963.

OBSERVATIONS:

Station 1 (Burbank Drive) was located on the uppemost reach

of Proctor Creek above all knowm major waste sources; however,

the stream receives urban surface runoff. The creek at this point

was only 6' wide and not more than 6" deep with a bottom of stones

and sand. The stones provided an excellent habitat for organisms.

The water was clear and the current was moderate-fast in this

riffle area. Considering the urban character of the area, there

was little trash in the stream. There was a slight amount of

detergent foam on the water. The biological situation was not what

one would normally find in a very clean stream. Stonefly larvae,

several genera of mayfly larvae and caddisfly larvae would be

encountered; however, only one genus (Ameletus) of mayfly larvae

was present at this station. It is considered a pollution sensitive

form. The facultative and tolerant portions of the faunal spectrum

were as expected from a clean stream with no one group present in

enormous numbers. The percentage of intolerant organisms was 11

and the biotic index was 6 on a scale of 0-10. Due to the large

number of mayfly larvae present and the diversty and distribution

of the other organisms, the stream at this point was considered

CLEAN. The chemical and bacteriological data supported the biological

conclusions - the dissolved oxygen was high (7.8 mg/1) and the

biochemical oxygen demand was lov; (0.3 mg/1). The fecal coliform

count (4,300 MPN) on the day that chemical samples were taken was
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not higla enough to indicate pollution by domestic sewage.

Station 2 was located on Proctor Creek at Highway 278. The

stream was 15' wide and about 3"-6" deep ̂ vfith a bottom of small

stones and sand. The stream appeared deceptively clean from the

bridge - the water was a transparent blue green color caused by

the gro;rth of a green alga on the bottom. Runoff from an

automobile dealer service station entered the stream at this point .

contributing its oils and detergent to the already polluted

creek. The stream water had the appearance of domestic sewage upon

close examination. There were extensive sludge banks. The bottoms

of stones were jet black and a typical sludge odor was noted when

they were overturned. Sphaerotilus and green algae gro\\rths were

prfuse and extensive. The biological situation was in keeping

with the above description. No pollution sensitive organisms

were collected - only two genera of facultative animals were

encountered. Four tolerant organisms were present: Tendipes,

Psychoda, Culex and Physa. (^lex and Physa require no dissolved

oxygen. Physa was present in profUse numbers. The intolerant

percentage of organisms was 0 and the biotic index was a lav 3.

Stream condition was diagnosed as POLLUTED. The chemical data were

in accord with the biological conclusions - dissolved oxygen dropped

to 3.0 mg/1 and the biochemical oxygen demand increased to 5.5 mg/1.

The fecal coliform count increased to 230,000 MPN wiiich was an

indication of the presence of domestic sewage.

Station 3 was located on Proctor Creek at Johnson Road. The

stream at this point was about 15' wide and 6" deep. The bottom was
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composed of sand and stones whicli were covered with a growth of

Sphaerotilus. The current was moderate-fast in the riffle area

which was sampled for organisms downstream from the bridge. At no

station on Proctor Creek was pollution so visibly apparent than at

tliis point. The stream water was an opaque milk white. Large

amounts of garbage and refuse had been throm into the stream.

Despite a careful and intensive search in an area which would have

been productive in an unpolluted situation, no organisms were

collected. This is the worst extreme of the biological spectrum -

a complete absence of macroinvertebrates. Despite the negative

aesthetic qualities of many animals tolerant to pollution, banks

of sludge worms would be preferable and more desirable than a

biological void. Of course, the intolerant percentage of organisms

was 0 and the biotic index was 0. The stream condition was

diagnosed as GROSSLY POLLUTED. The dissolved oj^^gen decreased to

1.2 mg/1 and the biochemical oxygen demand increased to 37 mg/1. The

fecal coliform count rose to 23,000,000 MPN. These parameters also

indicated the introduction to the stream of large amounts of wastes

between Stations 2 and 3.

Station 4 idiich was located at Hollywood Road was similar to

Station 3. The stream was 50' wide in the collecting area 100'

downstream from the bridge and approximately 3" deep. The water

color was a slate grey green which, according to personnel of the

City of Atlanta pumping station adjacent to this point, clianges

color periodically. The current was moderate-swift. The collecting

area would have been ideal in an unpolluted stream. There were

many stones of varying sizes to which aquatic animals might adliere.

The stones in the riffle area were very slick with a healthy growth



o£ Sphaerotilus. All stone bottoms were jet black - there were
'  I ■ i- - r ' I

also extensive sludge banks, IVhen a stone was removed, a black

colored sludge would spread for several feet. Despite the excellent

substrata, a long and careful search revealed no macroinvertebrates.

Intolerant percentage of organisms was 0 and the biotic index was 0.

Stream condition was GROSSLY POLLUTED. Other data indicate extreme

pollution. Dissolved oxygen was 0.0 and biochemical oxygen demand

was >62 mg/1. The fecal colibrm count was 240,000,000 MPN. It

is significant that this station area, the most polluted part of

the stream, is used for water contact.recreation in warm months.

Station 5 located at Highway 70 was the last point sampled

before the stream enters the river. The creek was 40' wide at the

bridge and about 6" deep. The water was a polluted-looking grey

green color. Current was slow-moderate and there was considerable

detergent foam. Abundant gro\\rths of ̂phaerotilus and green algae

were present. A jet black sludge coat was present on the underside

of all stones. A foetid odor was noted when stones were disturbed.

Construction and land clearing for an interstate highway had

contdbuted large amounts of sand to the stream. Many stones, sticks

and debris provided abundant substrate for organisms; however,

none were found. The stream was sterile for macroinvertebrates.

The intolerant percentage of organisms was 0 and the biotic index

was 0. Stream condition was considered CROSSLY POLLUTED. Dissolved

oxygen was 1.0 mg/1 and the biochemical oxygen demand was 48 mg/1.

Fecal coliform remained very high at 23,000,000 MPN.

Submitted November 10, 1967.

Edward T. Hall, Jr. ^ ' M^ W. Walker
Biologist Biologist
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STATION 1

MACROSCOPIC BENTHIC BIOTA

SCIENTIFIC NAvE

INTOLERANT GENERA

EPHE^EROPTERA

Ameletus sp.

FACULTATIVE GENERA

DECAPODA

Cambarus latimanus

DIPTERA

Simulium vittatum

larvae

pupae

Tendipedidae

Genus 1

Genus 2

Genus 3

GASTROPODA

Ferrissia sp.

TOLERANT GENERA

DIPTERA

Tendipes sp.

GASTROPODA

Physa sp.

CO^ ^DN NAME-

MAYFLY LARVAE

CRAYFISHES

TRUE FLY LARVAE

SNAILS

TRUE FLY LARVAE

SNAILS

BURBANK DRIVE

ABUNDANCE

94

21

2

1

2

34

24

10.
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Collecting site in stream: 10' do^vnstream from bridge

Substrata: Stones, papers, sticks

Current: Moderate-fast

Depth: 6"

Shore vegetation: Liquidambar, Quercus, Ligustrum, Liriodendron

tulipifera
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STATION 2

MACROSCOPIC BENTHIC BIOTA

"SCIBjTIFIC NA^E

INTOLERANT GEN'ERA

CO^^DN NAME

HIGHl^AY 278

ABUNDANCE

NONE

FACULTATIVE GENERA

DIPTERA

EPHYDRIDAE

BrachyUeotera Cp^pa)

CERATOPOGONIDAE

Atrichopogon sp.

TOLERANT GBNERA

TRUE FLY LARVAE

DIPTERA

Culex sp.

larvae

pupa

Tendipes sp.

Psychoda sp.

GASTROPODA

Physa sp.

