FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
17™ STREET EXTENSION
[GDOT PROJECT NH-7141-00(900), P.I. NUMBER 714190]
AND
ATLANTIC STEEL REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT
FULTON COUNTY, GEORGIA

Lead Agency:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Cooperating Federal Agencies:

U.S. Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration

and

U.S. Department of Transportation,
Federal Transit Administration

An Environmental Assessment of the referenced project has been prepared by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), in consultation with the U.S. Department
of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the U.S. Department
of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration (FTA), collectively referred to as the
“Federal Agencies”. The document was made available for public inspection as
announced in public notices, and comments were invited from all interested parties.
Subsequent to the availability of the Environmental Assessment and the comment period,
an updated Environmental Assessment was prepared by EPA and has been furnished to
FHWA and FTA with the recommendation for a "Finding of No Significant Impact."

The Federal Agencies, after reviewing the revised Environmental Assessment, find
that the project will have no significant impact on the human or natural environment. No
significant impacts on air and water quality or on ambient noise levels are expected. The
project is consistent with local plans and will not divide or disrupt a community. The
project will have no effect on threatened and endangered species or any resources
regulated by Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966.



The Finding of No Significant Impact is based on the revised Environmental
Assessment, which has been evaluated by the Federal Agencies and determined to
adequately and accurately discuss the environmental issues and effects of the proposed
project. The Environmental Assessment was revised based upon comments from federal,
state, and local agencies, as well as private citizens and neighborhood groups. Most of
the changes to the Environmental Assessment document additional commitments that
have been developed in response to neighborhood concerns about traffic impacts. The
Environmental Assessment also provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining
that an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. The Federal Agencies take full

responsibility for the accuracy, scope and content of the Environmental Assessment.
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
17" STREET EXTENSION
[GDOT PROJECT NH-7141-00(900), P.I. NUMBER 714190]
AND
ATLANTIC STEEL REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT
FULTON COUNTY, GEORGIA

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

The following is a summary of the environmental commitments of the public and

private entities involved with the 17™ Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project.

Groundwater & Hazardous Materials

The Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR) approved a remediation
plan for the Atlantic Steel site that requires a groundwater interception system to
collect and contain groundwater on-site. Jacoby Atlantic Redevelopment, L.L.C.
(JAR), or its successor, will monitor and treat intercepted groundwater, if required,
prior to discharge to the City of Atlanta sewer system. The remediation plan
requires that redevelopment and construction provide permanent engineered
barriers to exposure in the form of new structures, pavement, concrete and/or soil
cover.

The City of Atlanta and Georgia DNR approved a conservation easement holding
JAR responsible for implementing the approved remediation plan. The easement
has been prepared in order to assure that the necessary engineering and
institutional controls are maintained in-perpetuity.

Water Quality & Wetlands

The proposed project will comply with all federal, state, and local stormwater
design standards. The proposed development will provide detention facilities to
reduce the peak runoff from the post-development condition to less than or equal
to the pre-development conditions. An additional stormwater detention capacity of
approximately 20% will be provided by JAR as part of its stormwater design to
assist the City in the management of flows to the Tanyard Creek Combined Sewer
Overflow Treatment Facility.

Remediation of the Atlantic Steel site is expected to impact approximately 3.75
acres of wetlands. Mitigation for these impacts includes off-site stream restoration
by JAR, or its designee, in the City of Atlanta/Fulton County.



Transportation Features

Several communities in the project area expressed concerns about the cumulative
traffic increases resulting not only from this project, but from other new
development in the area that is already occurring, or that would occur in the future.
Through meetings with the Atlanta Neighborhood Planning Unit for this area,
along with individual meetings with the neighborhood civic associations, a number
of measures were developed to address these community concerns. The following
is a short summary of the measures.

*

Zoning Commitments: Specific zoning conditions for the Atlantic Steel
site were included to address the surrounding neighborhoods’ concerns.
Condition 4 of the zoning for the site requires JAR to work with the City
of Atlanta, Home Park, and Loring Heights to limit cut-through traffic in
these neighborhoods. Condition 23 of the zoning for the site requires JAR
to develop a transportation management plan that will attempt to reduce
single occupancy vehicle trips to and from the site.

Transportation Control Measure (TCM) Commitments: The Atlantic Steel
TCM requires monitoring by JAR of the site design and transportation
performance of the redevelopment project during build-out. The TCM
includes four site design criteria and four transportation performance
targets which collectively make certain that the site is built-out to
encourage alternatives to single occupancy vehicle trips and minimize
vehicle miles traveled.

Additional Neighborhood Commitments:

Home Park and Loring Heights - Atlantic Steel Brownfield Area and Tax
Allocation District Number Two (BATAD #2) promotes maximum use of
alternative transportation modes to minimize congestion and creates a
financing tool for transportation and other infrastructure to improve and
connect major activity centers. If cut-through traffic is determined to be
excessive in Home Park or Loring Heights attributed to the Atlantic Steel
redevelopment or surrounding areas, appropriate BATAD #2 funds would
be utilized to study and implement measures to limit cut-through traffic.
All monies and expenditures would be managed by the Atlanta
Development Authority and the City of Atlanta.

Ansley Park — In response to concerns from the Ansley Park Civic
Association (APCA) and many citizens of the neighborhood about
projected increases in traffic volumes, a specific agreement has been
entered into, by and between the APCA, Georgia Regional Transportation
Authority (GRTA), Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), the
City of Atlanta, and JAR. The purpose of this agreement is to establish a
mechanism for the continued study of traffic in Ansley Park as a result of
the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment project and other developments in the
Midtown Atlanta area. The agreement includes guaranteed financial
commitments for the implementation of traffic calming and control
measures that are identified as a result of separate studies, both internal
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and external to the Ansley Park neighborhood. The agreement has been
duly executed and constitutes a valid and binding agreement, enforceable
in accordance with the laws of the State of Georgia and in any court of
competent jurisdiction.

Air Quality

Noise

Redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel site will include a monitoring program,
consisting of site design criteria and transportation performance targets, to ensure
that the redevelopment is designed and built with elements that encourage
alternatives to single occupancy vehicle trips, and that the project will perform in
ways to lower vehicle miles traveled and associated emissions.

Construction equipment will be required to have factory-installed mufflers or their
equivalents in good working order during the life of the construction contracts.

Construction, where feasible, will take place primarily, during the less noise
sensitive daylight hours to avoid impacts during the hours associated with sleep.

Cultural Resources

The roadbed of Hemphill Avenue may contain buried trolley tracks, and the area
beneath or alongside Hemphill Avenue may contain original water pipes
associated with the National Register-listed Atlanta Waterworks Hemphill Avenue
Station. During project construction, a qualified archaeological consultant would
monitor any construction and subsurface activities that are to occur along
Northside Drive in the vicinity of Hemphill Avenue.

The Atlantic Steel site has been identified as eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Properties. Cleanup and redevelopment of the site would have
an adverse effect on this resource. Mitigation for impacts to this resource includes:
1) development of large-format black-and-white photographs of the site as it
existed prior to redevelopment; and 2) development and implementation of a
public education and outreach plan. Components of this education and outreach
plan will include compilation of an oral history of Atlantic Steel Industries, Inc.,
development of educational materials, and the potential creation of a permanent
exhibition space celebrating and incorporating the history of Atlantic Steel in the
redevelopment plan.

Land Use/Community Resources

An additional City of Atlanta police precinct for the surrounding area is anticipated
to be added by JAR in conjunction with the project.

Aesthetics

There are a number of specific zoning conditions for the Atlantic Steel site that
address aesthetic, architectural, and landscaping requirements. In general, design
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and placement of specific buildings will be completed in a manner so as to create
transitions from, and compatibility with, surrounding uses.
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Certificate of Compliance
Project NH-7141-00(900), Fulton County

P.I. No. 714190

I hereby certify that the Georgia Department of Transportation has considered the social, economic
and environmental effects of the project and has fulfilled the requirements of 23 USC 128 relating
to public hearing requirements.

Georgia Department of Transportation

By: ‘chw&Z @}{_097@@4#(&

Title: State Environmental/Location Engineer
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I. TYPE OF ACTION

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), in cooperation with the Federal
Highway Admuinistration, the Federal Transit Administration, Georgia Department of
Transportation (GDOT), Georgia Regional Transportation Authority (GRTA),
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA), Atlanta Regional Commission
(ARC) and the City of Atlanta, has prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
17" Street Extension [GDOT Project NH-7141-00(900)] and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia. The EA is a summary of the
development of concept alternatives, design traffic studies, preliminary engineering
analyses, and environmental impact assessments, all of which have been completed with
opportunities for public comment and agency coordination. This document represents an
update of the EA that was distributed to the public in August 2000.

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Jacoby Atlantic Redevelopment, L.L.C. (JAR), a developer in the City of Atlanta,
has proposed the remediation and redevelopment of approximately 135 acres near
Atlanta’s central business district. The property to be redeveloped is the site of the
former steel mill owned by Atlantic Steel Industries, Inc. The planned redevelopment is
expected to include two million square feet of general office space, one and a half million
square feet of retail and entertainment uses, two million square feet of high tech offices,
2,400 residential units, and 1,000 hotel rooms. In addition to the site redevelopment,
project plans include construction of a multi-modal (cars, pedestrians, bicycles, transit)
bridge and interchange at 17" Street that will cross Interstate 75/85 (I-75/85) and provide
access to the site as well as a connection to Midtown Atlanta and the nearby MARTA
Arts Center Station. Roadway improvements will include extension of the existing 17"
Street from West Peachtree Street (U.S. 19/S.R. 9) in Midtown Atlanta, heading west on
new alignment over 1-75/85, through the development, and connecting with Northside
Drive (U.S. 41/S.R. 3) at Bishop Street. The project also will include operation of a
transit shuttle system that will circulate between the MARTA Arts Center Station and the
Atlantic Steel site.

II1. COORDINATION AND COMMENTS
A. Circulation of the Environmental Assessment

The EA for this project was approved for advancement to availability and public
hearing phase by the Federal Agencies on August 2, 2000. Copies of the approved EA
were circulated to a number of federal, state, and local agencies, and other organizations
and groups for review and comment. The EA was also made available to the public in
August 2000, with copies available at local public libraries, GDOT and EPA offices, and
on the internet at www.epa.gov/projectxl/atlantic/index.htm.

B. Public Hearing

Following circulation of the EA, a public hearing was held on September 12, 2000,
from approximately 6:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. at the Georgia Center for Advanced
Telecommunications Technology Building in Atlanta, Georgia. Members of the public
attending the hearing were given an opportunity to comment on the project. All of the
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comments received have been made part of the official transcript. Public concerns
included the following:

o Traffic and air quality impact concerns;

e Roadway design concerns;

e Mass transit concerns;

e Other transportation concerns;

o Atlantic Steel Redevelopment site concerns; and

e Neighborhood concerns.

Representatives from EPA, GDOT, City of Atlanta, MARTA, and JAR addressed
questions and concerns at the hearing. The Public Hearing transcript is provided in

Appendix J.

C. Agency Responses to Public Comments received from the Environmental
Assessment

Written comments on the EA were received during the public comment period,
which ended October 6, 2000. During this period, 255 comments were received. A copy
of each comment is included in Appendix K. The majority of comments received were
from local citizens in and around the project study area. Agency representatives
developed responses that effectively address all the major issues from the comments
received. The following is a listing of the major concerns and responses:

General Comments

1. Comment: Why are taxpayer dollars being spent to support this private
development?

Response: The project is anticipated to provide substantial environmental
benefits to the general public, both by improving regional air quality and cleaning
up a brownfield site. The project also benefits the general public by reducing
congestion (i.e., along 14th Street, 10th Street and at the I-75/1-85 NB exit ramp at
10th Street), by providing another crossing of the interstate, by providing
transit/bike alternatives and corridors, and by providing pedestrian and streetscape
improvements.

The economic benefits of this project are significant. The project is anticipated to
generate approximately 18,000 new jobs with a predicted gain of $619,638,000
total salaries paid to the new jobs. Several million dollars in tax revenues would
be generated for the City of Atlanta and Fulton County. The retail portion of the
redevelopment would contribute a Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax
revenue source that would be allocated to the City of Atlanta school system and a
one-cent sales tax revenue source dedicated to the Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid
Transit Authority (MARTA).



The former Atlantic Steel Mill site and other properties along Northside Drive and
Bishop Street were part of an area that was dominated by heavy industry in the
early to mid 1900's. The surrounding communities were largely connected to this
industry through employment. However, this relationship no longer exists due to
a gradual transition from heavy industry to more compatible residential and
commercial land uses in downtown Atlanta. The proposed redevelopment of this
site into mixed-use residential and commercial land uses continues this transition
and provides opportunities for planned reconnection with the surrounding
communities. By removing the industrial land use that was Atlantic Steel and
replacing it with a more homogeneous type mixed-land use, the overall
community feeling between the established neighborhoods is no longer broken.

In addition, when the Downtown Connector was initially constructed in the
1960's, access and community dynamics in Midtown Atlanta completely changed.
Several existing roadways were severed by the initial freeway project.
Construction of the 17th Street Bridge and Extension provides another
opportunity to reconnect the east and west sides of Midtown Atlanta and restore
continuity for communities in this area. New commercial and retail opportunities
would be provided within walking and biking distances to many existing
residences on both sides of the Interstate.

With regard to the transportation infrastructure not being justified, traffic
conditions in the design year for this project (Year 2025) on the majority of
surface roadways and intersections in the study area are predicted to stay the same
or improve (i.e., traffic volumes are predicted to decrease and traffic is predicted
to move more efficiently) with the construction of the 17th Street Bridge and
Extension, as compared to not implementing the project. This is due in large part
to an improved distribution of traffic that is predicted to occur as a result of the
project.

Comment: The Environmental Justice section was only concerned with low-
income or minority populations. Why would environmental impacts figure
differently for different segments of the population? Is justice only available to
minorities?

Response:  Executive Order 12898, entitled Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations (1994), requires
all federal agencies to identify and address disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects of federal programs on minority and low-
income populations. The general purpose is to foster non-discrimination in
federal programs and to provide minority and low-income communities greater
opportunities for public participation in, and access to public information
regarding human health and environmental issues. Potential low-income and
minority communities were identified in the project area to ensure that these
communities have access to both concise and clear information sufficient to
effectively participate in the public involvement process; and to ensure that these
communities are not disproportionately impacted by this project.



Comment: The Tax Allocation District (TAD) funding represents a financing
vehicle that has not produced any dollars to date, despite many promises,
anywhere in the City of Atlanta.

Response: The TADs in the City of Atlanta (Westside and Atlantic Steel) are
relatively newly established. The TADs are only recently formulating a bond
issuance strategy. The bond proceeds for Atlantic Steel will be used to build the
project’s infrastructure and to improve its connective infrastructure to nearby City
of Atlanta streets and storm and sanitary sewer linkages.

Comment: The assumptions developed for the No Build Alternative are unsound.

Response: Using its best judgment, the EPA, City of Atlanta, and the developer
for the Atlantic Steel site (hereafter referred to as JAR) developed a reasonably
foreseeable No Build Alternative for what could occur on the Atlantic Steel site if
the 17" Street Bridge was not built. There is no way to predict with 100 percent
accuracy what the future will hold for cases such as this and market demands.
However, based on current trends in the City and region, the proposed No Build
Alternative is the best estimate.

Comment: Midtown neighborhoods, including Ansley Park, were not adequately
included in the planning of this project.

Response: An intensive public involvement campaign was conducted for this
project. Over 300 public and agency meetings and discussion groups have been
held, and individual contacts and public notices have occurred. This effort has
included activities related to the rezoning of the property, EPA’s Project XL, site
remediation efforts, and the development of the EA. Neighborhood Planning Unit
E (NPU-E), which represents all Midtown neighborhoods affected by this project,
was involved as early as 1997 in reviewing the rezoning application for the site.
Most of the conditions placed on JAR in the final zoning conditions for the site
came as a result of negotiations between NPU-E, the neighborhoods, and JAR.
Several meetings have been conducted by EPA and the GDOT with individual
neighborhood associations to provide information about the proposed bridge and
associated roadway improvements. A number of significant changes to the
roadway improvements, including design of the bridge, have come from
neighborhood input and concerns. In addition, JAR has committed to continue to
meet with NPU-E to keep the neighborhoods up-to-date with the latest site design
information and provide any other information on the site build-out.

Comment: An independent Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and additional
traffic studies should be completed that would consider alternative solutions and
identify the impacts of this project.

Response: EPA completed a thorough assessment of the environmental impacts of
this project in full compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act. A
number of nationally and internationally recognized architectural and engineering
contractors and environmental consultants were utilized to conduct independent
assessments of the various aspects of the project, including site design, traffic, air
and water quality impacts. A range of alternatives were considered for this
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project, including: 1) alternate site locations for the development in the Atlanta
metropolitan region; 2) alternate site designs for the Atlantic Steel redevelopment;
3) alternate locations for the 17th Street Bridge placement; 4) Interstate access
alternates; 5) alternate intersection improvement; 6) high occupancy vehicle
(HOV) access alternates; 7) alternate transit connections to the MARTA Arts
Center Station, and 8) no-action or no-build alternative. Based on the alternatives
that were considered and the results of the various analyses completed for this
project, EPA does not believe that an EIS is required.

Traffic and Air Quality Impact Comments

7.

Comment: The analysis of traffic impacts included in the EA is flawed.

Response: The procedures used to develop future traffic projections followed
generally accepted engineering guidelines of the transportation industry and
included the use of state of the practice traffic modeling. Traffic projections were
based on a combination of criteria including the capacity of the existing
transportation network, future improvements to the transportation network,
historical data and trends, existing and future land-use plans, etc. While
predicting future traffic growth requires thorough consideration of a number of
quantifiable criteria, some assumptions must inevitably be made and these
assumptions must be based on sound engineering judgement and experience. The
traffic study was prepared by registered professional engineers and reviewed and
approved by state and federal agencies.

The traffic growth rates of 1.5% for the Interstate and 2.0% for surface streets
used in the traffic projections are compounded annual growth rates. Over the 25-
year period between existing (2000) and future (2025), the actual total growth
rates calculate to be approximately 45% for the Interstates and 64% for the
surface streets.

Currently, certain roadways in the metro Atlanta region have and are experiencing
growth rates far in excess of the growth rates predicted in this traffic study.
Roadways that experience double-digit traffic growth rates are generally in high
employment and/or population growth areas. In addition, these roads are, in most
cases, relatively new multi-lane facilities that have excess capacity to carry
additional vehicles. Growth rates near and above 10% are common in the Atlanta
region, but these rates represent short-term growth periods. Roadways that
experience multiple years of high traffic growth eventually become congested and
traffic growth slows as the traffic volumes approach the carrying capacity of that
roadway.

Traffic forecasting procedures on a roadway or a system of roadways are
approached differently when making short-term predictions verses long-term
predictions. When forecasting short-term future traffic conditions, recent growth
rates on roadways are used due to the tendency of traffic growth to follow recent
trends in the short term. Forecasting becomes far more difficult when predicting
20 and 25 years into the future. Forecasts become a function of several variables.
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First, the historical growth on roadways is considered. Second, the existing traffic
volumes on the roadways are considered. If a roadway or system of roadways
already experience high traffic volumes and congestion, these roads do not have
the physical capacity to grow at high percentage rates. Thirdly, the employment
and population growth in an area has to be studied since traffic growth is a
function of these factors. When studying population and employment growth,
historical as well as future predictions are utilized.

The metro Atlanta region has experienced a large population and employment
growth period over the past decade. The Atlanta region continues to grow at a
fast pace. While the growth experienced over the last decade has been large, this
increase is defined as large absolute population growth as opposed to percentage
growth. According to the ARC, the Atlanta region population grew from 2.5
million in 1990 to 3.2 million in 1999. While this represents a 700,000-person
increase over 9 years, this is a percentage increase of only 25%. Furthermore, this
growth represents an annually compounded growth rate of only 2.5%. The
employment in the Atlanta region from 1990 to 1998 went from 1.4 million to 1.8
million, a 29% total increase and 3.2% annual growth.

As the population and employment of the Atlanta region increases, the annually
compounded growth rates will reduce because of the high total numbers upon
which they are based. While the absolute number increases year to year may
remain high, these numbers represent a decreasing percentage of the growing
overall population. ARC’s forecasts for 2000 to 2020 population and
employment are as follows. The Atlanta region is expected to experience a 1.5%
and 1.4% annual growth rate for population and employment, respectively.
Fulton County is expected to experience a 0.8% and 0.7% growth rate for
population and employment, respectively. While these growth rates appear small,
they are compounded annual rates based on already high population and
employment numbers.

What this information shows is that the long-term population and employment
growth rates for this region closely match the growth rates used for the traffic
predictions. Furthermore, in order to be conservative, the traffic forecasts
assumed constant modal split for the 25-year period. Modal split is the
percentage of commuters using automobiles, transit, bicycle and other modes of
transportation. With increased congestion predicted in the study area, it is likely
that the percentage of commuters using mass transit will increase over the next 25
years.

Traffic growth in Atlanta, like population and employment growth, will
experience decreasing annual growth rates due to the already high total volumes
on the surface streets and Interstates. Additionally, traffic growth of roadways is
further constrained by the physical ability of a roadway facility to handle
additional vehicles. The high percentage growth rates on the Interstate system
from 1986 to 1996 are, in large part, due to two factors, the first being the high
population and employment growth of the Atlanta region. The second factor is
that the Interstate system in the study area was widened in the mid-1980’s. The I-
75/1-85 Downtown Connector was expanded from a 6-lane facility to a 12-lane
facility. This increased capacity on this section of Interstate enabled the high
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traffic growth during the next ten years. With no widening of the Interstate
planned or feasible in this area, additional traffic growth is constrained to the
existing roadways. With no planned long-term widening on the main arterials in
the study area, with the exception of Northside Drive, traffic growth on the
surface streets is likewise constrained by the capacity of these roadways.

Several factors were researched and considered in the traffic predictions for the
study area. The long-term population and employment trends were considered
and closely approximate the long-term traffic growth used in the study. The
existing roadway volumes and roadway capacities were closely studied when
making predictions on how these facilities would handle increased traffic growth.
Furthermore, if the percentage of commuters using transit to access this area of
Atlanta increases, as many predict it will due to the huge expenditures planned for
transit implementation, the growth rates predicted on these roadways should be
high, particularly when projected to the year 2025.

Comment: How can the EA conclude that there are no impacts to the Ansley Park
neighborhood? The traffic impacts to the Ansley Park neighborhood must be
identified and appropriate actions taken to remedy the impacts.

Response: The EA concludes that the proposed 17th Street Bridge and extension
would affect the Ansley Park neighborhood, primarily related to increased traffic
volumes in the neighborhood. However, based on information that has been
developed as part of the traffic impact analysis, the increases in traffic would
occur over an approximate twenty-year time frame and should not adversely
affect overall traffic patterns in the neighborhood. Three of the five entrances into
the Ansley Park neighborhood from the west (Beverly Road, Peachtree Circle,
and 16th Street) are anticipated to experience minimal increases in traffic volumes
at these specific locations. The remaining two entrances (15th Street and 17th
Street) into the neighborhood are anticipated to experience larger increases in
daily traffic. This analysis is based on the comparison between future conditions
in this area that are predicted to occur either with or without the 17th Street
Extension and Bridge.

In response to concerns from the Ansley Park Civic Association (APCA) and
many citizens of the neighborhood about these projected increases in traffic
volumes, a specific agreement has been entered into, by and between the APCA,
GRTA, GDOT, the City of Atlanta, and JAR. The purpose of this agreement is to
establish a mechanism for the continued study of traffic in Ansley Park as a result
of the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment project and other developments in the
Midtown Atlanta area. The agreement includes guaranteed financial
commitments for the implementation of traffic calming and control measures that
are identified as a result of separate studies, both internal and external to the
Ansley Park neighborhood. The agreement has been duly executed and
constitutes a valid and binding agreement, enforceable in accordance with the
laws of the State of Georgia and in any court of competent jurisdiction.

Comment: The concerns of the Ansley Park neighborhood would be resolved if
Ansley Park was made a gated community.
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Response: The idea of gating the community of Ansley Park is problematic and
generally contrary to the City of Atlanta’s Comprehensive Development Plan.
Public streets typically cannot be gated, especially those that provide access to
public parks. The City of Atlanta pledges to monitor traffic problems as they may
develop and to work with the neighborhood and appropriate agencies to address
such issues.

Comment: How will the traffic impacts to Home Park and Loring Heights be
addressed in the future?

Response: When the Atlantic Steel property was rezoned in 1998, specific zoning
conditions were included to address the surrounding neighborhoods’ concerns
related to future traffic impacts. Condition 4 of the current zoning requires JAR
to work with the City of Atlanta and Home Park to limit cut-through traffic on
residential streets perpendicular to and south of 16th Street by means of cul-de-
sacs, speed humps, gates, control arms, and other traffic calming devices. JAR is
also required to work with the City of Atlanta and the Loring Heights
neighborhood to limit cut-through traffic on Bishop Street. In addition, Condition
#23 of the current zoning requires JAR to develop a transportation management
plan that will attempt to reduce single occupancy vehicle (SOV) trips to and from
the site. Both of these conditions represent enforceable measures on behalf of the
City of Atlanta and JAR to work with these adjacent neighborhoods to minimize
traffic impacts in the future.

Atlantic Steel Brownfield Area and Tax Allocation District Number Two
(BATAD #2) was created to make possible the redevelopment of the Atlantic
Steel site and encourage additional development on the perimeter of the
redevelopment area. More specifically, BATAD #2 promotes maximum use of
alternative transportation modes to minimize congestion and creates a financing
tool for transportation and other infrastructure to improve and connect major
activity centers. Since certain surface streets in the adjacent neighborhoods of
Home Park and Loring Heights are included in the boundary for BATAD #2, it
provides a specific process and dedicated funding source for the implementation
of future transportation projects, including potential traffic calming measures, in
these areas. Therefore, if cut-through traffic is determined to be excessive in
Home Park or Loring Heights attributed to the Atlantic Steel redevelopment or
surrounding areas, appropriate BATAD #2 funds would be utilized to study and
implement measures to limit cut-through traffic. All monies and expenditures
would be managed by the Atlanta Development Authority and the City of Atlanta.
For any traffic calming measures that would require changes in traffic ingress and
egress at certain intersections, the City of Atlanta would provide temporary
barricades for an agreed upon trial period to determine the effects of eliminating
(or improving) access.

Specific to Loring Heights, two proposed transportation improvement projects
have been identified as part of discussions with the Loring Heights Neighborhood
Association. These are: 1) construction of an elevated pedestrian/bicycle bridge
at Mecaslin Street; and 2) widening of Bishop Street between Northside Drive and
Howell Mill Road. The City of Atlanta and JAR will continue to work with the
Loring Heights neighborhood and the adjacent commercial district to further these
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11.

12.

projects, as appropriate. As stated above, it is anticipated that appropriate
BATAD #2 funds would be utilized to study and implement these projects.

The specific agreement with APCA in no way invalidates or supercedes existing
commitments of the City of Atlanta and the developer with the Home Park and
Loring Heights neighborhoods contained within the enforceable zoning conditions
for the site and the established BATAD #2 for the area.

Comment: The EA fails to analyze the cumulative environmental impacts of
other transportation proposals for this area.

Response: Specific, enforceable mechanisms have been established to monitor
the build-out of the Atlantic Steel site and commitments have been made to
continue to address traffic issues in the project study area. These commitments
were developed to address the cumulative effects of the Atlantic Steel
development and other developments and transportation proposals in the Midtown
area.  Individual transportation proposals in the area will comply with
requirements for environmental impact assessment under the National
Environmental Policy Act, as appropriate.

Comment: Construction of the 17th Street Bridge relieves 14th Street and moves
Level of Service (LOS) on 14th Street from “F” to “C”. However, 17th Street is
constructed at LOS “F”. Please explain.

Response: Many factors contribute to the capacity of a specific section of road or
intersection. These factors include number of lanes, lane widths, shoulder widths,
speed, grades, percent trucks, directional distribution of traffic, and intersection
location. The extension of 17th Street and the construction of the 17th Street
Bridge is, in part, intended to alleviate traffic patterns that move east or west
across I-75/1-85 on 14th Street and 10th Street. The improved LOS on 14th Street
1s directly related to providing new and improved access from the Interstate and a
new east-west minor arterial in the Midtown area at 17th Street across 1-75/1-85.

In response to public concerns about the width of the originally proposed 17th
Street, several key intersections and roadways were redesigned, including the
removal of through lanes and turning lanes on 17th Street. In making these
changes, additional urban design criteria were considered such as pedestrian
safety and context sensitive design, creating a more acceptable urban corridor,
with less emphasis on accommodating future traffic volumes alone. It was agreed
that a certain amount of predicted additional congestion would be acceptable. A
decreased LOS on 17th Street was determined to be permissible in order to
accommodate the other design criteria. The primary design concern was that
traffic would not backup on the Interstate exit ramps and affect the operations and
safety of the Interstate system.

Comment: The analysis of air quality emissions included in the EA is incorrect.
Response:  Regarding air quality impacts on surrounding neighborhoods

generated by the Atlantic Steel redevelopment, the Georgia Institute of
Technology performed a carbon monoxide (CO) hotspot analysis, on behalf of
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14.

15.

16.

EPA. Results of the analysis concluded that traffic associated with the Atlantic
Steel redevelopment and associated roadway improvements would be extremely
unlikely to create a localized violation of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for CO in the foreseeable future. Justification of the
appropriate traffic assumptions used in the CO hotspot in the analysis is described
in the Response to Comment #7. The CO hotspot analysis was conservative in
that it considered conditions most likely to produce CO hotspots in terms of
meteorology, traffic congestion, and receptor location. Furthermore, the CO
hotspot analysis was completed before EPA finalized its Tier 2 tailpipe emissions
and gasoline sulfur standards, which should reduce future motor vehicle CO
emission rates below those assumed in the CO hotspot analysis.

In addition, EPA performed a regional emissions analysis, which concluded that
the Atlantic Steel redevelopment would produce fewer transportation-related
emissions of volatile organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen, precursors to
ground-level ozone formation, than a comparable amount of development built at
other likely locations in the Atlanta region.

Comment: The EA fails to acknowledge the existence of air quality problems in
the Atlanta Metropolitan Region and active litigation challenging the recent
regional transportation plan.

Response: The EA clearly explains the current air quality status for the study
area, including the Atlanta Metropolitan Region. Regardless of the outcome of
any active litigation challenging the recent regional transportation plan for the
Atlanta region, the 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Transportation
Control Measure (TCM) are required to be implemented by the State of Georgia
as this project has been included as part of the Georgia State Implementation Plan
(SIP).

Comment: The designation of the 17th Street Extension plus the Atlantic Steel
development as a TCM by EPA is in excess of its legal authority.

Response: EPA has approved the Atlantic Steel TCM into the Georgia SIP under
the authority of Sections 108(f) and 110 of the Clean Air Act (CAA). As
explained in the final TCM rulemaking, EPA approved the redevelopment as a
TCM because its location, transit linkage, site design, and other transportation
elements together comprise a measure for the purpose of reducing emissions or
concentrations of air pollutants from transportation sources by reducing vehicle
use or changing traffic flow or congestion conditions. In addition, the
redevelopment includes specific elements listed in Section 108(f). Under Section
110 of the CAA, EPA approves measures into the SIP that contribute to
attainment of the NAAQS.

Comment: The project lacks the necessary criteria to qualify as a TCM.
Response: In the final TCM rulemaking, EPA identified six criteria established
by EPA policy (“Transportation Control Measures: State Implementation Plan

Guidance,” U.S. EPA Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, September
1990) that a proposed TCM must satisfy before it may be considered for inclusion
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in the SIP. The rulemaking also contained detailed explanations of how the
proposed Atlantic Steel TCM satisfied EPA’s criteria. It is the opinion of EPA
that the Atlantic Steel TCM has indeed been subject to intense scrutiny,
particularly in terms of satisfying EPA’s six TCM criteria.

In addition, the Atlantic Steel TCM contains four site design criteria and four
transportation performance targets which will collectively help ensure both that
the redevelopment is designed and built with elements that encourage alternatives
to single-occupancy automobile trips, and also that the project will perform up to
its potential to lower vehicle-miles traveled and concomitant emissions. Zoning
conditions, other neighborhood commitments, and the site design criteria and
performance targets identify and establish appropriate measures to protect
surrounding neighborhoods from adverse traffic and air quality impacts generated
by the Atlantic Steel redevelopment and 17th Street Extension.

Roadway Design Comments

17.

18.

Comment: Rail transit, pedestrian walkways, and bus lanes should be the focus
for this project, rather than encourage vehicle use.

Response: The success of the Atlantic Steel redevelopment is contingent on a
mixture of access via different modes of transportation. Reliance on pedestrian,
transit, and bicycle modes of transport without the proposed number of single
occupancy vehicle (SOV) lanes would not address the proposed traffic demand
nor allow this environmentally beneficial project to be viable.

A specific alternative was considered in the EA that included transit-only for the
17th Street Bridge, including bike and pedestrian facilities, with no SOV lanes.
However, a number of significant traffic impacts of the transit-only alternative
were identified, specifically in the southern and western portions of the study
area. Without the provision of an east-west general traffic connection, including
SOV lanes, across 1-75/1-85 and new Interstate access, traffic volumes would be
significantly greater on the existing Interstate exits at 10th and 14th Streets.
Certain sections of 10th Street, 14th Street, Techwood Drive, and Williams Street
would experience large increases in average daily traffic (ADT) volumes in the
project area. Several intersections would have a higher level of congestion in the
Year 2025. Furthermore, without the provision of direct access to the Atlantic
Steel site, traffic would utilize existing surface streets in the Home Park
neighborhood to access the redevelopment and have much greater impacts on this
community.

Comment: Instead of building the 17th Street Bridge, improve access to the site
from Northside Drive.

Response: Based on the future traffic projections for the planned residential,
retail, office and hotel development on the Atlantic Steel site, improvements to
Northside Drive alone, with no Interstate access improvements, could not
accommodate the projected traffic volumes. In addition, the “smart growth”
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19.

20.

21.

aspects of the Atlantic Steel project and the substantial social, economic, and
environmental benefits, as outlined in the EA, would not be possible without
adequate access from all directions, particularly I-85 from the north and I-75/1-85
from the south.

Comment: Cover the Interstate with a continuous bridge from Sth Street to 17th
Street, build a park on this structure, and reopen the cross streets.

Response: The overall implementation costs for such an alternative would likely
cost several hundred million dollars. A project of that magnitude may extend into
the billions, as has occurred on a similar project being constructed at this time in
Boston, Massachusetts. The “Big Dig”, as it is referred, has an estimated cost of
ten billion dollars and is expected to increase over time. It is also estimated that
federal taxpayers will have to pay for eighty-five percent of the cost. This would
be beyond the scope and funding of this project. Due to fiscal constraints, this
alternative would not be feasible. The 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project has an intended purpose of creating a mixed-use
community that is interconnected to the Midtown area.

Comment: The 17th Street Bridge design is not in compliance with the zoning
conditions attached to the Atlantic Steel property.

Response: The zoning conditions for the Atlantic Steel site included two
diagrams (a plan and cross-section) of 17th Street. These conditions are specific
to 17th Street on the Atlantic Steel property. However, the design for 17th Street,
including the bridge, included a divided four-lane roadway, with two general
purpose lanes in each direction and one bike lane in each direction. The main
addition to this design would be the transit-only lane from Northside Drive to
West Peachtree Street. The bicycle lane is now included within this wide transit
lane. Unfortunately, the rezoning of this property came well in advance of the
development of the concept for the 17th Street Extension, including a better
definition of the transit connection to the Arts Center Station. The bridge cross-
section in the zoning conditions is illustrative and not a binding diagram. The
proposed cross-section is consistent with and satisfies the performance criteria
stated in the zoning conditions.

Comment: The proposed bridge design is not supportive of the Blueprint
Midtown developed by the Midtown Alliance.

Response: Several key intersections and surface streets were redesigned.
Additional urban design criteria were considered such as pedestrian safety and
aesthetics, with less emphasis on accommodating future traffic volumes. The
focus of the changes was to reduce: driving speeds, lane widths, the number of
through and turning lanes, and turning radii of intersections. The ultimate
objective was to balance the needs of cars, buses, bicycles, and pedestrians to
better integrate 17th Street with the urban fabric of Midtown Atlanta and
coordinate more closely with the vision for Midtown provided by the Midtown
Alliance and “Blueprint Midtown.”
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22.

23,

24.

26.

Comment: The 17th Street Bridge is too wide. The dedicated bus lanes should
not be a part of the bridge.

Response: The dedicated transit link to the MARTA Arts Center Station is
required in order for this project to be considered a TCM. The multi-modal
bridge is proposed to be approximately 130 feet wide to accommodate
automobile, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle elements. Without the transit, bicycle,
and pedestrian elements incorporated into the design of the 17th Street Bridge, the
project would not be approved.

Comment: The 17" Street Bridge must be designed by someone sensitive to
aesthetic issues, not just experienced in building roadways.

Response: Pedestrian design and aesthetic detail will be important considerations.
The 17 Street Bridge will be multi-modal, meaning that vehicles, pedestrians,
bicycles, and transit buses will all utilize it. At this time, potential designs for the
bridge are unknown; however, there is a general agreement that the 17th Street
Bridge should be designed as a “gateway” structure into the heart of Downtown
Atlanta, if possible. Regardless, qualified landscape architects will work to
ensure that aesthetic values and overall compatibility with existing and future
Midtown streetscapes are achieved in the course of final bridge and roadway
design.

Comment: The project should provide return access to I-75/1-85 from the 17th
Street Bridge.

Response: This was considered during the early stages of concept development.
However, it was determined that such connections were not feasible due to
physical and geometric constraints and due to unacceptable impacts on freeway
mobility. Therefore, the existing local access to the Interstates will be utilized.

Comment: Why do you need the 17th Street Bridge, when there is an existing
state roadway corridor (14th Street) that runs parallel to the proposed corridor and
provides adequate access to the area?

Response: An alternative was considered that included upgrades to 14th Street
and no 17th Street Bridge. Results of the Year 2025 traffic modeling for this
alternative did not show appreciable improvements in traffic and ramp operations
even with significant widening of 14th Street. In addition, this alternative did not
provide direct access to the Atlantic Steel site. Therefore, this alternative was not
considered further, and it was determined that a new bridge would be required to

provide direct access to the Atlantic Steel site and another east-west connection
into Midtown.

Comment: As part of this project, Piedmont Road, Juniper Street, Spring Street,
and West Peachtree Street should be returned to two-way traffic.

Response: The return of these roadways to two-way traffic is considered outside

the scope of the 17th Street Extension project. Piedmont Road and Juniper Street
are City of Atlanta streets. A specific project could be initiated to effect this
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27.

28.

29.

change; however, the City of Atlanta would be responsible for sponsoring and
implementing these changes. West Peachtree Street and Spring Street are both on
the State Route system. Previous studies conducted by traffic engineering
consultants for GDOT indicated that this is the best utilization of these two
facilities and that returning these roads to two-way traffic would reduce the
existing level of service to further unacceptable levels.

Comment: Instead of extending 17th Street to Peachtree Street, stop 17th at
Spring Street or West Peachtree Street.

Response: The termination of any GDOT project requires a connection to a State
Route (SR). The 17th Street Extension as currently designed, terminates at U.S.
41/S.R. 3 (Northside Drive) on the west and U.S.19/S.R.9 on the east. S.R.9 in
this location consists of Spring Street and West Peachtree Street, which are one-
way, southbound and northbound arterials, respectively. Because these are one-
way streets, 17th Street must connect to both streets in order to effectively
distribute the traffic in both directions. 17th Street between West Peachtree Street
and Peachtree Street is an existing two-lane City street. 17th Street in this
location would not be changed, with the possible exception of the removal of on-
street parking at the intersection of 17th Street and Peachtree Street. Ultilization
of 17th Street in this location is necessary to provide continued access to the
commercial district along Peachtree Street, maintaining the City Street grid
system, and allowing for better distribution of traffic.

Comment: The combined bus/bicycle lane design poses a hazard to bikers.

Response: Dedicated bus/bicycle lanes will continue from West Peachtree Street
to Northside Drive. In the design of the 17th Street Extension, these lanes would
include12 feet for buses and four feet for bicycle travel. Adequate space has been
provided within these lanes for the safe operation of buses and bicycles based on
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials guidelines.
Operation of shuttles is not anticipated to hamper bicycle travel. Shuttles would
operate on four and eight minute intervals. The same concept has been used in
other cities and has been found to be effective. Based on comments made during
the Public Hearing for this project, the Executive Director of the Atlanta Bicycle
Campaign expressed support for this concept.

Comment: The 17th Street Extension does not seem to be pedestrian-friendly.

Response: The multi-modal bridge is proposed to be approximately 130 feet wide
and would include automobile, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle elements. The
bridge would contain two general-purpose travel lanes and one dedicated
transit/bike lane in each direction with sidewalks on both sides. Sidewalks would
be provided on all new surface streets in the Atlantic Steel redevelopment and as
part of most off-site roadway improvements. It is anticipated that sidewalk
widths would be approximately 15 feet on all street improvements except for the
17th Street Bridge where they would be 22 feet on the south side and 30 feet on
the north side. The redevelopment would include utilization of the existing at-
grade crossing over the railroad at Mecaslin Street to provide a signalized
bike/pedestrian crossing into the Loring Heights community. JAR would provide
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30.

31.

a grade separated (elevated) bike/pedestrian crossing at the location, depending on
negotiations with Norfolk Southern Railroad.

There are a number of design-specific measures that will be considered in the next
phase of bridge and intersection design to ensure that bicycle and pedestrian needs
are met. These include: 1) construction of narrower lanes to shorten the length of
the intersection crossing; 2) develop wider medians to provide islands; 3)
consideration of prioritized signal timing for pedestrians; and 4) use of special
surface treatments for cross walks. The City of Atlanta and GDOT commit to
working with affected stakeholders of the project to ensure that pedestrian needs
are considered and a continuous flow of pedestrian movement is maintained in the
design of roadways and intersections connecting the 17th Street Bridge into
Midtown.

Comment: Lower the design speed on 17th Street to 25 mph.

Response: The speed design is applicable to the functional classification of the
proposed roadway. While the design speed is set at 35 mph, once completed the
posted speed can be changed to facilitate operations. The City of Atlanta is
anticipating to post a 25 mph speed limit on 17th Street.

Comment: Provide an eight to ten foot planting buffer between the travel lanes
and the sidewalk on 17th Street.

Response: The design team for the project will consider this and similar options
for the 17th Street corridor during the plan development phase. Additional input
will be sought from the community and the City of Atlanta concerning the
landscaping desires and commitments for maintenance as the project moves
forward.

Comment: Provide a grade separation to allow motorists traveling southbound on
Techwood Drive that are destined to 10th Street to pass under 14th Street.

Response: According to the traffic analysis conducted for the Atlantic Steel/17th
Street Extension project, acceptable operations will occur with the 14th
Street/Techwood Drive intersection remaining at-grade. In order to grade
separate the 14th Street movements from the 10th Street movements, there would
be substantial impacts to all properties surrounding this intersection and,
therefore, this option is not viable for this project.

Comment: Shift the alignment for the southbound ramps from I-75 and I-85 to
Techwood Drive to the east in order to reduce property impacts south of 16th
Street.

Response: The conceptual alignments have been adjusted to achieve a “smoother
transition” as suggested. However, there will be unavoidable impacts to the
properties that abut this section of Techwood Drive. The final design will attempt
to minimize property impacts without jeopardizing vehicular safety or operations.
Once the design is completed in this area and the actual property impacts are

16



34.

35.