TRUE FLY LARVAE

SNAILS

Collecting site in stream: 50' do\vnstream from bridge

Substrata: Debris, sticks

Current: Moderate

Depth: 3" - 6"

Shore vegetation: Media, Salix, Li^trum, grasses

7

1

3

2

84
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STATION 3

MACROSCOPIC BENTHIC BIOTA JOHNSON ROAD

STERILE FOR MACROINVERTEBRATES

Collecting site in stream: 50' downstream from bridge

Substrata: Stones, debris

Current: Moderate-fast

Depth: 6" •

Shore vegetation: Salix, Prunus, grasses, Li^strum
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STATION 4

MACROSCOPIC BENTHIC BIOTA HOLLYIVOOD ROAD

STERILE FOR MACROINVERTEBRATES

Collecting site in stream: 100' dovmstream from bridge

Substrata: Stones, debris

Current: Moderate-fast

Depth: 3"-6"

Shore vegetation: Platanus,' Carya, Solidago
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STATION 5

MACROSCOPIC BENTHIC BIOTA HIGMVAY 70

STERILE FOR MACRO INVERTEBRATES

Collecting site in stream: At bridge

Substrata: Stones, sticks, leaves, debris

Current: Slow-moderate

Depth: 6"

Shore vegetation: No vegetation - adjacent areas recently cleared

for highway construction.
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SUMMARY OF DATA

NUMBER OF GENERA PER CENT

STATION IiYIOLERANT FACULTATIVE TOLERANT INTOLERANT DIAGNOSIS

1 1 6 2 11 CLEAN

2 0 2 4 0 POLLUTED

3 0 0 0 0 GROSSLY POLLUTED

4 0 0 0 0 GROSSLY POLLUTED

5 0 0 0 0 GROSSLY POLLUTED

BIOTIC INDEX

1  = 6

2  = 3

3  = 0

4  = . 0

5 = 0
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GEORGIA WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DIVISION FOR GEORGIA WATER QUALITY CONTROL

47 Trinity Avenue, S.W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

LABORATORY REPORT

Page 1 of 1 PngF

SOURCE OF WATER SAMPLE

PROCTOR CRF.VK
SAMPLES COLLECTED BY

MUNICIPALITY

DATE COLLECTED
ATLANTA
DATE TEST REPORTED EXAMINED BY

COUNTY

HILTQH

SAMPLE

NUMBER

STATION

NUMBER

TIME
SAMPLE

TAKEN

TEMP OF
SAMPLE

C

TEMP. OF
AIR

° C
SPECIFIC LOCATION AND SOURCE OF SAMPLE

1 1

A.M.

11:00 18.5° C 68° F

2 2
A.M.
10:45 20° C 68° F

3 3

A.M.

10:.20 19.5° C 68° F

4 4

A.M.
10:00 18.5° C 67° F

5 3

A.M.
0:40 18.5° r 670f

6

TEST

Sample Number 1 2 3 4 5 6

Chemical Bottle Number

ALKALINITY - TOTAL (As CaC03) 46 126 84 166 90

OXYGEN (DISSOLVED) 7.8 3.0 1.2 0.0 1.0

OXYGEN DEMAND (BIOCHEMICAL) f). -^ 3. 3 37.0 62 d8

SOLIDS - FILTRABLE

SOLIDS - NON-FILTRABLE 6 21 6 117 116 78

SOLIDS - TOTAL nn 2 36 323 709 334

.SOLIDS-TOTAL VOLAIILE-

S^LIDS -VOLATILE

47 78 109 302 1 37

11 s 13 n 33 3 79 33

SIISPEMDFD

PHn,c;PHATF. i.n 3.9 2.8 10.0 3.2

AA^DNTA (N) n.i 2.8 1.8 4.0 1.0
KfnAc; .3.8
PH 7 . 7.4 7.1 7.2 7.0

Sample Number 1 2 3 4 5 6

Bacteriological Bottle Number

COLIFORM COUNT (MPN) 100 ml 43000 430.000 460,000,030 1,100,000 30 43,000,0(30
FECAL COLIFORM 4300 230.000 23,000,00 3 240,000,0'30 23,000,030

REMARKS

Copies to:

WQ 1.10

(S) Otis. C. Woods, Jr.
Otis C. \^oods., Jr., Chemist
Water Quality Surveys Service
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1

^tate HDater Qualitg Control iSoard
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

November 16, 1967

Mr. B. Foster, Jr., CMel
Consircctloa Grants Activities

Federal Water Pollatioa Control Adm.
inite 300

1421 Peaclitroe St., N.£.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

RE: WPC.GA-158
Atlanta, Georgia
South River Water Pollution Control

Improvements

Dear Mr. Foster:

We are transmitting to you two copies of Part '*B*' and impporting
documents for the above referenced project.

Sincerely.

Warren O. Griffin

Aselstant to the

Cneeutive Secretary

WOGzseh

£nelosure ^
ttc: City of AtUnta

Jordan, Jonot and Oooiding



November 16, 1967

Mr. R, E. Newton
Newton, Incorporated
633 Pryor Street, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30315

Dear Mr. Newton:

Your letter of November 10 to Mr, Ray Nixon, regarding the
repairing of the City sewer located through your property,
has been referred to me for reply.

As was noted In your letter and verified by our field In
vestigation of November 14, this matter does require
Immediate attention.

Mr. Sam Freeman, our Construction Superintendent, assures
me that he will have a crew begin the repair work as soon
as possible, hopefully within ten days.

ThanklfEg you for your patience In this matter, I reoMln

Yours truly,

R.K. Lancaster

Engineer
W.P.C. Division

RKL:lfw

cc: Ray Nixon
Ixluiyor Ivan Allen

..y

.

^1 .iiiiirM^ii^i nMmni ifn ' tt I iiMin ■ JL-dU



November 10, 196?

City of Atlanta
City Hall, 68 Mitchell Street
Atlanta, ̂ eorgia

Attention! Mr* Bay Nixon
Chief, ConBtruction Dept*

Centlemen!

Over the past several years ve have tried to get the ocnnbination storm
and sanitary' sewer, indicated on the attached sketch, repaired; so far,
no results other than conversation. The aroa designated by hatching
and numbered 655 if oui" property and is constantly being flooded with
both storm and sanitary waste from an unknown number of houses, schools
and whatever above us.

The City of Atlanta is aware of this situation and has as yet done
nothing. This cannot continue, we must have rollef. Whatever we oan
reasonably do to help, we will.

Please, we expect to hear from the City soon.

Tours ve3py truly,

m* INCOBPC^Ti

HBfrtW! K, S, Newtcox
Tloe President

001,/^toyor, City of Atlanta
fhlton County Health Sept, 1
99 Butler Street, S» B.

Mr* Robert Sennls
1502 Atlanta federal Bldg*

Hr. Gregory Qrtggs
691 Woodland Avenue, S» S,
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%|K:ua#

CITY HALL ATLANTA. GA. 30303

Tel. 522-4t63 Area Code 404

IVAN ALLEN, JR., MAYOR

R. EARL LANDERS, Administrative Assistant
MRS. ANN M. MOSES, Executive Secretary
DAN E. SV/EAT, JR., Director of Governmental Liaison

October 20, 1967

Mr, R. S. Howard, Jr.

Executive Secretary
State Water Quality Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

RE: Letter dated September 28, 1967, requiring formal
schedule for completion of projects relative to the
abatement of pollution on the Chattahoochee River.

Dear Mr. Howard:

In response to the above referenced letter, the City of Atlanta has
compiled necessary documents to provide you with schedules out
lining:

(1) Submission of an engineering study

(2) Scheduling of financing arrangements

(3) A schedule for submission of final engineering plans
and specifications

(4) A schedule for the construction of waste treatment
facilities *

These documents are submitted in order to comply with your desire
to have such material by October 20, 1967, and are intended to
indicate the efforts of the City of Atlanta in complying with the State
and Federal Directives relative to the provision of secondary waste
treatment for effluents discharged to the Chattahoochee River on or
before July 1, 1971. «



October 20, 1967

Mr. R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary-

State Water Quality Control Board

Page Two

The engineering study referred to in paragraph 1 above, was sub
mitted to your office on December 30, 1965, and remains substan
tially in effect as a reflection of the problems and the construction
needs for the abatement of pollution on the Chattahoochee River
eminating from the R. M. Clayton Water Pollution Control Plant,
the Sandy Creek WPC Plant, and the Utoy WPC Plant, each of which
are the property of and under the direct-control of the City of Atlanta.
A similar engineering study entitled "Report on Sewerage System
Improvements for Fulton County, Georgia" prepared by Wiedeman
and Singleton Engineers with the date of December, 1965, reflects
a completed requirement for an engineering study to determine the
needs for plant improvements at the Camp Creek WPC Plant and the
Fulco WPC Plant; both of which are principally owned by unincorporated
Fulton County while being operated by the City of Atlanta. Fulton County
officials will submit further data relative to financing, final engineering
plans and specifications, and construction schedules for these two
facilities.

With reference to financing arrangements that are necessary to provide
waste treatment facilities referred to above, I am sure that you are
aware that the City of Atlanta took the necessary actions late in 1966
to pro-vide an adequate revenue base in the form of sewer service charges,
such that the improvements and expansions to the facilities referred to
above can be carried out in compliance with the schedule to be discussed
in later paragraphs of this letter. Appendix 3 to this letter reflects the
financing plan of the City of Atlanta to accomplish the construction
schedule reflected in other segments of this letter. A similar financing
plan will be employed to provide the City's share of expansions and
improvements to the Fulco anH Camp Creek WPC Plant which will be
mentioned in a similar letter forwarded to your office by Fulton County.
It should be pointed out that a large portion of the financing plans of the
City of Atlanta and other metropolitan communities were and are based
upon anticipated financial assistance from the State and Federal Govern
ment in the design and construction of the necessary facilities to accom
plish the abatement of pollution on the Chattahoochee River. The Georgia
Water Quality Control Board should recognize that all commitments
made in the past and at this time are made with an eye toward available



October 20, 1967

Mr. R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary-
State Water Quality Control Board

Page Three

federal funds and with the serious hope that the State Government
will take the necessary steps to meet its obligation in this regard.
It should also be noted that any reduction in available funding from
the presently authorized federal levels will have a significant effect
both upon starting time and the completion time of projects scheduled
and provided for in this letter.

The schedule for submission of final engineering plans and specifi
cations and the scheduled start and completion of waste treatment
facilities are reflected on Appendix 1 to this letter. This appendix
indicates on a graphical schediile basis the proposed dates for these
critical phases of pollution abatement and reflects the programmed
time for provision of secondary treatment in compliance with your
previous directives. The City of Atlanta is committed through pre
vious actions of the Aldermanic Board to the completion of these
facilities in the most expeditious manner possible. This office will
work with that Board in every way possible to attain the objective
of reduced water pollution on the Chattahoochee River and to provide
a more healthful environment for Atlanta. If this office can be of any
further assistance to you in this regard, please advise.

Very truly yours.

Ivan Allen, Jr.

Mayor

lA Jr :lp

Enclosures:

Appendix #1 Engineering & Construction Schedule
Appendix #2 Funding Requirements Schedule
Appendix #3 Financing Plan

. . irAinti ni.-n.,...,.., ■ IT -fn



Mr. R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary
State Water Quality Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

RE: Letter dated September 28, 1967, requiring formal schedule for completion of
projects relative to the abatement of pollution on the Chattahoochee River.

Dear Mr. Howard:

In response to the above referenced letter, the City of Atlanta has compiled necessary

documents to provide you with schedules outlining:

(1) Submission of an engineering study

(2) Scheduling of financing arrangements

(3) A schedule for submission of final engineering plans and specifications

(4) Aschedule for the construction of waste treatment facilities

These documents are submitted in order to comply with your desire to have such material

by October 20, 1967, and are intended to indicate the efforts of the City of Atlanta

in complying with the State and Federal Directives relative to the provision of secondary

waste treatment for effluents discharged to the Chattahoochee River on or before July 1,

1971.

The engineering study referred to in paragraph 1 above, was submitted to your office

on December 30, 1965, and remains substantially in effect as a reflection of the problems

and the construction needs for the abatement of pollution on the Chattahoochee River

eminating from the R. M. Clayton Water Pollution Control Plant, the Sandy Creek WPC Plant,

and the Utoy WPC Plant, each of which are the property of and under the direct control

of the City of Atlanta. A similar engineering study entitled "Report on Sewarage System

Improvements for Fulton County, Georgia" prepared by Wiedeman and Singleton Engineers

with the date of December 1965, reflects a completed requirement for an engineering study

to determine the needs for plant improvements at the Camp Creek WPC Plant and the Fulco

WPC Plant; both of which are principally owned by unincorporated Fulton County while

being operated by the City of Atlanta. Fulton County officials will submit further

data relative to financing, final engineering plans and specifications, and construction



schedules for these two facilities.

With reference to financing arrangements that are necessary to provide waste treatment

facilities referred to above, I am sure that you are aware that the City of Atlanta

took the necessary actions late in 1966 to provide an adequate revenue base in the

form of sewer service charges, such that the improvements and expansions to the

facilities referred to above can be carried out in compliance with the schedule to

be discussed in later paragraphs of this letter. Appendix 3 to this letter reflects

the financing plan of the City of Atlanta to accomplish the construction schedule

reflected in other segments of this letter. A similar financing plan will be employed

to provide the City's share of expansions and improvements to the Fulco and Camp Creek

WPC Plant which will be mentioned in a similar letter forwarded to your office by

Fulton County. It should be pointed out that a large portion of the financing plans

of the City of Atlanta and other metropolitan communities were and are based upon

anticipated financial assistance from the State and Federal Government in the design

and construction of the necessary facilities to accomplish the abatement of pollution

on the Chattahoochee River. The Georgia Water Quality Control Board should recognize

that all committments made in the past and at this time are made with an eye toward

available federal funds and with the serious hope that the State Government will take

the necessary steps to meet its obligation in this regard. It should also be noted

that any reduction in available funding from the presently authorized federal levels

will have a significant effect both upon starting time and the completion time

of projects scheduled and provided for in this letter.

The schedule for submission of final engineering plans and specifications and the

scheduled start and completion of waste treatment facilities are reflected on Appendix

1 to this letter. This appendix indicates on a graphical schedule basis the proposed

dates for these critical phases of pollution abatement and reflects the programmed time



for provision of secondary treatment in compliance with your previous directives.

The City of Atlanta is committed through previous actions of the Aldermanic Board

to the completion of these facilities in the most expeditious manner possible. This

office will work with that Board in every way possible to attain the objective of

reduced water pollution on the Chattahoochee River and to provide a more healthful

environment for Atlanta. If this office can be of any further assistance to you

in this regard, please advise.

Yours very truly.

Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor
City of Atlanta

^^ i-u, (P
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3tatc mater Quaift)] Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

September 28, 1967

Honorable Mayor and Council
City of Atlanta
Atlanta, Georgia

Re: Our Letter of October 19, 1966-
Federal Conference on Interstate
Pollution of the Chattahoochee
River and Its Tributaries-

Pollution Abatement Schedule

Gentlemen;

Please be reminded that in accordance with the requirements of the
subject conference your schedule for completion of the following items
is due by October 20, 1967:

(1) Engineering study

(2) Financing arrangements

(3) Final engineering plans and specifications

(4) Construction of waste treatment facilities

We would like to receive your schedule for these items prior to
October 20, 1967, if possible. However, it is essential that the dead
line agreed to by the Conferees and the Secretary of the Interior be met,

Sincerely,

R. S. Howard, Jr.
Executive Secretary

RSHrmd
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OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER

CITY HALL

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Cctobar 20. 10C7

CHARLES L. DAVIS
COMPTROLLER

EDGAR A. VAUGHN. JR.
DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

Mr. Ro 3. IIoLurdj Jr.
L"::acativa SacrcLary
State V.'ater Qeaiity Control Board

Doar Mr. irocnrd:

It is the City's danire to complete our L'atcr Pollution Control Program
as cr.peditlojnly as possible and to that end 172 are cormmittcd to provide the
financial resources required,

Ua have a combined aeuar and crater capital improvement program vTaich b.as
funds oar.Tarbed for the cen'er ir;rprove;.--erits required by your boat"d, Tnis In
cludes BCS.fiOOjOno for the 2. !I. Clayton Plants OSjCWjCCO for the Sandy Creek
Plant and ?A;CC0,00n for the Utoy Creek Plant. Tncse funds will bo provided
through the sale of revenue bonds vihich will be retired from contract payments
from Dekalb and Fulton Counties# and ceuor service charge collections by the
City.