36.

defined, specific affected property owners will be contacted to discuss the
property impacts of the final design.

Comment: Extend 17th Street west from Northside Drive to Howell Mill Road

Response: Currently, there are no plans to extend 17th Street improvements
beyond Northside Drive. The Loring Heights Neighborhood Association
expressed a desire to widen Bishop Street between Northside Drive and Howell
Mill Road. This will not be included in the 17th Street project; however, the City
of Atlanta and JAR will continue to work with the Loring Heights neighborhood
and the adjacent commercial district to further this project, as appropriate. As
stated previously, it is anticipated that appropriate BATAD #2 funds would be
utilized to study and implement this project.

Comment: Provide a traffic light at the intersection of Bishop Street and 17th
Street.

Response: GDOT will evaluate need for a traffic signal at this location as design
proceeds. Specific design standards will be reviewed to determine if adequate
distance from Northside Drive is available to place a traffic light at this location.
Any traffic light at this location will include signalization for both pedestrians and
cars.

Comment: Close Bishop Street at Mecaslin Street.
Response: At the request of the Loring Heights Neighborhood Association and
several of the businesses in the adjacent commercial district, Bishop Street will

remain open at Mecaslin Street.

Comment: Do not destroy large oak trees on the east of Northside Drive, south of
Bishop Street.

Response: No trees will be removed at this location.

Transit Comments

38.

Comment: Rail transit, not a shuttle service, should be a component of this
project.

Response: The developer will provide a rubber-tired shuttle service for ten years
from the date that the 17th Street Bridge opens to traffic or until December 31,
2015, whichever is longer. The developer’s obligation will cease if, during the
period of obligation, an appropriate entity operates a fixed mass transit link
providing a similar level of service.

Although currently there is no commitment of funds for rail transit service to the

Atlantic Steel site beyond the developer’s commitment, EPA believes it is
reasonable to expect that some form of future fixed transit (potentially rail) will
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39.

40.

41.

be developed to serve the Atlantic Steel redevelopment. The 2025 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the Atlanta region adopted by ARC anticipates
assigning $1,677,000,000 for the construction of a light rail line from the
MARTA Arts Center station through the Atlantic Steel redevelopment and
extending northwest to the Town Center area in Cobb County (RTP projects AR-
251A, AR-251B, and AR-251C). The first phase of the project, which would
connect the MARTA Arts Center station to the Cumberland area through the
Atlantic Steel redevelopment, is anticipated to be operational by 2010. The
developer has committed in the TCM to provide without cost right of way in the
development to MARTA or other acceptable entity for the construction of a
transit linkage connecting the Atlantic Steel site to the MARTA Arts Center
station.

Comment: Provide an explanation on the status of the transit loop to the OMNI
MARTA Station, commonly called the “West Side Loop”.

Response: The 2025 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the Atlanta region
adopted by ARC includes §1,000,000 for a downtown westside transit study (AR-
325). One of the objectives of the Central Atlanta Transportation Study (CATS),
currently underway, is to develop alternatives for mobility on the west side of
Downtown Atlanta between the Atlantic Steel redevelopment and the Georgia
World Congress Center and destinations between, including transit.

Comment: There are insufficient guarantees to preclude expanded automobile
lanes on the bridge in place of the transit lanes.

Response: Approval of the project as a Transportation Control Measure (TCM)
requires dedicated transit lanes. Any conversion of these lanes to general purpose
vehicular traffic is prohibited under the federally enforceable TCM.

Comment: How can the developers or the City of Atlanta believe that bus service
to the site will do any good?

Response: Provision of a shuttle bus service is the short-term solution of linking
the Atlantic Steel site to the MARTA Arts Center Station. This short-term transit
option should be successful because of: 1) the connectivity it will provide with
MARTA; 2) convenience; 3) accessibility; and 4) specific performance
requirements in the TCM. Buses would circulate throughout the development and
across the 17th Street Bridge on dedicated transit-only lanes, which will have a
signal priority at certain signalized intersections. During peak hours (6:00 to 9:00
AM and 3:30 to 6:00 PM) the buses would operate on a four-minute frequency
and an eight-minute frequency at off-peak hours, thereby matching the existing
MARTA train schedule. The developer will provide the buses, which are
anticipated to be comfortable, clean-burning natural gas vehicles, and will operate
the shuttle system. The shuttle service will be free of charge. Finally, there are
specific performance requirements in the TCM and zoning conditions for the site
that if the development is not meeting expected ridership targets for non-SOV
modes (including transit), the developer must initiate practices to increase
ridership in these alternative modes.

18



42.

It is also anticipated that MARTA will expand or alter its existing bus routes to
include service to the Atlantic Steel site once the redevelopment attains a transit-
supportable level of residents, employees, and other trip generators.

Comment: What are the opportunities for linking this project with AMTRAK or
creation of a new multi-modal terminal on the Atlantic Steel site?

Response: The current proposed Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal (MMPT) is
proposed to consolidate a number of transportation providers (Greyhound Buses,
Metro Commuter Rail/Buses, Georgia Rail Passenger Network and AMTRAK) at
one location adjoining the Five Points MARTA Station. It has been in the
planning stages for nearly a decade. A feasibility report was completed by ARC
in 1991 which looked at a number of sites for AMTRAK. GDOT prepared an EA
in 1994 for the MMPT at the Five Points site. Brookwood Station was
considered, but was not large enough, nor could it be expanded to accommodate a
new AMTRAK network. GDOT is now in the process of reviewing this project
and it is probable that AMTRAK, with a larger network or the current New
York/New Orleans service, will be relocated to the Five Points facility to provide
a comprehensive transportation facility for the traveling public. Relocation of the
MMPT to the Atlantic Steel site is not part of the site development plan as created
by JAR.

A possible rail line to Cobb County from the Arts Center Station thru the Atlantic
Station site will be studied by GRTA and, if feasible, would be subjected to an
environmental document, as described previously. It would be a number of years
in planning and development stages. It is not likely that any of these studies
would conclude that AMTRAK should be located at the current site or a new site
based on the earlier studies for the MMPT in 1991. MARTA has no studies
underway or pending for a Northwest Line that would link to an AMTRAK
facility at the current location or at the Atlantic Steel site.

QOther Transportation Comments

43.

Comment: What is the status of providing High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV)
access to Midtown as part of this project?

Response: Based on public concerns, the concept of providing HOV access to the
Midtown area is no longer a part of the 17th Street Extension project. The
concept of providing HOV access into the Midtown area is still being considered
by GDOT, GRTA, and the City of Atlanta; however, there is currently not a
specific project that has been defined for inclusion in the ARC FY 2001 to FY
2003 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) or 2025 RTP. It is anticipated
that a Midtown HOV project could be developed for inclusion in later
updates/amendments to the TIP or RTP. Several alternatives would likely be
considered to satisfy the overall purpose and need for that project. The HOV
project would have a separate planning process, including preparation of an
environmental impact document and several opportunities for public involvement
and comment on the scope of any HOV plans. Construction of the 17th Street
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44.

45.

Extension will not preclude the possibility of a direct HOV freeway access
component in the future.

Comment: What is the status of the proposed redesign of the I-75/1-85
interchange?

Response: A separate project to improve the existing exit from I-75 southbound
to I-85 northbound at Brookwood is listed in the ARC FY 2001 to 2003 TIP, as
Project AT-AR 211. This project is not included within the 17th Street project;
however, design of the 17th Street Extension will not preclude the possibility of a
future interchange. Monies are included in the TIP to initiate preliminary
engineering this fiscal year. The [-75/1-85 Interchange project will have a
separate planning process, including preparation of environmental impact
documents and several opportunities for public involvement and comment on the
scope of the proposed improvements.

Comment: Roadway construction staging areas should be located on the Atlantic
Steel site and not on the east side of the Interstate. Any nonessential land
acquired by GDOT for construction purposes should be put back into use within a
year after construction is finished.

Response: Construction staging areas have not been identified at this point. This
decision will be made during the Right-of-Way acquisition phase.

Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Comments

46.

47.

48.

Comment: Redevelopment of this site should not include a retail component that
is larger than Lenox Mall.

Response: The retail component of the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment is small in
comparison to Lenox Square Mall in Buckhead. Lenox Square has over 230
specialty stores and three department stores. The retail component planned for
the Atlantic Steel redevelopment consists of approximately 80 stores, or about
one-third the size of Lenox Square.

Comment: Mixed use buildings only promote transit if they have their front doors
at the sidewalk or oriented to transit stops.

Response: The mixed-use buildings within the Atlantic Steel redevelopment will
be oriented to the sidewalk and transit stops. This is not only part of the
redevelopment plan for the site but is outlined in the zoning conditions as well.

Comment: The Atlantic Steel redevelopment is a suburban, not urban,
development.

Response:  JAR consulted and produced its redevelopment plans with local,

national and international experts who have been identified as the leaders in
mixed-use, smart-growth urban communities. Based on these experts’
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49.

50.

51.

52.

recommendations and extensive input from the neighboring communities of
Home Park and Loring Heights, the current plan has been developed. Architects
and planners who understand how great urban spaces are created, have
commented that the mix-of-uses, street-connectivity, small block-size, pedestrian-
orientation and urban design elements in this plan have made the Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment a national model for exceptional urban development.

Comment: The Atlantic Steel Redevelopment is three times the size of the Mall
of Georgia.

Response: The Atlantic Steel Redevelopment is actually over three times smaller
than the Mall of Georgia. Construction of the Mall of Georgia required the
clearing of approximately 500-acres of undeveloped land 30 miles northeast of
downtown Atlanta in Gwinnett County. The Mall of Georgia contains only retail
components. The Atlantic Steel redevelopment cleans up a contaminated
industrial site and will include a mix of uses on approximately 135 acres. The
Mall of Georgia has over 175 specialty stores and 5 anchor department stores
compared to the approximately 80 stores planned for the Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment.

Comment: Make the former Atlantic Steel site into a park.

Response: The redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel property is ultimately a
private venture, which is providing the financial resources for cleanup of this site.
The City of Atlanta has not identified this area as part of their master park plan.
In addition, a specific zoning condition placed on the property by the City of
Atlanta stipulates that there will be no less than 7 acres of green space or park
space within the redevelopment. Currently there are plans for over 11 acres of
public park space for the residents, employees and visitors to use. This 60%
increase in park space will provide opportunities for recreation, afternoon
concerts, and evening strolls.

Comment: EPA must ensure that adequate measures are taken to control dust
from on-site construction operations.

Response: JAR has implemented a stringent dust control program that provides
for visual inspections of construction activities on a continuing basis, and requires
the construction contractor to maintain and utilize dust control equipment (water
trucks) on a full time basis during earthwork and grading activities. Two such
water trucks are currently utilized at the project site maintaining the excavation
areas and haul roads in a watered down condition. Ongoing inspections by the
City of Atlanta staff, the Fulton County Soil and Water Conservation
Commission, and the on-site engineering staff maintain consistent oversight of the
contractor’s compliance with these requirements. Citizen complaints to EPA will
be forwarded to the Georgia Environmental Protection Division for enforcement
of regulatory requirements.

Comment: Water and sewer lines in the Home Park neighborhood should be

updated and expanded, based on current inadequacies of the water system in the
area.
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53.

Response: JAR has conducted a detailed evaluation of the current potable water,
storm sewer and sanitary sewer service system within the area of 16th Street
between Mecaslin Street and Techwood Drive. This evaluation was conducted to
determine if any infrastructure improvements would be required to fully support
the additional service needs of the redevelopment. The utility improvements
identified include installation of a new potable water service main paralleling 16th
Street and connecting to the existing service mains that provide potable water
service along the connecting north-south streets in the Home Park community. In
addition, JAR has conducted television inspections of the combined sewer mains
along 16th Street to assess the current condition of these lines. As a result of this
evaluation, JAR has recommended that the City of Atlanta remove sediment and
debris that currently reduces the capacity of these lines. The City of Atlanta
recently completed this action. As part of the redevelopment, JAR will be
providing a separate storm sewer line along the reconstructed 16th Street that will
handle storm drainage from Home Park streets, providing additional sanitary
sewer capacity in the existing line. These improvements should address current
infrastructure concerns with respect to potable water service, sanitary service, and
storm drainage/flooding issues along 16th Street and in Home Park.

Comment: Stormwater and wastewater should be separated in the 503-acre Shoal
Creek catchment area. Stormwater detention should be provided on the Atlantic
Steel site for the entire Shoal Creek watershed.

Response: For purposes of this project, the sanitary sewer and stormwater
impacts are limited to the redevelopment site within the 503-acre catchment area.
The combined sewer issues and storm water runoff within the entire Shoal Creek
watershed were considered to be beyond the scope of this project. However, a
number of mitigative measures and corrective actions will be implemented to
address storm water runoff and combined sewer overflow issues for the entire
Shoal Creek catchment area.

The developer is required to provide an increased on-site stormwater detention
capacity of approximately 20% to assist the City of Atlanta in the management of
stormwater flows to the Tanyard Creek Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO)
Facility.  Furthermore, the Hemphill Water Treatment Plant historically
contributed to surface water flows on the Atlantic Steel site, primarily from water
that was discharged as part of cleaning its on-site filters. Recently, the City of
Atlanta instituted a number of measures to recycle these flows. JAR is required to
provide separate stormwater and sanitary sewer facilities, with sanitary
connections directly to the Tanyard Creek Interceptor Sewer downstream of the
Tanyard Creek CSO Treatment Facility. The combined effect of the reduction of
other sources of surface water (Hemphill Water Treatment Plant), the requirement
for additional on-site detention, and separation of sanitary flows is anticipated to
improve operations at the Tanyard Creek CSO Treatment Facility.

Although the issues of control are being addressed for only the portion of the
Shoal Creek catchment area pertaining to the Atlantic Steel site, all of the
measures listed above represent a step in the positive direction for the entire Shoal
Creek catchment area.
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56.

Comment: The EA fails to acknowledge the existence of water quality problems
in the City of Atlanta, and the impacts of this project on the City’s ability to
address those problems.

Response: Permits and certifications for the project were based upon the best
available information. The issuance of the capacity certification letters by the
City of Atlanta are based upon projected site build out figures and sequence of
construction. The stormwater and wastewater flow volumes estimated by JAR in
the EA were based on the current redevelopment plan. Submittal of projected
flow volumes is a common permit practice for new developments.

The certification letters limit JAR to development that is consistent with the
parameters established in the certification letters. In addition, infrastructure
improvements on-site and in the Home Park and Loring Heights communities
funded by and constructed by JAR are an integral component in the City’s
determination that the sanitary and storm sewer capacities will be available to
service the planned development. Discussions between JAR and the City are
ongoing and continuous. As the design activities continue to move forward, the
scope of detention pond design and required retention capacities will be
maintained and enforced by the City of Atlanta.

Stormwater runoff and combined sewer overflow issues are regulated under the
Georgia Municipal stormwater permit for the City of Atlanta, and the long term
control plans in the combined sewer overflow permits issued by the State. The
City of Atlanta is responsible for assuring: (1) that the project will comply with
the Federal Clean Water Act litigation; and (2) that the project will be constructed
in such a way as to guarantee the existence of sufficient water and sewage
capacity. By addressing the potential to generate significant pollutant loadings as
a result of redevelopment of the site, future impairments to the watershed should
be minimized.

Comment: Stormwater runoff laden with lead and other contaminants from the
National Smelting and Refining site should not be permitted to flow via any
piping system into Tanyard Creek.

Response: The EPA currently is conducting a removal action that will abate the
immediate threats posed by the National Smelting and Refinery site. Although
the final remedial solution for the site has not been determined, EPA will
implement the necessary stormwater runoff management and controls to limit off-
site migration of surface soil contaminants.

Comment: Provisions should be made to inform future commercial or residential
tenants of the redevelopment that both the Atlantic Steel site and the National
Smelting and Refining property were once Superfund sites.

Response: The Atlantic Steel site has never been listed as a Superfund site. The
conservation easement, which is the legal mechanism for ensuring future actions
comply with the approved remediation plan, is filed with the City of Atlanta and
Georgia EPD. This information is available from Georgia EPD, Hazardous Waste
Management Branch, or the City of Atlanta, Planning Department. Future
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purchasers of property in the redevelopment would be subject to this conservation
easement, under law. However, there is no legal obligation of future purchasers
to inform individual tenants of any information contained in the remediation plan
or conservation easement. This disclosure would be up to the discretion of each
purchaser.

The long-term remedial solution for the National Smelting and Refining site will
likely be conducted in accordance with the Superfund remedial program or the
State of Georgia Hazardous Site Response Act. Future public disclosures and
announcements related to site cleanup activities will follow all requirements of
these statutes and likely include press releases and periodic updates to the
surrounding community, including owners at the Atlantic Steel site.

Comment: The compensatory mitigation needs to be recomputed to account
realistically for the value of these wetlands to the community.

Response: A Nationwide Permit (NWP) 38 for fill of the on-site Waters of the
United States was applied for and authorized by the Savannah District, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE). The NWP 38 allows activities to be completed in
wetlands that are required to effect the containment, stabilization, or removal of
hazardous or toxic wastes that are performed, ordered, or sponsored by a
government agency with established legal or regulatory authority. The
authorization of NWP 38 was due to the approval of the Remediation Plan by the
Georgia EPD. Mitigation for wetland impacts was calculated using the USACE’s
Standard Operating Procedures for Compensatory Mitigation. The appropriate
mitigation credits were applied to an "in-lieu of fee" stream restoration mitigation
plan. Approval of the mitigation plan was coordinated with the EPA, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, and Georgia EPD. Identification of appropriate stream
restoration sites included an evaluation of all surface waters in the Chattahoochee
watershed, including Tanyard Creek and Peachtree Creek. Candidate sites were
assessed based on their current condition, position and function in the watershed,
and potential for further degradation. In addition, extensive coordination with the
USACE, the City of Atlanta, and DeKalb County, specific to their needs related to
current restoration cfforts and pending greenway acquisition projects, was
conducted as part of mitigation efforts.

Comment: What happens if the ultimate uses of the Atlantic Steel site change or if
transportation aspects of the project change? Is there a consequence imposed on
the developer?

Response: Four site design criteria and four transportation performance targets
are included in the final TCM rulemaking that would collectively ensure that the
redevelopment is designed and built with elements that encourage alternatives to
single occupancy vehicle trips, and that the project would perform in ways to
lower vehicle miles traveled and associated emissions. An enforceable, detailed
site design is not included in the TCM due to the complexity and duration of
build-out. Instead, the TCM contains site design criteria and target values that are
enforceable. As part of the TCM monitoring, JAR is required to submit copies of
the site plan, with revisions, to the City of Atlanta, ARC, Georgia EPD and EPA
annually after the bridge opens to traffic until the project is built-out. If the site
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design does not meet or exceed the target site design criteria, JAR must submit
and receive approval from the City of Atlanta, ARC, EPD, and EPA for a revised
final site plan that does.

The TCM also contains contingency measures that encourage more travelers to
use alternatives to single occupancy vehicles, should the monitoring program
conclude that the project is not meeting the transportation performance targets. If
the site is not meeting or exceeding the applicable performance targets, JAR
would identify funding or fund the creation of a Transportation Management
Association (TMA), if employers and property managers are not participating in a
TMA already. The TMA would consult with the City of Atlanta concerning
implementation of additional alternative transportation programs that achieve the
performance standards stipulated. The City of Atlanta and JAR would ensure that
these programs would be developed and implemented, as appropriate.

The City of Atlanta has established zoning conditions on the Atlantic Steel
property that require JAR to complete certain activities that are also related to
implementation of the TCM. Relevant conditions include: development and
appropriate phasing of residential and non-residential components of the project;
development of 17th Street as a mixed use street; construction of bicycle lanes;
creation of and maintenance of open space; incorporation of a transit connection
to the MARTA Arts Center station from the site; development of a transportation
management plan, including support for and participation in a TMA; and the
necessity of having the 17th Street Bridge under contract for construction before
building permits are issued for the site. These zoning conditions apply to JAR
and/or its successors. These conditions ensure that the site design maximizes
pedestrian and bicycle connectivity, transit connections, and activity diversity.
Before construction occurs, JAR is required to submit a site plan to the Bureau of
Buildings of the City of Atlanta for approval. Compliance with zoning conditions
is enforceable by law.

IV. REVISIONS TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

After reviewing all the comments received by EPA on the Environmental
Assessment, only a few changes to the document were found to be needed. Therefore,
the Environmental Assessment is revised as follows:

1) Pg EX-3, 2" bullet — Replace text to read...

Several communities in the project area expressed concerns about the traffic
increases resulting not only from this project, but from other new developments in
the area that are already occurring, or that would occur in the future. Based on
these concerns, a number of measures were developed. These measures include
design modifications, specific zoning and traffic monitoring commitments for the
Atlantic Steel site, and specific conditions or agreements between various public
and private entities and individual neighborhoods.

2) Pg vii, List of Appendices — Delete Appendix I and rename Appendix J as Appendix 1.

3) Pg vii, List of Appendices — Add new Appendix J — Public Hearing Transcript.
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4) Pg vii, List of Appendices — Add new Appendix K - Public Comments on
Environmental Assessment.

5) Pg 4-27, Section 4.3.3.7, Measures for Addressing Community Traffic Concerns —
Replace entire text of section to read...

As part of the rezoning process for the Atlantic Steel site and public involvement for
this project, a number of citizens from the neighborhoods in the study area (Ansley Park,
Home Park, and Loring Heights) raised concerns about potential traffic impacts to their
communities resulting from the 1 7" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel redevelopment.
Through subsequent meetings with the City of Atlanta Neighborhood Planning Unit
(NPU-E) for this area, as well as individual meetings with the neighborhood civic
associations, a number of measures were developed to address these community
concerns. These measures are summarized below.

Design Modifications. Several design modifications were developed for the original
17" Street Concept based on direct input from the neighborhoods. The major design
modifications to the 17" Street Bridge and its transition into Midtown Atlanta, both east
and west of 1-75/1-83, were discussed in Section 4.3.3.1. In addition, three alternatives
were presented to the Loring Heights Neighborhood Assoczatzon related to the design of
the intersection of Bishop Street and the proposed 17" Street. The neighborhood
discussed these alternatives with the adjacent commercial district along Bishop Street
and identified a preferred alternative. This design alternative was incorporated into the
latest design of this intersection.

Zoning Commitments. When the Atlantic Steel property was rezoned in 1998,
specific zoning conditions were included to address the surrounding neighborhoods’
concerns related to future traffic impacts. Condition 4 of the current zoning requires
JAR to work with the City of Atlanta and Home Park to limit cut-through traffic on
residential streets perpendicular to and south of 1 6" Street by means of cul-de-sacs,
speed humps, gates, control arms, and other traffic calming devices. JAR is also
required to work with the City of Atlanta and the Loring Heights neighborhood to limit
cut-through traffic on Bishop Street. In addition, Condition #23 of the current zoning
requires JAR to develop a transportation management plan that will attempt to reduce
single occupancy vehicle (SOV) trips to and from the site. Both of these conditions
represent enforceable measures on behalf of the City of Atlanta and JAR to work with
these adjacent neighborhoods to minimize traffic impacts in the future.

TCM Commitments. The Atlantic Steel TCM requires annual monitoring of the
build-out and performance of the Atlantic Steel site relative to certain site design and
transportation performance measures. The TCM contains four site design criteria and
SJour performance targets which will collectively ensure that the redevelopment is
designed and built with elements that encourage alternatives to SOV trips, and also that
the project will perform in ways to lower VMT and associated emissions (see Section
4.3.4.4).

Additional Neighborhood Commitments.

Home Park and Loring Heights. Atlantic Steel Brownfield Area and Tax Allocation
District Number Two (BATAD #2) was created to make possible the redevelopment of the
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Atlantic Steel site and encourage additional development on the perimeter of the
redevelopment area. More specifically, BATAD #2 promotes maximum use of alternative
transportation modes to minimize congestion and creates a financing tool for
transportation and other infrastructure to improve and connect major activity centers.
Since certain surface streets in the adjacent neighborhoods of Home Park and Loring
Heights are included in the boundary for BATAD #2, it provides a specific process and
dedicated funding source for the implementation of future transportation projects,
including potential traffic calming measures, in these areas. Therefore, if cut-through
traffic is determined to be excessive in Home Park or Loring Heights attributed to the
Atlantic Steel redevelopment or surrounding areas, appropriate BATAD #2 funds would
be utilized to study and implement measures to limit cut-through traffic. All monies and
expenditures would be managed by the Atlanta Development Authority and the City of
Atlanta. For any traffic calming measures that would require changes in traffic ingress
and egress at certain intersections, the City of Atlanta would provide temporary
barricades for an agreed upon trial period to determine the effects of eliminating (or
improving) access.

Specific to Loring Heights, two proposed transportation improvement projects have
been identified as part of discussions with the Loring Heights Neighborhood Association.
These are: 1) construction of an elevated pedestrian/bicycle bridge at Mecaslin Street,
and 2) widening of Bishop Street between Northside Drive and Howell Mill Road. The
City of Atlanta and JAR will continue to work with the Loring Heights neighborhood and
the adjacent commercial district to further these projects, as appropriate. As stated
above, it is anticipated that appropriate BATAD #2 funds would be utilized to study and
implement these projects.

Ansley Park. In response to concerns from the Ansley Park Civic Association
(APCA) and many citizens of the neighborhood about projected increases in traffic
volumes, a specific agreement has been entered into, by and between the APCA, GRTA,
GDOT, the City of Atlanta, and JAR. The purpose of this agreement is to establish a
mechanism for the continued study of traffic in Ansley Park as a result of the Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment project and other developments in the Midtown Atlanta area. The
agreement includes guaranteed financial commitments for the implementation of traffic
calming and control measures that are identified as a result of separate studies, both
internal and external to the Ansley Park neighborhood. The agreement has been duly
executed and constitutes a valid and binding agreement, enforceable in accordance with
the laws of the State of Georgia and in any court of competent jurisdiction. The specific
agreement with APCA in no way invalidates or supercedes existing commitments of the
City of Atlanta and the developer with the Home Park and Loring Heights neighborhoods
contained within the enforceable zoning conditions for the site and the established
BATAD #2 for the area, as described previously.

6) Pg 4-37, Section 4.3.6, Cultural Resources — Change title of section to
“Archaeological/Historic Resources”.

7) Pg 4-38, Section 4.3.6, Archaeological/Historic Resources — Add a new paragraph
following the bulleted text to read...

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the
Georgia State Historic Preservation Office (SHPQO) reviewed the EA, as well as
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supplementary documentation and correspondence, to determine the effect of this project
on historic properties. Based on this review, the Georgia SHPO concurred that the
project will have no adverse effect on the 15 historic architectural properties identified.
In addition, the SHPO concurred that there will be no adverse effect on historic
archaeological resources in the project’s area of potential effects, conditioned upon
monitoring of construction activities along Hemphill Avenue and further consultation
with the SHPO should historic trolley tracks or water mains be discovered (see Appendix
D). The basis for these determinations is included in Sections 4.3.6.1 through 4.3.6.3.

8) Pg 4-59, Section 4.3.6.3, Measures Proposed to Address Cultural Resource Concerns —
Replace entire text of section to read...

During project construction, it is recommended that a qualified archaeological
consultant monitor any construction and subsurface activities that are to occur along
Northside Drive in the vicinity of Hemphill Avenue. Should the remains of either trolley
tracks or water pipes be located, the archaeological consultant should notify the SHPO
about the nature of the findings. Consultation with the SHPO and/or other interested
parties would occur to discuss further treatment measures. Documentation of these
resources would follow Georgia Historic Preservation Division and GDOT guidelines.

Impacts to historic properties in the study area associated with future transportation
improvements that could be proposed outside the scope of this project, but as part of the
agreement with APCA, as discussed in Section 4.3.3.7, are impossible to predict at this
time. However, several agency and public citizens, including the SHPO, the Georgia
Trust for Historic Preservation, the Atlanta Preservation Center, and citizens of Ansley
Park raised concerns related to potential impacts of future transportation improvements
to historic properties in Midtown. In recognition of these concerns, the City of Atlanta,
through the Atlanta Urban Design Commission, will take appropriate steps to insure that
historic properties that might be affected by any proposed transportation improvements
are taken into account at the earliest possible opportunity. This will include coordination
with the SHPO, the Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation, the Atlanta Preservation
Center, and APCA.

9) Pg 4-70, Traffic Impacts, 2nd paragraph — Replace text to read...

However, because of concerns raised by the surrounding neighborhoods related to
traffic impacts, a number of measures were developed to address these concerns. These
measures include design modifications, specific zoning and traffic monitoring
commitments for the Atlantic Steel Site, and specific conditions or agreements between
various public and private entities and individual neighborhoods. Based on these
commitments, no disproportionate adverse impacts associated with additional traffic are
anticipated to low-income or minority populations.

10) Pg 5-6, List of Acronyms — Delete MOU, Memorandum of Understanding.

11) Appendix D, Agency Correspondence — Add letter from W. Ray Luce, Historic
Preservation Division, Division Director and Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
to Heinz J. Mueller, Chief, Office of Environmental Assessment, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency.
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Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation Division

W. Ray Luce, Diision Director and Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
156 Trinity Avenue, S.W., Suite 101, Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3600
Telephone (404) 656-2840 Fax (404) 657-1040

www.gashpo.org

Lonmice C. Barrett, Commussioner

November 17, 2000

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief

Office of Environmental Assessment

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street

Atlanta, Georgia 303030-8960

re: 17th Street Extension (GDOT Project NH-7141-00(900), P. I. Number 714190) and
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project
Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia
HPS90810-010

Dear Mr. Mueller:

The Historic Preservation Division (HPD) has reviewed the following information
submitted by the Environmental Protection Agency regarding proposed 17" Street improvements
including a bridge over [-75/85 and the Atlantic Steel site redevelopment in Atlanta, Fulton

County, Georgia:

“Environmental Assessment, 17" Street Extension [GDOT Project NH-7141-00(900),
P. [. Number 714190] and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County,
Georgia,” prepared by the Environmental Protection Agency, August 2000;

“Historic Architectural Properties Identification and Evaluation for the Proposed 17
Street Extension ... and the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Atlanta, Georgia,”
prepared for the Environmental Protection Agency by Parsons Engineering Science, May

2000;

“Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed 17" Street Extension ... and the Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, Atlanta, Georgia,” prepared for the Environmental
Protection Agency by Parsons Engineering Science, May 2000;

Supplementary documentation regarding the National Register eligibility and boundaries
for the Siemens Westinghouse building at 1299 Northside Drive, Atlanta, Georgia,
prepared for the Environmental Protection Agency by Moreland Altobelli Associates,

Inc., July 25, 2000; and



Letter to Heinz J. Mueller
November 17, 2000

Page 2

E-mail correspondence from Ben West, Environmental Protection Agency, to W. Ray
Luce and Richard Cloues of HPD, dated November 15, 2000, outlining additional
commitments for future traffic studies in the Ansley Park-Midtown area of Atlanta as part
of the Atlantic Steel redevelopment project which will be incorporated into Section
4.3.6.3 of the final Enviromental Assessment.

Our comments, below, are offered to assist the Environmental Protection Agency in

complying with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

1.

N

W

We concur that the 15 historic architectural properties identified in Table 3-3, page 3-26,
of the August 2000 Environmental Assessment are eligible for or listed-in the National

Register of Historic Places.

We concur that there are no archaeological resources other than possible trolley tracks
and water lines under Hemphill Avenue within the proposed project’s area of potential

effects.

We concur that the proposed project will have no adverse effect to the 15 historic
architectural properties identified in the August 2000 Environmental Assessment.

We concur that there will be no adverse effect to historic archaeological resources in the
project’s area of potential effects conditioned upon monitoring of construction activities
along Hemphill Avenue and further consultation with HPD should historic trolley tracks
or water mains be discovered, as proposed on pages 4-58, Sections 4.3.6.2. and 4.3.6.3, of

the August 2000 Environmental Assessment.

We look forward to continuing to work with the Environmental Protection Agency in the

planning and implementation of the proposed project to insure compliance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act. If you have questions, please contact me directly at 404-

651-5983.

Sincerely.

L

W. Ray Luce
Division Director,
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Voconed
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In re:

17" STREET EXTENSION

GDOT FROJECT NH-7141-00—{900)
P.I. No. 714190

and

MTLANTIC STEEL REDEVELOPMENT
PROJECT

Fublic hearing for the proposed 17" Street
Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
_?roject, Fulton County, Gecrgila same belng hosted
by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and
Georgia Department of Transportation, comrencing
at 6:00 o'cleck, p.m., September 12, 2000, 250
14'® Street, N.W., Atlanta, Georgia, same being
reported by Howard E. Worley, Eleanor McShaw,

Certified Ccurt Reporters.

WORLEY & ASSOCIATES
COURT REPORTERS
P.O. BOX 475 DECATUR, GEORGIA 30030
(404) 278-6239
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VIRLOHOLDROYD Ity vowe va I ol
my company 15 City Realbty advisors, 1375 <prinng
Streect, 30308. 1 have three specific comments.

One. It seems to me we have not focused on
access to mid-town from Northside Drive and 1-75.
While the DOT plans to do extensive improvements at
Northside and Bishop, these improvements become
useless because Northside Drive has to be wideined at
the I~75 interchange. Currently an average of a
hundred cars are waiting at the stop sign, as they
exit I-75 south on to Northside Drive between 7:30 and
9:30 a.m., each business work day. This problem 1s

exacerbated by traffic trying tc exit off of Howell

H#ill on to I-75 south.

it is very important that the DOT deal with
the Northside/I-75 interchange first.

Number 2. Any staging area used bv the DOT
that 1s not directly in the right of way should be
pulled back to the public within two years.

3. Please explain why there 1s a ten foot
MARTA easement outside the proposed sidewalk between
Spring Street and West Peachtree.

Thank you very much.

MR BECK: J Bec), 95 Montgomery Ferry
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o2, ALl aita, Q709

Hy sudgestion would I'» the ceasider a rcule
off of Peachtree Street that took cars f{rom Peachtree
near the Jewish Synagogue back behind the PD Station
to Buford Highway 1n the same way there is a current
street that lets cars off cof Buford Highway on to
Peachtree. They made that two-way or added another --
1 don't know if 1t is north or a eastbound lane.

It seems to me it would alleviate a lot of
traffic problems on Peachtree Streel of people
desiring to get to Buford Highway -~ 85 North -
Piedmont or Monroe. Currently there is an intersection
at Monroe and Armour near the area where I would
suggest this road ceme in ~- where the road cuts and
where the traffic is to come up on ‘o P;achtree. It
would seem if that is a twe-way that could be created,
1t could alleviate a lot of problems.

The other thing 1 wanted to say, this is my
concern of the neighborhcod. 1 live 1n Ansley Park. Is
the traffic under this new proposed system and bradge
and all of the traffic being treated by this
development going to develcp the traffic on the
streets 1n our neighborhood® And r:ght now it is way
toc much traffic. It is dangerous fer kids, animals,

anvthina. It 1s already saturated. And this traffic
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Londd o put, aocoabhing to Yhe fgure s oon YO8y,

daouble the éxaff\c. Thal 15 o teriible thiing to me,
.

MS. LEVY: Valarie Hartman Levy, 120 The
Prado, N.W., Atlanta, 30309.

I am a resident of Ansley Park. I am
committed to in-town living since I arrived in Atlanta
nine years ago, I have lived in—town. And I believe in
the importance and vibrant midtown community, which
includes development of the Atlantic Steel gite.

I believe that has to be counter—balanced
with the ends and safety of the neighbormhod in
midtown. And this is not an 1ssue abgut the 17th
Street product, 1t is about development of multigpie
projects in midtown and the concept of urban
development of multiple projects in midtown and the
concept of urban development. Now we are going to
address through street traffic and pollution. What is
bad now is only going to get worse, if we do address
it now.

We need to have some reasonable solution so
you don't ruin the neighborhoods.

‘e
MR. CARR: Steve Carr, 850 Mercer Street,

Atlanta.

K3
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fMts brouwn field as only partially o o
cleaned up and then covered with almost 1mpervions:
surfaces. Our ground water will simply never be
cleaned up from this site.

The City of Atlanta has mostly north—south
major transportation vehicle routes. We need more east
- west routes. The City of Atlanta and Metro A%lanta
needs more alternative transportation alternatives.
The City of Atlanta has had only one bicycle
transportation, one street route. We need your help
with this and other environmental matters.

Where are the other leadership and/or
programs. 1f Carol Browner and the EPA is in favor of
the bridge, then why are we having a public hearing?

Will the City of Atlanta be able to separate
the Orme sewer line before construction is started?

Will all storm water runoff from this site

either be reused, gray water for chillers,
landscaping or drained into the Howell Hill/Hemphill
Water reservoir or dedicated back to the
Chattachoochee River?

What is the projected 1mpervious surface at
project completion? Can most or all traffic signals be

times at the speed limit, both for this project and

for Atlanta®

FORIM 740 PENGADANDY 1800831 8308

20

2t

22

23

24

25

Can ' Lie inLo Amtract ol 3pesy o
Stalion and Arls Center - MARTA? Can we Lie 1pt> Lhe
Chattachooee Industrial area?

‘e

MR. ROGERS: Harrison L. Rogers, Jr., 2672
Battle overlook N.W., Atlanta 30327.

I think that they need to be innovative as
we look at this project. A project that is so large,
has the potential for being so important for the City
and the region. Important not only to the potential
residents in this area of Atlantic Steel, but also for
the people in midtown who are here tonight to show
vocal opposition to the project.

. A suggestion that 1 saw described in the
Atlanta newspaper six months ago was so innovative and
so fresh with the idea and so seemingly practical that
I felt attention should be given to it before we get
this in concrete with the design of the bridge.

I would like to discuss the need to
transport people and vehicles from the east side of
the west side and vice versa by some means other than
a single bridge. Even a couple of brldggs.

The project that was described in the
newspaper six months ago envisioned covering over the

expressway with a continuous bridge from 17th Street
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bridge, planting grass, trees, attraclive site for
everyone that passed by. In addition, 1t would provide
access, both major access and minor access, across the
expressway for transportation of all sorts, rails bus,
pedestrian.

We have in the midtown of Atlanta a very
large number of people today who have moved in the
last ten years, and we only have Piedmont Park which
15 burdened today and will be more burdened tomorrow.
This would qive the opportunity of having a larger
area for people to enjoy walking, to ride bicycles or
roller-blade or whatever thev want to do. So we wouid
have the opportunity to provide better access, and in
addition a wonderful thing for the people of Atlanta.

And I would encourage, before we settle on a
firm design for a bridge or pair of bridges, that we
look seriously at thas.

Thank you very much.

.

MR. ALLEN: My name 1s Christian Allen. I
live at 1125 State Street, Northwest, Atlanta, 30318.

1 am in favor of the proposed 17°" Street
bridge. I think it is a wonderful opportunity for

midtown Atlanta. I believe that it should run from
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vorlhsade Lrveo to Feachtree Shaeel i areber 1o
allnviate traftic that already exisls on 1477 Styent,
I'm in favor of all of the Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment project. Thank you.
.a

MR. HUBERT: My name is Richard N. Hubert.

I am a lawyer and concerned citizen of the
City of Atlanta and live in the unincorporated area of
DeKalb County. I have reviewed the environmental
assessment and find it woefully i1nadequate in terms of
meeting the fundamental conditions of NEPA, Section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Account.
Specifically, I am aware that we are in violation of
the Clean Air Act and under a court order that was
entered into by consent by the Georgia 6;partment of
Transportation concerning air quality and non-
attainment of the ozone level 1n and around 13 county
areas where the City of Atlanta is located. We are
about to construct a bridge that will increase the
number of single vehicle automobiles and other
transportation vehicles by some seventy-three thousand
to a hundred thousand cars per day in this area. 1t
can not help but have a significant and profoundly
adverse impact on the air quality of this city and

particularly the neighborhood surrounding the 17!
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Srreest rovdge sctangaen, prortienatar ]l e T e
nerchtvyhocd and Prachtrrne Siceot.

I am also aware that there 1s presently
extant a federal court order that deals with the
noncompliance with the Clean Water Act in the Northern
District of Georgia that was signed by Judge Thomas
Thrasher sometime last year. I do nct find anything in
the environmental assessment that indicates that the
court otders are complied with or there 1is pending any
motion or petition before the Court that would
authorize a project of this magnitude. It 1s therefor
my conclusion that the environmental assessment and
HEPA process is aoing forward without federal court
approval.

1 am also aware of the three state compact
involving Alabama, Florida ahd Georgia dealing with
water allocation that has not been able to
successfully conclude any resolution of problems of
polluted water and the distribution of what they are
that might be used for growth and development within
the three states.

In spite of that fact, Mr. Norman Copeland
of the City of Atlanta has approved this project for
the allocation of sewer capacity and water capacity

presently presumable with the full knowledge that
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surface wvater cun of £ frem Lhis contamiecd ol sibe 0l
have to be dealt with by exlraordinaiiys weasures ar-d
Ww1lll only exacerbate what 1s already a very serious
clean water problem.

We have also done studies and reviewed the
Hagler Bailey study and has been evidenced by our
concept report response in which we contend that the
report fails to add the i1mpact of this transportation
projecL.on the Ansley Park neighborhood.

The detailed analysis indicates that the TCM
is based on assumptions as relates to air quality
seriously and grossly underestimates future traffic
volumes and that the transient usage assumptions are
demonstrably unreliable. We do not believe that the EA
or the MCU or localized emission studies remotely
establish protective measures for the neighborhood in
terms of air quality impacts which will be generated
by Atlantic Skeel Redevelopment and 17'" Street
extension. 1 think you for this opportunity to comment
and would like to request a specific response to these
observations. Yours very truly.

.

MR. BERRY: My name is James Berry. I'm a

student at Georgia Tech, 691 JW Dobbs Avenue, Atlanta.

1 used to live in Berkeley Park. 1 am a
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Georata Tech student. U am aboul 1o g v
vecently did a study on the redevuclo . ent =tady on
this down zoning and redevelopment of midtown, and in
my study 1 included Atlantic Steel and midtown. In my
findings I was able to sell myself and also the
readers of the paper that Atlantic Steel is going to
be the catalyst that 1s going to cause Atlanta to
become the 24 hour city realize its potential. Also
that thé density is essential for Atlanta to
revitalize its urban core and that density mind set
within the development will carry on, change the way
the people will think about living in the long term,
cause Atlanta to become a 24 hours city like 1its
American counterparts as Boston, D.C., San Francisco,
and 1t will bring more interest into AtYanta
internationally and nationally and change how people
see Atlanta as a city.

.

MS. GOLDMAN: My name 1s Paula Goldman. I
live at 80 park Lane in Ansley Park.

1 have come to the hearing tonight to voice
my concern about the amount of traffic that is going
te be sent through our historic neighborhood by this
monumental project. I would like to ask that the

residents be considered in the planning and we be
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lawad to o Lo the table o i lp redesign b
hridge 3o that the traffic 15 not funneled into our
neighborhood.

.

MS. McFARLANE: Teresa K. McFarlane., 242 The
Prado Ado, Atlanta 30309, Ansley Park.

My comment is about the traffic coming over
the bridge eastbound that is dumping onto would
Peachtree Street which at the present moment is pretty
much blocked up from 7:30 1n the morning to 7:30 at
night. And how is it going to accommodate any
additional traffic? On the street?

Also, point 2, the pedestrian lanes on the
17" Street bridge, they are walking over the downtown
connector which 1s a dirty, filthy, polf;ted smog
road. They have nothing to 160k at. Why would people
bother to use it as pedestrian lanes, obviously,

pedestrian lanes which will become car lanes down the

road?

MR. MERLINO: John Merlino, 180 17th Street,
Atlanta 30309.

I guess what 1 would like to say is that
everyone, even Atlanta, 1s excited about this project,

but 1 guess we don't want to ruin an 80 year old
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noigelr i sca Jusl for coiercral purpoae s the s ven 4
w1ll einly a project Lhat 1s suppersed to sce 19,000
trips a day right 1n through a beautiful 80 year old
neighborhood and for anybody to believe that 1t won't
have an adverse effect on the neighborhood, I think
they are kidding themselves or they are trying to kid
us. I think there are things that can be done the make
the project more palatable, modifications to the
bridge, reducing its size and where 1t empties to. I
don't think it should get beycnd Spring Street and
that somehow some exit or entrance to the nighway
should be considered. Otherwise it will simply become
the east west connector for Atlanta, Northside to
Mcrningside. So I plead with the DOT and the powers
that be to reconsider the design of this bridge. And
that is all I have to say.

MS. HANSEN: Sarah Hansen, 176 Peachtree
Circle Northwest, Atlanta, Georgia, 30309.

I have lived in Ansley Park for almost 29
years. The traffic 1s as bad -- the volume of traffic
is as bad or worse now than it has ever been. The
pollution from the cars is so heavy that I have to
clean the windows on the front of my house around my

front door at least every month. Our sewers are
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cellapsing under Che gt of the trallr...

Additional cars coming into our neuwghlzeyhood
will make all of these problems worse. We have chosen
to live in the city because we love the city, but if
our old neighborhoods are destroyed by increased
traffic, no one will want to live in the city any

more.

MS. BROKAW: Katherine Brokaw, 227 Peachtree
Circle, Atlanta, Georgia 30309.

I am a resident of Ansley Park which is one
of the Atlanta’s national registered in town
neighborhoods. It has been listed on the National
Register of historic places for 25 years. It 1s a
wonderful, vibrant, diverse community filled with
pedestrians, children on bikes, grown—ups on roller
blades, people walking their dogs and people enjoying
a true community.

I believe that the 17th Street bridge and
extension easl as currently planned pose a severe
threat to the community life of my precious
neighborhood.

Ansley Park asks that there be no 17th
Street extension east of Spring Street. We ask that

the public agencies do a full blown environmental
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i Gl otatemenl with specific tcfoeren~e to prer o o
mmpact of tratfic and arr pelluticn on Ansley Tari. e
want smart growth, not smog growth for our in—Loun
neighborhoods.

The Ansley neighborhood has been ignored in
the planning of this project. The EPA has overlooked
key features of our communities from parks to the
neighborhood preschool. We all walked those places and
we need to be able to cross our streets in safety. The
EPA and the Georgia DOT should not be using our
taxpayer funds to destroy what has become a wonderful,
viable, urban community. Thank you.

.e

MS. WEDDELL: Sallie Weddell, 4} South Prado,
Atlanta.

1 live in Ansley Park which will be affected
by the proposed 17th Street bridge and want to state
my opposition to having the 17th Street bridge dump
traffic onto -- into Ansley Park. Ansley Park is a
historic'nexghborhood which has enjoyed 30 years of
urban renewal. My family and others moved in and
repaized and renovated nld homes and cleaned up the
neighborhood, and not offer a very beautiful and
diverse neighborhood with public housing. We have

apartments. We have condominiums. We have historic
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manasioes. Ue hove vondrrful parks and o qoed g
styla for families, and a variety of people.

The traffic that would impact our
neighborhood detrimentally affects our neighborhood.
1t would affect our safety, our children’s safety,
bring noise and pollution, and I would like the
Department of Transportation to look at alternatives
that don't impact our neighborhood.

‘e

MR. WUICHET: John Wuichet, 711 Delmar,
Atlanta 30312.

It seems there is a wmissed opportunity for
connecting MARTA with Amtrak in this development. 1
ought to be able to travel from my home at one of the
other Marta stations to a MARTA station that connects
me to Amtrak and then travel from there to other
cities like Birmlngh;m or Washington, D.C.

‘e

MR. GLASS: Jonathan Glass, 40 Maddox Drive,
Atlanta 30309.

I am a resident of Ansley Park. I see
several problems with this project, not the least of
which is a lack of independent assessment of traffic
issues involving Ansley Park. For the environmental

assessment to state there will be “no impact” on
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Do Bt by thas propced is fractiy e,

raiec . 2ur suspicion that tlosre never wvas any inLed

in giving it a reasonable and independent assessmerl
of the environmental impact of this, and this reeks of
what we have come to be used to, a partnership between
private developers and goverrment 1in pushing through
projects that may not be in the public interest. I
personally will do everything possible to try to stop
this préject, and I hope that our elected officials
within the State of Georgia and the federal government
will stop and listen to us and try to reevaluate how
this project will be developed.

[}

MR. LAMAR: Thomas Lamar, 176 Peachtree
Circle, Atlanta, Georgia 30309. i

My statement is to put on record that
several of the officials at the EPA and the Department
of Transportation have stated that they have not taken
into account the excess weight load of cars when the
brldgg from 17th Street connection across 75/85 is
implemented.

The welght impact over time will destroy the
trees of middle age and older age. These trees are

crucial to the protection of the air quality based on

the southern oxidant study performed at Georgia Tech,
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the connection belwecn <hade on paveront and he st o
the atmosphere combined with more CF emissions and |he
natural burning of coal for electrical power plants in
the state of Georgia will continue to increase
negative impacts on the quality of life throughout the
state and surrounding regions i{f the green space,
trees, parks are not considered i1n the engineering of
traffic flow.

Ansley Park is on the National Historic
Register and has not been recognized as such in this
design process.

Old streets, old sewer lines, old trees will
all be damaged severely by the increased traffic if
the bridge 1s completed in its current design.

Last week a man was killed by a tree that
fell and hit him on the head He was an arborist. This
was in Ansley Park. The tree probably died due to
excessive weight load from greater traffic flow
through the park, Ansley Park. This should be on the
consciousness and on the record before any further
design is contémplated.

3

MR. HOHENSTEIN: Louils Hohenstein, 228 15"

Street, Ansley Park.

Member of the Ansley Park Civic Association,
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fotmer president of the association, ard 1 vigote
sppese Lhe bridyge as 1l s presenlly concerved, and o
helieve the data are that EPA and BOT have come up
with have been rigged to come to the conclusions they
want. If any bridge has been built, I think it should
stop at Spring Street and not go further east at

Spring Street.

MR. MAHON: William Mahon, 210 Little John
Trall, Atlanta 3030°.

I just think that the bridge that dumps onto
Peachtree Street is very poorly thought out. I think
that it will ruin a number of our neighborhoods,
Sherwood Forest for one, and Ansley Park.

1 think DOT should consider the quality of
life 1n Atlanta, rather than just merely building
roads for the sake of building roads.

I'm going to keep this statement rather
short because 1 know other people want to speak If
the citizens 1n the area adversely against this bridge
revealed this mandate and put it through for the
benefit c¢f the real estate developers.

‘e
MR. KIMBROUGH: Erich Kimbrough.

The first comment, the increase in the
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amount ol traffic. The project «o 1) make feacht
unde trable. If yon drive Peachtiee during cush hon,
now, it is extremely backed up. The project to
increase traffic forty percent without changing the
street, that is the height of absurdity.

I am also upset that the 17th Street bridge
is changed 1n concept from what they originally got
approved in the zoning. What they plan to construct
today is much wider, encourages much more traffic than
what was originally approved, and should seek zoning

approval again.

MS. KATHY YANTZ: [ am State Representative

Kathy Yantz.

And tonight 1 --

(Applause)

MS. YANTZ: Let me first say thank you for
having this hearing. And thank you for DEFAX for
finding a way for me to have my say.

Tonight 1 asked EPA and all of the other
folks listening to hear from some of the folks 1 am
privileged to represent in the Georgia House.

By way of introduction of these folks who
are going to be speaking, let me be clear that the

the people who live in Ansley Park are urban voyeurs.

20
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teprplause)

{15, YANTI: Je nave - &de a decision te 1
and tn stay 1n the City. They recognized the
importance of development. But they also recognize the
significance of preserving our need.

And so I ask you to find ways that traffic
count, development and motorists can fully live and
can live together without making the quality of life
for the;e folks intolerable.

Thank you for hearing from us. Thank you.
for respending to this instance. We have a ways to go.
But I suggest we are going to get there.

Thank you.

(Applause)

MS. WILLARD: 1 am Kathy Willard. I am
Atlanta City Council member, Transportation Committee.

I just wanted to say to everycne here that 1
did hear the presentations made to the Atlanta City
Council, there will be portions of this project that
will come before my Committee.

I have two things to say. One is the tract
that two people remind me, the Atlanta City Council
web site. If you go there, we have a process where our

agenda 1s available before the Committee meetings or

21
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afver. Alun, someenz uanld conlack my of froe tnen
theie are changes rvelative Lo this sile, 1L comes o
my Commit.tee.

I really like the citizens to come to my
Committee as often as possible, whenever there are
changes. But I would appreciate, as often as you feel
-- that as an open invitation to come so that the
people will have an opportunity to see that as often
as possible. This is a very sensitive issue and all of
the people to know what is going on with that. We have
very critical decisions to make.

So thank you very much.

‘e

M5. HOLLAND: My name 1s Kris Yolland and 1
am the President of Atlanta Scientific Association
and I live on The Prado.

This is a historic neighborhood established
in 1904. A neighborhood that was reclaimed in the
1950s and ‘70s by some urban pioneers who staked out
more subdivisions. Many long time residents are here
tonight to support our neighborhood. Would you please
stand up?

It is a beautiful place, old trees and
sidewalks and we love to think in the City, and we

welcome new development But this project is

22
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Juree et Ll the Ansle, Poart dracen a1
appreved in priccrval the developmeapt of the Lrein
field into a lively work/play environrent. Our issue
is the proposed 17th Street bridge and the inevitable
impact it will have on our historic neighborhood and
on the air we breathe. This is an 82 million dollar
project, funded by public taxpayer money, and
specially designed to benefit fhis development .

. There is no other development in midtown
that has this deal. This bradge 1s nothing but a huge
highway 1nterchange. And even the most conservative
estimates show that 73,000 cars per day will be
generated by this project. And the environmental
assessment states that there will be no impact on the
people 1n Ansley Park. This document ma;querades an
environmental assessment. It is riddled with paper.
EPA, where is the assessment analysis that 1s reqguired
by law. This is unacceptable.

The retail portion alone at Atlantic Steel
is larger than Lenox Mall. And EPA states no impact.
We said we are staring down the barrel of a loaded
cannon, where that cannon is 134 feet wide and 1t 1is
filled with cars and smog. And no impact on Ansley
Park? A 134 foot wide bridge of 70 ~-- excuse me -~ B3

m:llion dellars of public money We have been

P2l
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taaadeint na, this 1sn’ U osevat el (U s f
groutrh.

le say no to more cars and un to more smog.
We say yes to protect a vibrant in-town historic

Ansley Park.

MR. FARNHAM: Ladies and gentlemen, I am
Clint Farnham.

My wife Kitty and I raised our family on
Sewell Drive and Inman Circle. We are among the newer
people in the neighborhood. We didn't aet there until
1968.

Why we came here. We saw the times of the
times, James Palsey, Phillip Alston, Deveareux
McClatchy, James Sibley, Julia Mertin, ﬁéople who
suffer and mate. And there was always somebody --
scmebody had a building, somebody had a gas tank,
somebody had an apartment house. They had to deal. We
were supposed to eat it.

Well, with those giants ir their time, we
didn't eat it. And that is why we have 1t today. When
we arrived, the new giants were on the scene. Tom Beck
and Tom McGuire, people iike that. Gladys down at the
City Council, wanted to get these people that we are

dealing with each time, that we were supposed to eat.
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, Ly eet a ne coone. thoar oo v 0 T
s+ 15 the Lor ihe DOT s fi.2 a aretboend, ara pose -
- and they are pointed slLraight out -- over lhere wuith

the traffic flow of massive proportions that Chris
just told you about.

Ladies and gentlemen, 1t is our turn. It as
our turn. It is our turn to face this massive Eroject
that has come at us without one single soul of
consideration of any professional traffic evaluatcr,
urban planner demeanor, that has nct been beholden to
one of the parties. What is the deal?

And that the dear old neighborhood, the
giants that thev are trving to put forth, to decide
for us. Ladies and gentlemen, you are going to hear
the petitioners. This is a weak project. It has normal
abilities. It can be had. If you stay together, zoning
and planning people, we can be the people of our
times. It is ours to keep for our solution.

.

MR. HUBERT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'm
Richard Hubert. 1 represent the Ansley Park Civic
Association. And I live in Atlanta, DeKalb County.
and I practice law for a living.

I vould say, Mr. Chairman, on this occasion

to be chariteble, that the key aid that has been

25
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oftered 1n thos v e s creinll, and Lb L Letalt,

1nadeqgualte ard ©oam afrard that gL vl not paz - Yoyl
muster. And I must drav that te your attention 1n a
couple of specific ways.

First of all, in the EA, there 1s a segment
that thirteen counties surrounding, and including the
City of Atlanta and Fulton County are currently out of
compliance with Federal Air Policy Control
Requireﬁents because this region has failed to
demonstrate that the transportation activities will
not exacerbate existing quality of air problems or
create new quality cof air problems in the region.

Now, having said that, we are also aware,
Mr. Chairman, that there are two Federal Court actions
presently pending dealing with air quali}y and with
water quality that are currently ordered that bind the
EA and every agency of the government.

As we look at the Environmental Protection
Agency, EPA, which it seems to me nothing more than a
superficial analysis of what is about to occur here,
we read this 1mportant statement: The EPM, Mr. West,
which you have touted so much is experimental in
nature and is unlike any other TPM previously

proposed.

Now, our problem 1s that we are not only

26
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foalary ot oy superficiadl -nal csis ~0 at
~onrropmenial eftects ate, tooate confroste b ath Lo
Court Orders as to our failure to cemply in the past,
but we also have a totally experimental project here
to try out for the first time on the City of Atlanta
mid—town area, and specifically the Ansley Park Civic
Association. And 1 suggest, Mr. Chairman, that that
might be subject to challenge. It certainly indicates
that we ought not to be the guinea ptg in terms of how
we llve and how we exist in this community.

We are also led that there is water problems
1n this area. I read with interest Mr. Copeland’s
incredible statement as to how we could provide water
quality and meet the compliance reguirements in the
EA. 1 suggest to you that there has bee; a compact of
three states, and we attempt to avoid a Supreme Court
decision on those areas, and they talk in grave terms
abcut the effect cf water quality on this State and
1ts exi1stence as well as our surrounding states.

And yet, with some sort of back of the hand
motion of compliance, Mr. Copeland says, oh, we can
supply us with water, in an area that h§s been
contaminated for lo these many years by grounds of

contamination, that is the founder of that -- of the

surface water and the containment policy of the EPA’'s
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stpussedly effarts to clean up thet site,

tir. Chairtman, 1t 15 our conlenbion that th»
analysts that has been done under the Clean Alr Act
has been the subject matter of our comments. And when
we commented on it, we showed in graphic detail I
think, the fact there has reen a necglect of
determining what the hot spots of oh, no, will be. We
have shown that you have not considered what the
retail iraffic counts will be in terms of, that you
have used as your model, the traffic count on I-75/85.
And the process is flawed beyond repair.

Therefore, if 1 am asked by my clients, in
terms of this proceeding, I wculd say to them that 1
think that we are being set up for what I call the
push dance steps of the EPA once again.-They will
issue the EA. They will approve it. And we will be the
subject of a finding, a finding of no significant
impact.

I believe that you should be aware of the
fact that if that happens, we shall entertain the
prospect of a Federal lawsuit. And in terms of that,
we will not hang back from suggesting that what this
tract needs is a full blown EIS.

This 1s not just idle talk. They have raised

the mcney. They have hired me to do it. 1 am no

28




FORM 740 PYNGAQENDY 1-500-61-0000

Si-r

21

22

23

24

25

strangas to theze Ried of actions. T aoll net o0 o0

Lto tell you. And 1f Lhe Agency is zupposed to be the
Environmental Protectinn Agency, as 1t calls itself,
you had better be environmenta exception agency as you
are performing here. That you will make sure that we
don't have to go to Court and 1t 1s not necessary.

1 come with an olive branch, Mr. Chairman,
but I can tell you that with this study here, we will
not be able to consummate any kind of this study here,
we wi1ll not be able to consummate any kind of
arrangement with this community and the problems that
we are confronted with here.

1 thank you for the opportunity.

.

MR. CcCLURE: My name 1s Gene McClure, ladies
and gentlemen, and 1 am a resident of 52 Gold Circle,
Atlanta in the historic Ansley Park District.

And as a member and resident of the Ansley
Park Civic Association, I am here to state that the
Ansley neighborhood and other mid-town neighborhoods
are now threatened with massive highway traffic
directed through our neighberhoods the Georgia DOT's
proposed 17th Street bridge.

About a hundred years ago, that great robber

baron, J. P. Morgan said remember when somebody
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proveses something, there are always Luo roa,ons. D
goou reason and the real reason.

Now, ladies and gentlemen, tonight we are
going to hear what the real reason why 100,000 traffic
cars a day will be directed into mid-town
neighborhoods.

Our massive highway traffic directed us from
this 17th Street bridge is going to show you the real
reason. This is the boondoggle bridge, because this is
the way the DOT officials hope to obtain more highway
funds from the federal government to pave more asphalt
in Atlanta which will create more smog and pollution
1n mid-town.

This is the greatest threat to our mid-town
neighborhoods in more than thirty yearsi What type of
property development could we support which creates
smog, pollution and more than 100,000 new car trips
through this area. How will we ever handle it”? No
wonder the Mayor of Jacksonville is laughing at
Atlanta. And no wonder that Atlanta has taken over the
embarrassing spot of Number 1 in the nation for the
worst pollution and smog of any major metropolitan
area.

It is ludicrous to suggest or to think that

we would believe that there is no significant from a

0
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major bridge and road conslruction projecl wn Fivs
neighborhood. A bridge the size, sulficient to span
the Missisippi river -- if you have ever seen the
bridge from Memphis, Tennessee into Arkansas, you have
an idea of what is going to be placed into the
residential neighborhoods and into tihe midtown
business area of this community. What an unbelievable,
unworkable, unmanageable nightmare this would be. 1
wonder.-with this much money being involved, how do
the people of our State from all over the rural areas
of Georgia feel about an eighty to one hundred
million dollar boondoggle bridge being built in
Atlanta to help aid a private developer’s project.

Now, we are pleased that a contaminated
brown field could be reclaimed, particularly if it
were a mixed use residential, work play environment in
the middle of our city. But we are not excited about
having something that is three times the size of the
Mall of Georgia supported by Spaghetti Junction to
ruin the beautiful, existing midtown neighborhoods
that are the back drop for the growth, stability and
vitality of this area.

Ladies and gentlemen, we must come to our
senses. We must use thoughtfulness in dealing with

this matter. Surely some elected official of our
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State, our Legislature, our city or some person vho 1,
thoughtful at EPA, Georgia DOT, or the Governor's
Regional Transportation Authority will see this
situation as an opportunity to preserve neighborhoods
while promoting what could be a successful urban
redevelopment that is environmentally sound.

Let’s work together and make that happen and
stop this boondoggle bridge.

‘e

MR. PAXTON: Good evening. I am Greg Paxton,
President of the Attorney General Trust Resodrce
Preservation. Just for the record, I live in Ansley
Park and 1 work across the street.

_Georgia Trust i{s not objecting to the
development of the Atlantic Steel property, even
though it is already involved in the demolition of a
dozen buildings eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places. We aren’t here tonight to discuss
that issue. But this demolition is cause for extra
care on the part of the project in the rest of this
area in avoiding impacts on other historic resources.

The environmental assessment prepared for
this project states, guote: “Implementation of the
proposed project would increase the amount of traffic

on most of the entrances i1nto Ansley Park and

v
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Fosvhitreo Street ” But anexplicebly cone i < L
thers i5 no adverse i ipact on Ansley Park Historic
District.

This 1s inconsistent with 4~F provisions of
the National Transportaticn Account and EA should be
amended to state that there is adverse effuct on the
Ansley Park Historic Distract.

To mitigate this effect, the Georgia Trust

proposes the following changes external to Ansley Park

Historic Distraict.

First of all, oper up on southbound Buford
Highway Extension exit currently onto Peachtree Road
North, that exit at that end of the old Equifax
Building, now IXL, tremove the raght turn only barrier
so that cars can go either nerth cor south on Peachtree
from that exit as they used to do.

At that end of the Buford Highway Extension
South, at the corner where Rhodes South intersect
Peachtree Street, just south of Rhodes Hall, allow a
similar right turn only onto Peachtree Street. Remove
1t from one place and put it on the other. Heading
south i1nto midtown but not allowing traffic to go
straight a2cross into Ansley Park.

Thirdly, on 17'" Street southbound, coming

off of the bridge, 1mprove signage at West Peachtree

EA]
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Streel, to encouraqe use ol Buford Highuay E<lension Lo
get to Monroe Drive and West Peachtree Street. And
northbound -- further northbound on Buford Highway
Extension, build a slip—lane exit onto Monroe Drive
that comes up opposite the Red Cross building to
funnel east -- west traffic directly onto Monroe and
avoid the neighborhood altogether.

Fourthly. On eastbound 17°" Street at the
intersection of Peachtree Street, permit a right turn
only. This will deflect the traffic coming off of the
bridge away from Ansley Park once again.

The Georgia Trust supports the Ansley Park
Civic Assoclation’s request for planning funding and
funding to complement mitigation within +he
neighborhood as part of this. project, which will be
determined at the time the study is completed, and to
have a seat at the table in deciding on and
implementing these measures.

Finally, the context of this project. There
is no outlet for east and westbound traffic. in Atlanta
between 10'" Street and Monroe.

North—sotth, there is two pairs of one-way
streets, Spring and West Peachtree and Juniper and
Piedmont. And one two-way streets, Peachtree Street

south of Ansley Park. But if you pursue north, these
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f1v0 Juieels consolidate by ov voar Ansle, Yars
Historic District 1into only two less efficient tuo-way
streets, Peachtree and Piedmont.

If historic flow-through neighborhoods are
to remain stable, substantial introduction of new cars
into these areas must be avoided. Historic
neighborhoods with multiple entrance and exits act
like a wetland filtering cars through. It is
1nappropriate to build a culvert that directly dumps
cars into a2 flow-through neighborhood, thereby making
its residents threatened species,

In conclusion, if the Atlantic Steel Project
development undermines the stability of Ansley Park
Historic District, the net gain for Atlépta will be
dramatically diminished. We urge the development of
mitigation measures that will allow successful
development of this project while minimizing the
negative eff;cts on midtown Ansley Park for a totally
positive net gain.

Thank you.

.o

MR. WEDDELL: Mr. Chairman, 1 appreciate the
opportunity to be heard. My name is Bruce Weddell, I
live at 41 South Prado.

1 have lived in Ansley Park for almost a
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thrdd of a4 conbary 1 oan the past president ot Lhe
Ansley Park Civic Association. I have been on the
Board of Directors for over a decade. 1 have served on
the Ansley Park Beautification Foundation.

And I come to you to endorse what has been
stated already, in opposition to the planning process
that we have seen.

Frequently when the situation developes as
we have seen.it, there is an embarrassing silence when
people ask for a named plaintiff, one who is
definitely interested and definitely attached there,
one who has a stance.

The Ansley Park Civic Association has a

.ipamed plaintiff.
‘e

MR. JONES: Mr. Chairman, my name is Milton
Jones.

I am a resident of Ansley Park and live on
Peachtree Circle. I am a relatively new resident to
the area. But I am certainly not a new resident to the
City of Atlanta. I have seen a lot of progress happen.
I have supported a lot of progress. And like.my
neighbqrs, support continued progress for the City.

But progress 1s an interesting thing.

Progress requires balance. What seems to be missing

36
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here e Shyr Ralonce Ve oo gt b o Tt
rent borhzod st alena hister o wvalth strong
‘raditions for growth and develcpment and for
weathering the storm.

Be we have got a hurricane coming in t way
of this bridge. As a neighborhood, as we look at the
information that would have seen, as I have looked at
the charts tonight and had conversation, there are
several questions come to mind.

Number 1 1s a design that calls for multi—
modal use of the bridge. There has been no written
guarantee to protect against what happens if there 1is
no funding to cause the rapid transit piece or the
transit piece to happen and to cause thg'brxdge to be
nine lanes for automobiles, or eight lanes for
automobiles. That is a major concern.

Secondly, there is discussion but no
funding. And discussion without funding is
meaningless. So there has been funding made necessary
to Ansley Park to implement any changes of any studies
that were spoken to in the documents that you have
handed, to have studies without funding means that we
are left with no ability to take action.

Third, in earlier documents there was

promi1ses made regarding tax allocation district

[
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tinding 1or scme neddghborhoods, Tl has na o b
dene it the history i Lhe history of That can-lks bty
of Georgia. It is a hollow promise.

Fourth. The traffic projections inadequately
considers a surface flood of traffic through Historic
Ansley Park and lessor developed areas to this new
development. And that is a major concern.

Fifth. And I quote from your document handed
out tonight. “Traffic conditions on some roadways and
intersections in the study area are predicted to
worsen with implementation of the project, as compared
to the no action alternative.” Again, that is a direct
quote. This is why there should be no 17'" Street
extension east of Spring Street in order to protect
Ansley Park roadways from these abominable outcomes.

And then at last, Lhe memorandum of
understanding that you refer to, to address community
concerns is meaningless without specific commitment of
funds to Ansley Park and other affected neighborhoods
to implement changes to overcome these concerns and
issues now and in the future.

Thank you.

.
MR. GUBERMAN: Sidney Guberman, a resident of

Ansley Park.
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“hen our Representative, Kali, A hoor
cntered the building this evening with herv sioq, Lo
was told that no signs were allowed 1nside the
building

I understand that this project is wroth
millions and millions of dollars, not only to the
developers and to the owners, but to our servants, the
Georgia Department of Transportation. They have
forgotten whose servants they are

Four years ago when this post—warrant boom
was seeking in said the cars has got to be
controlled. That hasn’t happened. But at least the
automobile has been rained in almost every day, but
not i1n Atlanta.

The 17" bridge is planning a monstrosity.
And it is altogether inappropriate as part of in-town
Atlanta, where almost magically has a scale of human
and at the same time accommodating the several office
buildings or travel circuits.

The City of Atlanta has concerns that the
existing City of Atlanta sewer lines and treatment
facilities are right at capacity

So, that 1s all I have got to say. 1 think
it is a bad idea. And I think that many of the people

who are establishing are trying to screw us.
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MR. COVWIART: My name is Laurence Cowarl. I
live at 18 Park Lane 1in Ansley Park. I am a member of
the Ansley Park Civic Association.

I have been a resident of Ansley Park for
thirty years. Longer than some, not as long as many.

Ansley Park is a beautiful nlace. I suggest
you go look at it. And the reason it is a beautiful
place is because of the people in this room.

And it started forty years ago, recovering a
neighborhood that was deteriorating very rapidly. And
made it into one of the prettiest neighborhoods, and
most beautiful living places in the city of Atlanta.

And the reason it is, is becayse you people
fought, and we have fought and we will continue to
flght, because without fighting for the things we have
prepared and preserved to make this a neighborhood,
all of the work in tﬁe last 34 years would be gone --
and to decrease something unusually beautiful in this
part of the City, I think it would destroy something.

And my message is very simple. I would hate
to say that this project would not have any impact on
Ansley Park defies common sense. I don't see how they
can stand up and say it will have no impact on this

beautiful neighborhood.
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taaay you.

MS. BIGGINS: My name is Veronica Biggines. 1
am a member of the Ansley Park Civic association. My
husband Franklin and I live in Peachtree Circle
between 16" and 17'" Street.

1 love looking at this map that you have
mounted, because you have a number -- you have used,
what, e;ght, nine lanes that ends nowhere. Where they
end and what happens is in my back yard. It concerns
me greatly.

There are certaint things that come to mind.
Afterthought. I think that Ansley Park 1s an
afterthought. It became an un-huh. When we as a
neighborhood raised our hand and said what? We are
here.

Blue skies is another term that comes to
mind. For those of us who live in the City, it becomes
rare for us to see blue skies.

Another thing that comes to mind 1s respect.
As a community, I think we pay a lot of money when it
comes to taxes. When 1 think about the EPA and what we
do, when I think about the Department of
Transportation, and I think about where their salaries

come from, 1 think about the amount of money that we
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pul 1n Lhe peol thal goes touard that  And [ seuld
/ou to respect us as a communtty, to respecl Lhe fact
that it would be very hard for us to take our
children, as we walk our dogs every day -- as I look
at the traffic that is increasing now as 1 try to back
out of my driveway which has become almost an
impossible process.

Say you respect us and give strong
consideration to where you are in your proposal in
thinking about the fact as a neighborhood, we have
been there and continue to be there, and we have --
we are not going any place. So I would ask you to not
allow -- to respect the blue skies and to respect us
as individuals.

Thank you.

‘e

MR. EVINS: Hello. 1 am John Evins. I live at

1211 Barnes Street in Home park.

I am not necessarily one of you all, but I

certainly empathize with what you are saying.

I am a walker. I love to walk in cities. I
think it is a beautiful city to walk. I.wish the
sidewalks were a bit wider.

And which brings to mind the plan that we

are seeing tonight. It seems to have been a monster
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from what 1 had originally heard from the developers
for Atlantic Steel. And it seemed like, there was so
much discussion about current activity, which I
thought was a really nice work, because we are
beginning to be more connective.

But the manner in which we are connecting,
the plan seems to be disintegrating more than
connecting, in the sense that we are giving lip
service to transportation and transit alternatives,
but giving red carpet to the cars.

We don't have any more reason for cars. If

we have more lanes, we have more cars to put them. We

are Bust going to be run over by cars, really. I am a=--

walker.

1 also drive my car too. But I do it with a
little bat of restraint. At least I plan my day to do
that. And I think it is possible for all of us in this
room, including those people who want to use this
facility, can also do the same thxng:

Thank you.

MS. JIUNTA: My name is Jennifer Jiunta, and
we live in Inman Circle. We have been coming to Ansley
Far) -- we have been here ahout five vears.

1 prevaoves )y laved an Hanbotlen The mion th
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of our City, was people and not just amount of cars.
It was built for pedestrians to live and work and play
in this family. It is not something that we feel the
planners did for us.

I have a degree in design. And I have -- 1
have been professionally a designer for fifteen years.
The design I am looking at we are not followd. Make
it more workable.

Thank you.

.

MS. FLOCKS: Sally Flocks, PEDS. PEDS is a
non-profit orgaﬁization dedicated to making metro
Atlanta safe and accessible to all pedestrians. ARd it--
was anything to say I am very excited about this
access that this bridge will provide to a walkable
mixed use community. I think this project is very
sizeable and I don't want us to forget that.

I have a few concerns, however, about
safety. One is the concern seems to Se limited to
speed of 35 miles an hour. The Georgia DOT has said
that having a higher designed speed wi!l increase
safety because it creates a longer sigh distance or
longer line of sight. What they are forgetting is that
when we drive faster our field of vision shrinks. Yel

vhen you gre aoang al & lovuer rpoco, von non o wade
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circle and you see the surrounding area, including the
sidewalk and the optical band. When you are going this
side, you see nothing but the land ahead and maybe a
tiny fragment on the lanes on either side.

Since this is a transportation control
measure, we need to get special concerns about the
safety of the pedestrians and the bicyclists. And you
won’t be giving that with a design speed of 35.

In addition, studies show that if a
pedestrian is hit by a motorist trav;11ng 20 miles an
hour, the risk of death is just five percent, If they
are hit when a driver is going thirty, the risk of
deat; is forty-five percent. And if the driver 1s>
going forty, the risk of death is eighty percent - 1
am sorry, eighty-five percent.

This safety issue needs to be addressed on
the bridge by reducing the design speed. In addition,
we have a speeding issue in Ansley Park that needs to
be addressed. I think this increase in traffic from
this 1s inevitable, but I think there is much that can
be done to mitigate the speed and reduce the spee-.
And 1 think that funding needs to be dedicated or
traffic count in an area-wide way.

1 don't agree uith the neighborhood aboul

the bencfits of closang Lhe traffc mac 177" 5ty oo,
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because then it will just all flow onto Beverly and
Peachtree Circle. But I do think it is critical that
you prepare for it to flow throughout the
neighborhood. Because traffic is like devil, you are
going to fill up whatever opening is available. And we
need to be prepared with area—-wide traffic counting
that is funded by the DOT.

Thank you.

MR. BARRY: My name is Rogers Barry. And I am the
vice—president of the Ansley Park Civic Association. I
reside at 19 Maddox Drive, and I have been for the
pas{ several years one of the representatives fré%
Ansley Park at our neighborhood planning.

I have also been, until just recently, vice-
chalr of NTD.

This has been a very long process. 1
certainly have been involved in it from the beginning.
But there was this big flaw at the beginning.

And I want to put it on record. MF. West and
I have discussed this before, but at the beginning of
the process when EPA hired, 1 believe EPD, Clark Gable
to manage this address. 1 had to beg to get into the
meetings. And 1 was nol alloved Lo participate. 1 was

alloved to olverve




VORI 748 PRNCACANDY 1 00043 5000

ve-r

21

23

24

25

And at that time I spoke with Ms. Bless and
others who were present, and including the developer
and other consultants. And 1 said, on your map at that
time, the subject area stopped at Peachtree Street.
Now it goes to Peachtree Circle.

So at that time, 1 informed you that the
world didn't end at Peachtree Street, and that you
were making a very, very huge mistake by not including
Ansley Park in the beginning.

Since that time, all of the parties have
closed guns to understand that the noise that was
coming out of Ansley Park was not just in incoupe(?)
and that it was real. What 1 am saying here tonight
is this isn't the end of environment assessment.

We are at the beginning. And what I wish to
inform I have to serve and represent my neighborhood.
And none of the parties, none of the potential
conveyors of any kind of memorandum or belief should
for one moment not only underestimate my community’s
resolve to defend itself and to, you know, look after
in a fair way and consider there, but that we will do
it forever.

‘s
MS. ADAMS: I am Sharon Adams. My husband Al

and 1 live at 58 Westminster Drave in Ansley Park. We
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have been residents of the park for fifteen years.

What I have to say may be largely
reiterative of what already has been said, but my
experience this evening leads me here to the
microphone.

I came into the room next door and walked up
to the chart and invest myself in a discussion between
a young ‘woman and a DOT representative talking about
the effect of the bridge on 17*® Street traffic. And
his comment to her was that it was hoped that traffic
would use West Peachtree. And she was commenting that,
the fact that it would proceed east on 17" Street to
Peachtree Street. And I then suggest that it wouldn't
stop ét P;achtree Street, but might flow through
Ansley Park. And also that there was an enormous
amount of traffic to be expected to turn through from
Piedmont to Peachtree. It happens now. There is no
reason to think that it wouldn't continue to happen in
ever larger numbers.

Ultimately, he conceded that the traffic in
Ansley would be increased, But if 1 understo;d him
correctly, his comment was that it would not be
unacceptable under current DOT standards as applied to

urban streets.

My thought at the time, and I think 1 made
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a comment to him, that those streets were designed in
the urban present century when traffie was light and
slow. Anybody who lives there now knows that it is not
light any more. Those streets are abused now by people
who cut through speeding.

1 don't expect people to stop coming through

Ansley without reconfiguration of those streets in a

way that 1 don't think will ever happen. But I do

-expect cSoperation despite DOT, to come up with a

traffic plan that implements other ways to access --
for east—west access, and provide funding, and the
tools where the people in Ansley Park could protect
themselves. And say that the flow will be acceptable
or not unacceptable, I think -- 1 feel insulted both
personally and as a member of the Ansley Park Civic
Association.

Thgnk you.

.

DR. ROGERS: 1 am Harrison Rogers. And I am
not a resident of Ansley Park. I am a Board Member of
the Atlanta Medical Heritage that owns Academy of
Medicine on West Peachtree Street below the Biltimore.
1 am a member of the First Presbyterian Church that
sits on Peachtree at 16'™. I am an Atlanta citizen and

1 pay taxes to the City.
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I have heard several things tonight. First
of all,'I heard that we are looking for the best
possible gatéway bridge for this property. I have also
heard the need for east-west traffic solutions, from
the project to the rest of the City. I heard the
requirement for a mechanism to minimize a traffic dump
or drop on Peachtree Street directly into Ansley Park.
1 have heard for a need to consider the esthetic needs
of all of our new and old citizens of midtown.

And this is an important area. We are all
aware of the tremendous growth of midtown that is
going on today and the needs of these for more help.

1 feel that there is possibly an innovative
approach, an innovative solution to thesg deeds. And 1
would suggest that you seriously consider, cover the
expressway with a continu;us bridge from 17'" Street to
st* Street, cover it with dirt, plant grass, plant
trees, and have a wonderful park in this area. Have
places for those folks in midtown to walk and play and
send their children to play. This could be a great
thing. It could open all of the streets, all of the
cross streets, minor and major from east to west. No
problem at all. You could have them as wide or as
narrow as you need.

And you talked about a best possible gateway

50
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bridge. Can you imagine a better gateway bridge than a
park in the center of the City of Atlanta under which
all of the traffic flows.

Thank you.

.

MR. HAILES: Brian Hailes. I live in the
Prado.

1 was going to talk numbers. I don't believe
in giving numbers. I think that is incorrect.

In the light of what was said earlier maybe
it is best to talk in generalities -- how to make
points. I think it is time to put me on the table.
But, now, we have heard the passion and determination
of these residents of Ansley Park. And tpis is not
relevant to the function and specialty of the EPA and
the DOT.

But there are two contingencies that we are
concerned about. The politicians who have ground field
recollection forget. And the developers who have
millions of dollars involved.

Now, earlier on, we heard how Ansley was
reclaimed from the drug dealers and motorcycle gangs
of the 1960s. Well, today, Ansley Park neighborhood is
doctors and dentists, accountants, teachers, bankers.

There is more lawyers than you can shake a

51

MO 740 PENGADANDY 18005310000

20

2t

22

23

24

25

stick at. So guess what? 1t is the preliminary way.

So it’s not our intention to kill the brown
hill project and cost the developers hundreds of
millions of dollars. You have been there longer than
the politicians and the developers. And if necessary,
you will accost the politicians and brown hill
developers. And it will cost the developer hundreds of
millions of dollars.

So, to me, it is very simple. Maybe it is
time for these people to get smart. Sit down at the
table, cut a deal that meets the needs of the
residents of Ansley Park and then everyone will be
happy. We will be able to protect our beloved
neighborhood in—town and the politicians will have
their proud recognition, and the developers will their
hundreds of millions of dﬁllars invested. If not, I

think everyone is specifically in danger and that is
just my way of thinking.

L X3
MS. HAMMOND: My name is Jane Hammond. I
would like to speak this evening on behalf of the
Atlantians For In—town Neighbors. It is a group
consisting of residents from thirteen neighborhoods

across the City. It makes the alliance of Ansley Park,

28 Home Park, midtown, Morningside, Lenox Park,
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Northside and Piedmont Park, Ridgedale Park, Sherwood
Forrest, Virginia Highlands, Kirkwood and Garden
Hills. And this-is a neighborhood for lo, many, many
thousands of votes.

The Alliance actually is opposed to the 17¢h
Street bridge bacause it uses a historical area as a
dumping ground for traffic. We are not against the
development of the Atlantic Steel project. We want the
EPA, th; developers, the City and State officials to
realize that the established neighborhoods in the
midtown area are vital to the success of this project.

We have been here safeguarding this midtown
and twenty—four hour community for close to a hundred
years. The viable neighborhood in the iqftown plays a
huge part in the storm of development that is taking
place in this area of town.

The Atlantic Steel project would not be here
if we were not here. Now, this type of plan can lead
to the destruction of Ansley Park and other midtown
neighborhoods. The neighborhood sees this as a notice
of precedent setting for developing in their
community. So we have voted to stand together to
oppose the bridge as it is currently proposed.
Officially, the signs, the placards and the opponents,

}

and the way it ends at Peachtree Street where it 1s
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pouring some thousand of cars into all of the
neighborhoods, and let me respect that, all of the
neighborhoods in midtown.

Maynard Jackson said that neighborhoods are
the crown jewels of Atlanta. You may not enjoy. this.

‘e

MR. LAMAR: My name is Tom Lamar. And 1 am
about to be a resident of Ansley Park. I represent my
family and others in Atlanta who have multiple
interests in this project.

The first thing I noticed is that no one
this evening, not the DOT, not the EPS, has mentioned
or discussed the notion of this environment. There is
no discussion at all about trees. There is no
discussion at all about parks. '

I moved to a beéutiful City that is
concerned about its environment. And has great impact
on our great nation. 1 believe that when 1 asked the
question, could any DOT engineer or EPhA official, have
you taken into account the impact of the loads of cars
that should increased when the cars were brought into
the area. They say the cars still weight the same. And
that is unbelievable uneducated answer to a very blunt

issue.

Sewer lines. That is the environment. Back-
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ups, broken lines, costs, dig up the streets, tree
roots don't exist only where the truck hits ‘the
ground. They go out a lot, depending on the height of
the tree. Impact of traffic on roads where beautiful
trees that cover the asphalt, and keep it cooler.
Protest the air quality.

The southern oxygen program performed at
Georgia Tech, founded by the United States government,
pushlnq'Georgia Tech, Number 1 air quality study about
parks this year, shows that the problem with our great
air - ‘ty in the State of Georgia is coal burning
power planis and automotive emission, combined with
loss of trees. Remove the trees and you add asphalt.
You increase the heat. And so on and so forth. It is
not in the study.

This is the beginning. Thank you for
including us in the early stages of this design
process. It is very clear that the one sketch that we
saw, which is missing any many lines and many
thoughts, is the beginning.

Thank you for letting us be here.

’e

MR. BROWN: I Am Lake Brown, a fifteen year

resident of Ansley Park.

1 think the Atlantic Steel project is
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wonderful. 1t is going to be -- do much for Atlanta
in the long run. It also must share the downsize as
well by taking increase in traffic.

The Ansley Park Civic Assocliation, 1is
proposing that traffic be stopped at 17" Street and be
routed in a different direction. They also say that
traffic should be allowed on Peachtree Circle. The
traffic is going to get to Highlands, the other side
of town some way. And also in Ansley Park, the problem
is on Ansley Park. Unfortunately, 1 think that has to
be utillized more. Again, departure from fillers,
utilizing more 4-way stops. The traffic can be slowed
rapidly through Ansley Park and have to stop every
couple of_streets.

Thank you very much.

iﬁ'

MR. BRITTAIN: My name is Nancy Brittain.

And I have lived in Ansley Park for 32
years. I have raised my children there. And what a joy
it has been to live in downtown Atlanta. And thanks to
the people who have worked so hard for us ovér the
years, because 1 tell you, my kids were able to walk
in the park and without worry about getklng hit by

cars.

Bless your hearts, those of you who are
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there now, 1 want to see your kids. You have got so
many people already coming through the neighborhoods.
And we all know what this weird bridge is going to do
in the future to us i{f we don't do something.

1 would ask that a traffic expert be hired
by the development company and next door, about why
there would be an exit from 75-85 to this new
development, but there would be no entrance back onto
the expgessway.

And I am reminded of an old commercial on
television several years ago. You remember the Roach
Motel. The bugs could get check in but they couldn't
check out. Well, 1 am afraid that is what have got,
because we have got to find a way to get to work. That

is only 75-85. We can't get to work.
‘e

MR. RUDDERMAN: My name is Randy Rudderman. I
live with my wife on Inman Circle.

And we are not opposed to progress, new jobs
and certainly not development. My concern regarding
the project is based on the day that it now becomes
self-validated. In terms of value, it has enormous
potential for revisionary development but it has yet
to demonstrate this to anybody.