The first issue is nov; planned for $5 million and is scheduled for sale
within 90 days. Additional Issues in amounts of $10 to $12 million per iGTue
vjill be scheduled for sale in siu month intervals as funds are needed. There
after bends will bo sold in sisas and intervals required to meet construction
pajTcents,

As you are aware, the City has adopted an oucelcrated program of ccn-
structing the water pollution control facilities corrected with this proga..Ti.
It is hoped that with the er.celsr.itod ccnstruction schedule that the City will
still bo able to secure manimum Federal and State aid for the fncilitles.

If there is any further information that you need from us# v;a will be happy
to ccmply with your request.

Sincerely yours,

-  /A _

Cliarlos L. Davis
City Comptroller

CLD:sv;

cc: Mr. 3ob Morris
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September 12, 1967

Mr. Warren O. Griffin

Assistant to the Executive Secretary
State Water Quality Control Board
37 Trinity Avenue, S. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Re: Federal Grant Application
Atlanta, Georgia Airport
hidustrial Facility

Dear Mr. Griffin:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of August
28, 1967 in which you advised us of the unavailability
of funds to support a Federal Grant Application referenced
above at this time. While we regret that funds are not
available for this purpose, we would appreciate your
continued review of this matter in the hope titat funds may
become available at some early date. If we can do any
thing further to assist you in this regard, please advise
us.

With reference to yoxir comment regarding State Funds,
I am sure that you are aware of our interest in this area
and 6f our desire to see the State Government play an
active roll in construction of this type facility. If the
City of Atlanta can assist your agency in any way in mov
ing the State Government into a financial support field,
please advise.

Very truly yours.

Ivan Allen, Jr.

Mayor

lAJrBp
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^tatt Water QualitH Control Board
47 Trinity Avenue, S. W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30334

August 28, 1967

Honorable Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor of Atlanta
City Hall
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

R£: Federal Grant Application
Atlanta, Georgia
Airport Industrial Facility

Dear Mayor Allen;

We regret to inform you that due to lack of available funds, your appli
cation for a Federal grant under the provisions of Public Law 660 cannot be
considered this Fiscal Year. The State of Georgia received seventy-three
applications requesting grants in excess of $20,000,000. The funds authorized
under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act for the State during this Fiscal
Year is $9,700,000; however, it appears that the Congress will only appropriate
enough funds for the State of Georgia to receive approximately $4,370,000.

As you may know, there are provisions in the Georgia Water Quality
Control Act for the State to appropriate funds to assist in the constiruction
of waste treatment facilities. To this date, the Georgia General Assembly
has not appropriated any funds under this Act,

Your application will remain on file in this office for reconsideration
upon receipt of the Fiscal Year 1969 funds after July 1, 1968. You will be
notified of any action taken regarding your application.

Sincerely,

Warren 0. Griffin
Assistant to the
Executive Secretary

WOG:se

cc: Jordan, Jones and Goulding



DRAFT REPLY TO ATTACHED LETTER

Mr. Warren 0. Griffin

Assistant to the Executive Secretary
State Water Quality Control Board
37 Trinity Avenue, S. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

RE: Federal Grant Application Atlanta
Georgia Airport Industrial Facility.

Dear Mr. Griffin:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of August 28,
1967 in which you advised us of the unavailability of funds to support a
Federal Grant Application referenced above at this time. While we regret
that funds are not available for this purpose, we would appreciate your
continued review of this matter in the hope that funds may become available
at some early date. If we can do anything further to assist you in this
regard, please advise us.

With reference to your comment regarding State Funds, I am
sure that you are aware of our interest in this area and of our desire to
see the State Government play an active roll in the construction of this
type facility. If the City of Atlanta can assist your agency in any way
in moving the State Government into a financial support field, please
advise.

Yours very truly.

Ivan Allen, Jr.
Mayor
City of Atlanta

lA, Jr./pae
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RAY A. NIXON

Chief of Construction

City of Atlanta

DEPARTMENT of CONSTRUCTION

301 CITY HALL

Atlanta 3, Georgia

July 28, 1967
RICHARD W. RESPESS

ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

ROBERT H. MORRISS

ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

Mr. R. Earl Landers
Administrative Assistant to the Mayor
Mayor's Office

Dear Earl,

Please note the attached correspondence which followed a
memorandum that you forwarded to this office regarding contract
negotiations for water treatment operation and construction.
From the letter of July 21 from Turner McDonald, I find that
no attitude change has occurred on the part of Fulton County.

It appears that we have again reached a log jam in this
matter, but I will contact Turner in the near future to see
if we can move the issue off of dead center.

I will keep you advised as progress is made in this
matter.

RHM/pae

Enclosure

Yours very truly,

Robert H. Morriss

WPC Engineer

ATLANTA THE DOGWOOD CITY
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FULTON
COUNTY

ATLANTA. GEORGIA

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS room 300 .

TELEPHONE:

165 CENTRAL AVENUE. S. W. • 30303

AREA CODE 404 522«53I0 EXT. 301

July 21, 1967

Mr. Robert H. Morriss,
Asst. Chief of Construction

301 City Hall
Atlanta, Ga. 30303

Dear Mr. Morriss:

We have delayed answering your letter of July 7th concerning the Long Island
Creek Pumping Stations because we wanted to review the original contract for
the Metropolitan Sewer System, and subsequent amendments under which the
various sewage facilities have been constructed, remodeled and operated.

We think it would be very bad indeed if we should depart, in this instance, from
the well-established custom of having all municipalities and the County participate
in the construction and operation of each facility on the pro-rata basis of its use
of the facility. The suggestion which you made in your letter of July 7th, and the
earlier agreement which apparently was prepared in your office, of course, have
merit, but we feel that continuance of a system which has worked well in the past not
only will be fair in this instance, but will have some value because it follows an
established custom.

Another reason why we feel this course of action should be followed is that we have
other facilities, including FulCo, which should be treated in the same manner. Un
doubtedly in the future there will be other occasions where the County or the City
will build the facility, but the cost of construction and maintenance will be shared
with other governments.

Will you consider the matter and draw a proposal in line with the existing amendments
to the original contract?

eurs very truly.

ATM/h
cc: Messrs. Carl Johnson, Harold Sheats

A" T. McDonald, Director,
Public Works Department



July 7, 1967

Kr. A. Turner McDonald

Director of. Public Uorks

165 Central Avenue

A.tlanta, Georgia

Dear Turner:

I have recently been sent a copy of a neno dated June 27,, 1567,
addressed to you by Mr. Allen F. Keipper, County Manager, V7ith reference
to capitalization consideration in contract negotiations between the
City and the County. In light of Mr. Keipper's cocments, I am
inquiring into the possibility of reopening negotiations on contracts
currently outstanding for the operation of the Fulco Water Pollution
Control Plant and the Long Island Creek Pumping Stations.

You will recall that prelirainary negotiations on these contracts
was stopped sometime ago v;hen the old bug-a-boo of capitalisation first
reared its head. I have attached a single copy of the originally proposed
contracts for these operations for your consideration. If it appears
that we can proceed on a reasonable bases, I v/ould appreciate any
mocification you might suggest in order to bring these contracts to an
acceptable final form.