You know, examine your own data. The date
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that you have got out there. And your average annual
daily traffic flow. And we all talk about the traffic
that they are talking about, Peachtree going north, .
Peachtree going south. Their own data states the
northbound traffic after the bridge, going in front of
Rhodes Hall and Peachtree, is going to be left of the
bridge. Right in there. The southbound traffic on
Peachtree in front of Symphony Hall and Colony Square
will beileft of the bridge. .

I asked four of the officials from DOT
tonight if they believed this. And not a single one of
them could respond. Mr. Chairman, you expect us to
take you at your word, that your own people don't

believe your own data.

We also heard that excessive plans to the
plans that are, you know, great vision for our
future. Now, we are opposed to plans based on
conclusions, based on various data that we were given.

Thank you.

MR. KOBLENTZ: Michael Koblentz. 1 live in

the NPU West Loring Heights.
A few years back I attempted to gain a
consensus among the NEPU E neighborhoods to develop a

position regarding the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment.
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And after many meetings and negotiations with the
developers, 1 sponsored and the NPU passed by an eight
to zero vote, which included Ansley Park I might add.
A resolution which included many conditions to support
the redevelopment of Atlantic Steel.

One neighborhood, Home Park, abstained on
the vote. However, later on, because of the input and
support of Home park, the project evolved into a more
urban o;iented mixed use site which would be woven in
a far greater way with their own neighborhood.

In the last year or two, a revisionist view
of history has emerged which would make one thing
that neighborhoods were somehow left out of the
process. 1 was at the first meeting held on this
project with the most adjacent neighborgoods, Loring
Heights and Home Park, as wéll as Georgia Tech. And 1
can attest four years or so later, that neighborhood
input was not only sought but most of the conditions
adopted, including the 17'" Street bridge, were put
into the final documents as a result of negotiations
between the neighborhood and the developer.

In fact, as an eight year and longest
serving member of the Not Planning Unit E, and with
scores of projects and developers which have come

online in the last few years, particularly in midtown,
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no developer has been more forthright and negotiable
than the Atlantic Steel Developers led by Charlie
Brown. 1 have seen the good ones and the bad ones, and
many over the years have had no regard for the
surrounding community. Some have been openly hostile
of neighborhood impact -- input. Some have attempted
to avoid the process and their shoddy and
inappropriate buildings and developments are their
lasting.legacy to Atlanta.

In the last few years, some of us have
created a third way of looking at development in
Atlanta. Instead of the note in my neighborhood
approach of some cities and neighborhoods, and the
growth at.any cost of others, we have attempted to
promote the balanced projects which mix sound and
smart land use with profitabllity. Particularly as a
result of both NPU E, the vigilance of the Midtown
Neighborhood Association and the foresight of the
Midtown Alliance, growth has been planned with a
purpose. Pedestrian friendly buildings, mlxeq use,
green space, have been some of the prerequisites of
most plans. As a result, midtown has become midtown.

There are two questions that have to be
asked of growth; will it be smart growth and will the

burden of the projects be equally distributed? This
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leads me back to Atlantic Steel.

This site has been legacted for many yea}s,
and growth was going to come one way or another. My
feeling is that the project is sound and the burden is
equally distributed. We take a hit in Loring Heights
as a result of the 17'" Street bridge. There may be
some excessive traffic coming into the neighborhood.
However, we feel that the 17'" Street bridges relieves
10*® and 14'" Streets which are bottleneckea and are
used all of the time by our residents.

We don't know definitely how it will all
play out. There are no certainties. The point is the
arowth had to happen. This was a developer we could do
business with. It will no longer be an gpvironmental
eyesore. And we as a neighborhood are willing to take
some risk for the greater good of the project. Yes,
there are no hundred percent guarantees on traffic,
but overall we are looking at a net plus.

We feel that other neighborhoods should
share this attitude. Some risk, yes, but let’s lcok at
the big picture. And there are gafeguards and
something called good will and trust that has
developed between the neighborhoods, most of them, and
the developers that if something unforeseen appears

will be dealt with. We have the assurance from the

6!
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City and we will hold them accountable and we will
sign the memorandum of understanding.

Atlantic Steel, now Atlantic Station, can be
a model of in—-town growth and a firm and clear
statement against a sprawl. Let's get on with the
show. No more delays.

'x]

MS. PETERS: In the interest of time I will
just make a short statement. I am in the real estate
business. And I am sure it must be great to get eight
million dollars in public funding for one developer.

.

MR. DEDEMADAS: 1 am Peter Dedemadas --

VOICES: Can't hear you.

MR. DEDEMADAS: I am Peter Ded;;adas. I own
some property at Northside 6rive and Bishop. This
project will increase the ground, not for me, not for
you, all of the people -- (inaudible).

1 say one thing. You are good people. But
some people -~ (inaudible)

Thank you very much. Thank you.

.

MS. KLENBORT: Good evening. My name is

Marcia Klenbort, and I am here as a citizen of

Atlanta.
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I happen to live in Ansley Park. But I am
very aware that our neighborhood is just one of the
neighborhoods being impacted. And I would like to
speak to several of the proposed ideas, that I think
are voicing a disaster to the entire city.

We cannot stand a new major mall at the
Atlantic Steel site. I do not know to accept whether
this iIs a done deal or whether the deals have been
made, b;t we cannot stand a mall, which cars and
traffic like malls do. We can’'t stand the traffic that
the mall will bring. And whether it comes off on this
dreadful 17'" Street or whether it gets to use some
other way. We simply cannot stand this traffic.

We could stand non—automobile alternatives.
And all of us have got to figure ocut some way that we
are going to make plans for Lhe City that do not
depend on us each getting one person, one at a time,
in automobiles. It is just going to kill us all.

We can't stand the terrible air quality that
we know from this traffic, by, very hopeful, after
tonight, because 1 think that perhaps the best part
about this meeting is that the Atlanta people have
found each other, and even though there should been
presence in the most outspoken spokesperson in this

group, I believe that the neighborhoods and that all
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of the citizens in Atlanta were concerned about these
things.

I wrote a letter to the EPA on July 14,
1999, And I will read a slight bit of it. As far as I
can understand all of my letter of objections did was
to get me on the mailing list, so I have yotten
alcohol other of things that I cannot understand in
the mail from the EPA.

' I wrote in this letter that the purpose of
developers and development is to make money. The
purpose of residential neighborhoods, once we get our
own families cared for, is the be the collective
bowler that preserves the City. The purpose of the EPA
is to protect City residents and institutions that
already exist from the irretrievable erosion which
destroy needs and develophenés in the City itself.

Thank you.

‘..

MR. HOFFARTH: I am Dennis Hoffarth. 1 am the
Executive Director of the Atlanta Bicycle Campaign. We
work in the ten county region, but we are situated in
the City and we like living in the City.

I am not a resident of Ansley Park. But I am
thinking about moving there. It sounds like a nice

place to live. 1 do live in a inner city neighborhood
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and we are reclaiming some of that. But 1 think that
it is so important that any project you develop with
some sort of vision, not -- well, maybe put it this
way: One environmental hero of mine once said: You
can't do one thing. In other words, you have one thing
in mind but you have lots of side effects that could
be affected here.

one of the things you need to stand pat on
in this.City is that we will protect the inner City
neighborhoods. Probably the thing that has had the
most impact in inner City neighborhoods over the years
is transportation projects. So I hope that -- frankly,
1 was not aware of some of these issues before the
meetings. Like you had the protest table out there.
But I certainly heard some things that éive me pause
as far as making sure we address some of these
neighborhood issues when the project is built.

At the same time, we have a lot of folks
with disability. And an exemplary example project
especlally internally and how it affects the
transportation for the future. To give an example of
how we can do the inner city and urban project that
will encourage other options. The City is totally
lacking i1n that. This could be the harbinger if it as

done right and protect the inner city neighborhoods
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at the same time.

Someone said earlier that this was an
experiment. And you felt really -- you can't prove
that it is going to have the problem resulting as far
as traffic that you guys are claiming.

Some of the concerns we have from the
bicycle campaign is that it doesn't seem to be loaded
with those position things that are cutting edge and
on the slope for us for what can be done as far as --
I don't think it includes some things that other
Cities are already doing.

So we are talking with the developer and we
would like to make sure that EPA is aware of all of
the options that are available are maximizing the use
of transit, of bicycles and walking.

Those are our hopes of getting people out of
these cars. Some carpooling. But by and large that is
going to be the answer.

I have got a couple of little specific
things for bicycle lanes. And then I will submit
written comments by letter. The 14'" Street bridge, you
are building a brand new bridge that is not going to
be replaced for at least another eighty years. That is
the average. It has got to have bicycle lanes

included. 1f you don't have it on there now, please
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add it.

We like the 1dea -- this is the first time
we are going to see it in the Atlanta area, shared bus
and bike lanes. I was just up in Philadelphia and they
are doing it there. It is looking great. I wasn't too
sure. But that is going to be a very innovative idea
that could be, helpfully spread through more of the
City over the years.

Of course, we support that, as well as the
trails being built as part of the project to encourage
people to use their bicycle. And let’s be reminded
that bicycling and walking also help keep people alive
and healthy. And transit, if we don't have this
connection, bicycling and walking to the transit, it
won't be used. So we need to make all of.these
connections.

In that respect, 1 would like to see us look
at bike racks on the busses that are going to be used.
And it will just provide a much larger capture area
for those that want to ride bicycles, to get to the
bus.

Internally, bicycle parking. We need more
detail on that. We need more encouragement for
businesses to actually work with their employees to

not bring their cars into Ansley Par} or anywhere
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else. Don't bring into the City, if you can come i{n by
some other way. And encburage -- provide those
incentives to the employers and the land owners --
the landlords, whoever is providing property, there
are very frugal ways to do that. And we need to do
these state of the arc on this for this project to be
trusted and this project to go forward and really show
a great thing.

Thank you.

.4

MR. LOTT: My name is Michael Lott. And ! was
living in west midtown for ten years.

And 1 am going to say, I am a little
confused by the attitude of a lot of people here
tonight. And let me just bring up a few things that,
the way 1 perceive things.

You have a ground kill. You have an area
that had no trees. A factory -- toxic waste, slowly
seeping into our soil, contaminating our
neighborhoods.

And the government and a private ihdustry
has agreed to come together and clean it up. That
seems like a great thing. Not only that, they are
going to put in a development which will provide

grocery -- hopefully a grocery store, hopefully other
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things that will serve our community as well as an
entertainment destination.

Now, this is the thing that people -- 1 live
on the south end towards downtown. And the downtown
neighborhood, they have been clamoring for this kind
of development downtown. Build small, light
developments downtown. I don't understand what the
problem is. You are getting what we wished for.

‘ . Now, you have the great development here and
integrated well into Oak Park and Loring Heights and
into West Midtown where I live, the other side of
Northside. Reclaim the neighborhood. And then it would
be in great shape for us.

. Now, the bridge. You are saying, well, maybe
that is okay for those people over theré. But I don't
believe in the nexus for ali of that. So what makes a
good City. When I was in Georgia Tech, going through
the architecture program, what needed to be studied
was City planning -- which Georgia city did we look at
when we looked at good state planning? So it wasn't
Atlanta. It was Savannah.

Why Savannah? What makes most great major
cities? Not walls, not barriers, not divisions
petween, but connections. We need to get from one

place to the other, one neighborhood next to the other
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neighborhood. It seems like your neighborhood wants to
be a cul de sac. You want to be a Post Apartment
Complex. It seems like if you just put up a lattle
gate at every entrance, and that would solve 1it.

And some of us -- one part of the city to
the next part of the city witho9ut having to hedge the
highway to get to one place from the other. I like to
walk down streets and go from one place to the other.
This brfdge will help you walk, it will you fight, 1t
will help you get around. It won’‘t help me drive
through your neighborhood to get to something on the
other side.

Most people now -- most people that I have
ever talked to don't even know how to get through
Ansley Park. There will be mutiny. So I wish that vou
would look at Atlanta’s legaéy of building bypasses.
So named, as the new roads that have been planned,
there were roads over time -- dividing the interest
and about keeping people from getting one place to to
other, through the '60s, we were notorious of putting
inroads to divide white neighborhoods from black
neighborhoods, dividing poor neighborhoods from
affluent neighborhoods. People would go so far as to
put roadblocks i1n the middle of the road. They

wouldn't live in the same area as the other guys.
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That seems what you guys -- like what you
guys are trying to do. You are too good to be part of
our side of town. All 1 am saying is let’s connect
downtown, be a city, a community, not a cul de sac.

Thank you.

MR.ROSS: Thank you for allowing me to speak.
My name 15 Jeff Ross. I live in Home Park. And my
concern about this project is that, I wanted to -~ I
wonder if anyone knew about the Atlantic Steel Project
when it was 1n operation. It was the largest producer
of airborne carcinogens in its day. It has been shut
down for some.tlme now. But those products are still
in the soil.

And -- excuse me. I didn't pre;are for this.
But I was noticing my window sills getting very dirty
lately. And I am sure that these parcels are not the
cleanest in the world., And I wanted the EPA to make
sure method of keeping that site watered down while
they are doing this destruction, is important, and it
is not merely setting a set of standards in an office
building.

Thank you.

(Public hearing concluded)
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09/21/2000 07 22 PM

To. Ben WesVR&USEPAUS

cc John Hanknson/RAUSEPAUS, Ktzman hm@epamad epa gov,
Exec.du@gna org, Tom coleman@dot state ga us,
Joe Palladk@dot state ga.us. Jerry.ankin@ha dot gov.
Lanry.drethaup@ihwa dot.gov, kashe486@mundspiing com,
Rpta@cs attanta ga us, Watsona@gtaw com

Suby Develop: of the At Steol site, the 1 7th street Brdge an
Atanta’s overall Master Plan

Dear Mr. Wesl,

First of afl, let ma say thank you lof the hours you have put into this
project and the prolessionalism of your presentation at the second public
hearing held last week, September 12th | had the opportunity to attend a
presantatton made by Joe Palladi earlier In the yaar at tha Ansley Park
Club, but, due 10 being out ol town, | was unabie to attend the pravious
public heanng regarding this project My husband and | appreciate the
elfort being done to develop this brownheld site, but we have some delinite
concerns, about which | am wnting

Our biggest concem is that this development does not appear to Interface
with or address a Master Plan for the development of our city - whera is
GRTA's involvement? | was disconcerted to leam that my neighborhood and
work focation ( Ansley Park and Peachtree & 171h streels, respectively) were
not considered within the area of impact for this development It we, as a
city, are going to embrace Increased density of lving within the city cors,
then we need to work together to resoive how people are going to Ive, shop,
work, play and move around with thal increased density. Solving these
1ssues can be done, but, in my opinion, it will take more than providing a
mufti-use development on the Atlantic Steel site with a connecting bndge
and extanslon at 17th street and increased interchanges at 1-75 & 1-85

| am concemed thal not only will the 17th street Bridge and extension
conslderably Increase the tratfic in my neighborhood, but will also increase
the traffic throughout midtown  TraHic in midiown is already congesled -
pedestrian areas are adjacent 1o 4 and 5 lane one way raceway-streets and
increased housing developments are only going to contnbute to this
congestion. Should we not try to solve some of the existing problems prios
to compounding them? | think we should be considenng increasing our Mana
rall itnes and destination stops versus focusing our efforts on move roads
for more cars. In my oplnlon, this projectis a form of suburban sprawd,
only located in a more urban area. It amazes and disappoints me that the
envl tal W study falls to recognize that either my
neighborhood or the larger midiown area will even be aftected by this
project

Beflore this project proceeds, | would ke 10 see that the current plans for
the 17th street bridge are redeaignad to divert traffic away from Ansley

Park and that a2 more complete impact study of traffic be done for the
midtown asrea. In addition, | would kke for you and your associates to
identity the impacts of this project on my neighborhood, Ansley Park, and
provide golutions to remedy those Impacts. In closing, | must say thal
although | wani to be supportive ot brownfield developments and increased
density of living and mulii-use projects In the midiown and downtown areas,
as they currently exist in therr design, | cannot and do not support the

17th streel bridge, extension, or devalopment of the Atlaniic sieel site
Thank you lor your time in reading my concems

Very Sincerely,

Marcla K Knight
Anglay Park Resident, midiown employee
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Lisa@eansieypark.com
09/22/2000 04 50 PM

To Ben Weas/R4/USEPA/US

cc.
Subject 17th strest bridge

(Z(Q"‘d 7{ Z'l//oo

/7SS A5

Mr Ben Waest

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atianta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Streel, S.W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Ae. Project NH-7 141-00(800), Fulton County
GDOT P1 No 714190
17th Sireet Bridge lrom Wast Peachires Strest to Northside Dive

Dear Mr Woest

As a director of Ansley Park's Civic Associalton and a Ansfey Park
Tcathc Comnuttee member, I'm waling in 0pposition 10 the infrasiruciure
proposails in the Concept Repon.

Wa've been working on ways 10 keep our neighborhiood safe in regards to
trathc The 17th street bridga as it Is now designed will impact our
naighborhood greatly.

Wa are an intown, elegant, historic neighborhood designed around farge
common spaces conducive 10 biking .walking and visiling your neighbors. Many
ol us walk 10 the tibrary, the museum, to the Arts Center, to church and our
children 10 preschool. A number of residents watk to work in midtown or
take Marta at the Arts Cenler. {Nol exactly the norm in Atlamia ) This s
very similar to what the Atanta Stee! Project is trying lo accomplish. An
Increase in tratfic will change the dynamics of this unique neighborhood.
Anstey Park alraady sutlers trom Increasing cut-through traffic and
spaeding, but not to the extent it will in the tulure. Millions of square

feat ot development are under construclion or are proposed for the area
surrounding Anstey Park By far the largest Is the Atlantic Steel project.
Atihough | applaud your efforts to clean up a browntleld site and 10 help
craate a liva-work community, | cannot suppont your effonts it it encourages
move traffic to travel through our historic residential neighborhood in an
effort to escape the congestion predicted to occur on susrounding surface
streols

1 applaud your efforts to creata an intown walk/five communlty but | cannot
support the bridge in the design il is now.

Sincerely,

Lisa Cannon Taylor
10 Inman Clrcle
Atlanta, GA 30309
404 8728132
lisa@anslaypark.com
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C. Louis HOHENSTEIN

lueved 9f2o/o J w57 S

ATLANTA, GROAGIA 30309 NAME ZDU’S /_JO/JENSTE/,\/
404020980 ADDRESS _ < 2 2 /& TH ST
ATLANTA 5L

September 18, 2000 COMMENTS / g pPosE Tais oo RLY conNce)ved

Mr. Ben West: BRIPGE, OES)aNSO 7D LS T

Environmental Protection Agency e -
DEVEIPER .
RE: Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension - _
and Atlantic Steel Redavelopment Project, Fulton County, Ga. / APPps=E ANY e LXTENS O
Dear Mr. West: EAST OF SPRING ot~ cTREET.

I an a long-time resident of Ansley Park, a historic and
unique neighborhood in Atlanta. The proposed 17th Street Bridge and
extension, as now designed, will destroy our neighborhood as it peint)
exists today. It will do so because the resulting masaive
increase in cut-through traffic will pollute the air, endanger uhs /;D/VZNJTE)J\/
the safety of adults and children residing in the neighborhood,
and destroy the fabric of the neighborhood as a result of the
;heavy traffic from the bridge and its extensions.

I am disappointed that the environmental assessment fails to -
even recognize Ansley Park will be affected by this project. 7 5._
There is a major unanswered question of why this has occurred. I 7 7/ . 5
also believe the design of the bridge and its extensions, as well ’
as the environmental assessment are defective. <)/ B -

I ask that the 17th Street Bridge be redesigned to divert NAME o€ ﬂ:mm/
traffic away from Ansley Park. Also I ask that the impacts on
Ansley Park, thus far ignored, be specifically identified, and ADDRESS 46 'Sb'?%”dﬂ,u‘/‘e
that appropriate agencies act to mitigate and remedy the impacts. Md&/’f 6a° Rp309

7

As currently designed, I oppose the 17th Street Bridge and o

its extensions. AN L 2
”, ) ” . .
Sincerely, COMMENTS Aot Hadbcitced urts ml’&&?{ue./ }1//// /&
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DELLA WAGER WELLS
249 Peachtree Circle, NE

beceivd 1+/3/e
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

404-881-7891 dwells@alston.com

October 2, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta, and I am wnung this
letier to express my grave concems with the plans for the proposed 17" Street Bridge
The 17" Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a massive increase in cut-through
traffic in my neighborhood We support the development of the Atlantic Steel site as a
way lo revitalize intown life and bring residential, recreational and retail life to a site that
sorely needs exactly that kind of development. We are concemed, however, that the 17
Street bridge portion of that development threatens the survival of Ansley Park, one of
the oldest and most established intown neighborhoods in Atlanta, all in the process of
trying to create a new neighborhood modeling what Ansley Park is today. The
environmental assessment present to the public fails to take into account the devastating
way in which Ansley Park will be afTected by the increase in traffic, which will endanger
the safety of our children, walkers, joggers, dog walkers and others enjoying the character
of a beautiful intown walking ncighborhood With the increase in dangerous vehicular
cut-through traffic, the very thing that makes an intown neighborhood special - the
pedestrian access to residential, cultural, retail and recreational opportunitics, as well as
the wooded oasis in the middle of tall buildings — will be threatened by high-volume
speeding motor traffic. Please do not allow our neighborhood 1o be destroyed as you
attempt to replicate its best features in another location

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17" Street bridge must be
redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must provide an
independent, nationally recognized and qualified traffic engineer to identify the impacts
on Ansley Park and implement that engineer’s recommended mitigation to remedy those
impacts. As currently proposed, I actively oppose the 17® Street bridge and exiension
project.

Yours truly,

I gyt

Della Wager Wells
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Re Environmental Assessment 17 Street Extension and Atlantic Stecl
Redevelopment Project, Pulton County, Geutyia

Dear Mr West
- 1 have been a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta since 1987
A nee Nhy . [ Qﬁ/ al ¥ A TRZ Prior to that, 1 lived on 8® Strest in the Midtown neighborhood for cight ycars in a house
X&‘E M 2N fla @xiIPhhg Stvdles [/&( 6¢¢\ that | «til} own. | am writing to express my grave concerns with the 17* Street Bridge
127,439 - 1] project  AsI'm sure you must be sware, this bridge and extension threaten to cause a
clriven PA] ﬂ,\b""‘zw o'c  and [)"L' heat massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of us
- ' ane/ residents, polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood as 1 know it
joterzsn by ose g,,,\d,,)ap fle Stctie s roid ¥ ying B

thor  Hey ac Ack Sound.

T understand (oven though it is hard to belicve) the environmental asscssmnent faifs 1o

recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project. We need your support to
assure that, before this project proceeds, current plaas for the 17* Street Bridge are
/ 77‘/ .{7‘— - 5: redesigned to divert wruffic away ffom Ansley Park. In addition, we need for you to

identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts

§ @ LI-)

1 hope you understand why, as prescatly proposed, 1 do not suppart the 17® Stroet Bridge
and cxtasion prujeut. Pleass help Anstey Park work with you to make this project an
/(*- vin f‘; [wen exciting addition to our city
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September 20, 2000

Mr. Ben Wast

U S Environmental Protection Agency
/ IS JAC Atanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street. S W
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
RE Environmental Assessment 17® Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr Wast:

We are wnting to comment on the above noted Environmental Assessment We are long-term
residence of Ansley Park, 83 Beverly Road We have reviewed the Assessment document
and attended various presentations of the project by GA DOT and the Environmental
Protection Agency.

We believe the information presented is inadequate to support the conclusions of "no adverse
impact on Ansley Park” Qur neighborhood has and will likely continue to suffer from cut
through traffic between Piedmont Avenua and Peachtree/West Peachtree A development of
the size and density of the Atlantic Steel Project with a mega bndge beginning only three
blocks from the neighbor can only create huge increases in traffic and dramatically reduce our
air quality. You have ignored the real impacts on a viable, histanc, in town neighborhood and

0 L]
zt“ t 3 ltﬂ A5 d (Zgalfeﬂltllﬂ(' A endorsed a multimillion doltar benefit to a private developer with our tax dollars.

We wish to have the Assessment amended based on appropnate studies and data on the
facts of traffic and air quatity in Ansley Park. .

61-M

(plesae print)
Under the most favorable Assessment raported data, we wish to have the proposed bndge
down sized to four lanes.

Wae request traffic remediation in the form of physical barriers, traffic management devices,
redirection/rerouting of cut through traffic, and reclassification of all neighborhood streets to
remove the "Collector* classifications. Additionally the proposed remediation must be tully

g )4 . 5 funded and implemented pnor to the opening of the 17* Street bridge
[ '
We are of the opinion that the Assessment s technically flawed and requires substantial
L. Giles Nnellomron Z=

amendment. As presently proposed, we oppose the 17 Street bridge and extension
projec
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CC: Govemor Roy Bames Mr. Joa Pallad: Mr Jim Kutzman
Senator Vincent Fort Mr Rodney Slater Mr. John Hankinson
NTS Representative Kathy Ashe Ms. Faye diMassimo Mr Lany Drethaup
COMME Ms Cathenne Ross Mr. Tom Coleman Mr. Jerry Frankhin
Mr. Robb Pitts Ms. Susan Mendheim

Ansley Park Civic Association
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CHAMBERLAIN, HRDLICKA, WHITE, WILLIAMS & MARTIN
A PARTNERBHIP OF PAOFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension
and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

I write on behalf of the Ansley Park Civic Association (“APCA") which represents
1,300 households in the historic Ansley Park neighborhood. We have reviewed the above
Environmental Assessment dated August 2000 (the “EA”). This letter addresses the EA and the
deficiencies we believe must be addressed before the 17* Street extension and Atlantic Steel
redevelopment (the “Project”) proceeds. Our review of the EA indicates that a number of serious
issues have not yet been addressed in analyzing and disclosing the environmental impacts of this
Project. Further the EA fails to analyze the cumulative environmental impacts of other transportation
proposals for this area, such as the proposed ramp connecting 1 -75 to 1-85 and proposals for HOV
access to the midtown area. As a result, this letter discusses only the most serious deficiencies of
the EA. We reserve the right to provide further comments at a future date.

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 ("NEPA") places upon each federal
agency "the obligation to consider every significant aspect of the environmental impact of a
proposed action and to inform the public that it has considered the environmental concems in its
decision-making process.” Baltimore Gas and Electric v. Natural Resources Defense Council, 462
U.S. 87,97, 103 S.Ct. 2246, 2252, 76 L.Ed. 2d. 437, 446-447 (1983). NEPA also authorizes and
directed "that, to the fullest extent possible ... the policy regulation and public laws of the United
States shall be interpreted and administered in accordance with the national environmental policy
declared in NEPA." 42 U.S.C. § 4332(1). Additionally, federal agencies in compliance with the
policy of NEPA are required to prepare "a detailed statement" for “every recommendation or report
on proposals for legislation and other major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment.” 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). Federal agencies are enjoined to comply with the
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procedural requirements of the Act "to the fullest extent possible.” An Environmental Impact
Statement ("EIS") is the "action-force" mechanism of NEPA. Robertsonv Methow Valley Citizens
Council, 490 U.S. 332 109 S.C1. 1835, 1844, 104 L.Ed. 2d. 351 (1989). The Supreme Court in its
analysis has commented that an EIS serves two distinct purposes. It "insures that the agency, in
reaching its decision will have available and will carcfully consider detail information conceming
significant environmental impact and guarantees that the relevant information will be made available
to the larger audience that may also play a role in both the decision-making process and the
implementation of that decision.” Id 109 S.Ct. at 1845, Thus, APCA firmly believes that an EIS
will be required in as much as the Project involves $82 million of public funds and will create an
estimated 72,000 new automobile trips a day to and from the proposed Project. It also requires
construction of an 8-lane roadway and bridge connecting the Atlantic Steel site to Midtown Atlanta
and the MARTA station. APCA, based on the facts set forth below, urges the Envirorunental
Protection Agency (“EPA") to undertake through independent contractors a full-blown EIS based
on the statement regarding the types of projects that justify an EIS as set forth in 23 CFR 771.115.
That regulation suggests that a four-lane federal highway is a development which would normally
require an EIS.

Aside from the mandates of NEPA and the regulations, APCA draws the agency's
attention to the fact that there is currently pending a settlement agreement and ongoing litigation
between Georgians for Transportation Alternatives, the Georgia Conservancy and the Sierra Club
claims against Wayne Shackleford and other federal agencies in civil action 99CVO01 60 in the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia. That lawsuit challenges decisions made
by the defendants to adopt, approve funds, or assist certain highway projects in 13 counties in the
Atlanta metropolitan area on the grounds that the decisions violate, among others, Section 106(c)
of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. §7506 and NEPA 42 U.S.C. §§ 43214370(d) Plaintiffs sought an
order enjoining defendants from taking any steps to adopt, approve funds or assist the highway
projects that are attached as Exhibit "A" to the settlement agreement. The construction of the
proposed 17th Street Bridge Project would clearly fall within the purview of the type of projects that
are subject to the injunction that is enforced in the GTA v. Shackleford litigation

Further, APCA is aware of pending litigation in the Northern District of Georgia
involving the City of Atlanta and the Clean Water Act which has been the subject matter of
numcrous fines and noncompliance orders issued by that court involving metro Atlanta’s polluted
rivers and streams. 1t is obvious that existence of that lawsuit carries with it potential jurisdiction
over surface water/storm water and sewage problems that arisc from the cleanup and development
of the Atlantic Steel site. The existence of these lawsuits involving the Clean Air Act and the Clean
Water Act, themselves, would dictate a fuller exploration of the impacts that might occur in
development of this Project.
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Finally, and most importantly, before turning to the specific omissions and errors in
the analysis of this particular Project, we would suggest that the EA itself acknowledges that the
proposed development would in fact violate existing federal air pollution standards, and under
normal circumstances (i.c., but for the application of a project XL designation as an exception and
experimental solution to this problem) would be a bar to building the types of roads and bridges
contemplated by the 17th Street Bridge Extension. The EPA has acknowledged that it has "never
evaluated a project of this size and complexity as a transportation control measure.” (Transportation
Control Measure is hereafter referred to as "TCM.") Thus, the current Project would not, under
normal circumstances, receive federal approval. The application of Project XL and the TCM
designation represent a unique circumstance that requires a full environmental impact statement be
issued in this case.

The material omissions from and specific errors in (he analysis included in the EA
identified below demonstrate that the requirements for a detaited statement of the environmental
impacts of the Project set out in NEPA have not been met. Further, given its scope in terms of size,
cost, location in an urban area and potential environmental impacts, this Project presents a clear case
for a full and complete EIS. As presented, this EA does not present a rational basis to support an
administrative finding of no significant impact (FONSI) that would permit this Project to proceed.
The principal concerns of the APCA with the EA are as follows:

1. The EA Fails to Acknowledge the Existence of Air Quality Problems in the Atlanta
Metropolitan Reglon and Active Litigation Challenging the Current Regional Transportati
Plan.

The existence of 72,000 new car trips a day to and from the mix-use development proposed
for the Atlantic Steel site abound with problems that are not addressed in the EA and which are
directly inconsistent with and contradictory to the Consent Order entered in the case of GTA v.
Shackleford, 99CV-0160, Northemn District of Georgia. This lawsuit eliminated certain “grandfather
projects” identified in the interim Atlanta Regional Transportation Improvement Program as edopted
by the Atlanta Regional Commission on January 28, 1998. Pursuant to the opinion, only 17 projects
which were being constructed were approved for further construction. All other projects identified
in Exhibit “B"” were denied advance or approved funding for construction during the period that the
Atlanta metropolitan region “remains in a conformity lapse as that term is used in connection with
the Clean Air Act and its implementing regulations.” The court order also prohibits right-of-way
acquisition or additional right-of-way condemnation where there has not been a written offer already
accepted and further prohibits Federal Aid Highway and Transit Funds from being used or approved
for reimbursement for projects that are being designed in the Atlanta region until elimination of its
conformity lapse.
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The District of Columbia Circuit Court decision atiached and incorporated into the GTA v
Shackleford opinion contains under the Design and Right-of-Way Acquisition Projects the following
language:

Design and right-of-way acquisitions for exempt
projects contained in 40 CFR 93.126 and 93.127 and
TCMs in an approved SIP may continue. This
includes engineering and design activities that are
necessary 10 assess social, economic and
environmental effects of the proposed actions or
alternatives as part of the NEPA process. However,
as noted above, we cannot complete the NEPA
process(f e., approve a CE, FONSI, or FEIS) until the
area has established conformity. Even projects
previously found to conform and had completed the
NEPA will not be advanced in non attainment and
maintenance areas which do not have a currently
conforming plan and transportation improvement
program. Thus, the only projects which can receive
further approval or grants during a plan and TIP
conformity lapse are (1) projects exempted from the
conformity process, (2) transportation control
measures (TCMs) which are included in an approved
state implementation plan (SIP).

The compliance or noncompliance of this Project with this portion of the federal Clean Air
lawsuit is not discussed in the EA in any fashion except to state that the EPA has never evaluated
a project of this size and complexity as a TCM. EPA also has admitted it is using an innovative (l.e,
experimental) approach to approve the entire Project as a TCM. The analysis in the EA focuses on
access to the Atlantic Steel Site and does not deal with questions of direct traffic flow into the
historic Ansley Park neighborhood or the through-traffic that will affect the area with the attendant
air quality and smog problems that will be created. In approving the TCM before the EA process
is concluded, the entire process is turned on its head and renders this exercise superfluous.

In spite of the Federal Court action that eliminated grandfathering and required a cessation
of funding for all the projects in the affected area throughout the 13 county non attainment of North
Georgia, the EA states that “no significant short-term construction air quality impacts or long-term
traffic-related air quality impacts are anticipated. Such bold assertions, without an analysis based
on objective data as has been shown in previous comments by APCA, become a mere declaration
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of preference and flaccid apology for EPA prediction. The EA itself, in section 2.3, states that “the
entire Atlantic Steel re-development would attract new automobile trips and result in new emissions.
Therefore, redevelopment of the site when considered in isolation would not qualify as a TCM in
the traditional sense.” Thus, in order to justify what is otherwise a project that would violate EPA
standards and court orders, the EA engages in a “stretch analysis™ which requires the reader to
engage in the suspension of willing disbelief and accept the site location altematives set forth in
Figure 2.1. There is not justification for such an analysis and assumption except to result in the
predetermined conclusion that this Project must be built.

APCA has formed the decided opinion and conclusion that based on factual data set forth in
the EA and the lack of attentiveness of the EPA representatives at the public hearing, that this Project
will be the subject of a FONSI or other exceptions to the standards set forth in the statute, not
because the statute authorizes it, but because of the “policy” formulated by the EPA to provide so-
called flexible (read as: evasive) means to achieve the statutory requirements in lieu of an in-depth
environment analysis which would ordinarily be performed ina full blown EIS. Theimplementation
ofthe policy over the statutory intent, and denigration thereof, also violates the Federal Court Orders
which are extant and applicable to this Project. For these reasons, APCA ask the EPA to undertake
and construe this Project as requiring a fult E1S.

2. The EA Fails to Acknowledge the Existence of Statewide Water Supply Problems,

and particularly, the Impact on Atlanta of Efforts Currently Underway to Address Those
Problems.

In the case of Upper Chattahoochee River Keeper Fund, Inc. v. The City of Ailanta,
95CV2550-TWT, various environmental groups, cities, counties and landowners brought an action
under the Clean Water Act against the city alleging violations of Nationa! Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits by Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) treatment facilities.
Plaintiffs were accorded relief on Count I1 based on the Court’s finding that the undisputed facts
demonstrate the City of Atlanta is violating the NPDES permits and the Clean Water Act with
respect to the subject CSO’s by failing to maintain accurate records, by failing to conduct first flush
sampling, by failing to conduct composite sampling, by failing to trcat cach CSO treatment facility
discharge in accordance with the CSO plan, by violating Georgia Water quality standards with
respect to discharges and finally by violating the Georgia Water quality standards with respect to
fecal coliform bacteria in the receiving streams below the CSO facilities. The relief then accorded
pursuant to this court order is ongoing and the City continues to incur fines as late as the week of
September 11,2000 according to newspaper accounts. Among violations just cited by the EPA and
the state Environmental Protection Division were illegal discharges of raw or partially treated
sewage from city facilities during the past 18 months; the failure of the city to file several reports
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on time as required by the consent order; and discharges “to or from"” the Atlantic Stee| facihity,
whict . der i

Based on the existence of that federal court order, APCA can legitimately inguire as to the
conclusions stated in the EA that relate to the sufficiency of the water and sewer capacitiecs. The
responses received by the City of Atlanta officials including Remedios K. Del Rosario,
Commissioner, Department of Water, May 22, 2000 and Norm A Koplon, P.E.’s responses dated
July 6, 2000 (2) and August 1, 2000 contained in Appendix 8 deal with the available capacity for
domestic and fire protection as well as sewer and storm water management. Their responses
strongly assure the EPA/developer that there would not be a further violation of the Clean Water Act
as set forth in Judge Thrash's Order. The circumstances yield some suspicion as to exactly what is
being verified and guaranteed, however. A careful review of the correspondence of August 1, 2000,
and July 6, 2000, regarding certain requests for clarification evinces some equivocation. Of
particular note is the first letter dated July 6, in which Jacoby is directed to comply with all Codes,
ordinances and regulations related to on-site storm water systems and to provide detention facilities
to reduce the peak runoff from the post-developed site conditions to assure that it 1s less than or
equal 1o the pre-development condition. 1t also directs that additional detention capacity must be
provided to offsct the net increase in sanitary sewer flow in the downstream combincd or the street
sewer according to short term capacity certification protocols. The proposed construction of sewer
is deemed to meet the city's minimum requirements if, but only if, the storm drainage bypass system
is properly designed, both horizontally and vertically to allow future extension to the connection
point at the Tanyard Creek CSO facility. All conditions are subject to the City of Atlanta’s further
approval. The letter states "at this time, funding has not been identified for this extension™. The July
6 communication seems to be hardly an unconditional statement of compliance and ability to serve
this important project in terms of water/sewer needs.

As is evidenced by the Department of Public Works Confirmation of Adequate Capacity to
Convey New Flows in the Wastewater Collection and Transmission System dated July S, 2000
(q.v.), the application of Jacoby Atlantic Redevelopment, LLC shown in the Appendix, specifically
alludes to the requirements of City Ordinance § 154-145 entitled "Plans and specifications gencrally”
which in tumn directly requires the satisfaction of the conditions stated in “Federal Lawsuit initiated
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Division including Paragraph VII1.B.8 of the First Amended
Consent Decree between the United TWT. The terms and conditions of the Consent Decree are set
forth in the application The application is approved subject to, and only subject to, satisfaction of
the conditions set forth therein. Itis dated the Sth day of July, 2000, and is signed by Valenuno T
Bates. A fair reading of the application and letter indicate that, far from being approved and a
guaranteed capacity and compliance with the Federal Court Decree, the approval is only subject to
conditions yet to be met. The July 6 letter to Dr. Hillestad from Norman Koplon also equivocates
on the question of whether or not the RM Clayton facility which currently treats an average daily
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flow of 86 MGD +/- and is "currently being expanded to treat an average daily flow of 103IMGD,”
is, in reality, a projection as what the City can expect as relates to capacity rather than a guarantee
of that capacity. Koplon’s letter indicates that the City has sufficient waste water treatment capacity
available to allow "development of the proposed Atlantic Steel Project at the following projected
daily sewer flows. Clearly, whatis approved is a limitation on sewer and water capacity which relies
on the development of a new sanitary sewer collections system through the Atlantic Stee!
Development which is to be built in the future. Mr Koplon's "understanding” is based on Jacoby
Development, LLC's engineering analysis, which is not supported or suppliedin the EA. From this,
Mr. Koplon opines that the city’s sewer system has adequate conveyance capacity to service the
proposed development of the Atlantic Steel site. The analysis indicates thatsibiskd]
subject to limitations, particularly those of the federal lawsuit, that the apfyRARASHE
projections, systems are not in place and that the capacity that can accommodate the water discharge
and sewer use and its projected water discharge and sewer use at this time are yet to be lawfully
accomplished.

Mr. Koplon’s letter of August 1st secks to “clarify” his two referenced letters dated July 6,
2000 and discusses the need 1o continually update data to the public including clarification of any
information relevant to the draft environmental assessment that the EPA released on August 2. Mr.
Koplon’s "second thought" letter concludes that the capacity "will be available" to convey and treat
the waste water that "you predict” will be generated by your development between 2000 and 2012.
His letter then identified the need for some clarification. Clarification includes upgrades that "will
soon be completed at the RM Clayton water reclamation plant.” Finally Mr. Koplon opines that this
upgrade “should increase treatment capacity substantially to handle the maximum average daily
flows of approximately 122 MGD, in contrast to his expcctations for average annual daily flows
referenced in previous letters” Clearly, the information in previous letters was not reliable and does
not represent fair and accurate estimates. Mr. Koplon suggesis that there is planning and other work
that is "underway" to reduce flows from the Hemphill plant to the Orme Strect combined sewer and
equivocally states in the third paragraph of his letter, "accordingly we are in a good position to
process your permits when you are able to provide design parameters including proposed connection
locations for review by the City staff and consultants.” That approval is prospective. The letter then
indicates the need for implementing and developing sound alternatives for managing storm water
in the short term and indicates that his understanding has been less than perfect as to the complex
inter-relationship of pipes, valves and storage ponds which function to capture and convey several
waste water and storm water flows, past and present. He complains that he has limited experience
with the effects of setting the control valve to reduce the use of the process ponds for conveying
storm water and other flows.

Mr. Koplon is clearly depending on rehabilitation of the combined sewers and separate
sewers on the Atlantic Steel property to reduce the contribution of flows from Hemphill and
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upstream dry weather flows. He “expects” the Allantic Steel Development plans to incorporate
advanced control of both storm water and wastewater and bases his approval on the understanding
that Jacoby will reconfigure its system of ponds and channels obvious!y expecting in the future some
amelioration of the problem.

At no point do Koplon's equivocal several responses provide assurance that (1) the Project
will comply with the Federal Clean Water Act litigation or (2) will be constructed in such a way as
to guarantee the existence of sufficient water and sewage capacity. APCA consequently disregards
the EA analysis of the compliance with the Cle}r'x,w&lar Act and availability of water capacity and
conveyance verification. It is lacking in specific detail, is based on conjecture and future projects
being completed. It also takes into account capacity figures regarded as achieved that are only being
estimated at this time, before they arc precisely known. Accordingly, there is an obvious lack of
sufficient detail and information (or Court approval) with which to satisfy the citizens/stakcholders
of APCA that this problem is being addressed in a way that will not jeopardize the environment as
to these conditions. The site that is being reclaimed is subject to storm and ground water runoff and
detention. Itis, after all, a contaminated site which presumably will require extraordinary treatment
to rid the water of pollutants in the future. The EA does not demonstrate that thig has been or can
be remotely achieved at a level which meets federal court standards in the near future.

3. The Designation of the 17 Street Extension and the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
as a Transportation Control Measure by the EPA is Ultra Vires.

EPA proposes to grant the approval necessary for this Project to proceed under the regulatory
flexibility provided by the Project XL Program. However, there is no statutory or regulatory
authority for the adoption of the Project XL program by EPA. Consequently, any decisions made
by the EPA in furtherance of this program are lacking in any legal foundation and are ultra vires.

Moreover, even assuming any legal authority could be found for the adoption of the Project
XL Program, there is no statutory or regulatory authority that would permit EPA to designate as a
TCM adevelopment that increases regional air emissions on an empirical basis as this Project clearly
would. EPA proposes that this Project should be designated as a TCM under a novel and unlawful
analysis. That analysis would permit the EPA to analyze the air quality impacts of this Project by
comparing those impacts not on a build/ no-build basis as they are legally required to do and have
traditionally done, but rather to compare Project impacts with those of a similar development at an
alternative regional location. Under a traditional build/no-build analysis, it is improbable that this
Project would be designated as a TCM. No legal authority or precedent is offered for this novel
approach, a fact conceded by the EPA in the EA at Section 2 3 and in its response to APCA dated
August 16, 2000.
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4.Even Assuming EPA has the Legal Authority to Designate this Project as a TCM, the
Project Lacks the Necessary Criteria to Qualify as a TCM.

Several criteria for designation of a project as 8 TCM are not adequately addressed in the EA.
First, a critical component of this Project is the transit connection to the MARTA Arnts Center
Station to be provided by means of a free shuttle bus service by the developer. The EA assumes that
when the developer’s obligation to maintain the shuttle service expires, transit service at the site will
continue. However, no firm commitments exist to develop a transit link through this site. Whilea
feasibility study of a transit link between the MARTA Arts Center Station and Cumberland Mall
through the Atlantic Steel site is programmed for FY 2001, such a study provides no commiunent
that any transit will in fact be built. The EA includes no analysis of potential impacts on regional
air emissions should a transit service connecting the site to MARTA fail to be developed. Second,
as we indicated in our letter to Ms. Prince on May 10, 2000, there is insufficient evidence that
funding has been (or will be) obligated to implement the TCM. Third, while the TCM agreement
discusses the enforceability of the TCM obligations against the City of Atlanta and the State of
Georgia, it is silent as to its enforceability against the developer or its successors or assigns. Given
the importance of the obligations imposed on the developer, such an omission must be addressed.
Further, neither the zoning conditions nor the TCM itself impose an obligation on the developer to
complete this Project, It is possible that the TCM site design criteria and zoning conditions attached
to the property will be satisfied following completion of the first phase of construction during which
time the entire public investment of funds in this Project will occur. Therefore, as presently
documented, the Atlantic Steel redevelopment may not result in the development described in the
EA and presented to the public at various public meetings notwithstanding an investment of more
than $82 million in related transportation infrastructure. At a minimum, the documents should
require the developer to complete the proposed development within an acceptable period of time.
This serious omission must be addressed prior to approval of the TCM.

§. The Failure to Study the Impacis of this Project on the Ansley Park Neighbarhood
as Required under Federal law is a Glaring Omission.

As we indicated to you in our letter of April 26, 2000, a full analysis of the impacts of this
project on the historic Ansley Park neighborhood is required under Section 4(f) of the United States
Department of Transportation Act (49 USC § 303(c)) (“US DOT"). Notwithstanding our earlier
comment, no such analysis is provided in the EA. The EA mercly asserts that the 17 Sueet
Extension would have no adverse effect on historic resources, including the Ansley Park
neighborhood. (Ex - 4; 4.3.7) This assertion is fundamentally ftawed. First, the traffic analysis
included in the EA itself acknowledges that there will be adverse impacts on several Ansley Park
streets. Second, the EA incorrectly and arbitrarily defines the eastern border of the “Area of Potential
Effects” (APE) as Peachuree Circle and thus precluded any analysis of the impacts of the Project on
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the entirc Ansley Park ncighborhood. No explanation is provided for drawing the APE boundary
along Peachtree Circle. Clearly, once eastbound traffic enters the Ansley Park neighborhood on
Peachtree Circle it must travel through other parts of the neighborhood to exit. Likewise, traffic
along the Piedmont corridor seeking to use the new 17th Street extension as an east-west link to
Northside Drive (as planners clearly contemplate) will inevitably use the Ansley Park neighborhood
for lack of other means of access to the 17® Street Extension. No analysis of these traffic impacts
is provided in the EA. Without the full and complete analysis of the impacts of this Project on
historic Ansley Park and the determination of the United States Secretary of Transponation, the EA
fails to meet the requirements of NEPA and Section 4(f) of the US DOT.

6. The 17" Street Bridge Design is not in Compliance with the Zoning Conditions
attached to the Atlantic Steel Property.

The Adantic Steel redevelopment is required to be built in accordance with the zoning
conditions imposed by the City of Atanta. The second such condition requires that “the property
shall be developed in accordance with the Use Diagram (“Diagram™)...” The EA inexplicably failed
to include the Diagram. However, the Diagram reflects a 17th Street bridge that varies significantly
from and is inconsistent with the plan proposed by the EA. Any modification of thel7th Sireet
bridge and extension from that included in the Diagram may only be made in accordance with the
procedures for modification of zoning approvals applicable in the City of Atlanta. We are not
aware of any steps taken to date to seek approval of this significant modification.

7. The Analysis of Traffic Impacts Included in the EA is Flawed.

As we indicated in ACPA’s letter to you dated April 26, 2000, the calculation of future traffic
volume estimates rest on incorrect assumptions and may grossly underestimate future volumes. The
traffic growth assumption used for freeway traffic is 1.5% in spite of an historical growth rate
ranging from 8.4% - 9.7%. The traffic growth assumption used for surface traffic is 2% in spite of
an historical growth rate of 2.85%. ACPA"s April 26 letter explains in detail why these assumptions
are incorrect and unjustified. Notwithstanding our earlier comments, these assumption continue to
be used in the EA without any edditional justification.

8. The Apalysis of Air Quality Emissions included in the EA is Incorrect.
Even assuming the approach to calculating regional air emissions benefits from this Project

is correct, which we do not accept as indicated above, the analysis of air quality emissions benefits
accruing to the region as a result of implementation of this Project is incorrect. First, as we indicated

10
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to Ms. Prince of your office in our letter of May 10, 2000, the carbon monoxide (“CO") hotspot
analysis is lawed. This analysis must be recomputed using accurate forecasts of traffic volumes for
the midtown, Atlanta area. In the EPA's response to our letter to Ms. Prince, it indicated that the
background traffic volumes used for calculating potential CO cmissions arc the same traffic volumes
referred to above. As we indicate above, these traffic volumes are speculative and incorrect. By
materially underestimating potential traffic volumes in the project area, the CO hotspot analysis
lacks the necessary factual foundation. It cannot be used to support the conclusion that
implementation of this Project will not result in any local CO hotspots. Sgcond, as we indicated to
you in our earlier letter, the transit usage assumptions used for calculating regional air quality
impacts from this Project are incorrect. '

9. The Assumption in the EA as to the No Build Alternative is Unsound.

The City of Atlanta and the developer provided a no build scenario for purposes of
comparison of impacts. This no build scenario is outlined in Appendix B to the EA. However, this
scenario fails 1o acknowledge that the Atlantic Steel property was primarily rezoned from Heavy
Industrial (I-2) to Commercial Residential - Conditional (C4-C) because of the requirement to
build the 17 Street Extension. Any proposed redevelopment of the site without the 17* Street
Extension would require rezoning. No analysis or justification is provided in the EA to indicate why
the concerns prompting the zoning condition that the 17" Street Extens: ¢n be built would no longer
be relevant in any rezoning application. Accordingly, nothing in the EA justifies the conclusion that
the property would “probably” be developed as indicated in Appendix B or “probably” be run-of-the-
mill quality is purely speculative and revealing of a prompted predisposition on the park of Mike
Dobbins. Any comparison of build/no build made in the EA is contrived and unsound.

10. The draft Memorandum of Understanding and the Five Design Alternatives for 17
Street Fail to Address the Concerns Ralsed by APCA to this Project and have been Rejected
by the APCA.

While the EA refers to concerns raised by neighborhoods, including Ansley Park, it states
that those are add d by of the draft Memorandum of Understanding ("MOU")
attached as Appendix | to the EA. The APCA expressly rejects that draft MOU as an adequate means
of addressing neighborhood concems. In addition, the five altematives for modifications to 1
Street presented to neighborhood representatives at a meeting on May 17, 2000 have been rejected
by the APCA. Before this Project proceeds and prior to any decision by the APCA or the Ansley
Park neighborhood on acceptable mitigation, a full and complete Environmental Impact Statement
should be completed that identifies all potential impacts of this Project on all potential arcas of
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impacts, including the entire historic Ansley Park neighborhood. Without such an analysis, neither
the APCA nor the neighborhood can reasonably determine what specific remedies should be
adopted to mitigate the impacts of this Project. Further, no rational administrative body could
conclude that the requirements of NEPA have been satisfied.

Conclusion

) The above comments are made without the benefit of the response of the EPA to
APCA’s FOIA request. Accordingly, APCA requests the right and opportunity to supplement this

comlpcnl to the EA. Notwithstanding that request, APCA urges that the EA as presently proposed
be rejected and an EIS be ordered for the project.

ﬁic -Hu
Attomney for Ansley Park Civic Association,
Inc.



@ Recened
hT. Birdaey flas o . e b, gve, fha years, bon obl C wmate
Ralph T. ZMI&»\LZ( MMZLJ 7’1,;/!— bad »&JW%c

220 Peachiner Ci e, Nfg‘ff 2/ 2000 acrpss "lff‘»c lon "7
X g » AR B1oy f , Steh C',a,ﬁ 7L /17 N¢ f/?‘, Mfz(
B Vs

| At vtk gree Tl grans fag bee, eye, -

US Env Profictio A gnes ’ ' M%Jh‘j
o o Gt rlines  Trffe Thoif e recsllobond
MZZ‘?@X?&ZM#L[M 'ﬁ;w{{-ﬁ;% bt Noins inenlodle T me Tact Hie recul -

prsed . £ appreceatid yow aslbing cotn Fars Reney ) 177 0F e Traffec Com
chpdt~fhe pripried (7% Strcatbredge. G may of Peechifres 4 wrnll %zﬁ /Z/f @%7

mwkmwm)ﬂu"lﬂulw‘;swﬁﬁnﬁ )

fr fnslin Park £ Lte T phatprte o [oit idy cadling flosust. fhe reqhimbord ° g e

speed ot Wheet fhog ﬁ‘ﬁ”‘ Trareies oae

o 441 L fov-bovd ilarmins o Leia
b %}\7 tmfz S P A b4 wored Co 220 Poaclfrce J/Zi? Uus e fh/&hmmhu ZA;HMM;LWK%
N Cach o 1473 fron Taeon, Grogea. W wradid [le Coming A e ﬁ«fmp oty ex fension vy
Mmtkdd&fﬁ u%m&/h«ﬁ* ’Qﬂ"‘/“"‘fm@v&fmm(@&q tert .
cinlable in Wacan, and se Lo Tha om £ <peck _ o “
nfie oty Tlo keds mest  Tocdeca Svmf;z“v%& muﬁﬂ&ﬁfﬁ 'Zf:gla&,j%
pored s & Ttz § T Sckonl) and bas Fegi? tnd reasonible poople. £ mplel wmt le peatt,
af Taa Sonee /7?5.%7%444/@«“ ey www@gykdﬂuf%&mu(g%wf
o pence (172 , Prffec tonceans o prcttca foffee studies focns
fieat 1o fhe viahledy § an sn-Toun recsh Thank g for o hfprmative patloc btmnin
&5 fhsley Pk o flo atondicls . From The begerning wd fr 7@«7@;:7‘%; ’)ZJZ:f fw, /1,74;7
W,k;MWMW?ZW&uLW rwﬁaxfudfhw« ATeLL.
?W"W Faffc ancrncse. lnstl Penks Lreaion PO s,

kfm&c%ﬁ#md»(/)w»ufﬁwﬁrf«, “
4&7\4,7‘"1,, aﬂmujhj 7%1”7 L mave wf/we!f AA 4 \Q{f >, 2000 /?L%l/{/ Abmp,(_a?



/ﬂﬂ/ﬂls.

NAME Fﬁ/&é I Birdsey

ADDRESS ___,Z_Za__&a.céﬁrf Chr ME
'A'/'/a,nfaﬁ A

30309

1A

e a0, 1L ka2 Q. Ch _USe AnSftey /3

M VCH e ~ ol ACHD (5 0 2.d Wil

e [ 2T

MMy usng 1AL

a4l

Sﬁﬁﬂ é gze/my Sgu-&rz ff/a'v A SMQ@QL
/]7'&/67 Fark nes Aéavlm/ cﬁ[wﬁ’ o blsct ﬁe/rv/’oﬂza’

. |

/7#J7/.//4'S.
| mz -~ aw @&N\L!

ADDRESS 21 The Radn
_Arlsugs . 6 3909

COMMENTS

A% 'A

N K XA, e
Y

p¥de e uy A - WMTJ‘M’[’J ‘e a¥
AN q X2 \'4‘ \‘ eVl S %) ha

g tu,/pm off % # /Doacéfha Street at- 17 7% Sﬁa/f
0 .

)7 \51'-//4«5'

NAME CLAROUNE Ropaper,

ADDRESS _ (83 LlElinsSTEL DewC.
_Anasara  Cruzcaws J0307

COMMENTS A2 oo pesioer of Awley Pagk 7= 4n sar

snzp 1He Flow oF Teathe o pau,,,_w THLS  tmTD Amle/}%p_lf.

71\61, JSSUE  Fue THE ARER IS woT Bemj,.} roee pwp&
" wr hua THEY geT oUT. KNTHUT APOIY Any pampS guro s,

Mo2E c/uﬁw I =TI

7116 JJTERSTATE )/au AzE CA!EATI,U] -
L on 7A€ 1n1ERSTATE

Sreeers « Wit AR wheee 7 geT bac



@ | V1t SH/HG
e oM Wbier
ADDRESS 1% Peaomty 2t CafcAs AT
A oamda ‘
comuem_ELea.ss__,.d.o_oir{mem wthoud
Qccovdim netat by veds
Lafsbae g;\mr\e Lm Shady
_ unfornaahion ¢ cansidera b ¥n
2 wns dane - Qv ‘SU._YGuu_,
umnsape ne,agz\loa—vma-u;(
{ploase print)

3 Wes W)Q\\\'
S 7w 3/7-/45
NAME M CAllon

/
AP & ToJdo

comusmf ASINRS _Fre TAT— T2 GEPA Glgcd

& APy T3 7S PROTITIT Q& 0L ;77
< cry /L

L1057 (7 (RL . DUACCTS (nf AR A2 .
(= (oot
THoAT— Bta= %MDFT ;:,/T cor Pear el e
[4

ezt R £ o]
IS /7‘#{&

/78 SE. /,4§

NAME
ADDRESS

S‘qwm BTSN
19 She Pread
Pant (A RS9

comments 1 1S Unﬁlﬂmwblz‘f’h{ t nmJ delelyoer o v poltcio ™

T omnusc n (1

h -l ) \ | ) dd -
i 1] 7 C—
Q ha uHLrh yey <
) { < fre
-C%\} dcoe' Y haS an wl\&“ﬂv’ pworuld have
oYt lon "f"”’\ V'Slmg/_, il e Vzondlion
Hlus w 3 Sl But ™ sbilae ot

o el Yhot quest Fo a hih %lmu- of |14 —
o hf\oé__{me(’ less 5"*‘5) Betler rass vansit =
VNM Por < orecr SaoaceJra peopte—

« L Vool ~o do&fc‘h‘”‘&’ o e
bt { oHe dtudopgrﬁ but o the
AD\H“‘CL’H\CP( moﬁ\_(wpﬁc«mtb 1De oo Retier Plar\ -

e deGdoper 4 SO (euld Be heros 1 F ’T’hcc7
Wi d e bm(m'm),gm;nj.



z.a,lq,k ?/’lo 00

Subj  1Tth street bridge project
. Date  B/18/00 7:28 30 AM Cantral Daylight Time

From. MAIRDE $B

v To: West ben@epa gov
CC: Tom coleman@dot state ga us
CC: Joe Pallad @dot.slate.ga us, Exec.dr@gta og
CC- Hankinson johni@epe gov. Kutzman.m@epa gov
CC: Jerry.frankiin@fia dot gov
CC: Kashe48@mindspring com, Rpitts @ci.atlanta ga.us
CC: Lany.dreihaup@twa dot gov

o5 a resdent of ansley park ond o tuxpayer of atlant and fulton county, i om OPPOSED fo the traffic flow the I7th
street brrdge will create.i listened fo your presentation last wesday ond am very disappointed that o man of your
posihon and charac ter could honestly state thot ansley park will not be of fec ted_Put the shoe on the other foot..if 1t
were your famly and children and your Nstorre home end neighborhood, how would you respond 227 THERE ARE

AL TERNATIVES .in fact, the most inferesting proposal was mode by the genflemon who wos Not o resident of Ansley
Park._i'm sure you remember the propasal to dump dirt on the bridge, plant trees, create a GREEN SPACE, PERHAPS
SOMETHING LIKE CENTRAL PARK IN NEW YORK. . Has cryone entertained this idea??) There could be a transit lane
for bikes and public franspartation, jogging lanes, walking treils: you could even put horseback riding trorls in..whato
beautful "GATEWAY" FOR ATLANTA_I wont the ofianfic steel project 1o be successful and attractive but NOT AT
THE EXPENSE OF INTOWN RESIDENTS. Please think about this again, Mr. West.let's see some LONE TERM
PLANNING .and how it will affect our environment. Thonk you for histening .I'm printing and mailing ths as
reminder of my oppashon_I just paid my property tuxes on Friday, the 15th..I do not want ny neighborhood tuirned
info a cut through of speeding, road roging vehickes. I do not want any more cor emmissions You are too educated and
responsible 1o see the feasbility of this bridge project. PLEASE DO SOMETHING ABQUT IT. Sylvia Bernstein, 19

The Prado, ATlan, 6A 30309. ;
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49 SOUTH PRADO
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30309-3308

Mr. Ban West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atanta, GA 30303

Re. Environmental Assessment of the 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

My wife and | have been residents of Ansley Park for nearly ten years. Wae write to exprass
our shock, dismay, anxiety and grave concems with the above referenced project.

The 17 Street bridga, and its extension to Peachtree Street, will cause a massive mcrease
in traffic through our nelghborhood. As a member of the Traffic Commitiee for the
neighborhood, | am acutely aware of our existing problems with cut-through traffic and can
only imagine future impacts from this bridge and its resulting traffic.

I've read the existing Environmental Assessment, and it fails to recognize that Ansley Park
will be affected by construction of the bridge and its extension. Neighborhood residents,
especially children, will be negatively affected, as will our air quality and the historic fabric of
a neighborhood on the National Register of Historic Places.

Before this project procaeds, current plans for the 17 Street bridge must be redesigned to
divert traffic away from Anstey Park and prevent cut-through traffic. In addition, the impacts
on the historic Ansley Park neighborthood must be {dentified and a plan to mitigate those
fmpacts must be crested.

As presantly propased, | do not support the 17* Street bridge and s extension to Peachtres
Street.

Very truly yours,

;e;my Bluj
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Subject. Allantic Steel Redevelopment

| am a resident of Colony House in Ansley Park and also work on 17th Streel
| am writing to express my oulrage at the complataly sall-sarving nature o!
the environmantal assassment of 1he impact on the 17th Street extenston |
am appalted in a city that has one of the worst smog records in the nalion,
an enire davefopment wouk! be concentrated on the automobile. The tact
that MARTA has been etiminated from the planning process is dislurbing at
the least When will Allanta admit that it cannot continue 10 focus on the
automobile as the primary means of fransporiation?

in addition, the conclusion that there would be no signiticant impact on the
traffic problem defies logic  Working on 17th Street over the past 5 years

t can say that there has been a appreciable increase in the lraffic on this
stresl. How could anyone supgest that thousands of cars per day dumping
onto West Peachiree and travefing directly up 17th Sireet to Peachiree would
have no Impacl on the surrounding businesses and neighborhoods?

1 applaud the attempt to develop the Atlantic Stes! Development but the plan
certainly seems significanily lawed in the means of dealing with the

tratfic problems Before this project proceeds, the design musi consider
diverting tratfic away from 17th Street and Anstey Park. In addition, the
impact on Anslay Park must be identified and a remedy provided

Graca M Paul
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PEDESTRIANS EDUCANNG
ORIVERS ON SAIEYY INC

September 12, 2000

Ben West, U.S Environmental Protection Agency
US Environmental Protection Agency

6! Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Re Atlantic Steel Redevelopment

Dear Ben.

As President of Pedestrians Educating Drivers on Safety (PEDS), a non-profit organization dedicated
to making metro Atlanta eafe and accessible to all pedestrians, [ would hike to express my support for
the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment and for the 17 Street Bndge. PEDS expects the Atlantic Steel
develop 1o be a pedestrian-fnendly, mixed-use development—which, thanks to the construction
of the bridge, will be accessible to people on foot  This is a terrific example of Smart Growth

PEDS is concerned, however, by two safety issues-the design speed of the bridge and the likelihood
of increased speeding traffic in Ansley Park-and recommends that these issues hoth be resolved
beflore the project receives final approval  According to the Georgia Department of Transportation, a

This argument fails to recognize that a dnver's fleld of vision 1s reduced as travel speed increases.

q

@ design speed of 35 miles per hour (mph) will contribute to safety by providing a longer site distance

M g slower sp allows drivers to be more aware of their surroundings At 25 mph, the
dnver can sl see that he or she must share the road with pedestnans and bicyclists At 30 mph or
higher, all the driver sces clearly is the roadway ahead. (See pictures in Attachment A) Although the
longer site distance may help prevent fender benders that result from rear-end crashes; the reduced
field of vision that comes with a design speed of 3Smph tncreases the likelihood of pedestnian-vehicle
crashes, which are far more likely to involve serious or (atal injunies.

Much of the threat 1o watking safely comes from motorists’ speed  The faster a motonst drives, the
more likely injuries to persons on foot will be serious, if not fatal  When people waiking are hit by 2
car

¢ at 20 mph, only 5 percent of watkers are killed

* at 30 mph, 45 percent of walkers are killed, and most others are seriously injured

o at 40 mph, 85 percent of walkers are killed

In shon, the longer site distance promotes the salety of motorists at the expense of the safety of
pedestrians and cyclists. Because the bndge is a Transportation Control Measure, it must be designed
with particular concern for the safety of pedestrians  The impact of the higher design speed on driver
behavior at the intersections of the bridge at Spring Street and at West Peachtree Street particularly
concems me. With a lower design speed, motorists tuming right ot left on green are more likely to be
aware of pedestnians who have stepped into the crosswalk. The large size of these intersections—and
their skewed designs—make this particularly important.

Sally Flocks, President and CEO
Phone 404.873.5667 Fax 404 8734978

1447 Peachtree, Suile 801«
e-moil info@peds.org

Atlanta, Georgio 30309
htp*//www peds org

Pedestrians Educating Drivers on Safety
Page 2 of 2

!n addition, the contribution to safety of the longer ste distance that would come from a design speed
of JSmph would be seriously reduced- if not negated by the increased stopming distance that results
from higher speeds. The higher the speed. the longer a vehicle travels (at that high speed) during the
driver reaction time, making it that much harder to stop or swerve or otherwise react 10 whatever or

whomever is on the road ahead. Stopping distance increase exponentially with speed. (See attachment
B)

In response to concems from the City of Atlanta regarding design speed, State Urban Design Engineer
Joe Palladi stated that the posted speed could be 25 mph. Yet the speed at which most cars travel
down the street 15 dictated by design factors, not posted signs [f you have any doubt of this, |
cncourage you to check out the Buford Highway extension as it approaches the Spring Street exit.
Thanks to superelevation of the road, dnvers show little respect for the posted 35mph speed limit.

If you are truly concerned to make the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment a Transportation Control
Measure, you need to ensure that the bndge is designed so as to encourage pedestrian safety and
comfort. According to the Florida Department of Transponalion, which recently developed a
mathematical formula for the Pedestrian Level of Service, vehicle speed is one of the most critical
factors. Pedestrians do nol like walking next to high-speed traffic

Finally, to ensure that the bridge does not discourage walking in Ansley Park by increasing high speed
cut-through iraffic in that neighborhood, the progect needs to provide funding to mitigate the impact of
vehicle wraffic generated by this project. Creation of a cul-de-sac on 17" Streel would prevent the
Ludge from dumiping teaffic onto a single netghborhood street. In ail likelthood, however, the east
west traffic gencrated by the bridge would be diverted (o another entrance to the neighborhood, such
as Peachtree Circle, Beverly Road, or 16™ Street  For that reason, the project should include a funding
commitment to install arca-wide traffic calming in Anslcy Park

Thank you for your consideration | look forward to walking to Atlantic Station!
Sincerely,

Sally Flocks

Enc

cc’ Charlie Brown
Michael Dobbins
Larry Dreihaup
Ed Ellis
Kris Holland
Brian Leary
loe Palladi
Shannon Powell
Catherine Ross
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Streets Influence A Driver's Behavior

The speed at which most cars travel down 3
toadway is dictated by severa) dozen environ-
mental and human factors When 60-859% of
the motonsis are drving faster than the post-
ed speed, there are serious problems with the
design of 1hat street space Speed limit wgns
and the theeat of enforcement do litrle to set
the speed of most vehicles.

Physical design ifluences a drver’s behavior
more than any other (actor, Gten we post a
local street for the manmum speed the bw
peimuts {25 mph in most areas) Roadway
designers will try 1o provide for an additional
margin of safety on the road by destgning the
street to accommodate cars traveling an add)-
tonal 10 mph over the posted speed imit, or
35 mph. Auto dessgners have made sure that
cars can comfortably be driven at higher end
speeds Thus,many drivers travel as fast as 40-
45 mph on stieets where we live, watk and
bicycle 1hat are posted for 25 mph

ideally, streets and neighborhoods should be
destgned 5o that after-the-fact retrofits to
calm the traffic are not necessary One key ele-
ment to designing streets that keep cars from
speeding 15 to keep stieets physically or visy-

3lly namow. Well-deugned streets should also
be part of 3 network that disperses traffic
evenly and accommodates bikes and pedestn-
ans, and where the number and width of trav-
el lanes 15 not excessive for the trafiic volume

Otder, traditronal nairow streets built in a gnd
panein better drstubute and naturally calm
traffic As shown m the diagram on the previ-
ous page,the traditional desig of short blocks
set 1n 3 gnd provides a human-scale environ-
ment where there are often stores and offices
not far flom homes, and multiple routes of
tiavel for vehucles The conventional design on
the nght 1n conirasy, separates stores, homes
and schools, requieng us to use a motor vehi-
cle to reach most destinatons In addition,
long. spaghetti-ike street patterns with few
connections require wider travel ways to
accommodate higher traffic volumes

The Destgn Mattix for Healthy Streets (next
page) is taken fiom Street Design Guidelines
foe Heolthy Neghborhoods and details rdeal
speeds, road widths, and other specfications
for livable neo-tradiional streets Street Destgn
Guidelines also provides other practical infor-
mation about resrdential sizeet dessgn

STREETS AND SIDEWALKS, PEOPLE AND CARS

o)

Rather than telling
only pedestmans to be
more careful, motor-
ists should be held
accountable for the
consequences of their
actions in the same
way we no longer
excuse drunk dnwvers
from their crashes.
Furthermore, we must
also change the way
we talk about crashes.
Saying someone was
hit by a car really
means that person was
hit by a driver or
motorist, unless, of
course, there really
wasnt anyone in the
car at the ime.

Speed

v

0%
0%
0%
0%
n

Fatalities based on spead of vehicle

Padesnan’y chanes of
dacsh 1112 by s vehudle

(123

70%

uch of the threat to walking safely comes
from motorists’ speed. The faster a
motorist drives, the more bkely he or she 1s to be
involved in a crash, and the more likely injuries
10 a person on foot will be serious, of not faral.

Research shows that
when people walking
are hitbya car

« at 20 mph, only §
percent of watkers are
killed, most injunies
are shght, and 30
percent suffer no
injury

* 3t 30 mph, 45
percent of walkers are
kulled, and many are
senously injured

* at 40 mph, 85
percent of walkers are
kulled

Many European
ates have already
teduced speed bumuts 1n
residential and
downtown areas to 30
kdometers per hour,

the equivalent of 18

mph. Most US. residential speed bimits are sall
25 mph — 1 speed limir whose potennal injury
to watkers is too serous even if it were stricdy
observed How fast are your neighbors driving
through your community? B
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Shortest stopping distances
Source Kiling Spesd and Sanng Lves
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Are You Ready For
Some Action?

low you've read about

some of the best places
for walking in the Unured
Sates and leamed about
the benefis and hazards of
walking, are you ready to
rake the plunge and change
the way yous coinmunity
locks and feels?

The remaiung pages of
thus guide tell you whar you
can do and how you can get
it done Furst, there's some
rechnical information and
advice on overcomung six of
the most common obstacles
to walking—everything
from rmussing sdewalls to
speeding traffic

Next, you'll find pracncal
advice on how ta get
organuzed, who to contxct
and how to have an impact
in your communitg

Finally, there’s sugges-
tions on the six most
important things to ask for
to make sure your mffic
planners and engineers start
to improve condidions for
wallang as 2 marter of
routine. You'll also find a lot
more resources and places
to go for help

Watx Taj: A Grugen's Guine 10 Watkasie COMMUNITES

Resources:

*Kiling Speed and Sowng
Lrves

UK Department of lionsporio
hon, Morsham Sireel, london,
SWI England

Q




flceied, g - s g D on ey

& . N
'—u-n—meum DUCATIG 'll;:i\::l:uzou for your consideration. Feel free to contact me if you would like more information on
OMIVERS ON SAFETY, INC y
September 20, 2000 Sincerely,
Ben West, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency /97 %f/(’-/ .
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ’ 7
61 Forsyth Street, SW Sally Flocks
Atlanta, GA 30303-8960 Enc.
Re: Atlantic Steel Redevelopment cc: Kathy Ashe
Faye Dimassimo
Dear Ben: Michael Dobbins
Larry Dreihaup
As President of Pedestnans Educating Drivers on Safety (PEDS), | am writing to inform you Kns Holland
about a two-year study on the environmental impact of traffic on neighborhood streets, which Catherine Ross

became the subject of Livable Streets, a well-respected book by Donald Appleyard.

The study compared three sireets in San Francisco that were identical in appearance, yet quite
different in their levels of traffic. They were labeled HEAVY, MEDIUM, and LIGHT TRAFFIC
streets on account of their average daily traffic flows of 15,750, 8,700, and 2,000 vehicles.
The study confirmed that HEAVY traffic created a whole range of problems for residents: it
was dangerous, noisy, and its effects on neighboring and sense of possession of the street
were apparently devastating. Pcople had withdrawn altogether from HEAVY street, leaving it
10 the traffic. HEAVY street had little or no sidewalk activity and was used solely as a corridor
between the sanctuary of individual homes and the outside world. Residents kept very much
to themselves. There was no community at all. On the LIGHT street, on the other hand,
residents were much more engaged in the street. They saw it as their own temmitory. Their
children played on the sidewalk and in the street. They had more friends and acquaintances,
and (hey were gcnerally much more aware of its dclalled qunlmcs Q;Lummgn.

8y

Comacl across lhe street was much rarer on HEAVY
street than on LIGHT street. MEDIUM strecet fell somewhere between the two extremes. It was
still quite an active street, although there was no sireet fecling of community and most activity
was confined to the sidewalk. On MEDIUM street, there was a feeling that the old community
was on the point of extinction. Average number of friends and acquaintances was only a little
higher than on HEAVY street. lllustrations from Livable Streets showing neighboring and
visiting, noise, stress and pollution, and sense of home territory on the three streets are
enclosed.

Without doubt, the 17" Street Bridge will have negative impacts on the Ansley Park
neighborhood. I encourage you to provide funding for arca-wide traffic calming to mitigate
these impacts. | also encourage you to provide assurance that if light rail is added to this
project in the future, the combined bus and bike lanes will not be converted to create
additional capacity for mator vehicles.

Sally Flocks, President and CEO = 1447 Peachiree, Suite 801 o Atlanta, Georgio 30309
Phone 404 8735667 Fax 404 8734978 e-mall info@peds org htip //www peds org
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Russell and Daphne Marane
20 60lf Circle

COMMENTS Atlanta, Georgia 30309
gpqn{‘u, Q'I(-TAI polen O/Jﬂm}"w e 3
lartse & 1rb o September 19, 2000
9'/ s_< Pms-P Hat Sraerso,
«/ wwbowsmu,- Jprs R&omg ExTtrmumigy  DRTY Mr. Ben West .

o) 4 Poguisn_Batis.  THis_BPA mvsT BrFopes Tor- pov Et""f'__"°:"“;"c°”:’°”'°"°""9"“7
anta rederat Center

Dolas ED'GAIZOMJG Tide comTinnvud ma,wTonowes 62 Forsyth Street

OF IVST conTzel. o) THIS site, TS )4 Atlanta, Georgia 30303

MATTE R T2 P i ow |
4' A oRy s __A_/___,.. Dear Mr. West,

As a long-time resident of the Ansley Park neighborhaad, I am writing you to
express my strong opposition to the 17th Street bridge project that is being
— = considered to support the redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel property. This

/ P project, and its extension to Peachtree Street 1s a threat to the historic Ansley
7 ¥ {7—//5 Park neighborhood.

In our opinion, alternatives have not been fully considered and the adverse
NAME _DBUSS mﬂmu:’/ X environmental consequences of the proposal as it now stands have been

ADDRESS F p . underestimated by the EPA,
’ﬁ'ﬁgﬁ (20504 .

We urge to to require the Georgia Department of Transportation to explore other

€A

alternatives before finalizing your findings under the Environmental Assessment
. —tp} recently presented at a Public Hearing.
couuem’s\mpi frumptim oe / Q000 %
" T < Sincerely, B WQQ Nt 5
S . AR Wi o —
L b £E Russell and Daphne Marane
Cm 9.
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RoOBERT W. WoOORUFF FOUNDATION, INC.
830 HURT PLAZA
SUITE 1200
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 303023
4A04/3232-C788 FAX: 404/B22-7020

July 31, 2000

Ms. Kay T Prince, Chief

Regulatory Planning Section

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Ms. Prince-

On behalf of the almost 7,000 employees who all work in
downtown/midtown Atlanta, I would like to express our strong support for the
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project. It is a development at the right time in the
right place.

Atlanta employers have repeatedly indicated a surong desire for more
housing and community development in the downtown area. The Adantic Steel
Project will no doubt enable a larger number of employees to abandon their long
commutes and live downtown near their offices, and in 2 community
environment. There will be a dramatic, posttive improvement in their quality of
life when this project is completed.

I also thank the EPA for the great leadership you are providing on thus
project and in Atanta overall. Our area needs your positive, forward-looking
guidance.

Sincerely,

Charles H er
President

cc: Mr. Ben West ,/
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Atlantic Steel

PrONE. (404) BIT7-4500 » Fax (404} B97-4719
288 FOURATEENTH STREET, NW ¢ SuiTE B » ATLanta, GEORGIA 30318

August 1, 2000

Mr. Ben West

EPA, Region 4

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Mr. West:
Re: Atlantic Steel Redevelopment - Traffic Control Measure

For decades our employees have been making a daily trip to the midtown area as required by our
jobs.

Over the years, we have seen the Interstate and peripheral traffic situation become progressively
worse until it has become almost unbearable at times.

The Atlantic Steel Redevelopment and the Traffic Control Measure being undertaken present a
great step in solving some of our horvendous traffic problems.

The live, work, and play aspects of the development along with the MARTA access provision
will create a new frontier in reconciling some of these problems.

{ truly believe that other developers will pursue this same approach and ultimately we should see
a substantial improvement in the traffic flows and the pollution reduction in midtown and
downtown Atlanta.

Consequently, please accept this letter as full support for the planned Traffic Control Measure for
the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project.

Sincerely,

Jesse J. Webb
President and C.E.O.

JIW/sm

cc; Kay T. Prince, EPA

i

August 11, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Re: Public Comment, Project NH-7141-00(900), P.L.# 714190, Fulton County

Dear Mr. West:

I am responding to your adven for on the above referenced project, also called the
17® Street Extenston. 1am strongly opposed to the proposed project.

The proposed project termini cannot be justified. An existing state roadway corridor (14* Street) runs
parallel to the proposed corridor and provides adequate access to this area  Sufficient access presenily
exists to the proposed comidor by nearby interstate exits and entrances, an excellent local street grid
system, existing US and State routes, MARTA buses. and a rulroad corridor immediately adjacent to
the area. The project area already has better automobile access than most any other location in the
downtown or midtown areas. Therefore, there shou!d be no need for automobile access improvements.

Were it not for a proposed privately owned development ou the former Atlantic Steel site, this project
wouldn’t exist. Therefore, this project is simply the diversion of public tx funds to subsidize a private,
for-profit develop It doesn’t address transportation problems, either within the immediate vicinity
or in the region.

[ do pot support the use of public 1ax dollars being diverted from legitimate transportation
improvements in this region to support a private development, owned by a small group of influential
b Idon‘t believe this project is in the interest of taxpayers or the traveling public.

1 question the process of how this project was added to the Regional Transportation Plan and
Transportation Improvement Plan. This project wasa't previously identified in any loog-term plans,
and was only added after influential businessmen obtained ownership of private property bordering
both sides of the proposed corridor. This is a very serious abuse of the transportation planning process.

Once again, | wish to state my strong opposition to the proposed project. Thank you for this
opportunity to comment.

Sincerely yours,

il

Jack Bumside
2532 Fraser Road
Marietta, GA 30066
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60 Seventeenth dtreet, v,
Atlanta, Georgla 30309

August 17, 2000

Mr. Joseph P. Palladi

State Urban Design Engineer
Department of Transportation
State of Georgia

#2 Capital Square, S W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-1002

Dear Mr. Paltadi:

1 appreciated your returning my telephone call and taking the time 1o discuss the proposed 17*
Street Bridge/Interchange  More importantly, the issue mentioned in your letter dated Julx 2.6..
1999 addressed to Mr. Mitchener, President of JAMCO Properties, Inc. regarding the possibility
to cul-de-sac 17" St east of Peachtree Street at a location between the existing residcn}ial and
commercial properties. This issuc of great importance to me.

As [ mentioned on the telephone, my residential property located at 60 17 St. lies east of
Peachtree St. but west of the alley used to service the commercial properties on Peachtree. St. so
1 am interested in the specifics as to where such a barrier to create this cul-de-sac would be
placed. In our conversation, you mentioned a document which has heen forwarded i the Ancley
Park Civic Association outlining five proposals which may curtail excessive traffic into the
Ansley Park neighbourhood, some of which include the possibility of this cul-de-sac. 1am
interested in reviewing this document and would appreciate your forwarding a copy to me. If at
all possible, I would also like to see the district of Ansley Park boundaries 30 | may know the
exact area deemed to be the boundary between the residential and commercial property on 17*
St. I have enclosed a Federal Express envelop and pre-paid airway bill for you to use to
expedite the delivery of this document to me. | wish to thank you in advance for you forwarding
these documents to me.
i tflso wish to mention that I received a few other calls resulting from our conversation. 1 spoke
with a Mr. Glen Bowman from The Department of Transportation and Mr. Ben West from the
United States Environmental Protection Agency. Both gentlemen assured me that no final
decision on the control of traffic into Ansley Park has been decided to date. They also provided
a little more detail on the matter 10 be discussed at the meeting to be held on August 23, 2000. !t
is my understanding that this meeting will discuss the details of the message of understanding the
government agencies will have with the neighbourhoods bordering the Atlentic Steel Project. |
advised both gentleman, as | did you, that the Ansley Park Civic Association is not adviging their
membership of the current issues or options being presented fo the leadership of the association.
1 am a paying member and was not aware of the proposals on traffic control nor the details on the
drafling of a message of understanding. 1am concerned about a leadership making such crucial
decisions without any input from their resident members. If such communication had taken
place it would have alleviated the need for me to contact you directly.
Additionally, you may wish to know that Mr. Ben West has promised to forward a reply to my
comments resulting from the April 18, 2000 public information meeting. My frustrations have
been somewhat muted on the issue of the cul-de-sac following my telephone conversations with
you, Mr. Bowman and Mr. West. | am hopeful that any additional concems I have will also be
significantly reduced once 1 revicw the documents [ have requested from you and the EPA reply
promised by Mr. West.
Once again, thank you for teking the time to talk to me on this matter. [ icok forward to
receiving the documentation we discussed.

Sincerely,
A2 fe Ve

Darrie Wohiman

Cc:  Mr. Glen Bowman - Dep@en( of Transportation
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Michael Koblentz
NPU E Representative
Laonng Haights
1479 Kexrwood Ave NW
Alanta, Ga 10309
(404) $76-3430
Septerber 11, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Office of Pavironmental Assessinent

US Environmental Protaction Agancy

Sam Nurm Atianta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street SW

Atlanta, Ga 303038960

A fow yoars back 1 was able to gain 3 consensus among tha NPU B naghborhoods to develop a posinon
regarding tha Attantic Stmel Rodevelop After many meetings and nego with the develop

1 sponecred 2nd the NPU passed by an 8-0 vote (which mchaded Ansley Park | emght add)

a resolution which included many conditians 0 suppoart the redevelop of Atlantic Steel. One
neighborhood, Home Pask, abstatned an that vote. However, Latar an, because of the tmput and support of
Hoame Park, the project evotved 1060 2 mare urban onented, arixed used site which would be woven m a far
greater way with thesr own neighborhood.

In the 1241 year ar two a revisionst view of history bas emerged which would ok ane think that

wom somehaow left out of the process. | was at the first meeting held on ting progect with
the two most adjscent neighbarbonds, Lormg Heights and Home Park, as well 20 Goorgia Tech and { can
attest 4 yoars of 80 Later, that impot was oot anly scogix but most of the conditsons adopted
(inclucing the 17* Soeet Bridge) wece pot into the final documerst 28 2 resalt of segotations betwees the
neughharhaod and the developar In fact, as an 8 year and longsst sarving member of the NPU B and with
scores of projects and develapers which have coma onling in the kst few years, particulaty in Midiown, oo
developer hat been more forthright and negotisble than the Atlantic Stsel Developers led by Charlte
Brown. | bave seen tha guod oo and the bad anes and many aver the years have had no regard for the
aurounding commun:ty, Same have been apenly hostile af neighbarhood mnput, some have attempted o
o Atlanta.

and $ANS

I the st firw years some of us bave created & of looking at development in Atlanta In stead of
the nat in aty neighbarhood approach of some citied and the growth st any cost sttitode of others, we have
attompted to promots the batanoad projacts whrich mx sound and amant land use senss with profisability.
Particularty as a result of both NPU B, the vigilenos of the Mideoon Neighborhood Association and the
foreaight of the Mideown Alliance, growth has boen plapned and with a parpose. Pedestrian friendly
buildings, mixed use, green space have beea some of the procequusises of most plans. As a result Midtown
has became Midtown.

There are two questions that have to be ssked of groath. Will it be smart growth and will the burden of the
projects be equally distribated. This leads me back to Atlantic Sseel

This site has been neglacted for manty yesrs snd grawth was going tn coma ang way or ancther, My feeling
is that the progect is sound snd the burden is equally distributed. We take a hit in Lonng Hoights as a resolt
of the 17* Street Bridge, thore may be soms excossive traffic caming into the scighborbood However, wo
foel that the 17* Bridge relieves 10® and 14* street which are bottlenecked and are used all the time by our
residents. We also don’t know definitively how it will all play ont. Thars sre mo certsintiea. The point is
that gromth had to happen, this was a developer wa could do tasiness with, it no looger will be aa

i | oyesors, and we as 8 Deighborhood are wiiling to taks some risk for the greater good of the
project.  Yes, there am no 100% goarantees on toeffic, tut overall wa sre stanetplon Wae fsel that
other nei should share this sttimde.  Some risk yes, but let’s fook at the big picture And, there
are safeguands and something called good will and trust. that bas daveloped between the
(most of them) and the developers that if something unforeseen appears, it will bo dealt with Wo have that
assurance from the city as well and wall hold them accamtable and we will sign the Memarandum of
Understanding,

Atlantic Steel now Allante Staton ¢an be a model of intown growth and a firm and clear statement agaanst
sprawd. Let's get on with the show, no mare delays.