Yours vary truly,

Robert II. Morrisa

Asst. Chief of Construction

RIIMrlgk

Enclosures

I

■  -^1
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/  Fulton County, Georgia

Inter-Office Memorandum
.V

 A^

To: Mr. A, Turner MuDonnld, Director of Public Works

From: Alarx F. Kioppor, County Meanaer Juna 27/ 13S7

Subject: Depreciation chnr'jos on sovv'ago
treatinoat plnnts and puniplng stations

Tnl3 v..iU co:ifirrn our roccat conversation roo'ording your nierrorandum
dateo May 10, I ')u7, ia vdiich you proposed that tvc chargo tho City
of Atlanta for '..•.eerecistion on so'ivago treotriiont plants and puiixoiug
stations whiOiX ore handiing City sov.'oge. I discussod tais subject
v/ith Assistant to ths f/ayor Earl Candors on Juno -J, 1967. Ko said
that this entiro irattor had ocon fully airnd and discussad in early
IriSS'vvith forrnor County T^.nager A, 5. Fuller. Mr. Landora said
tixot too City's ponitio;! v.os that no dopreciation is charcod to th3_
County for City lacllities involved in contrcctuol services. Spoci-
iTcaily, tixe City cioos not chergo dcprcclotion on its incinerators as
pert of our garbngo collection and ciisposol contract, it does not chargo
depreciation on the police station in the police contreet, and it does
not charge depreciation on City fire stations vvnich  •upply protection
to tho County on caU. T-'r. Dcnders further stated that, sinco Fulton
County's general obllgation'bonda are retired nriv.-erily irorr: tax iun:s
lovied in Che City ox /dlonta, tno City dl.d not feel it v.ee oguitaola ror
it to bo charged dopreciation on County facilities construetcd v/ith such
bonds. He mode it very clear thot the City v.ould stoutly resist a-ny
doproclatlon In County charges for ^;cxvuse treatrrent plants end pumping
s tations •

Since the matter has spparently boon fully aired cofore at \;hich tir.e it
v.'OS ogreod that depreciation v.ould not be a f-actoT in coritracts tor
servicen Lotweon the City end the County end since there is conslderoblo
logic in the City's position as stated by ^T, I^anders, I cuestlen tixe
advisability of re-oponing this issue at this tirrxi. Frankly, in vievv of
the Infofr.^ntion stated 2h>ove, I would be rorced to agree with the City's
position. Sinco tVi-e County Oomr.-dssioa r.-ay v/ish to pursue the natter
and re-open tho issue of ieprocietlon chorges, I arn foi*\vei"dinc to therr:
copies of this mainorendum. and >ouf vie more ndum of h/.ay in, l;j57.

In the int-erirr; I suggest that you continue your prior practice of billing
the City only for actual expenses with no provision for dapreciation.

0

cot Board of County CornrxlssJonors
.  ,/Ar. R. Earl Landers, Txesistant to tlio Moyor of Atlanta



June 9, 1967

MEMORANDUM

To: Mr. Robert H. Morrisa, Assistant Chief of Construction

From: R. Earl Landers

We are attaching hereto correspondence received from the Research
Foundation, American Public Works Association.

We have retvirned the postal card listing you as the person for their
interviewer to contact.

REL:lp

Attachment



Jvme 5, 1967

Mr. Herbert G. Poertner

General Manager
Research Foundation

American Public Works Association

1313 Fast 60 Street
Chicago, Illinois 60637

Dear Mr. Poertner:

Reference is made to your telegram of June 3rd addressed
to Mayor Ivan Allen, Jr. and your request that yoxir letter
and questionnaire of May 22nd be answered.

In checking our files, we are vinable to locate your corres
pondence. If you will forward another questionnaire to us,
we will see that it is promptly completed and returned to
your.

Sincerely yours.

R. Earl Landers

Administrative Assistant

REL;lp
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City OF Atlanta
DEPARTMENT of CONSTRUCTION

301 CITY HALL
 fiSZ,

Atlanta 3, Georgia

RAY A. NIXON

Chief of Construction

RICHARD W. RESPESS
ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

ROBERT H. MORRISS

ASST. CHIEF OF CONSTRUCTION

May 26, 1967

Mr. Earl Landers
Administrative Assistant to the Mayor
Second Floor
City Hall

Dear Sirs:

Continuing serious problems are being encountered in many areas
by flooding and inadequate drainage. These conditions, in many cases,
are aggravated by badly deteriorated existing drainage systems which
have long since passed their design life expectancy and which, in almost
every case, are hydraulically inadequate for present run-off. Many of
these areas have presented their problems to the Public Works Committee,
to the Mayor, and to this office, and only the most serious have received
any attention due to the total lack of funds and personnel. This office
feels that the entire storm water problem together with its inter
relationship with the combined sewer system is in bad need of detailed
study for further improvement which must be anticipated; and further, that
there exists an immediate pressing need for emergency type expenditures •>
to allow prevention of sewer flooding and hazardous conditions in many
areas of the system. A more detailed statement of this need is pro
vided on the attached memorandum.

The Federal Government has recently solicited participation in such
work;and it is apparent that there is a good possibility for securing
Federal assistance in the long range plan endeavors outlined in the
memorandum mentioned above. A copy of the Government solicitation is
attached with this correspondence for your future guidance.

Your consideration and assistance to developing a program to meet
our needs is solicited.

RHM: Igk

Yours very truly,

/M ffWi'n
obert H. Morriss

Asst. Chief of Construction

ATLANTA THE DOGWOOD CITY
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InJaVE^OF agency
j  FEDS['li\L POLLUTION CONTPOL

AEi-iliNISTMTION

ACCOUNflNC ClASSIflCATION

PKCCCOtNCE

ACriOM:

INFO.: PRIG PITY
TYPE OF MESSAGE

rX1 SINGLE Q book
I  I MULTI-ADDRESS

I  UNCLASSIFIED
Y ctissincAiioM

STANDARD FOi^M U REV. MARCH JS, 1957 ;;
j GSA REGULATION 2-IX-30I.00
U-304

THIS OLOCK FOR USE OF COMMUNICATIONS UNIT

»i TELEGRAPHIC AIESSAGE ̂

MESSAGE TO 3E TRANSMITTED (Use double spacing and oil capital letters)

OrEICIAE SiJSINESS   !
U. S. GOVERNMENT |

"^THIS COL. FOR AGENCY USE'

DSPARTI-i'SIT OF COI-MERCE BUSINESS DAILY
POST OFFICE B£'N $999
NORTH POST OFFICE BUILDING
GHICAGO, ILLINOIS 6O6SO

FEDERAL IJATER POLLUTION CONTROL ADMINISTRATION
NEGOTIATED CONTPFCTS SECTION (ADGSPB)
633 INDIilNA AVEilUS, NN.v.
WASHINGTON, D. G. 2021)2

, R— THE FEDEPcAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ADMINISTRATION DESIRES

TO UI^IBERTAKE ONE OR MORE ENGINEERING INVESTIGATIONS V/HIGH T'MLL

DE/ZELOP APPLICABLE SOLUTIONS TO STOxRM AITD COMBINED SE-raR POLLUTION

PROBLS'IS, THRU APPLIGATION OF EXISTING AND/OR NE/JLY DEVELOPED

TECHNOLOGY. PROPOSALS THAT VJILL DEVELOP AND DEMONSTRATE METHODOL

OGY FOR ASSESSING THE EITEITT OF THE STOPS-iWATER POLLUTION PROBLEM

AS I/ELL AS SOLUTIONS THEREOF ARE OF PARTICULAR INTEREST. FIRI'IS

WHICH WISH TO BE CONSIDERED FOR SUCH WORK SHOULD ARR.ANGE TO

RSPRESEnIT CITIES (DIFFERENT LEVELS OF POPULATION T«JILL BE CONSIDERED)

WHICH NHLL COOPERATE AI'ID SUPPORT TEES UWDERTA'KING AND WOUTiD BE

VMI-LING TO CONSIDER IMPLE-IENTING THE FINDINGS OF THE STUDY IF

THE PcSSULTS PROVE ECONOMICALLY ADVAl^TAGEOUS. STUDIES WOULD BE '

CARRIED OUT IN CITIES SELECTED BY THE CONTRACTORS AND DIRECTED

TO ASSESSMENT OF THE AREA'S COMBINED SElffiR OVERFLOW PROBLEM AS

PAGE NO.

I   '

if

NO. OF PACES

/ > .



•  I NAWr c3F AGQNCY
)

?EDEML WATER POLLUTION CONTROL
ADMINISTRATION

ACCOUNTING CIA5SIHICATI0N

PXECcDCNCt

ACTION;

INTO.;

TYPE OF MESSAGE

  SINGLE   book
I  I multi-address

THIS BLOCK FOR USE Or COTAMUL-IICATIONS UNIT

Y ClASSIflCATIOM

vj STANDARD FORM 1-1 REV. MARCH IS, I9S7
H GSA REGULATION 2-1X-301 .00 il|l U-30A I
I  TELEGRAPHIC mSSSAGE
^

MESSAGE TO BE TRANSMITTED (Use double spacing and all capital letters)

 OFrlCIAL BUSINESS •<
ij U. S. GOVCRNFAErif i,

, -f -*-r •.TvirxLr.'TsT.Tr. ^ n *. i
THIS COL.FOR.AGEHCY USE

RELATED TO POLLUTION OF RECEIVING WATERS Ai>ID THE PPilPARATION OF

PLAINS FOR xREi-IEDIAL MKASURES. POLLUTION PROBLEMS STEI-IMrNG FxROM

BOTH STORM -Ai-ID COMBINED SEvJERS WILL BE CONSIDERED.

IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT ONE OR MORE CONTRACTS VJILL BE A'NARD^D TO

SELECTED FIRI'IS HAVH^IG APPROPRIATE CAPABILITIES FOR SATISFHNG

THE STUDY OBJECTIVES OUTLINED BELOW:

1. THE CONTRACTOR VJILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL ASPECTS OF

STUDY AND PREPARATION OF FINAL REPORT INCLUDING:
*

a. HYDROLOGICAL BASIS FOR DESIGNS AND DEVELOmENT OF

DESIGN CRITEm FOR OTHER ASPECTS OF THE STUDY.

b. PREPARATION OF PRSLII-1INARY PL.AJIS AVID SPECIFICATIONS

UPON VJHIGH TO BASE ECONOI'iIC ALTEPdNATIVS SOLUTIONS.

c. REPORTING RESULTS OF ALL FIELD INVESTIGATIONS.

d. RECOI-E-ISNDATIONS FOR REiffiDIAL ACTIONS NECESSARY TO

ABATE POLLUTION OCCURRING BECAUSE OF STORM AND COM

BINED SEWER DISCHARGES. ALTERNATE SOLUTIONS FOR

INDIVIDUAL CORRECTIVE MEASURES VJITHIN THE TOTAL

PLAN MUST BE PRESENTED AFTER DEVELOPMENT BASED ON

EXISTING CONTROL METHODS. ALTERi^IATE SOLUTIONS BASED

T  .

NO. Of PaG£S
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NA/-.C Of AGENCY

ACCOUNTING CLASSlfiCATlON

PRECEDrMCE

ACTION;

5
E
C
u
R
I
T
Y CLA'^StFICATlOM

THIS BLOCK FOR USE OF COAUAUNICATIGNS UNIT

TYPE OF message

D SINGLE Q BOOK t| standard FORM 14 REV. MARCH Ts. l'957
n MULTI-ADDRESS \> OSA REGULATION 2-«IX-20l 00 $

_J=! .:1 14-304 ?

Q
Q

< ;
UJ '
O
<

i TELEGRAPHIC MESSAGE i:

MESSAGE TO BE TRANSMITTED (Use double spacing and oil capilol IcHcrs)

OFr-ICIAL BUSINESS P
j.j U. 5. GOVERNMENT |
X rcsacn3r.ia:a-*a7r rrr. x: ttsscvi c zrswi I'-coi iTorj

THIS COL. FOR AGENCY USE

ON NE'J Oa liiFNOVED CONTaOL rISTIIODS MY BE INCLUDED IF

SUCCESSFUL tlPPLICATION CAN BE BEASCNABLY ANTICIPATED.

•  e. ALL PaCPCSED SOLUTIONS LIUST INCLUDE •CONSTaUGTICN,

CPEPcATION AI^D MYENTFnIANGE COST ESTELATSS.

f. COST ESTEIATES FOR REI'IEDIAL MEASUPES MUST BE COMPARED

VJITH SIMILAR ESTIMTES FOR SERARATING THE STCPcM FROM

SANITARY V7ASTES IN THE AREA STUDIED.

'2. THE PROPOSAL SHOULD INCLUDE AGREEMENT BY THE LOCAL GCVEPJ^ING

BODY OF THE SELECTED STUDY AREA lER THE CONTRACTOR TO

CONDUCT HIS INVESTIGATION AS AN AGENT OF THE FEDER.AL GOVERiT-

MENT.

3. F,'/PCA DESIRES TO PIAVS THE LOCAL GOVERNING BODY EXPRESS IN

WRITING ITS POSITION VJITH REGARD TO I14PLEl4ENTATION OF THE

PLANS DEVELOPED. SUCH STATEI^JT CAN CONSIDER UTILIZATION

OF FEDERAL DEi'IONSTRATION AI^ID/OR CONSTRUCTION GRANTS AS AN

AID IN FINMGING.

k. THE CONTRACTOR WELL BE REQUIRED TO FUEeLLSH A FINAL REPORT

ON HIS INVESTIGATIONS, INCLUDING PRELIMINARY PLANS FOR

NECESSARY CONSTRUCTION, DETAILED COST ESTHIATES FOR

PROPOSED WORKS AEID A PUWI FOR FINANCING CONSTRUCTION. PAGE NO.

ii!'
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NA-ME OF AGE^JCY
PRECEDENCE

ACTION:

INFO.:

ACCOUNTING CLASSIFICATION

THIS BLOCK FOR USE OF COM/^UNfCATlONS UNIT

TYPE OF message

I  I SINGLE Q
I  1 MULTI-ADDRESS

5
E
C
U
R
I
T
Y ClASSiflCATtON

-

f  standard FOR'A »''• march 15, 1957 H
G5A RcGULATON 2-IX-301.00
U-304

TELEGRAPHIC iVlESS
OFFICIAI CU3i:JE3S
U. S. GOVERNMENT

AGE I

MESSAGE TO BE TRANSMITTED (Use double spocing ond oil copilol Ictlofs)

THE RESULTS OF THIS FINAL REPORT LTELL BE VvlDELY PUBLICIZED

AS AT LEAST ONE GS:iERAL SOLUTION TO THIS TYPE OF PROBLE-I.

5. eONTR.A.GTORS VIELL BE SELECTED ON TtlE BASIS OF THE TYPE OF

PROBLSI-l AREA TO BE STUDIED ̂s-JITH RELATION TO ITS NATIONAL

REPRESBMTATIVEI'ISSS, THE UYIIQUE^ESS OF THE ENGINEERING

STUDY OFFERED, THE BAGKGROUYID ML QUALIFTCATIONS OF THE

PROPOSER, THE INTEREST OF THE COMI-rUNITY, MGNITUDE OF THE

POLLUTION PPuOBLEI'I AlID OTHER PERTINENT ASPECTS.'

$. THE CONTRACTOR SHOULD ALSO PROVIDE QUALIFECATIONS AS

SPECIFIED IN NOTE NO. 68 ON THE LAST PAGE OF THIS ISSUE.

ACKNOPJLEDGEf'iaJT OF RECEIPT OR EVALUATION INFOPIIATION ^'JILL NOT

REPMT NOT BE GIVEN. ONLY THOSE SOURCES DEEI-IED MOST QUALIFIED,

ALL FACTORS CONSIDERED, VPELL BE CONTACTED. ̂ CLOSING DATE FOR

SUH'HSSIGN OF RESPONSES IS NINETY (90) DAYS FROM PUBLICATION

OF THIS NOTICE. AN ORIGINAL AND TliREE COPIES. OF EACH RESPONSE

SHOULD BE SUKCTTED.

THIS COL. FOR AGENCY USE

NA.v.5 and title of originator thpn)
OKlCINATO.'! S TEL. NO.

S. T. RHODES, CHIEF,
rceTiHrtharthrs NDNase is omcial buTiness, is _no( perso-.d, and is in Ihc inleresJ 0.' ti.e Government.

(Siaeufu'-e)
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The problem of pollution from storm and combined sewers is one
which has only recently begun to receive proper en^jhasis as a signi
ficant pollution source. There are in the United States over I9OO
communities with combined or paurtially combined sewerage systems
serving some 59 million people.

The discharge of polluting wastes from storm drainage systems
and overflows from combined sewers serves as a distinct challenge to
the ingenuity of minicipal officials, consulting engineers, universities
and corporations engaged in research and development, as well as equip
ment manufacttirers. Polluting discharges from combined storm and
sanitary sewers occur during wet-weather periods when the carrying
capacity of the sewers is exceeded due to the large amounts of storm
water entering the sewers. The normal, or dry weather flow is prevented
from overflowing continuously by means of overflow weirs, mechajiical
regulators, valves and other devices. They permit overflows to occur
when sewer flows reach a predetermined level.