Michael Koblentz

Ce. Governor Bamnes, State of Georgia
Joe Paliadi Georgis Dept of Transportation
Michael Dobbuns, City of Atlanta
Mayor Camnhall Ctv of Atlanty N
Char! Jaox :Red 1}
Cathi wro rums, Oe0 _ Ml Te_ _, .3 Aburauy
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JBNB NCCLURE
PABST PRESIDBNT
ANSLEY PARK CIVIC ABBOCIATION
September 12, 2000
My name is Gene McClure. I am a resident at 52 Goltf
Circle Atlanta 30309. My family and I have resided at
this home m since 1978, in the historic Ansley Park

neighborhood. As a resident and member of the Ansley

Park civic Association, I am here to say that the Ansley
neighborhood and other midtown neighborhoods are now
threatened with massive highway traffic directed through
our neighborhoods from the

Georglia Department of

Transportation's proposed 17th Street Bridge. This is
the boondoggle bridge, because this is the way our
officials hope to obtain more highway funds from the
federal government to pave more asphalt in Atlanta which
will create more smog and pollution in midtown. This is
the greatest threat to our midtown nelghborhoods of any
event over the last 30 years. We are threatened by the
safety, security and tratfic of this proposal. What type
of property development could we support which creates
smog, pollution and more than 100,000 new car trips every

day through this area, How will we ever handle it? No

wonder the Mayor of Jacksonville is laughing at Atlanta

and no wonder that Atlanta has taken over the

embarrassing spot of number 1 in the nation for the worst

B

pollution and smog of any major metropolitan area. It is
ludicrous to suggest or to think that there 1is no
significant impact from a major road

bridge and

construction project at this neighborhood. -~ A bridge
the size sufficient to span the Misaissippl River-- if
you have ever seen the bridge from Memphis, Tennessee
into Arkansas you have an idea of what is going to be
placed into the residential neighborhoods and midtown
business area of this community. What an unbelievable,
unworkable, unmanageable nightmare this would be. How do
the people of our state from all over the rural areas of
Georgia feel about an 80 to 100 million dollar boondoggle
bridge being built in Atlanta to help ald a private
developer's project. We are all pleasad that a
contaminated brown field coiild be reclaimed, particularly
if it were a mixed use residential, work play environment
in the middle of our city, but we are not excited about
having something that is three times the size of the Mall
of Georgla supported by Spaghetti Junction to ruin the
existing beautiful midtown neighborhoods that are the
back drop to the growth, stabllity and vitality of this
area. Ladies and Gentlemen, we must come to our senses.
We must use thoughtfulness in dealing with this matter.
Surely some elected official of our state, our
legislature, our city or some parson who is thoughtful at
EPA, Georgia DOT, or the Governor's Ragional
Transportation Authority will see this situation as an
opportunity to preserve neighborhoods while promoting
what could be a successful urban redevalopment that is

environmentally sound.
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GENE B. McCLURE, P.C.

ATTORNEY AT LAW

Leaed @ 9/12/00

Plic He M‘-:)
FACSIMILE 133 CARNEGIE WAY, N.W. TELEPHONE
(404) 688-1333 ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303 {404) 638-5000
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September 19, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W.

Adanta, Georgia 30303

Re:  17th Street Bridge
Dear Mr. West:

As a resident of more than twenty years in a neighborhood which would be
significantly adversely affected, mry family and 1 fumish this letter as comment and a formal
objection to the Georgia Department of Transportation’s 17th Street Highway Bridge which
is peing proposed in violation of all relevant environmental statutes and regulations. This
bridge and its intended highway redirection threatens to ruin the beautiful area of arts
centers, churches, offices, trees and homes, known as Midtown, with the historic Ansley
neighborhood as the target for this outrageous traffic redirection. We urge you to stop this
massive Georgia Department of Transportation highway project and require a full

- environmental impact statement and a section 4f analysis of the impact on the historical

district and neighborhoods threatened by this outrageous and unreasonable project.

This confirms our support of the many thoughtful comments given by State
Representative Kathy Ashe, by Ansley residents and by the attomey for APCA at your public
hearing on Scptember 12, 2000 opposing this Bridge. Yow cument environmental
assessment fails to recognize that neighborhoods such as the Ansley neighborhood are
adversely affected by this highway Bridge and Extension and also fails to take into account
the existing and resulting violations of environmental laws. This project will create a
massive junction of vehicles, pollution and smog and will choke out the vitality of the Ansley
residential neighborhood as well as the entire Midtown business and residential comdor.

Please halt this process immediately so that a more sensible and reasonable approach
can be developed to deal with the 17th Street Bridge Extension and the related Atlantic Steel
redevelopment project.

Very truly yours,

Gene McClure
52 Golf Circle
Atlanta, Georgia 3030

Hello, my name is Jeanie Lewis and I live at 195 17th Street.
I have lived there for 15 years .

For the past three years I have served on the Ansley Park Civic Association Board
as Chairman of the Greenspace Committee.

My job is to help maintain and improve the parks, playgrounds, and traffic islands in
Ansley Park.

But the volunteer work I have done for the neighborhood is a drop in the bucket
compared to what many of the ANsley residents here tonight have done who have
lived in the neighborhood for 20 or 30 years.

They have put in so much time and effort to keep the neighborhood intact and
protect it from encroaching development.

A neighborhood like Ansley cannot be recreated elsewhere. It can't be moved.
When I tell people I live in Ansley Park , they always say ....

“Oh, I love that neightborhood. You’re so lucky to live there. ** And I know I am.
It’s a great place for young and old people to live, for families and singles. It’s
curving streets, parks, mature trees and wide variety of architectural styles are what
make it beautiful.

But what will a six lane bridge with 70,000 cars a day on it do to Ansley?
I think you already know the answer.

If you think about a city like Charleston, SC with its beautiful intown historic
district, do you think they would be considering a 6 lane bridge dumping on to King
Street? Of course not.

We need an independent impact study done.

We need assurances of every possible traffic diversion.

The bridge needs to end at West Peachtree and it should never be extended to
Peachtree Street.
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180 Seventeenth Street, N'F
Atlanta, Georgia 30309
September 12, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: ATLANTIC STEEL AND THE PROPOSED 17 STREET BRIDGE
Dear Mr. West:

We are writing to communicate our absolute opposition to the current plans for the
proposed 175 Street Bridge and its extension. We are long-time residents of the Ansley
Park neighborhood and have watched the significant changes that have taken place in
Midtown. While we are supportive of the Atlantic Steel redevelopment, we feel that the
developer and various state and federal agencies have not been sensitive to the long-
range detrimental effect the current plan will have on our neighborhood.

We are a family of walkers. It s our (admittedly unscientific) observation that traffic
problems have escalated significantly over the past several years. The lack of adequate
east-west connectors through the Midtown area has been an issue since the 1980’s. No
planning agency - city, state, or federal - has had the fortitude or foresight to develop a
comprehensive traffic flow study or plan for the entire area that addresses this
deficlency. Now is the ime (or that to change.

Members of the Ansley Park Civic Association have worked long and hard to
communicate the concerns of the neighborhood to the developer, the DOT, and the EPA.
A lot has been accomplished, but there are still very serious reservations regarding the
EPA’s findings of “no significant impact” on the neighborhood’s traffic problems. No
reasonable person (or planner) can anticipate that the estimated 1 90,000 daily trips
across the new 174 Street bridge will all move in north-south patterns. A large number
of those trips will take an east-west route to other parts of the city (Morningside,
Virginia-Highlands, Druid Hills) and points beyond (Decatur, Stone Mountain). The
current configuration of funneling the east-west commuters to the boundary of our
neighborhood and then leaving them there with no alternative but to cut through our
residential streets is inadequate.

The developer has committed to funding a comprehensive traffic study in Midtown and
Ansley Park. This is a positive step, but our primary concern is that there seems to be no
commitment by any agency or the developer to actually implement any
recommendations that might come from that study. We want to see a commitment of
tdentified funding to prevent and mitigate the impact of the proposed bridge on Ansley
Park.

Mr. Ben West
September 12, 2000

Now is the time for the EPA to assure that the “smart develo

_ > pment” concept that has
guided .d\.e Atlantic Steel redevelopment does not lead to the demise of an Estabhshed
and thriving residential area. That would not be so “smart”, would it?

Sincerely,

Sebise A 4. F—

Johsf and Melissa Merling

cc: Kris Holland, President, Ansley Park Civic Association
Tom Coleman, Georgia Department of Transportation
Michae! Dobbins, City of Atlanta

Faye di Massimo, Federal Highway Administration
Governor Roy Barnes
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50 Hurl Plaza

The Hurt Building

Grand Lobby

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

A
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(404)524-COPA (2672

(404) 658-1919

September 13, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.S. Environmental Prolection Agency
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Strect, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Dear M7 West:

Unfortunately, 1 was unable to attend the public heanng on September 12,
2000 regarding the Evironmental Assessment of the Atlantic Station project
due to a prior commitment to speak downtown However, | wanted to let
you know that those of us nvolved in inner-city development in Atlanta
applaud the effonis to reclaim the former Atlantic Steel site

The simple question we need to ask i all the discussions of the future reuse
of the property is will the proposed redevelopment add to the quality of life
of Atlanta's citizens? The answer to this question 1s clearly, “yes”. [ know
there are many difficult infrastructure issucs on the 1able, but 1f they can be
worked out through careful negotiations with the affected parties, the gainto
the city and our urban environment from the creation of the Atlantic Station
project will be substantial. The redevelopment of the Atlantic Sieel site will
add to the appeal of Midtown and downtown as attractive altemnatives for
development and provide an important positive counterweight to the endless
suburban sprawl that charactenzes our region

1 hope we will see this important project become a reality.

President 7

“A PLACE WHERE PEOPLE LIVE, WORK, MEZEY AND

pPL AT

Back Communications Group
95 Montgomery Ferry

Phone 404 /873-1444
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Fax 404 /873-3399

Jay Beck - President
Gy -®

Mr Ben West

U S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W.

Atlanta , Ga. 30303-8960

jaybeck @mindspnng com

September 15, 2000

Cear Mr Waest

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Allantic Steel Redevelopment

Project and more particularly on the effects of the proposed 17" street bridge
project.

I am not opposed to the Atlantic Stee! Redevelopment Project as proposed for
the west side on the interstate 75 & 85 on the grounds of the facility

| am very much opposed to the 17 street bridge as it is currently being proposed
for the irreparable environmental damage it will do to the quality of life and the

quality of the environment in my neighborhood, Ansley Park, for the following
reasons.

1. The increase of traffic from the 17" street bridge will destroy the

@ environment of a 100 year old neighborhood which has taken great pains
to be a part of this city in an environmentally friendly way

The use of over $80 million in taxpayer dollars to support a wealthy
developer who has taken NO INTEREST in supporting the reasonable
@ requests of Ansley Park is a travesty of justice bordering on the crimmal

It would be interesting to see what the FBI would uncover in a review of all

the associations of this developer and the varnous agencies supporiing this
project.

It would also be interesting to see what other neighborhoods in the Atlanta
area who have gaping potholes and dangerous roads would think of a
wealthy developer getting an $80 million gift form their governmaent to buitd
an ego monument across the interstate
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The insensttivity of the developer, DOT and EPA in looking for alternative
traffic solutions to considerable traffic problems imples they do not care
what happens to the traffic in the surrounding area as long as the
shoppers, etc have access to the development.

Why for instance, could not a portion of the $80 + million dollars be
considered n building a way for traffic on Peachtree street to connect to
Buford highway near the intersection of Predmont and Buford highway
There is already a highway which permits traffic to enter Peachtree from
Buford. Why not allow traffic to go the other way as well and eliminate so
much traffic on secondary roads

The Environmental Assessment done by EPA is a travesty
How can it claim that the traffic will stay the same or improve?

How can it claim that no short-term noise or tong-term traffic noise
impacts are anticipated?

How can you imply that Ansley Park will not be adversely affected
when you put the borders of the study area inside Ansley Park, and
when traffic is predicted to DOUBLE?

We don't want to spend our hard earned money in court, at the Governor's office
or on Television. But, unless you and the developer and the DOT are willing to
sit down and discuss or needs and demands seriously and unless the developer
is willing to fund the protection of Ansley Park, you are about to have a serious
fight on your hands.

Slncerelyz

Jay Beck

COMMENT ON THE ATLANTIC STEEL PLAN

The plan presented at the public hearing on September 13 deficient in the following
aspects:

There is no mass transit plan approved by MARTA. The EPA tentative approval is of
an all surface automobile and bus method of moving people. EPA seems to have little
more than a hope that eventually MARTA will create a light rail plan for the area If
the purpose of the project is to ease air pollution from exhaust, it seems clear that the
project should receive no approvals by EPA until MARTA has presented and
approved an appropriate light rail plan that includes not only the Atlantic Steel area,
but all of midtown and downtown Atlanta as well. Insicad, EPA scems to hang its
approval on the concept that the cusrrent 17" street bridge proposal leaves room for a
mass transit development, if it ever comes. This is BACKWARDS. What a way to
protect the quality of the air.

There is no exit ramp from the project back on to the expressway. Will we never
learn? You can't bring hordes of cars to the site with a direct exit from 75/85 and
then give them no means of return other then city streets. The failure to build an

entry ramp to Georgia 400 from 13 should have taught DOT and EPA a lesson.
Apparently, it hasn't. The traffic snarls and consequent air pollution resulting from
the lack the 400 interchange will be nothing compared to what will occur when you
try to funnel all the Atlantic Steel traffic onto Spring and West Peachtree where it will
back up at the first red light.

There is no planning for how traffic is to move east of Peachtree Street. Thousands
of drivers need east - west access between the proposed project and Piedmont Road
and points east. EPA and DOT have not considered this problem at all. The map
simply stops at Peachtree Street. Of course neighborhood people are up in arms The
drivers will have no altemative but to move through their neighborhoods. Several
potential alternatives were raised in the public comments last night. Was anyone
listening? Yes, planning and funds need to be allocated to protect Ansley Park and the
other neighborhoods, but that is only part of the answer. Why has there been no
planning by DOT as to how cars are to get to Piedmont Road? To spend $83,000,000
on a bridge project and give so little thought to how people will get to and from it is
shocking.

The plan seems to have given insufficient consideration to the potential of gridlock
alreadlz facing midtown. At present, there are four major buildings being constructed
on 147 Street. During much of the day, that street is impassable now. EPA says the
bridge project will ease traffic on both 10™ Strect and 14™ Street No proof of that
counter intuitive statement has been presented. The only east-west planning has been
how to get traffic from the bridge to Spring Street, West Peachtree and Peachtree. As
noted above, the world does not end at Peachtree Street.
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S. There is an assumption in all of the planning that 75/85 can carry additional heavy
treffic during peak hours of need. Anyone who has witnessed that connector backed
up for miles in both directions would have to question that assumption. EPA people
claim that this development will improve the air quality in Atlania. That is another
counter intuitive assertion.

6. 1am a professional mediator. Watching the festivities last evening, | was appalled by
the obvious lack of communication between government agencies and the people
immediately affected by the plan. Have they not leamed from the Carter Patkway
fiasco? Are we doomed 1o ten years of litigation? Please return to the drawing
boards.

ABRAHAM P. ORDOVER
Chief Executive Officer
Resolution Resources Corproation

T
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naiure bared images

22 the Prado \E
ulane Georgia 3039

1048720141
medarha mindsprrg com
www urdoserphote com

ATLHIKER@woridnet. To: Ben WesVRAAISEPAISGEPA
aftnet
09/18/2000 01-34 PM e

Subject. E | A 17th SLE 8 Ad Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Ga.

| am e-maliing you to express my very serious concemns about the above referenced project.  am a
resident of Ansley Park neighborhood (54 The Prado) In Atanta The above project, in my opinion, will
cause a tremendous Increase in cut-through ratfic in front of my home and in the neghborhood This
Increase in tratfic will pose a threat to the safety of children and cther reskierta of the neighborhood. It
will also cause an Increase In poliution of the alr from the increase vehicular traffic as well as changing
the character of the neighborhood.

Betore the project proceeds the following must be accompéished: (1) The plan tor the 17th St. bndge
must be redesigned to divart traffic from the Ansley Park neighborhood. (2) The impact on Ansley Park
must ba identified. (3) These impacts must be removed and at the very leasl lessened

As presently proposad, | do NOT support the abo?‘ mmd project, in tact | strongly oppose it.

] Ad]
Very truly yours,

J.S. Komman

l - att! . htm
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Merrick.Olives@xcele To Ben WesVR4/USEPAVS@EPA

rate.com
09/18/2000 08 02 PM cc lane@sparkhorse com
Subject: Ansley Park Atlanta
Dear Mr West.

t am a proud residant Ansley Park and | am wriling you to express my deep
concemn with the 171h Street Extansion and Atlantic Sleel Redevelopment
Project. The proposed bridge extenston poses ard unacceptable threat 0t
will create a masswve trattic Influx, endanger our residents {particularly

our children) and destroy one of Atlania's oldest and most pnstine
neighborhoods.

The current project plan must be revised 10 radsesign lhe extension and
divert traftic away from the Ansley Park nerghborhood In ajdition, any
other impacts must be assessed and mitigation actions taken

1 am strongly opposed to the project as prasenily definad . along with my
nelghbors, will put forth the full strength of our foanidable financial,

political and community resourcaes to do whatover necassary lo preserve and
prolect Ansley Park. [11s a unique sancluary 'n the m:dst of the overgrown
and under-planned sprawl of Atlanta developinent 1 hopa that you will work
with us in a spirit of cooperation to find a positive soluiion to this

crisis.

Ploase feel free to contact us direclly al (404) 249-3456

Merrick and Lane Olives
235 Beverly Road NE
Anslay Park

Atlanta, Georgia 30309

e
SelensATL@aol.com
0971872000 06 38 PM

To Ben Weal RAUSEPAUS@EPA

cc.
Subgect Atanbc Staton & Brdge/Conceins of Ansley Park

Dear Mr Waest,

As a resident of Anstay Park, 1 am wnbng lo express alarm al the current
plans to direct tratfic resulang lrom Atlantic Stahon and beyond straight
Iinto my neighborhood

A healihy, already-reclaimed, tax-pay ng residental nexghborhood sheould
naver be degraded in order to promota a sexy rnew one wih a lot ol political
buzzwords.

It should never happen that such a neighborhyod be ignored and lied ta by ds
publ!c servants, Thare can be no sane stalement that Ansle; Park will suffer
nagligible impact from this development, s bridge and the trafiic from the
wast sida.

This is not an insoluble problem. The Ansley neightors assert thal diverston
and mitigation are possible and shoutd be the rasponsibilily of the pecple
who will proint from the development, which is domonstrably ol Ansley Park.

Please share with your upstream colleagues that this household empnaucally
does not suppont and has given money for the legal light against this bndge
as proposed

Sincarely,

Selene and Donald Maorgan
15 Inman Circle, Atlanta

5%8/00
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Selene and Don Morgan
15 Inman Circle, N.E., Atlanta, GA 30309-3331
Phone 404.892.6630; Fax 404.892.6132; E-mail SeleneAtl@aol.com

September 19, 2000

Mr Heinz ) Mueller, Chief

Office of Environmental Assessment

Environmental Accountability Division

United States Environmemal Protection Agency, Region 4
61 Forsyth Street

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Dear Mr Mueller

Thank you for convening the Public Hearing on September 12, 2000, for the 17® Street Extension
and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project

Regarding the documents which accompanied your “Dear Citizen” letter, 1 would like to make the
following comments

“Water Quality and Wetlands

The Cuty of Atlanta has confirmed that the existing Cify of Atlanta sewer lines and treaiment
Jucilives have adequate capacity to comvey and treat the estimated wastewater flows from the
proposed development.”

' The entire world knows that the City of Atlanta’s sewer lines and treatment systems arc in.an
advanced state of disrepair and failure, and that massive fines are being paid da.lly by the Cn'y, as
ordered by the federal judiciary. How can any thinking individual accept the City of Atlanta’s
“confirmation” of adequacy?

“Traffic .

Traffic condinions in the design year for this project (Year 2025) on the mayority of :urj’aceh X
roadways and mtersections in the study area are predicted 1o stay l’.le same or improve with 1 ;
construction of the 17* Street Bridge and Extension.....traffic conditions on sume roadways an
intersections in the study area are predicted to worsen with implementation of the .
project..these..should not acversely affect the overall traffic patterns in these areas.

ity, it hat the “study area™ does
As regards the concerns of the Ansley Park community, it is notable that y arez
not inegclude Ansley Park exceplt for Peachiree Circle, which is one block into the neughborhoodm
Streets through Ansley Park offer east-west access to Piedmont, Monro.e, and 1-85, and the 17
Street Bridge can only make this connection clearer By resolutely refus!ng to ac.knowledge the
completely obvious impact that will occur in Ansley Park, the EPA and its EA divorce themselves
from any possible credubility

Mr. Heinz J Mucller, Page Two

The “Memorandum of Understanding™ offers Ansley Park absolutely no mitigation in any form
that could remotely be considered tangible or binding. Just how stupid does the EPA think its
constituents are? This is an insult Insults do not promote cooperation

“Atr Quality

No sigmficant short-term construction air quality impacts or long-term wraffic-related air qualiry
impacts are anticipated.

By its own estimates, the EPA/DOT propose that Auantic Station will promote 80,000 10
100,000 new car trips per day in the Midtown area Stating that this will have no tmpact on air
quality 1s preposterous on the face of it and agam, undermines credibility

“Noise

No siginficant short-term construction notse and vibration impacts or long-term iraffic notse
impacts are anuicipated

In Ansley Park we hear 1-85, the Connector, and ALL the construction actvity in the Midtown
commercial districts, now We hear the bulldozers working on the Atlantic Steel site, now We
hear and feel the big trucks on the freeways, now. How then is it possible that noise will not be
increased during the long build-out? And another 100,000 additional car trips a day - does this
estimate even include the heavy trucks which will be needed to service the retail and other

commercial facilitica in Atlantic Siation? Once again, this statement in the EA destroys credibility
beyond any recall.

“Cultural Resources

Off-site roadway improvements would not have any adverse effects on any listed or eligable
National Register properties *

Since Ansley Park is on the Nationa! Register, and since your truncated “study area™ does in fact
include Peachtree Circle, this statement is a contradiction Obviously, Ansley Park in its entirety
should be in the study area, and then the whole neighborhood would be found to be impacted
adversely by any reasonable analysis of the projections for the project

“Environmental Justice "

Is justice only available to minorities? There is no justice in the EPA-driven juggernaut which
seeks to ignore, lie to and disrespect our successfully reclaimed, historic, tax-paying
neighborhood i i i

[EYY Q1 Y]

“Rights of Way Acquisition”

These elaborate stalements of compensatory planning for those displaced by Atlantic Station and
its attendant roadway improvements illustrate what 1s clear Ansley Park has been excluded as a
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Mr Heinz } Mueller, Page Three

stakeholder in this process, the impacts it will inevitably suffer have been denied or grossly
understated, and no compensatory moves have been made upon which Ansley can rely This state
of affairs cannot continue or Ansley Park will be forced to take legal measures to delay and/or
stop the projects Why, through dissemination of an EA which is so thoroughly flawed, would
your agency wish to push Ansley Park to this extreme? Why can't a definition of success in this
matter include the acknowledgment of Ansley Park's concerns and mitigation thereof?

Mr Mueller, your title suggests you are Chief of Accountability Please use your influence to see
that the EA reflects the relevant facts, acknowledges the relevant communities, and that the 1 7"
Street Bridge extension project is adjusted accordingly. As currently written, the EA on this
project 1s nothing more than a steamroller designed to create political and financial capital over
the protests of the citizens living in the environment you are charged wiih protecting

75 Thank you for your consideration of these observations
(o)}
~ Sincerely,

Ansley Park, City of Atlanta, Homeowner

ﬂu g,vu! 7//8/00

Jbdesign@mindapring To. Ben WesUR4/USEPAUS@EPA
.com
09/18/2000 11:54 AM e

Subject: Environmental Assessmaent 17th Strest Extension and Atlantic Steal
Aedevalopment Project

Septembaer 18, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Unlted States Environmental Protection Agency
Allanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atanta, Georgia 30303

RE: Environmental Assessment 17th Straet Extenston and Allantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fullon County, Georgta

Dear Mr. West:

Wa live In Ansley Park and are concerned about our historic nelghborhood. We
have attended most of the public mestings about the Atiantic Steel Development
While we are supportive of the plan to develop a project at this site that

strives to ba both padestrian-friendly and environmentally safe, we are,
however, exiremely concamed about the plans for the 17th Street bridge and
extension.

As you know, Ansley Park is a wail established in-town residential neighborhood
in many ways, it coukd be a mode! for the residantial areas planned tor tha
Attantic Steel site. The difference Is that Ansley Park was established in 1905
and has continued to be a tamily-tdendly place to live for over 94 years The
17th Street bridge and extension threatens 1o cause a massive increase in
cut-through traffic in our neighborhood.

We have some major concems The reality Is that Atlantans are reluctant lo
trave! other than by car. Unless the bridge s designed on a smaller scate
primarily oriented to pedestrians, bike and light rail or buses, it will just be
another car corridor across the interstates. Also, without a commiiment from
Marta for mass transh on this bridge, it will absolutsly become a bridge tor
autos only. The huge amount of traffic thai will be generated by this bridge
surely wiil not be environmentally sound, In tact, alr emissions might increase

Wa are also concemad about tha plans to land the bridge at Spring Street and
then continue the traffic Hlow on 17th Strest through to Peachtres At
Peachtree, 17th Street continues Into Ansley Park. Extending 171h Street past
Peachtres Street would open our nalghborhood up to a huga flow of east-west
tratfic coming both to and from the Atlantic Steel slte and other parts of
Midtown. There are very few east-west routes across the interstates in midtown
and all of these are very heavlly traveled now Making 17th Strest another
east-west corridor would Immediately divert a huge volume of this traffic
through Ansley Park. Simply blocking off 17th Street would not solve the
problem. If tratfic Is allowed onto Peachtree, cars will just enter Ansley Park



at Peachtres Circle and cut through to Pledmont via The Prado

Anslay Park, like most in-town residential areas, Is atready struggiing with

-ever increasing automobile tratfic, both volume and speeding. Before the

Atlantic Steel project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must

be redesigned to divert traflic away from Ansley Park. It Is essential that you

must also identity the Impacts on our neighborhood and provide mitigation 1o
remedy those impacts Unless our concems are addressed, we cannot support the
17th Street bridge and extension project

Very truly yours,

Jana Berman and Robent Bamis
26 The Prado, NE
Atlanta, Georgla 30309

- aft! htm
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17 September 2000

Tor

Ben West, EPA, fax 404-562-Y398

John Hankinson, EPA, fax 404-562-9598
Catherine Ross, ORTA, fax 404-463-3060 °
Tom Coleman, Q-DOT. fax 404-657-R3R9

Joe Paliadi, G-DOT, fax 404-657-7921

Svap Mendheim, Midtown Alllance. fax 404-892.0050
Fave deMassimo, FHWA, fax 404-637-7266
Scnator Vinceat Fort, fua 657-7266
Representative Kathy Ashe, fax 404-875-0448
Stirley Franklin, fax 404-699-9733

Re. Environmenta] Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redetelopment Project.
Fulton County. Atlanta, Georgia

1 am a resident of the Anslev Park neighborhood in Atlanta 1 write to express my grave concem
with the above piuject The 1Tth Sureet bridge and extension threatens to cause & massive increase
in cut-through traffic in my ceighborhood endangenng the safety of its residents, poliuting the ax
and destroying the labric of my neighborkood The enviroamental assessment (ails to recognize
that Apsley Park will even be affected by this project

Before this project procreds, current plans for the 17th Stree brndge must be redenigued W divert
traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Pask and pro-
vide mitigation to remedy those impacts

As piescully prupused, 1 30 not support the 17th Street bridge and extension project.

Sincerely,

S i

Susan M. Huoter
Rosideut uf Ansley Park

[
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September 15, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Federal Center

1 Forsyth St. SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Dear Mr. West,

As a life-long resident of the Home Park Neighborhood, I would

like to voice my support for Project XL, the development of the

Qt.l(z;ntic Steel property, and the construction of the 17th Street
ridge.

Home Park is very dear to me, I live in the house that was built

by my grandfather in 1927. 1 also own three other adjacent pro-

perties, all of which are maintained in pristine condition.

:)tate as much pride in Home Park as the residents do in Ansley
ark.

The aforementioned developments will give the city of Atlanta

yet another landmark for now and for the future.

Thank you for your consideration in these matters.
Ronald G. Brooks
- A3 /?/W

335 10th Street, NW
Atlanta, GA 30318

@ tocend gfi8fcc

September 15, 2000

Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U S Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Federal Center

| Forsyth St SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Denr Mr. West.

As a home owner and resident of the Home Park Community, 1 wish to express my support of the construction of
the 17th Sureet Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelop t Project, including the 17th Street bridge across 1-75/85
1 understand that the construction of the 17th Street bridge prior to construction of any buildings or structures

on the site except for infrastructure unprovements is oae of the 27 conditions supported by Home Park wn the C4-
Conditional zoning approved for the site by the Atlanta City Council in March 1998 These conditions had

been recommended to City Council by NPU-E by a vote of 8-0

The flow of traffic is & big concem wn the Home Park Communuty | feet that the proposed 1 7th Swreet Extension and
bridge will benefit our neighborhood because 1t provides access to the Atlantic Sicel Redevetopment Project without
funneling traffic through Home Park's narrow residential streets.

Like so many resid Tam tly d about the impact of the development on our 100-year-old
neighborhood but excited at the opportunity to have shops, restaurants, and offices withis walking distance. The
Atlantic Steel Redevelop Project, including the 17th Sureet bridge, are ¢ with our ¢ y's
development vision.

Ultimately, in my opinion, the completion of the Atlantic Steel Redevelop should p fally positively impact

the entire area including alt communities which abut the Project boundaries  Thank you for allowing me to express
my views and allowing residents like myself to participate in this review process for Project XL

Sincetely,

//%/J\L_ﬁ/ ot il

Marv Fralish
1042 Center SL N W
Atlanta, Ga 30318
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Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Federal Center

1 Forsyth St SW

Attanta, GA 30303-8960

11978 Barmes Sarvet, NW Allania, GA 320131204
045754021 * 204 TUH1IM ¢ tomid atintacom

9/15/00
Dear Sir,

1 am in favor of the 17th Street bridge now under consideration.

As aresident of Home Park | can testify from first hand experience the need for
an additional path across “Interstate Gulch".

Please travel east on 14th street at 3:00 pm and you will see for yourself the need
for an additionat route across this barrier.

My street (Barnes) already bears considerable cut-thru traffic. With the development
of the Altantic Stesl property there will surely be greater tratfic on my street, with no
bridge, the cut-thru would become unbearable and dangerous.

Please recommend approval of the 17th Street Bridge to alleviate some of the
expected traffic pressure.

Sincerely,

Tom Burns
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ADDRESS Atline, GA .

404-5232679 W

404.892-1454 11
COMMENTS

T attended the public hearing for the 17th Street extension on Seprember 12, 2000, 1 have i

rogress alrrllcfl commenting via e-mail since I first heard aboutzlc:poject 1 172 years ago. mmﬁfe
lcua and informational material handed out ai the meeting, | have many more questions. 1 would like o ke 2
00k at the research that led to the conclusions drawn by the epa with regards to the impact of this project. 1
live at the intersection of 16th Street and Peachitree Circle, 3o § have grave concerns that the xmdiup:g tainted
wr:h inaccurate assumptions and data. As if such satements as “no significant short-term air quality impacts
3:“ otnhgct?nn traffic-related air q:nhly. impacts are anticipated™ could even be close to accuraie, 1 take offense

at the vironmental Justice” finding was concermed only with low-income or minority populations Why
wi verse envronmental impacts figure differently for different segments of the population? Please let me

know how I can get copi H el !
to a personal mﬁ&éfpm of the sudies that have led to the 00 significant impact” epa repost. 1 look forward
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T attended the public hearing for the 17th Street extension on September 12, 2000. I'have been waiching the
gress and commenting via e-mail since 1 first heard about the project 1 172 years ago. After reading the
etter and infortnational material handed out at the meeting, I have many more questions. [ would like (o take a

look at the research that led to the conclusions drawn by the epa with regards to the impact of this project 1
live at the intersection of 16th Street and Peachtree Circle, so | have grave concerns that the studies are tainted
with inaccurate assumptions and data. As if such statements as “no significant short-term air quality impacts
or long-term traffic-related air quality impacts are anticipated” could even be close to accurate, [ take offense
that the "Environmental Justice” finding was concemed only with low-income or minority populauons, Why
would adverse environmental impacts figure differenty for different segments of the population? Please let me
know how I can get copies of the studies that have led to the “no significant impact” epa report. 1 look forward
to a personal response.

'z(( VLA 1/’3/00

NAME ﬂ/ll,vld Portin Chue.
Y em Peacktrl Circte -CMNG(‘}! House
Atlasta) 04 %0309

I attended the public hearing for the 17th Street extension on September 12, 2000. I have been waiching the
rmgn:ss and commenting via ¢-mail since I first heard about the project ! 172 years ago. After reading the
ctter and informational material handed out at the meeting, | have many more questions. [ would like to take a
look at the rescarch that led to the conclusions drawn by 31 A with regards to the impact of this project. |
live at the intersection of 16th Street and Peachtree Circle, so?hnve grave concemns that the studies are tainted
with jnaccurate assumptions and daia. As if such statements as "no significant short-term air quality impacts
or long-g.crm traffic-related air quality impacts are anticipated” could even be close to accurate, I ake offense
that the "Environmental Justice” finding was concemned only with low-income or minority populations. Why
would adverse environmental impacts figure differendy for different segments of the population? Please let me

know how 1 can get copies of the studies that have led to the "no significant impact” epa report. I look forward
to a personal response.
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September 15, 2000

Ben WHest

Otfice of Environmental Assessment
U.S Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Federal Center

1 Forsyth St SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Dear Mr. West:

1 support the construction of the 17th Street Extension and Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, including the 17th Street bridge across I-
75/8%. Conatruction of the 17th Street bridge prior to construction of
any buildings or structures on the site except for infrastructure
improvements is one of the 27 conditione supported by Home Park 1n the
C4-Conditional zoning approved for the site by the Atlanta City Council
in March 1998. These conditions had been recommended to City Council
by NPU-E by a vote of B-0.

Traffic flow is a huge concern in Home Park. The proposed 17th Street
Extension and bridge will benefit our neighborhood because 1t provides
access to the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project without funneling
traffic through Home Park's narrow residential streets The bridge plan
is ailso beneficial because it is intended to promote access for transit
vehicles, pedestrians and other forms of tranasportation between
Atlantjc Station and MARTA'a Art Center Statijon.

I am naturally concerned about the impact of the development on our
100-year-old neighborhood but excited at the opportunity to have shops,
restaurants, and offices within walking distance The Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, including the 17th Street bridge, are consistent
with our community’'s development vision. I have been please by all
parties willingness to adjuest plans to address resident's concerns

Thank you for allowing the Home Park Community Improvement Association
Inc. and Home Park residents to participate in this review proceas for
Project XL.

Sincerely,

Ronda Kocher %
Treasurer, Homé Park Community Improvement Association Inc.

1268 Francis St
Atlania, GA 30318



Home Park ﬂlcemﬁL 1/’%/’0 Home Park Community

Improvement Assoclation
Atlanta’s Best Kept Secret 1015 Tumlin Street, N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30318

404.872.4572 @ lece sed Yiojo

September 18, 2000 Joan.c.king@ac.com To: Ben WesVRAUSEPAUS@EPA
Ben West 09/17/2000 09:47 PM
Office of Envisonmental Assessment o«
'é’.:' S"u:’:“ e “‘“’c':::‘*“ Agency Subject: Environmaental A 1t 17th Strest E and Attanue Stoel
1 Porsyth St SW Redevelopment Praject, Fulton County, Georgu
Atlama, GA 30303-8960
Dear Mr West
The Home Park C ity | A ion (HPCIA) supports construction of the 1 7* Street Extension and Atlantic Steel | have been a resident of Anslay Park since maving to Atianta more than 6
devel Project, inchudi l.he 17 Street bridge across l 75/8S. Construction of the 1 7 Street bridge prior to construction of years ago. My son was bom here, and | have found Ansley Park, a histonc

any buildings or structures on the site except for infr is ane of the 27 conditions supported by Home Pask 1n nelighborhood, a wonderful place to live with my tamly
the C4-Conditional zomng approved for the site by the Atlanta Clty Council in March 1998  These conditions had been recommended
1o City Council by NPU-E by a vote of 8-0 | am writing 1o you because of my deep concem aver the 17th Street bridge

and extension. Lke most residents of our neighborhood, | have studied
HPCIA has been actively involved in the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project sunce 1997 Our organization began meeting with the plans for the Atlanta Stee! Redavelopment project | have been a
Jacoby Development Corportion almost from the inception of the project long before sales negotiations on the site were cven consullant tor nearly 20 years, and | am batfled by the analysis provided
complete. Jacoby has been very receptive to our suggestions and willing to work with us addressing R by the EPA | conclude that the bridge and extension threatens to
have also had many opportunities to comment publicly on the development throughout uliefu.s;t 3 ).vean. both wuh Jacoby ] Increase traffic dramalically, endangering the satety of is residents,
Develapment Corporaon and t the Emsonmeatal Protection Agency's Project AL ngs Rep of these poliuting our air and destroying the {abric of my neighborhood as | know it
organizations as well as the Georgia DOT have also been fiequent and regulas p a1 our Y Lo today. The environmental 1 fails to recognze that Ansley Park
Traffic Bow is a huge conoern in Home Park  The proposed 17* Sireet Extension and bridge will benefit our neighborhood because it will even be affected by this project.
provides access to the MSId lla‘levdopmem ijed without funneling ml?ic through Home Park's narrow residential streets Before his project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must
The bridge plan s also beneficial b itisi dtop access for ransit vehicles, pedestrians and other forms of be redesigned. To aliow this disruption to a neighborhood with a history
tracsporttion between Adaatic Saion and MARTA's Ar Ceres Suton and bradition as rich a3 ours Is unconsclentable. Tralfic must be diverted

unds, parks eside Ansley [
Reddeml o}Home Park are naturally concerned sbout the impact of the development on our 100-year-old neighborhood but excited &t ::dagl "omol:‘empl:{g:nmy l.he Inp:cr: :)n A;':d::ﬂdw p',w’::" "
to have shops, restaurants, and offices within walking distance. The Atlantic Stoet Redevelopment Project, including on, y v
'.,’2 ’w are consistent with our community’s development vision. mitigation to remedy those impacts. Aspmsem?y_ proposaed, | do not
8% P support the 17th Stresl bridge and extension project.

Thank you for allowing the Home Park C ity Lmpr Association Inc and Home Park residents to participate in this
review process for Project XL Yours truly,

Joan King Salwen

Home Park C ity lmp Association, Inc. is a non-profit service and educational organization.
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|of.tredrick@mindspr! To. Ben WesVRAUSEPAUS@EPA
ng.com
09/17/2000 05:03 PM ce. John Hankinson/RANUSEPANIS@EPA, Exec dir@grta org,

tom coleman@doLstate ga us, jos palladi@dot state ga us,
{arry drethaup@thwa.dot gov

Subject: 17th Street Bridge

To Whom it may Concemn;

| am a resident of Ansley Park in Atlanta. | am writing to you to express my grave concern regarding the
17th Strest Extension and Atlaniic Stesl Redevelopment Project, Fulton Co., Ga. This project is a threat
to the ffestyls of the residents of this lovaly in-town nalghborhood, promising to bring with it alr pollution,
tratfic saftey issues (irom cut-throughs) and a demise of the friendly, watkable community of which we
are presently a pan

My husband and 1 chosa to relocate to 1hls nelghborhood from the traftic-ridden non-community feeling of
Allanta-s nonthern suburbs, regardless of the fact that our taxes have tripled and we do not have the
“comfort amenities” we previously enjoyed, I.e, more square footage, basements, garages, and large
yards.

We moved here because we can wak o neighborhood restaurants, shops and cultural activities. Yet we
are laced with losing these important freedoms H the ebove plan is not redesigned to divert tratfic away
from Ansley Park. | DO NOT WANT to have to jump in my car to get anyhere, and theretor DO NOT
suppori the 17 St bridge and extansion project.

Yours Truly,

Julle and Jetf Fredrick
77 Avery Dr. NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

I - att1.htm
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SRuss@lsa.net To B8en WestR4/USEPAUS
09/19/2000 09 35 AM
cc ¢russ@mindspring com

Subject Environmantal Assessment 17th Street Extenswon and Atlantxc Stest
Redevelopment Froject, Fulton Co . GA

Mr. West:

{ am a rasident of the Ansley Park neighboorhood in Alama | wnle 1o you

10 express my GRAVE concerns with the above project  The 17th Stieet bndge
and extension threatens 10 Cause a Massive INCrease 1N cut-through trakic

in my neighboorhood endangenng the sately ol its resxdents, poltuling our

air and deslroying the fabrnc of my neighboortrood as t know i today. The
environmantal assessmant lails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be
affected by this project

Belore this project proceeds, currant plans for the 17th Sirest bndge MUST
be redesigned to diven trathic away from Anstey Far< In addition, you
must identity the Impacts on Ansley Park and provide mitigation to remedy
those impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th Streel
bridge and extension project.