Separation of the storm water from the sanitary sewage can be
at least a partial answer to the problem since if the systems are
completely separated the most concentrated waste load can be conveyed
to and treated at the waste treatment plant. We have come to recognize
in recent years, however, that surface runoff aJLso contains significant
amounts of pollutants - some cases neaj:ly as much as sewage - so
that separation of sanitary wastes is now believed to be only a partial
solution to the total problem.
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Congress had these factors in mind when the current storm and
combined sewer pollution control demonstration grants were authorized.
Section 6 (a) (l) of the Federal Water Pollution Act authorizes "
grants to any State, municipality, or intermunicipal or interstate
agency for the purpose of assisting in the development of any project
which will demonstrate a new or improved method of controlling the dis
charge into any waters of untreated or inadequately treated sewage or
other wastes from sewers which carry storm water or both storm water
and sewage or other wastes ." The Federal Government can provide
up to 75 percent of the estimated reasonable cost of individual research,
development and demonstration projects. The applicant must provide
assurances that local funds are or will be available to pay for the
remainder of the cost. Application for contract support for pertinent
reseaxch and development projects will also be considered.
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The necessary application forms and more detailed information
concerning the Program can be obtained by writing tot
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Office of Research and Development
Federal Water Pollution Control Administration
U.S. Department of the Interior
633 Indiana Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 202k2
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By way of assisting those who wish to participate in the task
of controlling or abating pollution from storm and combined sewers
the following outline of technical areas for which applications
are desired is provided:

A. DRAINAGE AREA CONTROL

1. Reduce and regulate stormwater input to sanitary sewers

Diversion of surface runoff to the ground water by
altering and controlling land use to increase infiltration
1. Reduction of impervious areas - increasir^ open spaces
2. Terracing and otherwise reducing land slopes through

landscaping
3. Planting grasses, trees and shrubbery
1+-. Reducing extent and time of exposure of bare earth

during land development and construction

b. Shallow pervious basins for percolation to ground water
or use sprinklers

c. Ground water disposal wells (injection & others)

d. Reduction of gro\ind water infiltration to sewers
1. Development of better methods of determining location

and extent of sewer infiltration

2. Development of better sewer Joints, lateral connections,
etc.

3. Development of better methods of repairing existing
lines, making new installations and closing of abandoned
comaections

' i';
.  e. Storage of stormwater runoff

1, Temporary storage of stormwater at building or Immediate
area through use of holding tanks, seepage pits, roof

tops, or backyard storage (detention) facilities. Regu-
;  lated discharge from storage to the groundwater, a .

,  watercourse, or sewer system
'  v- 2. Stormwater collection sumps (neighborhood) with regulated

,j discharge to sewer system (includes storage facility xmder
K ■■ ■■ : , streets)
r  3. "Upstream" storage or other control methods to decrease

"  runoff effect on lower portions of the system
Stormwater storage in urban area stirface lakes, ponds,
caverns, for subseq,uent discharge to watercourse or
sewer systems

5* Storage and operating characteristics necessary for
snowmelt runoff

6. Reuse of stored water for irrigation, street cleaning,
sewer flushing and other purposes
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2, discharge of sanitary sewage and other vastes
to storm sewers

a. Eliminate illicit connections of sanitary severs vhere
separate severs exist

"b. Reduce groundvater infiltration to storm severs

c Separation and collection of concentrated vaste materials
on the surface for discharge to sanitary or industrial
vaste severs. (Animal vaste^ industrial materials and
vaste projects, sludges, etc.)

3.. Reduce solids in storm runoff

a. Soil erosion control
1. Highvay, street, and utility construction methods

and practices changes
2. Use of solids retaining pond, hasin, or other type

tinit vith necessary treatment
3. Grass seeding and other type plant coverage of exposed

earth

h. Improved street cleaning and urban "housekeeping" methods
to prevent solids from reaching the severs

14., Pre-treatment of vater entering storm severs

a. Disinfection only

b. Primary clarification vith modifications (vith and
vithout chlorination or other type disinfectants)

c. Lagoons, ponds, tanks vith solids holding capacity
for given period

d. Filtration

e. Treatment for nutrient removals

f. Treatment or storage in catch basins

Other treatment methods and processes or combinations
of the above including chemical treatment

B, COLLECTION SYSTEM CONTROL

1. Improvements in gravity sever system
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Catch basin improvements including operation and
maintenance practices

b. Sewer planning and controls to regulate time of flow
during heavy stormwater periods, including sewer
flood flow routing techniq.ues, travel time, etc.

Improved sewer shapes and materials to improve flow
conditions, (lowert"n") better sewer connections and
manhole flow channels

d. Increase trtmk and interceptor design capacity

e. Improved system design methods utilizing best hydro-
logical practices

2. Special conveyance systems

Limited separation of combined sewers with express
sewer construction for sanitary waste

b. Partial separation
1. Separate drains for streets, yards, parking lots,

new buildings, etc.
2. Phased separation of sewer systems in all new areas

to be sewered and redeveloped. While this method
could have significant long-range beneficial effects,
demonstration grants for separation of sewers are not
envisioned

3» Preventing stormwater flows in separate systems from
being discharged to combined sewers

Separation of sanitary sewage and use of separate sewer
inside larger sewers where available to convey sewage
to treatment plant

d. Use of vacumm conveyance systemscfor-sanitary sewage' .
& solid wastes

e. Others

3. Reduce peak flows

a. Diversion of excess flow from combined sewer to external

b.

facilities for storage and regulated feed back to system
for treatment

In-line treatment to improve flow conditions

c. In-line detention through use of enlarged segment of
sewer

d. In-system detention of waste and stormwater through
telemetering or other type signaling systems with
remote control on flow.

Reduction in water use through Improvements in plumbing
fixtures
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U, Reduce Infiltration aad exflltratlon

a. Development of Improved methods of locating sewer
leaks; checking out new sewers, laterals and house
lines

b. Development of new and better methods and materials
for making sewer repairs, closing abandoned openings
and construction In general

c. Development of methods of sealing sewers In place.
Internally and externally, to reduce Infiltration.

d. Improved means of Implementing control of Illicit
"clearwater" connections to sewers

5. Systp'mR analysis and control methods

a. In-line (internal) storage with telemetering and
remote or automatic flow control

b. External storage In tanks, ponds, etc. for feed back
with automatic control system

c. In-system routing of storrawaters to utilize full storage
capacity of system and subsequent treatment

d. Others and combinations of (a), (b), (c) (including
periodic dry weather flushing to move solids deposited
In sewers, and better sewer maintenance In general)

C. EXTRANEOUS (EXTERNAL) DISCHARGE CONTROL

1, Treatment of combined sewer overflow

a. Treatment at or near point of overflow through use
of conventional type primary treatment units or ponds,
tanks, lagoons with chemical treatment and chlorlnatlon.
Other types of treatment facilities or processes.

b. Use of subterranean holding basins with treatment
facilities

c. Expansion or additions to existing treatment plants to
treat excess flow

d. Nutrient removal

e. Treatment with return of concentrate to Interceptor for
further treatment at sewage treatment plant

■  * .ft
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2. Treatment of stormwater runoff

a. Small drainage area plants vs. central plant utilizing
new or Improved methods of treatment

D. MISCELLANEOUS

1. Determination of economic feasibility study of separation
vs. combined sewer system and local vs. central treatment
facilities for overflow and stormwater.

2. Development and demonstration of new or Improved accurate
instruments for flow measurement and water quality monitoring.

3. Development and demonstration of improved techniques of hydro-
logic analyses, to determine reasonable accurate rainfall -
runoff relationships. Compilation of sources of existing
data and development of improved statistical methods.

h. Management techniques geared to optimize control and/or
treatment through utilization of new methods.

5. Development of improved construction materials and methods

6. Development of performance criteria needed in relationship
to stream water quality standards

It should be noted that the above outline is not considered to be
all-incltisive, since there may be numerous completely original ideas
which could be added — some of which may be more significant than any
of those listed. Submission of such ideas to the Federal Water Pollution
Control Administration is strongly encouraged.