THIS PROJECT WILL CREATE A NEW NEIGHBOORHOOD WHILE DESTROYING ANOTHER IT
IS TOTALLY UNACCEPTABLE AS PRESENTLY PROPOSED AND HAS BEEN A COMPLETE "BAIT
AND SWITCH" PERPETRATED ON TAXPAYERS BY THE GA DO T AND THE E P A. SINCE

ITS INCEPTION

Yours truly - and angnly,
Steven Russ

227 Peachiree Clrcle, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

Environmental Assessment 171h Streel Extans.on ano Atlantic Steel
Redevetopment Project, Fullon Co , GA

Steven Russ
VP, Solution Strategy & Dehvery, Enterpnise Solutions
Internet Secunty Systams (ISS)
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mthiels@mindspring.
com

08/18/2000 11.07 PM

To Ben WesVR4/USEPA/US

cc John Hankinson/RAUSEPAMUS, Jim KuzmanvR4ASEPANS,
Exec dir@gria.org, Tom.coleman@dot state ga us,
Joe Palladi@dot state ga us, Jarry frankhin@tta.dot gov.
Larry dreihaup@f| dot gov, Kashed48@mindspring com,
Rpitis@ci attanta ga.us, Watsona@gtiaw.com

Subject Envoranemental Assessment 17th Strieet Extension and Atlantic Steel
Hedevalopmant Projact, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr West,

Wae are residants of Ansley Park in Midtown Atlanta, a ratne- old and "very residential® neighborhood,
located in the heart of Atlania Born and raised in Europe before moving here almost 15 years ago, | am
witnessing with great concem a growing negligence of planners as wall as city/county/state organs in
regard to smart and wise city planning Our city has all the potential to rematn and tncreasingly make for
a desirable and prosperous place for peopla to live, ‘vork and enjoy | have sean grealer support for
coordinated lving, working and transporiation/trafiic than in Atlanta 1n many cities around the world,
including many examples within the United States ! Our city, as any other accumufaiion of human
sattiement and activity on limited space, would benefit greally - or sutfer dramatically otherwise - from a
smart urban residential / industrial / traffic cocrdinatlon with respect among them. In other words, a
communlty with guards, locked doors, dark parking garages no life on sireets and "dead downtowns™
after workhours, is not a vision that enhancas our envionmant in any way, and is the ieast in in the
Intarest of the EPA, given a likely reversal of the recani trends to live & work within short distances in
sub-centers within a big metro area My hustand's commuie is less than a mile and | would hate to have
us to reconsider 30 miles and more one way driving (EPA!II to ensure salety for us and most of al! for
our 4 children. It is pretty much a worldwlide (including most 11S-s1ates) standard to enhance, protect,
promote and secure in-lown residential neighborhoods Why can't we in Georgia just take a good look at
other examples, before we foose soma of the great advantages, this city so far has provided, motivating
80 many people to move here and help this clry to grow and prosper ? The bottom lina is, that |, as
presently proposed, do NOT suppon the 17th Street bridpa and axtenston project t And allow me to
phrase |t In simple terms irom our Peachree Circte / Ansley Park / Atlania Midtown perspeciive, I.e.
within lesa than a mde distance to several theaters, museums, 50story business high-rises, 24hour
supermarket shopping, lots of retall, cotlee st ops and estaurants, a country club, saveral public parks, a
MARTA subway stallon, Interstates [-75 and | BS with access - and the future Atantic Stee! project
{which | am not generatly opposed to at alt /). | do not inlend to walk my dog, or let my children play, on
1-75 or 1-85, which are rightiully designed (and very wall shielded and protected as such by walls of
concrete 11!) as fast movement / cars only "streets™ - but | ask for the same respect from anyona behind
the wheel of a one or two ton piece of highly dangerous metal with 4 wheels when driving by my front
door / yard at usually excassive speeds, that are justilied on ‘ong distance roads, highways, interstates
etc., bul NOT within a residentia, neighbornoco -avarywhare in the world but here ! Plaase consider 1o
protect

residentlal nelghborhoods just equally to Inlerstates u regard to their primary objective Il Why not 7
Other than my kids or my dog not baing an option on I- 75, wa would always have driving/moving cars
outside our houss, just not fasi nor long distance travefers

It is, as you may know of find out when asring, quite standard almost anywhere else, to deviate long
distance baffic, cut-through traific. and faster ‘raftic, 1t through, but around restdential neighborhoods; to
affectivety stow the tratfic within such areas o 15-25 r~iles per hour as appropriate, and anforce such by

more drastic and effective methocs than just a random ard ignored by most, sign I'd hate 1o enviston
Ansley to join other bad samples of dark, Ifeless, and dangerous {in more than one way) “downiowns" of
the past, from which we had all the chances and tme to leamn | sincerely appreciate your ttme should you
have read this until here | - and pleass think 2boul i tor 2 brial moment in regard to us - and hiure
generations. | for my part am ready lo nvest ime ar d elort, should a human and respecttul solution
WITH the bridge induded woulkd become an oplion Thank you '

Monika Thiels

and In lieu of a separate lettar with the same conlents

Peter Thiels

224 Peachtres Circle

Atlanta GA 30309

404-892 7258 homa

404-697 6178 cell MT

404-870 4211 daytime PT

404-312 0751 cell PT

I - att1 htm
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September 17, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: Objections to current plans for a 17th Street Bridge associated with the Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

1 am writing to express my concerns about the 17th Street Bridge associated with the
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project in Fulton County, GA. This bridge has the
possibility of increasing dramatically traffic in my Ansley Park neighborhood. It is
important to insure that redeveloping one neighborhood does not come at the expense
of a second. Already, Ansley Park suffers from excess traffic as the result of limited
east-west connecting roads. The proposed 17th Street Bridge could contribute a
significant number of new automobiles, exacerbating this problem.

The effect of this project cannot be considered fully without studies of the impact to
surrounding communities. Plans for traffic remediation in the Ansley Park area as part
of the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Plan would be in the Project’s best interests and
would strengthen local support. Two possible changes that would improve acceptance
of the plan include redesigning the bridge so that private automobile traffic is
eliminated or is prevented from having direct access to Peachtree Road. Either of these
proposals would address the stated goals of the bridge, allowing access to mass transit
while discouraging use of automobiles and curbing emission as required by the E.P.A.
Alternatively, the bridge is likely to contribute to street overcrowding and encourage
use of automobiles, two things that Atlanta definitely does not need.

Sincerely,

20:A5)

Samuel C. Dudley, Jr, M.D., Ph.D

41 MADDOX DRIVE, NE
ATLANTA, GA 30300

September 7, 2000

To: Mr. B West

United Shales Endironmadal Fokehon Agenty
Ara-ta fedund Cendr

(6! P Ha Steek, S-D-

Arlo~xa, GA 30303y

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear _iMv. (West

I'am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. I write to you to express my
grave concems wnh the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in ovy neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
poll.mmgourairanddcstmyingtheﬁhricofmyneighborhoodnslknowilloday.Thc
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

i Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redesigned
to divent traﬂic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park
and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, ! do not support the 17th

Street bridge and extension project.
Yours Truly
A >
S BL—«.AH 9,
fddorFa 6 0309
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Jock McQuitkin
172 Westmanster Drve, NE
Allaa, Georga 30309
404 881-5360

September 17, 2000

Mr Ben Wesl

U S. Environmental Protection Agency
Atlania Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta. GA 30303

Dear Mr West .
RE Environmentat Assessment 1 71h Strect Extension and
' ___ Atlanta Stee] Redevelopment
~)
[«

My wife, Manha Young, and | have been residents of Ansley Park since 1993 We have enjoyed the .
tranquility and beauty of this old city neighborhood and we are very co'm:cmed about the Bbovt[pmjl:‘t.!
Tl'-e 17th Street bridge and extension will certainly threaten that |ranqu|||.ly and natural bcat.ny if walic o
allowed to cut through our neighborhood. The increased traffic would bring with it noise. air pollution and
an unfortunate disruption to the safety and calm environment which we value so greatly

We urge you to consider the significant impact that this project will have on Ansley Park and to redesign
the current plans so as to divert traffic flow.

Thank you for your consideration of our concems.

(.a;\speclfully you!

%l;—j‘_ o

09,18/2000 15:44 40435149895 ADAMS BROS

Steve and Elizabeth Middow
( ‘) 155 The Prado, NE
| S ﬂ@ceﬂuﬁ Q/ ! 7/ o Atlina, Creorgn 30309

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Attanta Federal Center

61 Forsytn Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Artention: Mr Ben West

Subject.  Auaouo Stecl Redevelopment Project
Environmental Assessment 17* Street Extension

Dear Mr West.

As residents of the Ansley Park neighborhood, we are extremnely disappointed 1hat your current
Environmental Assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will be affected by the project 1n an)
way

Tre 17" Street Bridge and extension is est:mated to bring an additional 46,000 cars
¢edge of our neighborhood. With & masswve increase 12 maffic of this gnitude, it ic

to be concerned with the cut-through traffic that will threaten the safety of the rem!cm.sl

n the
neighborhnad, aleng with the ahviceis increase in the arr pollution  Wae believe that the relagvely

quiet residental nature of our neighborhood will be destroyed.

per day to the

hle nal

While we are very much m favor of the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, we fervently believe
that any environmental asscasment that fals to recognize that Ausley Pak witl be ulfevicd 15
incomplete and deficient. Efforts should be made to idennfy any impact on Ansley Pask and to
Provide nutigativu uf dicye 1mpucts. The current plans for the | 7* Smeet Bridge stould be re-
designed to divert traffic away from Ansley Pask As itis presently proposed, we do not support the

17" Street Bridge and extension project
’
Y;
3 izabeth Middour

ccs, See Attached List
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Kris Holland, President

Rogers Barry, Vice President

Katherine 8rokew, Chair.
loning and Land Use Committee

Anslev Park Civic Associatinn

Mr John Hanknson

Regional Administrstor (same sddress as sbove}
Fax. 404-562.8374

Hagkinsan jobn @ epa. gov

Mr. Jim Kutzown
Deputy Director
Rutrmen Jim@cpe gov

O/TA

Ceargle Regional Tranuportation Authority
249 Prechtres Conter Aveous, NE

Atanta, OA 3OO0

Phone, 404-483-3000, Fax: 404 453 3060
M». Cathenne Roas, Execotive Director
Bxeo.Gr@gru org

G-DOT
M. Toa Coleman

, Commi saioner
Geargla Department of Transportation
Athan, GA 30334
Pluoe 404-G36-5206, Fax. 404-657-8389
Toowcoleman @dot state. g2 o

Joo Palladi

St Urban Design

Phooe: 404-656-5436. Fax: 404-657-7921
Joo Paliadi @dot state gu oy

FTEDERAL POT

M. Rodoey Stater
UVepartment of | ransports’'oa
400 Tth Street, S W.
Wulisgtoa, DC. 2

MIDTOWN ALLIANCE

Ms. Susan Mendbeim, President’CEO

M. Shaonoa Powell, Plasoiag Direcsor
Midows Allisnce

793 Firnt Unlog Plaza, 999 Peachties Strect
Atdmts, OA 30309

Fhos  404-892-4782, Pax: 404-892.0050

£DaMS  BROS

FHWA

Ma. Fays iMasrimo

Federn) Highway Adminstration

61 Forsyth Street, 3.W

Sulm {7T100

Adana, GA 300

Phone. 404-561-3380, Fax 404-657-7T266

FTA

Mr Jury Fraoklin

Federa) Translt Admicdination

61 Forsyth Street, W Sulte 17750
Adenta. A 33T

Phone: 404-562-3570

Jerry frantlin@fs det gw

Mr Lamy Deadbavp

Federa) Highway Admicistration
61 Forsyth t, S W. Sulte 17T100
Atagta, GA 3030

Phome: 404.862.3570

Larry dreibaop@fhwa dot gov

STATE OF GEORGIA
Govornar Roy Darmce
Room 203

Suts Capitol

Aflents, GA 30034

Senaror Vinoeat Fort

18 Capital Baitdlug

Suite 305-B

Allania, CA 3334

Phone: 404-656-5091, Fax. 404-657-7266

Rspresantative Kathy Asbe

Sute Capltol, LOB 409

Atlaote, QA 3334

PBose: 404-650-0116, Fax: 404-§73-0348

Kashed$ @mindepring com

OTHER CONTACTS!:
Shirley Franklin (mayoral candidate)
Phose: 404-699-9993, Pax: 404-699.9733

Robb Pitts

City Coundl President (and mayanl candidat)
Phoos: 404-330-6030

Rplits @ci atianta.ga.uy

Aaron Watson

(candidaw for Qty Councll President)
Phooe: 404-261-8000
Watiana @ gdaw.com
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RODERICK C. DENNEHY, JR.
52 Maddox Dnive
Atlanta, GA 30309

September 18, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 303033

Re-  Environmental Assessment - | 7 Street Extension and
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project. Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park Neighborhood n Atlanta, and I am wniting
to you to express my opposition to and grave concerns with the above project. The
17™ Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a massive increase in cut-through
traffic in my neighborhood endangenng the safety of its residents, polluting our air
and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood as I know 1t today The environmental
assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17" Street bridge must be
redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the
impacts on Ansley Park and provide mitigation to remedy those impaclts. As
presently proposed, | do not support the 17" Street bridge and cxtension project.

Ours truly,

(s €

Roderick C Dennehy, Jr.

RCD jb
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PORTMAN HOLDINGS

September 18, 2000

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Fedenal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Adanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr West

I am wriung to share with you my concern regarding the current redevelopment
plans for the 17* Street Extension and Adantic Steel Redevelopment Project |
am a rendent and property owner in Ansley Park and feel that the current plan
greatly compromuses the safety of residents not only from a traffic standpoint, but
aleo in environmental ways. Traffic alone 15 a major issue, from the increase in the
numbér of automobiles to the increase of “thru” traffic, however, we have to look
at the environmental impact as well — all of this traffic will be most certainly be
detrimentat to our quality of air.

1€ 2 brdge is ta be built, 1t should have shutde or train access to the MARTA
system, 3s well as ample consideration for pedestnans and bicycles, but what is the
compelling argument for cars? Another issue to take into consideration 15, will this
development actually take place® Has Bnancing been received by the developer
for all of the development? Is 1t possible we could have a bndge and very little
else? It is my opinion, that the public’s money should be used to improve access
north of the development. not into Midtown

1 was onginally attracted to the Ansley Park area because of its “small-town
neighborhood feel”, with the convemences that living in Midtown offers
Unfortunately, residents are currently suffenng from an abundance of cut-through
traffic and speeding, which endangers the many walkers, runners, bikers and skaters
that enjoy the naighborhood

It 18 obvious that very little thought has been given to the impact of this
development and bridge on Ansley Park, Midiown and other neighborhoods in
close proximuty | am wnung to urge the EPA and the City of Atlanta to further
study the repercussions this development will have on the existing community

PORT N 8 Y

Mr. Ben West
September 18, 2000
Page Two

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17" Street Bndge must be
shelved or redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park  In addinion, you
must identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide nutigation to remedy those

impacts. As presently proposed, I do not support the 17" Street bndge and
extension project

We would hke our neighborhood to remain a neighborhood, and not become a
thoroughfare. Your efforts to address our concerns are greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

il
A J Ylobinson

AJR/adc

Cc Kris Holland, President, Ansley Park Civic Association
John Hankinson (via e-mail)
Jim Kutzman (via e-mail)
Catherine Ross (via e-mail)
Tom Coleman (via e-rail)
Joe Palladi (via e-mail)
Jerry Frankhin (via e-mail)
Lacry Drethaup (via e-mail)
Robb Pitts (via e-mail)
Aaron Watson (via e-mail)

PORT M AN
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S Albert Sherrod
267 The Prado
Atlanta, Ga 30309
UsA
9/16/2000

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street

Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Mr West:

RE: Environmental Assessment 17" Street Exteasion and Alantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

As a resident of Ansley Park, I write 10 you to express my grave
concermns with the above project The 17" Street bridge and extension
thieatens to cause a massive increase in cut-through traffic in the
Ansley Park neighborhood, and will endanger the safety of residents in
Ansley Park, as well as further polluting our air. This will destroy the
fabric of our historic neighborhood. The environmental assessment
fals 10 recognize that Ansley Park will be affected by this project This
ignores a very important residential asset and constituency to the city
of Atlanta.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17® Street bridge
must be redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. {n addition
you must idantify the impacts an Ansley Park and provide mitigation
to remedy these impacts. As presently proposed, I do not support the
17" Street bndge and extension project, and will actively work to
persuade responsible officials to my point of view.

Sincerely yours,

Bocered 7/!7{:»
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dlaone.net Hankinson/R/USEPA/US@EPA, kuizman mim@ epama epa gov,

SusOtszewski@atl.me To Ban WestVR4AAUSEPAMS@EPA, John
exec du@grta org. tom.coleman@dot state ga us.
100 paliadi@dot state ga us, jerry franklin@Ra dot gov,
latry.drethaup@(hwa dot gov, kashed8@mindspiing com,
tpitts@ci atlanta ga us, watsona@gtiaw com

09/19/2000 12 17 PM

t 17th Streat Extension

| am gravely concerned about the EPA's lindings regarding tratic tmpact to
Anstay Park as a result of the 171h street bridge it 13 beyond my
comprehension that the EPA would tind that there will be no significant
impact to this historic rasidential neighborhood This bridge will connect

the eas! side of Atlanta to a major relail, residential, and oflice park

area Traffic traveling easywesl! through the cily to get to this

development wil) significantly increase tratfic through Ansley Park. To

think otherwise is simply counter intuitive

The Ansley Park nelghborhood has expenenced increases in cut through
traffic over the past several years Today's traflic is gravely impacting

our environment and endangenng our historic naighborhood The brldge
project will contribute significant additional pressure 1o an area that

already feels threatened. Tratfic needs to be dverted away from Ansley
Park. Impacts on this neighborhood and mitigation to remedy these impacls
mus! be identitied and committed As presently proposed, | can not support
the 17th Street bridge and extension project. | urge you to work with the
Ansley Park Clvic Assoclation leadersship in reaching an agregment that will
protect this historic neghborhood.

Sue E. Olszewski
45 Montgomery Fenry Drive
Attanta, Georgta 30309

,e cuVJ ?/}//w

Septembee 18, 2000

Unated States Enviconmental Protecaon Agency
Athanta Feden! Ceater

61 Forsyth Saect, SW.

Adsnta, GA 30303

Re. Eavironmental Assessment 17% Street Extension & Adantic Steel Redevelopment Project
Dear Mr Wese

My wife and | are ressdents of Ansley Park st 106 Avery Dove We are concerned about the impact of dus
project on vur neighbothood. This bridge and the assocusted cateamon of 17 Sueet will cause 3 masaine
inceease in neighborhood waffic. The “new residens of Adanae Steel” wnll oravel through Anster Park 1o get
o 3nd from Pied Road and M Dave oo s regular batisc Thu will endanges the safety of the
rendents of Ansley Park, cause addiuonal pollunon, and degrade ous neighborhood’s qualiy of Life

We du sealice that the project will Le 1n the best interest of “meuo Adanua™ We are sumply askung that you
not sacnfice our neighborhood in the process.

The environmentl sssessment does not even recogmze the fact that Ansley Park wnll be alfected by dus
project We do think that 1t 15 unteasonsble o believe that all new tralfic will valy teavel to and from the
expressway

Before thus project proceeds the current plan for the 17# Street bridge must be redeuigned 1o divert the taffic
away from Ansley Park 1t 1 umperstive that the EPA idenufies the impacts on Ansltey Park and develups o

plan 0 mingate them

We can not support thus plan s it currendy exists.

Sincerely,

Jdea?] =

840&10 #.
Robert D. Seifnng
Judith A Richardson

106 Aw_, Drte, wE
Aﬂu..du, GA o309
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September 20, 2000

Mr Ben West

Envizonmental Protecnon Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street NW
Adanua, GA 30303

Regatding: 17* Steeet Extension & Ansley Park

Dear Mr West

I relocated 1o Atlanta from Boston in 1995. 1 was immediately attracted to the charmung
acighbarhood of Ansley Park with its winding strects, older homes and lovely patks 1am
cor;scemed that the current design of the 17™ Sueet Extension severely thieatens one of
Atanua’s prized residential communities.

1 the 17* Street Extension terminates at Peachtree Siceet, there will be steadylcut-dthmug:
waffic through Ansley Park endangering our safety and destoying ow P“r[; :n ::]rs::
thete ate alternatve options which would divert ?ﬂfﬁc away from the nelg‘ o o%“znk -
result 1n berter access to other roads. Please continue secking the best resolunon y

for your consideration.

Sincetely,

Efrosini “Max"" Whire
153 17* Strect

Adants, GA 30309

404 949-6044
cfrosini@mindspring.com

ﬂeww{ 7/21,/00

To:  Mr. Ben West
U.S. EPA
Atlanta Federal Center
Region [V
61 Forsyth Street
Atlanta Ga 30303

From: Mrs. Stephen R. Goldman
Chair, Environment Commuttee
Anasley Pack Civic Association

Re:  Environmental Assessment, 17th Strect Bndge and Extension for Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

19 Scptember 2000

[ am very concerned about the Environmental Assessment for the Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, and would like my concerns 1o be made pant of the public record

We moved to Historic Ansley Park more than twenty years ago because it embodied what
we believed to be the best attnbutes of a neyghborhood in which to rear our children. ltis a
biking and pedestrian-fiendly neighbothood, and a wonderful place to live.

But we have seen changes in the past years that have already changed our way of life, the
most dramatic being the inctease in traffic that cuts through our neighborhood. We must
be much more careful when we walk, bike, and even drive, as there are so many more cars,
drving at a high rate of speed, through Ansley Park. Currently, there are mullions of
square feet of construction bewng budt or planned all around us thar can only create more
traffic. The largest of these is the Adangic Steel Project. The proposed bridge will bnng a
dramatic increase in traffic to the door of Ansley Patk, endangering the safety of its
residents, polluting our air and changing our neighborhood dramancally. We must be

considered a stakeholder in this major project. The bridge must be redesigned to divert
traffic away from Ansley Park.

Ansley Park is listed on the National Register of Histonc places and the construction and
proposals as they now stand pose an unacceptable danger to this neighborhood 1 urge the
EPA, the state of Georgia and the City of Atlanta not to proceed with these plans. Ansley
Park must be included in discussions regarding the design of the bridge, traffic impact
studies and funding for trallic diversion and calming. As presently proposed, 1 do not
support the 17 Street bridge and extension.

50 Prrk Lan.(_l ~NE
AHn«"hl 6GA 3o 304
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fynne.speiggs@woodr
uticentet.org

09/20/2000 10°28 AM

To Ben WesV/RAUSEPAMS, John Hankingon/R4/USEPANS, Jim
Kuzman/R4/USEPA/US, Tom colaman@dot siate ga.us,
Joe Palladi@dot state ga.us, Exec.du@gna org,
Jorry franktin@ta doi gov, larry drethaup@thwa dot gov,
kashe48@mindspring com, Rpitts@c: atlanta ga.us,
Watsona@gtiaw com

cc’

cub E 1A

E 1t 17th Street Extenston and Atlanhc Steel
Redevelopment Pioject, Fulton County, Georgia

| am a resident ol the Ansley Park neighborhood in ATlanta ¥'m writing to
exprass my senous concerns about the above mentioned project The 17th
Street brdge is a grave threat ta our neighborhood, guaranteed to cause a
massive increase in cul-through tratlic which endangers the safety of our
residents, and will pollute our arr. This neighborhood 1S something special
Ihat all its residenis cherish  The environmental assessment of the 17th
Streal Extenston fails 1o recognize that Ansley Park will be atiected
Irrevocably by tha project in these and other ways.

Belore this project procaeds, current plans for the 171h Streel bridge must
be redesigned to divert tratfic away from Ansley Park. in additron, you must
Identity the specific and grave impacts on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, | definitely do
not support the 17th Street bridge and extenston project

Yours Sincerely,
Lynne Spriggs

Lynne E Spriggs

Curator of Folk Art

High Mussum of Arl

1280 Peachiree Streal NE

Atlanta, GA 30309

Phone: (404)733-4548

Fax: (404)733-4502

E-Mail: Lynne Spriggs@woodruticenter org

ﬂg u,.'/g,) 7/20/00

YLVIA ATTKISSON  ianpscare pesen

165 17TH STREET

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30309 404-892-2033  FAX 404-815-6076
September 18, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, BA 30303

Dear Mr. West,

1 am a garden designer and I make my living outside. I have been horrified
this summer by what I have had to breathe!

I live and do much of my work in Ansley Park. |am very opposed to the
17" Street Bridge that will only make the air, traffic, and even the safety of
my neighborhood worse.

Please do not allow this bridge to be built as is currently planned.

Yours truly,

74/414/ W

Sylvia Attkisson
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Raybum J. Fisher, Jr.
109 Seventeenth Street. NE.
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atice!@mindspring co To Ben WesVRAUSEPAUS@EPA

m
09/19/2000 07 35 PM ce
Subject AGAINST the 17th Sueet bridge and extension

leceed 4{26 o0

I am a long-time resideni, AND 1axpayer, of Ansley Park in Atlanla. wnting
to add my personal volce to the hundreds of others who are hornlied al the
possibility of this historic neghborhood (my pleasant home since 1956),
having its quality of life and satety threatened or destroyed by the above
project

Already, instead of sunsets and blue skies, we have to see parking lols and
1afl buildings ou our windows, we hear garbage trucks and booming radios
throughout the night; we have to pay for expensive secunly systems, we pay
ever increasing property laxes Even so, lhe area’s beauly, converiience and
relative peace In the midst of a8 madhouse of a city make living here
worthwhile to many-bul ONLY il we can hold on to some of our quality of

lile

| believe attempts such as the above project undertaken fo improve air
quality only accomplish the opposite. We have more MARTA and more traffic
tanes and allow more developments, balieving that we will have fewer
poliuting automobiles. Honeslly, has that EVER worked, excep! in reverse?

It aimost seems that these attempts are based on nothing more than
blindness and/or greed o! developers and officiats

Quality of fite made Atlanta the deslrable city Il Is and this quality must
be preserved or our clty will continue to die. Bigger and richer are not
better.

The impact on Ansley Park of the above listed project will be tremendously
negative in my opinion Please make every efior to preserve Ansley. which
is a valuable asset of Atlanta, with its winding tree-lined streets,

(lowered yards, well cared for homes, wooded areas, inviting parks
Winn/irls Garden, McClatchey, the Dell, Yonah, and a goll course

Otherwise, | fear there will be daterioration and an exodus Iike Atlanla’s
inner city experienced in the '60s and '70s

Alice Felion, 230 Peachtree Circle, NE, Atlanta, GA 30309-3207

a.vanweezel@worldn
et.att.net

09/20/2000 12 10 PM

To: Ban WesVR4/USEPA/US@EPA

[

WW& ?/v/oo

Subject 17st exrension and Atlanuc sieel redevelopment project Fulton counly

GA

Dear Mr West lam a resident of the Anslay Park neighborhood in
Allanma Asprasenily proposed | do nol support the 17st bndge and exiension
as il will cause a massive in crease In cul- -through tratc and endanger the
satety of is residents Yours tru ly Alex VanWeeze!
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vhievy@hotmall.com To- Ben WesVRAAUUSEPAUSGEPA
09/20/2000 11.48 AM

cc exec dir@grta.org, tom caleman@dol state ga us,
kashe46@mindspring com, |levy@ehatchery com,

joe pattadi@dot state.ga us

Subject 17th Stresl Bridge-Comments

rlQ( d’tl 1( lo/og

Dear Mr West,

My name is Valerie Hartman Levy, and | am wriling this letter regarding the
17th Strest Bndge Project on behalt of both my husband, Jell Levy and me

We have kved in Ansley Park since 1993 and have been commiited 1o living in
the midlown area since our arrival in Atlanta in 1992. My husband has opened
a business in midtown, eHatchery and commitied himsell to creating jobs hare
as well  As a former New Yorker, | am struck by Atlanta’s unique character
which allows a parson lo live in a home right In the middle of the city

Having traveled throughout the US. | am unaware of any other crly that

oflers such a unique combination

As | xnow that you must be aware, Anstey is a true treasure for the city of
Atlanta With its historic homes, beautifut parks and lovely wide winding
streats, it is truly a ittle jewel sitting in the middle of an ever

growing, developing city Not only doaes this nelghborhood aliow its
residents a wonderiul place fo call home, but the occupants of the
surrounding olfice buildings wiih a special place to wak, eat lunch and
just take a break

As noted above, my husband and | have been commutted 1o living in the
midtown area since our arrivat in Atlanta  As part of tha Ansley Park
communtty, we are surrounded by people who balleve thal the key 10 a cly's
success is a vibrant midiown. Consistent with that, we are very supporiive
of the development the Atlantic Steel Project as that will add to the

vitalty of Atlanta’s midtown.

However, we cannot and should not develop ong area of midiown al the
datriment 10 other importart areas of midtown such as Ansley Park The 17th
Street Bridge, in its curent form of dumping cars onto West Peachtree,
Poachtres and Parshing Point, will do just that by creating a massive
increase in cut-through traffic in Ansley Park, thus endangenng the safety

of its residents and pedestrians waking through the nelghborhood from
adjacent olhice buildings, polluting our alr and destroying the unique,

historic nature of our neighborhood as we know il today

The environmenial assessmant falls to recognize that Ansley Park will even
be alfected by 1his Project. Despite such tinding, common sense would tell
us otherwise. To add over 20,000 plus additional car ridas a day 1o this
naighborhood as a result of this Bridge, not to mention all of the other
recent and pending development here in midtown, cannot logicaily have no
atfect on this nelghborhood or midiown in ganeral As a former New Yorker,
1 know what gridiock and pofiution Is all about and it lsn't a pleasant

thing

Atlanta has the opportunity to do it right; that is it has the opportunity

to develop its midtown in a way that does not sacrifice its unique nature of
muxing business with beautiful in-town neighborhoods It would be a true
sadness it Atlanta. in its daesire to grow lts economic base. alienated the
core ol its taxpayer base by forcing them to leava their midtown
nalghborhoods. It we work together, | believe that we can have a winvwin
siuation whereby projects like the Atlantic Steel Project contnue and the
integrity of neighborhoods like Ansley are respected and protected

I would ask that before this Bridge Project proceeds, current plans for the
17th Sireet bridge must be redesigned to divert traltic away lrom Ansley
Park and that changes within Ansley Park be made that help 1o calm the
resulting future cut-through tratfic. in addition, | would ask that you

identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide migation to remedy those
impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th Sireet Bridge and
extension projact but am hopetut that you will do the right thing for the

sake of all of midtown and this city, not just Anslay Park

Very truly yours,

Vale inte

leceked 9/20)a0

McLANAHAN & COMOLLI
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSALORS AT LAW
FIRST AMBRICAN BANK AND TRUST COMPANY BUILDING
300 COLLEGB AVENUB * PO. BOX 326
ATHENS, GEORGIA 30603

JOMN M. COMOLLI PHONE: (708) $43-1830
JOMN D. MLANAHAN, T PAX: (708) $43:1721

September 19, 2000

Ben West

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth 8t., SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Re: Environmental Assessment 17"

Street Extension and Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project
Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

I am a resident of Ansley Park in Atlanta, Georgia. I write
you to express my strong opposition toc the above project. The
proposed 17" Street bridge and extensions threaten to cause a
manssive influx of cross-Park traffic, endangering the neighborhood
and effecting the safety of the residents. The City is already
polluted, and it defies my own understanding how your Agency could
authorize any additional pollution of the air quality which
certainly will damage the quality of life of the residents of
Ansley Park. Hava you not recognized the effect this nonsense will
have on the people of Analay?

Before this goes forward, you must pledge to us that the plans
for this 17** Street Bridge shall be totally redesigned to divert
this unwanted traffic away from the Park. In addition, as you
know, we are all committed to filing suit in this matter to prevent
this unquestioned harm to the inner city of Atlanta.

I've lived in the Park for the past 20 years. Can I be any
clearer about this?

Sincerely,

/AT ES

John M. Comolli, Esq
JIMC:ves
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September V, 2000

To: ¢ Qe NV A of

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment

Project, Fulion County, Georgia
Dear ljl 3325,! A :

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. 1 write to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,

polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood &s § know it today. The
environmental essessment fails 1o recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 1 7th Street bridge must be redesigned

to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park

and provide mitigation to remedy thase impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th
Strect bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly

EHRTTime Wi Ve hea
§3 The (Raols VE
Muuds. 6A o 303.
Lok 815 0555

@ /écllm( ?/20/;0

September |, 2000

To: Bﬂ/ﬂ/ [‘/457&
L4
'*?‘f’}: ?"Jﬂu(\){i’)‘i—ﬁ'f“

yE* sr

b/
1. 6+ Fp303

Re.  Environmental Assessment 17th Strect Extension and Atlamic Steel Redevelopmemn
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear _/)71/4/ éu ﬂ'7‘/1

1 am 2 resident of the Ansley Park ncighborhood in Atlanta. | write to you 10 express my
i j i ion threatens to cause &
grave concerns with the above project. The I7ll.z Street bridge and extension 3 .
nussivcimreaschcm-thmughmﬁchmymnghborhoodmdmgamgu?esaf:qofmmﬂmu
poHulingou:nirmddmoyingttcﬁhicofmymighborboodulkmwnloday.Tb:. .
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

. . . be .

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the l7lh.Stmf( bndg.c must be redesigned
1o divent unﬂicnwayﬁomAmkyPutlnaddiﬁon.younmandamfylhcmpaasonAmkme
and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, 1 do not suppornt the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly
-

[ gl it
oty 7

AN\ Cail‘ul Eq‘dh-\\;.g{’ Aj“?
wo MMBW“") R//y Drive, NE

LAY
AHN\}", GA 30309
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Mr. and Mrs. Peter C. Moister
236 The Prado NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Mr Ben West

US Environmental Protection Agency

Atlanta Federal Center, 61 Forsyth Street SW
Atlanta, 6A 30303

September 15, 2000

Re: Environmental Assessment 17th Sireet Bridge and Extension.
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County Georgta

Dear Sir,

As residents of Anisey Park 1n Atlanta, we want 10 register our strenuous
objection to the 17th Street bridge and extension as it is presently proposed After
hstening 10 the public debate and having examined descriptive materials made avadable, both of us
have concluded that the project is ill-conceived, grossly over-designed and, most astomshingly, holds
the interests of commuters from outlying areas above those of immediately af fected nearby
residents, specifically Ansley Park We are, in fact, d yed that your t fails to address
the aforementioned dispority of interests or toke our neighborhood into account seriously Mr, West,
11 13 factually incontestoble thal a bridge and extension on the massive scale currently contemplated
15 but certain 10 "Los Angelize” the midtown area needlessly and, in particular, shamefully dimimish the
quality of Uife in Ansley Park by increasing the tof ¢ er and/or ¢
traffic cutting thraugh o

Clally oriented

We in the Park have a long fomihiarity with the “cut through® traffic problem and 1ts negotive
nide effects including increasing crime, impaired pedestriaon safety, and disagreeable norse and awr
pollution In fact, over the years in spite of our significant and sustained efforts 1o calm speeding or
coreless transient traf fic, the problem has only worsened as midtown commercial density has grown
Obviously, in hight of this experience, the Park has no intention of not being heard in regard to its very
real concern that 113 majestic boulevards will be turned into dongerous commuter thoroughfares
feeding ingress ond egress 1o on enormous commercial complex on the west side. You should know, that
we believe that there 1s near unarumity of agreement (a rare thing in the Park) that the proposed

bridge and extension will do nothing but exacerbate what 11 already an alarming traffic problem for
Ansley Pork residents

Therefore, we are asking herewith that current plans for the 17th Street bridge and
extenston be redesigned to divert troffic away from Anstey Pork In addition, we specificolly request,
thot you identsfy the impacts on Ansley Park and provide mitigation to remedy those smpacts

Finally, Mr West, please understand that Ansley Park is o unique neighborhaod with an
unusuolly deeply seeded sense of pride and tradition It 13 rich inintellectual, financia), pohitical and
cultural resources. Be assured we are prepared to commit oll of these resoources in order to preserve
our standing as one of the nation's most desirable ond beautiful intown residential havens; and,
notably, in Atlonta, one of the very few that truly welcomes residents of every oge, color, creed,
sexual orientation and tax bracket We hope you appreciate the seriousness of our convictions ond
respond in good faith 10 our legiimate concerns. Thonk you in advance for your coaperation

Your truly,

ey acd Polee MousTor

Whitney ond Peter Moister

Qﬂ(&bd{ 7/10/.0

OXoxa Haoadvoq
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Attorness at | aw

Suue 2800

1100 Peachiree Sireet
Attanu, Georgia 101094510
Tetephone' 404 815 6500
Factimile 404 813 6355
Web site www kilslock com

KILPATRICK STOCKTON LLP

E-mall. dzacks@klistock com

September 19, 2000 Disect Dlal; 404 818 6100

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, GA 30303

Re.  Environmental Assessment

17"™ Street Extenston and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project,
Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

My famuly has always taken great pnde in hiving within the City of Atlanta and
supponing the infrastructure 1t represents  Residing in the Ansley Park neighborhood has
been a wonderful place to raise my famuly and enjoy all the many opportunities this city has
to offer.

I wnite to you because | am concemed that the above-referenced project threatens alt
that we feel is of value to us 1n our neighborhood 1 do not wnite opposing the redevelopment
of the Atlantic Steel Project In fact, I fully support this endeavor and think 1t wili add luster
to a city that is already a great one. 1do, however, remain concemed on the current plan for
the 17" Street bridge. Ithink the environmental assessment, which [ have read, fails to
recognize the negative impact this bridge will have on our residential neighborhood. Serious
thought must be given 1o redesigning the 17" Street bridge project to divert traffic away from
Ansley Park to ensure we do not destroy rather than enhance the goals we are trying to
accomplish.

I thank you for giving this letter your thoughtful consideration and urging those in
authority to rethink the current plan for the 17" Street Bridge.

Sincerely,
David M Zacks
DM2Z/th

cc Mr. Chris Holland, President
Ansley Park Civic Association

Governor Roy Barnes

4(( U“L 1/1‘/1-

. poaiclbob@mindapei To Ben WesVR4LUSEPAUS
N ng com

09/21/2000 08 56 AM cc

Subject EA Alanix Steel Redeveiopment

Mr Ben West

U § Envionmential Protection Agency
Allania Federal Center

Atlanta, GA

Dear Mr Wesl

1 atended tha September 12th Public Heanng, viewed the exhibits, hstened
lo your presentaion and paxd close aitantion {0 (ha comments by some ol my
neghbors, pohicians and vanous protessionals about the eltect the 1 7th
Streel Bridge and the Atlantic Siee! Redevelopmeni project will have on MY
neighborhiood - Ansley Park

| have lived In Ansley Park lor 41 years and my home 1s one hall block east
ol Peachiree Swieet tis sheer faniasy to suggest 10 e that the Y 71h
Stieel

Bridge and Extension project, as presenty envisioned. waulkd not advecsety
impact the quality of ife | have enjoyed lor those 41 years 111s o!

major tierest

1o me thar EPA’s Enviconmenial Assessmeni seems 10 have concluded,
erronagusly In My opinion, thal this project will hava onty a imited eltect

on

Ansley Park - either with tralfic or air qualty Erroneous conciusions on
incomplele data?

It also concerns me a greal deal. in view ol the moratonum on additional
roadbuikiing in Melio Allanta, that the EPA and the DOT have logather
decided to consider the entire project as a TCM claiming thal the project
will ba environmentally benelicial and suggesting n might even reduce
polluhon.

t am opposed to the massive highway project asmed al my neighborhood

Thank you lor the opportunity 10 express my opposition 10 the 17th Street
Bridge and Extension project, as proposed, which luerally will ba at my

doorstep
Aobert D. Clark
64 17th St, NE

Atlanla, GA 30309
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September 20, 2000

TO Mr Ben West
US Ennronmental Proiccion Agency

FROM Kathanne G. Farnhamn
30 Inman Circle
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE Environmental Assessment 1 7th Sucet Exicnsion and Attanuc Siecl
Redevelopient Project, Fuhion County, Georgta

- project oy currently proposed 1am
NOT opposed to redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel Project but the success of that

project should not be at the expense of Atlanta’s successful intown ncighbothood, Ansley
Park. The Environmental Assessment for the 17ih Sirect Bridge component of the Atlanuc
Steel Project inadequate in its descnption and coverage of the Ansley Park neighborhood
and in its assessment of the impact on this neighborhood of the immense daily load of
traffic 10 be cammied here by the proposed bridge

Ansley Park is not being unreasonable in its requests 1o be guarantced an independent
affic impact study, sufficient funds to implement the recomnendations of that swdy, a
binding completion date for the traffic-controiling features, and a seat at the table during
the planning process.

For 33 years. I have been a resident of the City of Atlanta: for 32 of thosc | have been a
resident of Ansley Park. Iconsider myself an advocate both for my neighborhood and for
the city. 1 support intelhgent well-planncd growth and development for the city The
plans for the | 7th street bridge and its extension do not represent intelligent well-planned
growth, and therefore | must emphaticatly oppose thetn as presently designed.

Sincerely,

Katharine G. Farmham

l?(,(.'/c»l 'i/z./oa

theprado@belisouth.n To Ben WesvRLUSEPAMS@EPA
ot

09/2172000 07 17 AM e

Subjecl Avantc Staet Piojsct and 17th Sueet Budge

Dear Mr Wast

As Ihe plan lor the Atlantic Sieel Project slands, Ihe project would
gravely endanger my neighborhood ot Ansley Park and the surrounding midtown
neighborhoods The Atlaniic Sieel Project would be crealed at tha excesswve
expense of the garden environment of listonc, beauntul Ansley Park Wa
will no 1t this happen! Whare are the forward- thinking people who know
that Allania’s environmental fulure depands on bike and goll can tavel and

generous grean space, which should be the central thama ol any new
devolopment? For any necessary car lrathc. the Atdanic Sieel tand nsait

should be used lor roads or access ramps to provide direct access lo and
from the intersiale, instead of bndging the  rratfic across tha intersiate

nto anather cominunily, thereby destroying that well-established cosnmunity s

environment

| request thal an independent, unbiased, unconnected third pany

provide an environmental assessment thatl would include all nesghborhoods
ellecled by the project 1 requesl that Anstey Park be represented at the
planning abte lor reconhguring the project and any brndga, furthermoia,
monies need 10 be appropraled and provided uptront for divering and
dealing with the lratlic genarated by the project and any bndge inits

tinal conliguralion

Thank you for your consideration

Sincerely,

Richard N. Stephens
133 The Prado NE

Septernber |, 2000

tor e - Vs NS
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Re: Envummcma}Assas\nxm } Tih-Sureet- Bxtension and-Atlsntic Steel-Redovelopment.
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear \‘\ - \\: s _:X‘

I am a resident of tbe Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. | wrtte to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
inussive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its tesidents,
poliuting our air and destroying tba fabric of my ncighborbood as | know it today. The
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by thus project.

Betore this project proceeds, currem plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redengned
to divert traffic awny from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the mrpacts on Anskev Park

and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As prescntly pruposed._! do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project

Yours Tmly

&\‘ R \\\Q_\__ “\0_\}\._ ~——
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924 Bowen St., N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30318
September 19, 2000

Mr., Ben West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Nunn Atlanta Fedaral Center

61 Forsyth Street, S5.W,

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Subject: Environmental Asgessment 17th S
JGDOT Project NH-7141-00 (900]
and Atlantic Steel Redevelopmen
Fulton County, Georgia

reet Extension
.I. Number 714190)
Project

rr|o|er

Dear Mr. West,

He have reviewed the subject Environmental Assessment (EA) and
offer the following comments:

I.

The selected alternative, as described in this EA, would
exacerbate tha impacts of stormwater runoff which originates off
site and currently flows into the narrow valley were the 135-acre
Atlantic Redevelopment site is located. Instead of this runoff
being detained there by existing wetlands, ponds, greenspaces and
other pervious surfaces, storm surges would be sent downstream
via a new "storm sever bypass system" (EA, p. 4-2).

One {s left to guess just how much more flooding and other
davastation would be reeked along Tanyard Creek if thase storm
surges waere permitted. Responsible engineers should be asked
now, before any construction begins, to modal the cumulative
impacts of coupling these surges with the massive wat weather

peak flows already discharged from the Tanyard Creek CSO Treatment
Facility.

We are aware that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Mobile District}
and thelr consultants recently modelled alternattve ptping schemas
for Atlanta's Clear Creek combined sewershed. They found that
adding a single large storm sever bypass (relief sewar) to such

a2 system can lead not only to destruction of bridges and other
property but also to catastrophic downstream flooding in general.

The Atlantic Steel property has been performing vital flood
control functions for the $00-acre catchmeat {n which Lt s
located for decades. Now “(als a result of the filling of the
channel and Atlantic Steel impoundments, stormwater storage
capacity on the site would be signficantly reduced" (EA, p. 4-13).

But
by how much? Simply providing stormwater storage capacity

for the redevelopment site ltself -- or even an additional 20w
"to assist the City in the management of flows to the Tanyarad
Creek CSO Treatment Facllity" (EA, p. 4-3) -- i3 not enough.

A comprehensive approach to watershed protection, conslstent
with current EPA S-year policy goals, is needed to lnsure that
the impacts of stormwater runoff, whether 1t originates on-site
or elsewhere in the 500-acre catchment, are mitigated.

1I.

In view of the prospect that greater storm surges will lead to
massive flooding and accelerated creekbank erosion downstrean,
it i3 particularly troubling to find:

(1) Only $100,000 i3 being awarded as compensatory mitigation
for the destruction af 1,75 acres of jurisdictional
waetlanda on the Atlantic Steel gite; and

(2) while these funds are to be applied to streambank
restoration, NONE of the money .can be used, under the
current Mitigation Plan, for such work on downstreaa
reaches, l.e., reaches of elther Tanyard Creek or
Paachtree Creek (EA, pp. 4-4 and 4-5; Appendix D).