Some of the technical areas outlined are currently under evaluation
by means of either grant or contract projects, for example: Most of the
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b. Utilization of upstream storage to cut peaks and |Hj
control plant input 'i i' pi

c. Pre-treatment and direct ground water replacement '1
id

d. Irrigation by spreading, spray or other methods : pi
e. Treatment and use as supplement to raw water supply

f. In-line treatment

g. Others 1
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more conventional storage techniques including the use of tanks with
pump-hack to the interceptor, surface storage ponds, treatment lagoons
are underway. More unique applications of storage principals such^as
localized "upstream" storage to prevent overloading of "downstream"
sewers need further development. The use of chlorine to disinfect
storm and combined sewer discharges- is included in several projects,
therefore new disinfection techniques suitable for application to
high volume — short duration flows need exploration. Similar
examples can be fotmd in any of the major technical areas listed.

'  I The brief descriptions of existing demonstration projects will
serve as additional examples of work being done. Any further duplication
of these control methods will be minimized as much as possible to permit
activation of projects designed to explore technical areas not now being
evaluated. Some duplication will be in order so as to provide evaluation
of function under a suitable variety of hydrological conditions.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: : Public Works Committee

REFERENCE: Local Storm Water Facilities

There exists in the Atlanta Area a serious condition resulting from

inadequate and outdated storm sewers and drainage structures. This

condition has existed for many years but gro^nn. worse each year with

continued development and normal obsolescence rates.

Atlanta has hundreds of areas that flood with each rain of two inch

intensity or more, hundreds of undersized or deteriorated culverts,

hundreds of miles of restricted streams witti no bank stabilization,

and over 75 miles of streams carrying combined storm and sanitary

sewage overflows with each rain. These conditions are compounded by

poor sanitation practices in many neighborhoods which allows the

dumping of trash and debris into streams and drainage systems causing

obstruction of both open, ditches and culverts downstream.

There is presently available no comprehensive map record of the exis

ting drainage system. No drawings, location plans, or size data is

available for location or planning, and no staff capability is avail

able to presently undertake this necessary prerequisite to do compre

hensive planning and evaluation of the problem scope in any detail.

The City implemented a system of sewer service charges in 1967 which

provides for the operation and maintenance of the sanitary sewer sys

tem and certain elements of the combined sewer system. Presently, funds

from this revenue source are being used to maintain the storm sewer sys

tem contrary to the intent and stated purposes of the service charge

^ , > : A -I-
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ordinance. This cannot continue and certainly cannot be expanded to

provide for enlargement or improvements to the storm sewer system. On

the contrary it will be necessary to reduce the present level of expen

ditures from this source to meet bond ordinance commitments to buyers.

There are no general fund appropriations provided for storm sewers

during 1-967.

The Atlanta Region Metropolitan Planning Commission, in compliance with

a requirement of the Housing Act of 1965, has recently initiated an 18

month comprehensive study on a generalized scope of "Water and Sewage

Problems of the Metropolitan Area." This study will supposedly lay the

ground work for development of a comprehensive Master Plan for Water and

Sewer Development in the Metropolitan Area.

The difficulty here is that this study will consider only the sanitary

and combined sewer elements of the problem and will not consider in any

way the storm sewer aspects. If the comprehensive study is to develop

a proposal for system expansion and reorganization to include restruc

ture of revenues and political boundaries in order to obtain future

solutions to existing problems it must be able to intelligently evalu

ate and include the other 50% of the total problem; that of storm sewers

and drainage systems. There is no way in which this can be done at

present. The problems reflected previously have two distinct facets;

they are:

1. Immediate efforts to finance and construct relief

facilities in health hazard areas, together with

initiation of studies to develop scope and solution
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to the overall problem.
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2. Future efforts including a massive construction

program growing from earlier study would develop:

problem areas, problem scope, methods of financing,

development of plans and schedules.

A cursory study of the work to be done, indicates that the following

sequence, of events should take place:

1967 Allocate funds to provide immediate relief for

priority problems $1,000,000 (see Note 1).

1967 Allocate funds and authorize minimum staffing

and consultant contract to initiate mapping

program. (See note 2).

1968 Allocate continued emergency relief funds for

operations and improvements of storm water

system.

1968 Allocate funds for contract study and mapping

assistance by consultant in-house staff.

1969 Develop program organization and financing for

comprehensive solution of problem areas.

1969-1973 Launch massive Capital Improvement Program which

might well require five years.
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Note 1:

Preliminary plans and, ih some case, cost estimates exist on numerous

projecrs causing recurring problems. Those presently read for contract

letting include the following:

1. Culvert: Wilson Avenue, N. W.

2. Storm Sewer:
t

Clarondale Drive, N. W.

3, Storm Sewer: Springside Drive, Sl E.

4. Culvert: "Charlene Avenue, N. E. '''I
5. Storm Sewers: Brookwood Interchange 'j

*

6. Storm Sewer: .
.

Ellsworth Ind. Drive

7. Storm Sewer:

»

Habersham Road, N. W.

8. Storm Sewers: Peachtree Avenue,;N. W.

9. Culverts: N. Stratford Road, N. W.

10. Storm Sewers: Blake Avenue, S. E.

11. Storm Sewer: Stovall Street, S. E.

12. Storm Sewer: McDonough Boulevard, S. E.

13. Culvert: ' Boulevard Drive, S. E. (should allocate for open channel

14. Storm Sewer: Piedmont Way, N. E.

15. Storm Sewer: Porter Drive, N. W.

16. Storm S ewer: Oldfield Road, N. W.

17. Storm Sewer: Grand Avenue, S. W.

18. Storm Sewer: Deering Road, N. E.

19. Storm Sewer: Conrad Avenue, S. E.

20. Storm Sewer: Montrose Avenue, S. W.

21. Storm Sewer: Hazelwood Drive, S. W.

22. Storm Sewer: Collier Drive, N. W.

23. Storm Sewer: Macon Drive, S. W.

24. Storm Sewer: Rhodenhaven Drive-, N. W.



Note 1 (Cont'd)

25. Culvert:

26. Storm Sewer:

27. Storm Sewer:

28. Culverts:

29. Storm Sewer:

30. Storm Sewer:

31. Storm Sewer:

32. Storm Sewer:

33. Storm Sewer:

34. Open Channel:

35. Culverts:

36. Culverts:

37. Storm Sewer:

38. Storm Sewer:

39. Culvert:

40. Storm Sewer:

41. Storm Sewer:

42. Storm Sewer:

43. Open Channel:

44. Storm Sewer:

45. Storm Sewer:

46. Open Channel:

47. Storm Sewer:

48. Storm Sewer:

49. Storm Sewer:

50. Storm Sewer:

51. Storm Sewer:

Peachtree-Dunwoody, N. E. . -

Wildwood Road, N. E.

Armour Drive, N. Eo-

.Jonesboro Rd., S. E„ (Should allocate for open channel)

Bellview Avenue, N. Eo

Monument Avenue, S. E.

Stratford Road, N. W.'

Club Drive, N. E.

Griffin Street, N. W.

Clear Creek ,!

Cleveland Avenue, S. E. •

Pryor Road, S„ E. (should allocate for open channel)

Grant Park, S. E.

Penelope Circle, So E.

Hogan Road, S. W.

Milton Avenue, S. E.

Pharr Road, N. E.

Egan Homes

Napoleon Avenue, S-. Wo

Cahaba Drive, S. W.

Vannoy and Dahlgreen, S. E

Santa Monica Drive, N. W.

East Beechwood Drive, N. W.

Eulalia Road, N. E.

Northside Drive, N, W.

Farrington Place, S. Eo

Holly Road, N. W.
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Note 2;

A workable program could be initiated with an in-house staff doing pre

liminary planning and base map development, then, negotiating a contract

with a suitable consultant to supplement staff and facilities.

An in-house staff essentially as listed here would provide this capability:

One each Senior Civil Engineer

One each Civil Engineer

Four each Draftsman II

This staff capability should be supplemented by a consulting contract with

the following purposes and objectives:

1. Provide final map drawings.

2. Provide field control and locations.

3. Provide topographic map base material.

4. Study existing system.

5. Evaluate system trouble spots,

6. Recommend improvements.

7. Develop problem scope and financing base.

8. Develop plans and schedules.

9. Provide Master Plan.
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