Land in this area i{s worth about $500,000 per acre. The 3.75
acraes of wetlands which the Project XL developers plan to
£ill in order to create additional bullding space have a

total value, from thelr perspective, of approximately
$1.875 million,

The compensatory mitigation needs to be recomputed to account
realistically for the value of these wetlands to Atlantic
Steal's downstream neighbors.

1.

Not only would downstream flooding problems increase dramatically
under the preferred alternative but also it would eliminate
cartain other vital functions which the wetlands, ponds, open
waterway and riparlan corridor on the Atlantic Steel site have
performed for decades. Under tha proposed development scenario,
pollutant loads in stormwater originating off-site, throughout

the 500-acre catchment, would be plped directly into the new
storm sewer bypass.

In particular, this storm drain would be laid "“along the
northern boundary of the current property line" so that the
"axisting 36-inch diameter storm drain originating from Bishop
Street” would tie into it there (EA, p. 4-2). That {is,
stormwater flows which presently enter this storm sewar along
the western boundary of the abandoned lead smelter known as

the National Smelting and Refining sfte and which are then
conveyed to the lower impoundment on the Atlantic Steel property
would no longer drop their pollutant loads there. Rather thase
stormwater flows, laden with lead and other toxics, would bae
piped untreated directly ilnto the new storm sewer bypass and

2
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sent to the Tanyard Creek CSO Treatment Facility. Because
the latter overflows frequently (more often than Atlanta's
remaining West Side CSOs) and because it does not remove

any toxics, including lead, it is highly likely that all of
the pollutants carried in storawater runoff from the Natlonal
Smelting and Rafining site would be discharged untreated into
Tanyard Creek. Such a proposal, if implemented, would be a huge
atep backward. Under any scenario, EPA should require that
contaminated stormwater runoff from the former lead smelter
be stored 100% on-site and pretreated before it is released;
and pretreatment standards must not be lowered in an effort
to expedite redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel property.

Iv.

Most appalling i{s the fact that the EPA would even consider
allowing the redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel site to
proceaed without first requiring the removal of the high

levels of lead currently found on the National Smelting and
Refining site.

Nor can we allow the following statement found in the EA
(p. 4-9) to go unchallenged:

"At this time, f{mpacts to human health and welfare, or
the environment |[from the National Smelting and Reflning
site] have not been identified."”

The fact is that the Remediation Plan Atlantic Steel Industries,
Inc, Property Atlanta, Georgia (October 1999) describas In detail
at least one location on the National Smelting and Rafining site
which has already been identi{fied as requiring remediation "so as
not to pose a threat or risk to the eanvironment and future
construction workers at the [Atlantic Steel Redevelopment) Site."
(s e 6 the Remediation Plan, pp. 1-4 and 1-5, coples of which
dre attached.} This location s so badly contaminated that

€48 cu.yd. will hava to be removed in order to remediate it
(Remediation Plan, Appendix F, attached).

At this location (denoted by the reference numeral 28 on the
enclosed copy of "Locations of Potentially Impacted Areas (PIAs)
Requiring Corrective Actlon" (FIG. 1-4 of the Remediation Plan),
both lead and benzo{a)pyrene were found to exceed thelr Media

Remediation Levels. That 1s, they exceed 2700 mg/kg and 4.4
mg/kg, respectively.

The health hazards which this area would pose to an abutting
residential community on the Atlantic Steel prperty cannot be
denied. The lead concentration in the soil at this location
greatly excaeds the EPAs "human health risk assessment criteria"
(only 400 mg/kg for lead)., (See the attached Quality Assurance
Project Plan (p. 2) for further detalils,) If the EPA is
nterested Ln protecting the public health and welfare and/or
the environment, then action is called for -- not subterfuge,

Finally, we find it highly irregular {f indeed EPAS Quality
Assurance Project, which was launched in response to repeated

]

concerns ralsed by, and extensive documentation and soill
sampling data provided to James Kutzman and Brian Holtzclaw,
by Environmental Focus Group members, has yet to fdentify
any impacts to human health and welfare, or the environment
from the National Smelting and Refining site. After all,
sampling was to have been completed in May or June, 1999,
(See Quality Assurance Project Plan, p. 1.) The public
deserves a full explanation, including a reopening of the
NEPA process.

v.

Provisions should be made to inform, in writing, any future
tenants for either commercial or residential properties on
the Atlantic Steal redevelopment site that both it and the
adjoining National Smelting and Refinlng property were once
Superfund sites. People must be given an informed choice

so that they can decide for themselves whether they wish to
live and work thera. Information on how prospective tenants
can access EPD files on these hazardous waste sites should
also be part of this written disclosure.

vI.

Absent from the EA i3 any mentlion of the need to capture and
treat “first flush" stormwater runoff before sending it to the
"large datention structure in the center of the redevalopment
... With approximately 12.8 acre-feet of stormwater storage
(EA, p. 4-3). Pratreatment of this "first flush" to remove
sediment, olls and grease, as well as floatables, 1is essential.
A requirement that the developer must fnstall BMPs (best
management practices) and stormwater controls to achieve at
least 80% reduction in annual loadings of pollutaants should be
explicitly stated.

VII.

Even though the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment project would
benefit significantly from its proximity to the Interstate,
no provisions have been made for detaining any part of the
massive quantitias of stormwater runoff which this 14-lane
highway and its off-ramps generate. Rather the EA announces
that external costs to the environment will once again be
ignored: '"Stormwater from the off-site roadway improvements
would discharge to the existing outfalls" (EA, p. 4-7). If
this Project XL ks to produce superior environmental results,
both past and future harms related to highway syatenm
development, not just air quality and the cutting off of
neighborhoods from each other, but also stormwater management
which is a costly problem for the City of Atlanta's predomi-
nantly minority ratepayers/taxpayers, should be mitigated.
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Importantly, highway stormvater management, including that
primarily for Project XL's benefit, would have adverse

financlal impacts across the City, well beyond the environmental
justice-impact zone (within 1 mile of the property boundary lines)
selacted for study in this EA {(FIG. 3-8).

VIII.

The selected altarnative, described in this EA, would divert

the last remaining remnant of Shoal Creek, a tributary of Tanyard
Creek, to astorm sewer. Any dry weather natural spring flows
entering this storm sewer, which would feed into the Orme Street
Combined Sewer, would bypass Tanyard Creek entirely. Shoal

Creek would be piped directly to the R.M. Clayton WRC for
treatment as sewage, But according to the Georgia Water Quality
Control Act, a permit must be obtained to divert water which
reduces the flow of surface waters by more than 100,000 gallons
per day (GPD) on a monthly average.

Earlier we supplied U.S, EPA representatives with coplaes of

a plat showing whare Shoal Creek, also known as the Stockyard
Branch of Tanyard Creek, originates upstream of the Atlantic
Steel property, Over the years this waterway has been
progressively "hidden" in culvarts/combined sewars beneath

the manmade grid. Nevertheless, about a 900 foot long reach
of Shoal Creek 1is still daylighted. This reach extends
northeasterly across the redevelopment site, beginning at its
southwest corner. (Please see the attached copy of my July 15,
1999 letter to Mr. Tim Torma and Ms. Michelle Glenn.)

Unfortunately, the developers are prepared to pipe this
remnant of Shoal Creek -- completing the destruction of all
Tanyard Creek headwaters above the Tanyard Creek CSO Treatment
Facility. To this end, their consultants have consistently
labelled the culvert through which Shoal Creek flows onto the
Atlantic Steel property as the "southwest storm sewer" or

simply a "storm sewer". (Please see, for example, FIG. 3-1
of the EA.)

We do know, howavar, that Shoal Creek's flow averaged 2.72 MGD
over a 10-day period (August 12, 1999 to August 23, 1999)

(EA, p. 3-4). Sonme of this flow has been attributed to sanitary
saewage; some to backwash from the Hemphill Water Treatment Plant.
How much of this flow is spring-fed is unknown,

From personal observations and measurements made on the flows
emerging, post sewer separation, from the sites of 2 former
Combined Sewer Overflows in Atlanta's North Utoy Creek, we know
that the spring-fed flows there are very significant -- well in
excass of 1 MGD. The same 13 true of other headwaters still
trapped in Atlanta's combined sewers {including the Clear Creek
and East Side CSOs). The same is likely true of Shoal Creek.

Understandably, neither the developer's consultants

nor Atlanta Public Works officials have been particularly
forthcoming {n this regard. Only "guesstimates"” have
been provided as to the contribution of backwash waters.

5

The best of these "quesstimates" was provided recently by
Norman Koplon: "(T]lhe shut-down of the Atlantic Steel
operations and current re-circulatifon of flows at the
Hemphill Water Treatment Plant" has resulted in "a
reduction of flows estimated between 1.5 MGD to 2.5

MGD" (please see letter dated July 6, 2000 in Appendix H
of the BA). Assuming the lower end of Mr. Koplon's
"quesstimate” is most accurate, then there may be as
much as 1.2 MGD arising from other sources. In view of
the sparse population of approximately 2090 people
(Block Group Nos, 11, 12, 17, 18, and 19 (EA, p. 3-37))
in the combined sewershed feeding into Shoal Creek, f{ts
sanitary sewage componant is at most 272,000 GPD., Flows
which arise from natural springs may be as high as
900,000 GPD.

If the EPA seeks to "produce superior environmental results"
in the case of this Project XL, then EPA needs to measure,
using computerized flow monitors, just what are the sources
of the ftlows into Shoal Creek and thelir actual magnitudes.

EPA should never agree to destroy a daylighted creek and its
riparian corridor and especially not in the lnner clty whare
greenspaces with watar amenities are in such scarce supply.
For many of the 20,000 residents that the developer hopes to
house on this site, greenspaces with water features and the
diverse bird species and other wild creatures they attract
will be a definite PLUS. Keeping Shoal Creek, possibly
insulated from the pervasive hazardous waste by a liner,
like the 12,8-acre stormwater detention structure, should

be part of that greenspace/water features package,

In general, the subject Environmental Assessment has serious
flawa. It naver assesses the extent to which the health of
human beings and other living creatures would be impacted

by the extensive residue of hazardous waste present in the
Atlantic Steel/National Smelting and Refining complex. Nor
does it identify the solutions that are needed to mitigate

a vast array of stormwater runoff-related problems which
this redevelopment would engender.

W Atdanta's fraglle environment,

Vivian L., Steadman, Ph.D. (Chemistry)

encls.: (1) Remediation Plan Atlantic Steel Industries, Inc.

Property Atlanta, Georgqla, pp. 1-1, 1-2, 1-4, 1-5;
FIG. 1-4; Appendix F.

(2) Memo dated May J 1999 from Jonathan vall;
Quality Assurance Project Plan for National
Smelting and Refinlshing [sic] Site.

(3) Letter dated 15, 1999 to Tim Torma and
Michelle Glenn from Vivian Steadman

(4) USEPA Region 4 Emergency Response Branch Site
Assessment Refarral Form (part of documentation
supplled earller to James Kutzman and Brian Holtzclaw).

6
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

11 Project Background

The "Site” is genenally located on Mecashin Street 10 Attanta, Georgia, as shown on Figure 1-1, and as
defined in thus Plan, consists of several parcels of land including

The 130-acre parcel that includes all former steel making operations (“Atlantic Steel facility™)

e A1 T-acre pascel that was occupied by Tn Chem Corporation

“Out Parcels” (lots ranging in size from 0 07 to 1 61 acres) are located in the area southeast of 16th Soeet
and Mecashin Street and are now used for cither vehicle parking or single-family dwellings  For the

reasons sct (orth in the approved Phase I Workplan, these Out Parcels do oot require remediation and are
therefore not considered part of the Site in this Plan

Law Engineenng and Environmental Services. Inc. (LAW) has prepared this Remediation Plan as a
supplement 1o the Phase 11 lnvestigation Report for the Site  This Remediation Plan is in suppert of a
proposed multi-use redevelopment of the entire Site and includes an engineered solution for the Site
LAW conducted Phase | and Phase 11 Investigation activities and prepared this Remediation Plan under

contract 10 Atlantic Steel Industnes, Inc (the current owner) and Atlanus 16®, L L C. (the purchaser for

redevelop ) and in dance with renewed hazardous waste facility Permit No. HW-044(d)

The Site is to be redeveloped for multi-unit residential, office, hotel, entertainment, and retail trade uses
This Remediation Plan presents the results of the consideration of appropriate remedial measures to
protect public health and the environment cousistent with comprehensive redevelopment and future use of
the Site based upon the results from the Phase [l Investigation Report  During the course of the Phase 1l
Invesuigations and remediauon planning, progress bricfings and interim findings were routinely prescnted
to the Georgia Environmenta) Protection Division (GA EPD) Their interim comments and suggestions

have siguficantly enhanced the overali effort to develop the Phase I Investigation Report and
Remediauon Plan

The Site has been used for steel-making and steel-product finishing operations for nearly 100 years

Steel-making operations were discontinued in 1991 Only steel rolling operations were ongoing during
the Phase 11 lovestigations, and all «

-2

factunng operations at the Site ceased on December 31, 1998 A
site plan is provided as Figure 1-2

Activilies at the Site have been conducted under vanous environmental permmuts and regulations
administered by the GA EPD  This includes a2 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) permit

for post-closure care and remediation of a former furnace dust recycle pite that was removed in 1983

A Phase | Eavironmental Assessmeat was performed in June of 1997, which included property
reconnaissance, Atlantic Steel emplovee interviews, and records research.  Following the Phase |
Assessment, a Phase 11 Workplan was completed that presented the results from the Phase | Assessment

and outlined the sampling and analysis program for ground-water and soil investigations

In pant, the Phase 1] Workplan 1dentified for furtber tnvestigation 29 Potenuially lmpacted Areas (PlAs)
from across the Site where past operations may have umpacted soil or ground water  Subsusrface sampling
was then conducted within each of-the 29 PlAs. FiReen of the PLAs were then identified for sonl
excavation and remova) to off-site waste facilites

In addition to the PIA-focused sampling, additional soil and ground-water samples were collected from
across the Site to complete the Sitewide characterization of soil and ground-water quality Broad range
laboratory analyses were conducted oo selected soil and ground-water samples 10 ¢nsure that the chosen
analyte groups and test methods were appropnate.

The Site is within a narrow, west-to-east sloping valicy with surface drainage converging into a municipal
sewer main that follows along the onginal drainage features of the valley floor Ground-water flow

converges into the Site then flows to the east and exits the Site at the eastern Site boundary

While only Jimited ground-water contamination has been detected beneath the Site, redevelopment of the
Sute includes a prohibition on the use of ground water and a commitment to intercept ground-water
discharge before it exits the eastern Site boundary at the Interstate Highway 1-75/1-85 boundary Ground-
water interception will, thesefore, oceur on the eastem Site boundary  The intercepted ground water will
be treated as necessary for discharge to the city of Atlanta sewer system No drinking water wells exust in
thus highly developed area long served by the municipal water distnibution system The ground-water use
prohibition with interception on the Site effectively eliminates the potential for 2 ground-water exposute

pathway. Installation and commencement of the ground-water interception system will occur prior to

completion of the remed

work at the Site. Operauon of the interception system thereafler shall
occur pursuant to one of several mechanisms  The purchaser may operate the system or assign the
obligations to operate such system to a subsequent owner of the portion of the Site on which the system is
located. The purchaser may establish an association or organizauon of property owners and/or tenants

whose function will include, among other things, the continued operation of the interception system The
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Potentiomeinc ground-water data ndicates that on-site ground water flows generally toward the
nontheastern and southeastern arcas of the Site 1t was secommended in the Phase {1 Investigation Report
that measures to address potential ground-water migration be implemented Therefore, the primary
remedial action goa! for ground water is to implement measures to control ground-water flow and prevent
off-site migration This goal includes installatioo of ground-water interccption systems with discharge to
the city of Atlanta Sanutary Sewer System The design and operation of these systems will be conducted
1o accomumodate changes in hydrogeologic and ground-water quality couditions at the Site and prevent

off-site migration
1.2.2  Potentially Impacted Areas ldentified for Corrective Measures

The primary remedial action goal for the PlAs at the Site is to reduce the on-site chemical coastituent
concentrations in subsurface media to acceptable levels so as ot to pose a threat or risk to the
covironment and future construction workers at the Site  The PlAs requiring remediation and the
che ¢ ~a} consutuents associated with each PIA are provided in Table 1-1 and shown on Figure 14 The
remedial acion components associated with the remediation of these PIAs are presented in Sections 3 0

and 4 0 of this document

Table 1-1 PIAs Requiring Remediation and Associated Chemical Constituents

PIA P1A Location MRUL. Coonstitueot MRL, mg/ke
Number Exceedance
L) Trichloroethviene (TCE) Degreaser in Nail Muli TCE (1) 4600
H) Area Adjacent 10 Ol Lower Impoundment Dibenz(a,h)antbracene 4.4
6 Galvanizing Pan Service Area Lead 1700
9 hal} Scale Management Areas Lead 1700
Cad 130
1t Stained Soil from Mantenance-Related Acuvitics Benzo(ajanthracene 44
Benzofa)pvrene 4.4
12 Stained Soil from Surficial Petroleum Releases (0]
13 Stained Soil from Subsurface Peuvleum Releases Bentofo)pyrene 44
14 Babbin Aework Arca Arsenic 110
Lead 2700
Benzofajpyrene 44
15 Suined Sou from Acuve Mill Scale Pale 2)
18 Former Container Storage Area Lead 1700
Arsenic 120

fcwau A

PIA PIA Location MRL Coastituent MRL, mg/kg
Number Excecdance
10.C  |Electrical Transformers (Machune Shop) PCB-1154 28
10.L  Electrical Transformer (Propane Yard) Benzo(s)pyreae ‘4
Diber(a hlanthracene (X
12 Shed and Suined Soil Benzo{a)pyreae 44
17 Former Spalding Foundry Lead 1100
Bentofo)pyrene 414
Dibentfo hlanthrocene (X}
28 Storm-Water Sewer from Bishop Street Area Lead 1700
Benzofalpyrene 44
Notes

mg/kg ~ Milligrams per kulogram.
MRL - Media Remediaton Levels
/tafics — Cansutueant does not exceed MRL but contnbutes to risk estimate.
Bold - Consutuent is he primary dnver for remedation

! Tlus area bas been selected for corrective action because 1t mav serve as a source area for TCE in

ground water. The soil results do aot exceed MRLs
2

PlAs without MRL exceedances were selected for removal based on visual observauon (i e., staned soil)

The enteria used to select PIAs for removal are listed below

Esumated carcinogenic nsk for so1l exposures equal to or greater than | x 10+

2 Estimated bazard index (systemic nsk) for soil exposures greater than one.

3. Soil lead concentrations greater than the lead MRL of 2,700 mg/kg or PlAs with sigmficant levels
of lead which served to elevate the Sitewide average concentration for lead.

4

Presence of stained soils in areas requiring extensive grading dunng redcvelopment

The cumulative carcinogenic risk associated with soil exposures at PLA 20E was equ-al to I x 10* Four

semi-volaule compounds contributed (o the cumulauve risk. Individually, no compounds contributed
more than 9 x 10° Thercfore, this PLA was not sclected for remediation

The cumulative carcinogenic risk associated with soil exposures at PIA 17 was equal to | x 10, Seven
compounds contnbuted to the cumulative nsk with the majority associated with arsenic: indtvidually, no
compounds contributed more than 7 x 10’ Therefore, this PLA was also not selected for remediation

1.2.3  Site Surface Barriers

Following the implementauon of the temediation activities presented 10 this Remediation Plan, the Site
will be developed for commescial and residential use  The final remediation of the Site and the Final Site

Plan will provide hard cover (e g . parking decks, sueets, sidewalks, roofs) on most of the eastern portion

1-5
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Estimate of Quantities for Relevant Media at PLAS

PlA PlA Nyme Surface Area Depth Volume
Number {square (eet) (feet) (cy)

q TCE Degreaser in Nail Mill 1378 )] 153
H Ares Adjacent 1o Old Lower Pond 400 2 326
6 Galvanizing Pan Service Asea 11,100! {0 411
9A Former Mall Scale Pile 12,600 10| 4.667
9B Former Mill Scale Pile 4,100 6 911
9.C Former Mill Scale Pile 1,540 1 3199
9D Active Mill Scale Pale - 92,000 ] 28,741
11 A [Suwed Soil fom Maintenance-Related Activities 12,340 ] 1IN
1B Stained Soil rom Maintenance-Related Activittes 610 3} 63
iInc Suained Soil fom Mawtenance-Related Activities 3,600 b 956
12A  |Suined Soil from Surficial Peroleum Relcases 1,800 3 200
128 |Suwed Soil from Surficial Petroleum Releases 2,860 h] 38
12c Suwned Soil from Surficial Petsoleum Releases 5,100/ ) 367
2D Stained Soil from Surficial Pewoleum Releases 3,600 3 936
12E Suined Soil fom Surficial Petroleum Releases 12,160 3 1351
12.F  [Suincd Soil rom Surficial Petroleum Releases 600 ¢ 1
. 13 [Suined Soit brom Sub-Surface Pewroleum Releases 1.000 16 Y]
R 4 Babbin Rewark Area 1,000 ) nt

::t-: e 15 Suuned Soil from Active Mill Scale Pile (15) Ineluded with Active Mill Scale Prle
e A2 18 Former Container Storage Asea - 5.006[ 4—[ 741
etnzt 20.C Etectncal Transformers (Machine Shop) Included with Suined Soail from Surficial

DL L Perroleum Releases (12 D)
° Sezagwalie MEIIVELe 0L Electrical Transformer (Propane Yard) 320 3 36
v — : PIADALTTY T NI e 2 Shed and Suined Soil 1.800 3 200
T = ':"‘:'l;-‘&f}.":' s e 27 |Former Spalding Foundry 18 ) 3
—= e 28 Stonm-Water Sewer from Bishop Street Area 2.500 7 648
RS AR L N u, Toul 4.3
IR etk o g IR
e P T S L) .o
s v rwOtWaREY SEE A IS MITALLIED N M
3 tear ot oW br i
TR
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[
; v
U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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ATHENS, GEORGIA 30605-2720

CSES.EI MAY 0 3 1959 Quality Assurance Project Plan
FOR
SUBJECT: Transmittal: Quality Assurance Project Plan,

_ National Smelting and refinishing Site
Atlanta, Georgia.

SESD Project No: 99l7.16'7. NATIONAL SMELTING and REFINISHING SITE
FROM: Jonatgan vail ? Mﬂ
Hazardous Waste Section

THRU: Archie Lee, Chief /Qﬁ/é&‘— Prepared by Science and Ecosystem Support Division
Hazardous Waste Section 980 College Stanon Road

Athens, Georgia 3 .
T0: See Below gia 306032720
N Please find attached, the work plan for the above referenced Approval Sheet
o site. Pleage call me at (706) 385-8611, if you have any comments
° Signature indicates that this QAPP is approved and wil) be implemented in conducting this
or questions. investigation.
Attachment
Addressees: Bill Bokey ’ 4/,/2 ,{) /)/;/é] q -20-7y
Steve Spurlin, ERRB Environmental Investigations Branch Chie{ Signature Date
Elmer Akin, OTS

Michelle Glenn, H‘D

Jewell Harper, R /
Brian Holtzclaw, OCS/EJ/HD Archie Lee ) //4 ﬁ%—i/’?
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Doug Lair, ERRB

Gary Bennett, OQA
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Quality Assurance Officer s.gnanﬂ Date
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A. PROJECT MANAGEMENT

The overall ficld investigation and sampling phase of the project and any field decisions
will be the responsibility of the ficld project leader (Jonathan Vail). Some field responsibihities
and decisions will include monitoring overall ficld project quality contol, coordinaung field
scheduling of work and sample analyses with the laboratory with other section acuvitics The
fie!d project leader 1s responsible for insuning that all field actuviues are communicated and
coordinated with the on-scene coordinator (Steve Spurhin). The on-scene coordinator will insure
that all data users and decision makers are infarmed of the field activities and results of the
investigation. The Safety Officer (Art Masters) will be responsible for monitonng the health and
safety of the sampling investigative personnel. The Sampling Investigative Personne! (Mike
Neill, Charles Till, Don Hunter, Milton Henderson) will collect samples and assist in al} data
collection activities. The Quahty Assurance Manager (Gary Bennett) has the authonty and
responsibiluty for managing all of the QA activities for this investigation and within the region in
accordance with secion 4.2 2 of the Region 4, Quality Assurance Management Plan

Distribution List

Steve Spurlin, ERRB
Elmer Akin, OTS
Michelle Glenn,

Jewell Harper,

Brian Holtzclaw,
Kevin Koponec,

Doug Lair, ERRB
Gary Bennett, OQA
Cliff Opdyke, GA EPD

Project Schedule

The anticipaled starting date for the sampling for this investigauon is March or Apn!, 1999
The completion date 1s anticipated to be in the month of May or June, 1999.

Problem Definltion and Background

National Lead Industnes operated this site, located at 451 Bishop Street, Atlanta, Georgia
from 1914 through 1981 as a lead smelung and refining operation In 1981, the site was bought
by National Smelting and Refining (Figure 1) for simslar operations until they filed for
bankruptcy in 1984. The site has also been known as Atlanta Forge and Foundry Company. In
1986, the Georgia Environmenta! Protection Division (EPD) collected samples of waste
materials and found lead concentrations over 8 imes above the S mg/L EP Toxicity level for lead
found tn 40 CFR pan 261, Subpart C. In 1989, the United States Environmental Protecuan
Agency (EPA) found lead concentrations over 1,100 umes above the S mg/L EP Toxicity level
for lead, resulung in various removals, assessments, investigations and monitoring at the site
until 1991, Several Admimistrative Orders of Consent werse 1ssued by EPA in 1990 and 1991 10
the potentially responsible parties requinng clean up of the aboveground waste at the site. By

Revision: April 22, 1999 1
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1992, most of the site waste had been removed by the potentially responsible parties  As a resuht
of a meeting with an Environmental Justice (EJ) Focus Group, EPA decided to revisit the
environmental and public health protecuions at the site because of a proposed Atlantic Steel

redevelopment south of the sile would potenually bring an additional 20,000 people to the local
area

Project Task Description

The goals of this investigation are three fold. 1) assess the exposure of lead and other
potential contaminants in soil from areas at the site that are not covered with concrete: 2) assess
sotl for lead from areas under the concrete in case the concrete is removed as a result of future
development; and, 3) assess the sediments from site runoff for lead and other potential
contaminants south of the site along the railroad spur. These goals will be accomplished by
collecting the 50il and sediment media and laboratory analyzing (or their chemical constituents
Figure 2 presents the sample locations under consideration {or this portion of the investigation.

We will uulize the analytical data for human health risk assessment of the site since the site
has been abandoned for some time and is located near a residennial area, and as a site check up
since removal activities were last conducted in 1992 No ground water samples will be collected
since the drinking water supply in the ares is from a municipal supply. Air samphng may be
conducted based on the results of this investigation.

Data Quality Objectives

DQO NATIONAL SMELTING AND REFINING CO, ATLANTA, GA

State the

Potential lcad exposure exists at National Smeliing and
Problem

Refining Site. Potential lead exposure as a result of future
development of the site exists under the concrete surface at
the National Smelting and Refining Site.

Identify the Does the exposed soil at the site, the dust waste in the

Decision warchouse, and the sedsment in the runoff pathways exceed
human health risk assessment criteria for lead. Does the
soil under the concrete exceed human health risk
assessment cnteria for lead

Identify Inputs | The regulatory level which exceeds the human health nsk

to the Decision | assessment critena is 400 mg/kg for lead.

Revision: April 22, 1999 2

Define Study The study boundanes include on-site and off-site arcas.
Boundaries The sediment samples will be collecied from the runoff
pathway between the site and the railroad track to the south
at a depth between O and 3 inches below the ground surface.
All soil samples will be collecied from a depth of 0 - 3
inches from arcas on-site where the soil is exposed to the
air. One soil sample will be collected from the vacant lot
across the site to the north. Dust waste will be collected
from the floor of the warchouse located on the east portion
of the property. Subsurface soil samples will be collected
beneath the concrete at four locations at depths of 0-0.25",
1-1.25", 2-2 25'.4-4.25',6-6.25',10-10 25', and 15-15 25",
Develop a If any of the lead analytical results exceed the regulatory
Decision Rule | limut of 400 mg/kg. then removal activities may be
warranted )
Specify Since the sampling design 1s judgmental and is oricnted
Decision Emror | towards sampling locations with the highest contamsnant
Limits levels, no statistical decision error limuts will be developed
Opuimuze the Since a statistical decision ervor is not being utthzed, the
Study Design nerative pracess for opusmuzing the sample design will not

be used

Data precision and accuracy for this project are defined by the Contract Laboratory Program
(CLP) statement of work (SOW). Data comparability is assured through the use of standardized
analytical methodology specified in the CLLP SOW. Sample representativeness is assured
through the use of the Environmental Investigations Standard Qperating Procedures and Quality
Assurance Manual (EISOPQAM), May, 1996 and the sampling design indicated in Part B of this
plan. Data completeness for this project is 95 percent.

Speclal Trajining Requirements

All sampling personnel are required to have 40 hours of hazardous waste site safety
traning, annual refresher training, and specific knowledge and expertise of sample collection
techniques in accordance with the EISOPQAM. There is no subsutute for ficld experience.
Therefore, all professional and paraprofessional investigators shall have the equivalent of six
months field experience befare they are permitted to select sampling sites on their own initiative.
Thas field experience shall be gained by on-the-job training using the "buddy”™ system. Each new
investigator should accompany an experienced employee on as many different types of field
studies as possible. During this training period, the new employee will be permitied to perform

all facets of field investigations, including sampling, under the direction and supervision of
senior investigators

Revision: Apnl 22, 1999 3
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Documentation and Records

Reports will be completed afier this investigation is completed and will contain the
following, as sppropnate. Field records will be stored in accordance with the EISOPQAM and
analytical records will be stored in accordance with the Analytical Support Branch Laboratory
Operations and Quality Control Manual (ASBLOQCM) Dec. 1997.

. introduction — When the investigation was conducted, EPA, state, or other
regulatory agency participation: facility representatives and what thewr
participation included; who requested the investigation; and the objectives

. Background ~— Study arca descriptions, manufactunng process and waste handling

priorities, results of previous investigations, etc. A site map depicting major
structures and facilities, as well as sampling locations will be included.

. Summery -- A brief summary of the key resuits and conclussons of the study.
. Discussion -- Al} aspects perunent 1o the investigation, such as analytical results;
deficiencies: site hydrology: an evaluation of the monitonng well system; a site

map showing monitonng well locations, topography, and ground water flow
direction; well depths; and ground water elevations

. Methodology - A statement indicating that this SOP was followed and/or reasons
why not and whether or not samples were split and with whom.

. Conclusions - At the discretion of the author, a conclusions section for complex
investigations.

. Reference and Appendices -- Laboratory data sheets, checklists, ete.

Reflerence List

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4, Quality Assurance Management
Plan For Region 4, (R4QAM-97001), August, 1997,

Unncd States Envmmmcnul Pmlecuon Agcncy. Reglon 4, Science and Ecosyslem Support

December 1, 1997,
Kutzman, James S , U S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4, memorandum, dated

Dec. 21, 1998. Subject: National Smehing and Refining Site, Attanta, Georgia, (EPA ID
#GAD057302002 and Spill ID# 043A).
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OHM Remediation Services Corp., Einal Report For The Atlanta Forge and Foundry Sie.
September 4, 1992.

Roy F. Weston, Inc., memorandum, Subject: Site Assessment/Sampling. Natonal Smelung
& Refining Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia TDD# 04-9003-43-3153, TAT# 04-F-03906

Roy F. Weston, Inc., memorandum dated May 30, 1990, Subject Site Investigation,

National Smelting & Refining Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgsa TDD# 04-9005-23-3251.
TAT# 04-F-04013.

Roy F. Weston, Inc., memorandum dated June 11, 1990, Subject: On-Scene Monitonng,

National Smelting & Refining Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia TDD# 04-9007-07-3340,
TAT# 04-F-04088.

Roy F. Weston, Inc., memorandum dated April 30, 1991, Subject: Removal (PRP),

National Smelling & Refining Atlanta, Fulton Couaty, Georgiz, TDD# 04.9102.0005-
1525, TAT# 04-F-00112

D W Ryckman & Associates, Inc., ¥
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B. MEASUREMENT/DATA ACQUISITION
Sampling Process Design

Approximately 50 soil and sediment samples will be collected from locations both on sie
and of( sie as presented in Figure 2 to address the project task descnpuion.

Seven surface soil sample locations (SF101-SF107) are tentatively identified where the
potential exposure of lead and other potential contaminants in soil are from arcas at the site that
are not covered with concrele. All seven samples will be analyzed for 1otal metals with two of
the locations to be analyzed for the complete Target Compound and Target Analyte Lists
(TCL/TAL) (see Appendix A).

Five sediment sample locations (SD201-SD205) are tenlatively identified where the
potential exposure of lead and other potential contaminants may be in the sediments from site
runoff south of the site elong the railroad spur. All five samples will be analyzed for total metals

with two of the locations to be analyzed for the complete Target Compound and Target Analyte
Lists (TCL/TAL),

Four soil boring locations (B301-B304) are tentauvely idenufied where there is a potential
exposure of lead from areas under the concrete if the concrete is removed as a result of future
development. Scven subsurface samples will be collected from each bonng locauon at depths of
0-0.25', 1-1 25, 2-2.25", 4-4.25', 6-6.25", 10-10.25", and 15-15 25", All twenty-eight samples will
be analyzed for total metals only.

Revision: April 22, 1999 5
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One dust waste location (WA401) was tentatively identified where there is a potenual
exposure of lead if the warehouse, located on the east portion of the property, 1s demohished.

One sample of the dust will be collected from the floor of the warchouse and analyzed for 10tal
metals only

Sampling Method Requirements

Manual (hand operated) collection techmques and equipment will be used primanly to
collect the surface, shallow subsurface soil, sediment and dust waste samples. Surface soils are
generally classified as soils between the ground surface and 6 to 12 inches below ground surface.
The shallow subsurface soil interval may be considered to extend from spproximately 12 inches
below ground surface to a site-specific depth at which sample collection using manual methods
becomes impractical. The dust waste is visibly present on the warehouse floor.

Surface soils may be collected with a wide varicty of equipment. Spoons, shovels, hand-
augers, push tubes, and posi-hole diggers, made of the appropriate material, may be used to
collect surface soil and sediment samples. Staintess sieel is considered appropriate sample
equipment material. Surface soil or sediment samples are removed (rom the ground and placed
in pans, where mixing, as appropnate occurs prior to filling of sample contginers 1f a thick,
matted root zone is encountered at or near the surface, it will be removed before the sample is
collected. A spoon will be used to collect the dust waste sample. All soil and sediment sampling
equipment used for sampling for trace contaminants should be construcied of stainless steel
where possible. Pans used for mixing should be made of Pyrea® (or equivalent) or glass 1n no
case will chromium, cadmium. or galvanized plated or coated equipment be used for soil or
sediment sampling operations when inorganic contamination 1s of concemn. Similarly, no painted
or plastc equipment should be used when organic contarmunants are of concem. Al paint and
primer must be removed from soil sampling equipment by sandblasting or other means before
such equipment can be used for collecting soil samples. Note thal the sample for volatile organic
compound (VOC) analysis may be collected directly from the auger bucket or immediately after
an auger bucket is emplied inta the pan. The sample should be placed in the appropriate

container with no head-space, if possible, as is the practice with water samples. Samples for
VOC analysis are not mixed.

Hand-augering is the most common manual method used to collect subsusface samples.
However, based on time constraints and the potential for encountering fill matenial, a drill g
will be used to collect the subsurface soil samples from the boring locations  The drill rigs
augers will be used solcly to gain easier access to the required sample depth, where hand-augers
or push tubes are gencrally used 1o collect the sample,

Drilling rigs and other major equipment used to collect soil samples should be identified so
that thix equipment can be trared thmugh field records. A log book should be established for this
equipment so that all cleaning, maintenance, and repair procedures can be traced 1o the person
performing these procedures and to the specific repairs made. Sampling spoons, hand augers,
Shelby tubes, and other minor disposable type equipment are exempted from this equipment
identification requirement. All equipment used to collect soil samples should be cleaned as
outhned in Appendix B of the EISOPQAM and repaired, if necessary, before being stored at the

Revision: April 22, 1999 6

conclusion of field studies. Equipment cleaning conducted in the field (Appendix B) or field
repairs should be thoroughly documented in field records

Sample Handling/ Custody Requlrements

After collection, all sample handling should be minimized Investigators should use
extreme care (0 ensure that samples are not cantaminated If samples are placed in an ice chest,
investigators should ensure that melted ice cannot cause the sample containers to become
submerged, as this may result in sample cross-contamination. Plasuc bags. such as Zip-Lock®
bags or similar plastic bags sealed with tape, should be used when small sample containers (¢ g .
VOC vials or bacterial samples) are placed in ice chests to prevent cross-contamunation.

Itis extremely imponant that waste (when appropriate), soil and sediment samples be
mixed thoroughly to ensure that the sample is as representative as possible of the sample media

The most common method of mixing 1s referred to as quartenng  The quantering procedure
should be performed as follows:

1. The material in the sample pan should be divided into quarters and each quanter
should be mixed individually.

2. Two quarters should then be mixed to form halves

3. The two halves should be mixed to form a homogenous matrix

This procedure should be repeated several times until the sample is adequately mixed If round
bowls are used for ple mixing, adequate mixing is achieved by stimng the material in a
circular fashion, reversing direction, and occasionally tuming thc material over.

Specific chain-of-custody procedures are included in Sections 3.1 thsough 3.6 of the
EISOPQAM. These procedures will insure that evidence collected dunng an investigation will
withstand scrutiny during litigation. To assure that procedures are being followed, it is
recommended that field investigators or their designees audit chain of custody entnes, tags, field
notes, and any other recorded information for accuracy.

Sample holding times for the inorganic analysis of the soil, sediment or dust waste is 180
days. The holding ttmes for organic analysis of soil or sediment is 14 days for VOCs and 14 days
to extraction for extractables then 40 days to analysis. The recommended containers,
preservation and holding tme may be found in Appendix A of the EISOPQAM.

When samples are to be shipped by common carrier or sent through the United States mail, it
must comply with the Department of Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR
172). The person offering such matenal for transportation is responsible for ensunng such
compliance. For the preservation requirements of 40 CFR, Pant 136, Table U, the Office of
Hazardous Matenials, Materials Transportation Bureau, Department of Transportation has
determined that the Hazardous Materials Regulations do not apply to the following matenals:
Hydrochloric Acid (HCL) in water solutions at concentrations of 0 04% by weight or less (pH
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about | 96 or greater), Naunc acid (HNO,) in water solutions at concentrations of 0.15% by
weight or less (pH about 1.62 or greater), Sulfuric ecid (H,S0,) in water solutions at
concentrations of 0.35% by weight or less (pH about 1.15 or greater); and Sodsum Hydsoxide
(NaOH) in water solutions st concentrations of 0.08% by weight or less (pH about 12 30 or less)
This footnote is wholly reproduced from 40 CFR 136.3, which is definntive.

Analytical Method Requirements

All analyses will be conducted in accordance with the Contract Laboratory Program (CLP)
Staiement of Work (SOW) The SOW describes the analytical methods, equipment, extraction
and digestion procedures, laboratory decontamination procedures, waste disposal requirements
corrective actions, and form and content requirements for hardcopy analytical data package
submittal Quality control requirements, instrument/equipment testing, inspection and
mainienance requirements, instrument calibration/frequency, Inspection/acceptance requirements
for supphes and consumables, etc. will also be found in the SOW. Appendix A presents the CLP
target lists and the contract requsred detection and quantitation limits.

C. ASSESSMENT /OVERSIGHT

Routine audits of laboralory activities may be conducted by the inorganic and organic
Chemistry Section Chiefs. Independent laboratory audits may be conducted by the Region 4,
Quality Assurance Officer or representauive(s). Ficld audits will be conducted by the chief of the
Hazardous waste Section  Any problems dentified during these audits will be addressed in a
memo 10 the Ficld who will 1ake immediate steps to correct the identified discrepancies Further
information on assessment and response actions and report 10 management may be found in
Secuion 2 of the EISOPQAM.

D. DATA VALIDATION/DATA USABILITY
The Region 4, Office of Quality Assurance (OQA) will perform a data review and

validation after the data is received from the CLP. Procedures for data validation may be found
in the following three publicauons.

An_amms;mm Rcvnslon 2.0, Jnnuary I999 Office of Qualny Assurance SESD
USEPA, Region 4.

B;v,;w EPA-S4/R.94.013 (PB94.963502). Fcbmnry 1994,

The OQA provides a data qualifier report for each set of CLP data which is validated. The
project leader will review the data qualifier report to determine any data limjtations and may

consult with the OQA staff 10 determine the impact of any qualified data on overall data usability

Revision: Apri) 22, 1999 8
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for this project. The analytical data will be assessed by the Environmental Invesugations Branch
Detailed guidance for assessment may be found 1n Guidance for Data Quality Assessment, EPA
QA/G-9, July 1996. Some of the assessment will include visual inspection, statistical tests, and
display of the data spatially using Geographical Information System (GIS) technology. The on
scene coordinalor, in consultation with the project leader, will make a determinauon if the data
are acceplable for decision making at this site.

Revision: April 22, 1999 9
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APPENDIX A. TARGET ANALYTE LIST AND TARGET COMPOUND LIST
INORGANIC TARGET ANALYTE LIST
INORGANIC TARGET ANALYTE LIST (TAL) - TABLE |
Conuact Required
Detecuon Lymit'?
Analyte (up/L)
Alemunum 200
Antimony 60
Arsenic 10
Banum
Berylhum 202
Cadrmuum M
Calcium 5000
Chromuum 10
Cobah 50
Copper 25
iron 100
Lead 3
Magnesium 5000
Manganese 15
Mercury 02
Nickel 40
Powassium S000
Selenium H
Silver 10
Sodwm 5000
Thallium 10
Vanadium 50
Zine 20
Cvanide 10

NOTE"

TARGET COMPOUND LIST AND
CONTRACT REQUIRED QUANTITATION LIMITS

Specific quantitation Jimuts ase lughly matna-dependent The quanutauon hmuts hisied herein are provided
for guidance and may not always be achievable

Al CRQL3 are rounded to two significant figures

The CRQL values listed on the following pages are based on the analysis of samples according to the

specificauons piven in Extubit D

For soil samples. the moisture content of the samples must be used to adjust the CRQL values appropnately

10 VOLATILES TARGET COMPOUND LIST AND CONTRACT REQUIRED QUANTITATION LIMITS

Quantstation Limuts

m

circumstance

Subject to |he restncuons specified in Exhibis D and E. any analytical method specified in ILM04 0, Exhibit
D rmay be utilized as long as the documented instrument o method detecuon ltmits meet the Contract
Requed Detecuon Limit (CRDL) requirements  Higher detection limuts may only be used in the following

(b3

If the sample concentration exceeds five tumes the detecuon limut of the instrument or method 1n use. the
value may be reponed even though the instrument o method detecuon lurut may not equal the Conuract
Required Detection Lumut. This 1s sllustrated in the example below-

For lead Method tn use = ICP
Instrument Detecuon Limn (IDL) = 40
Sample concentrauon = 220
Conuact Required Detection Limit (CRDL) = 3

The value of 220 may be reported even though the instrument detection hmif is geater than CRDL The
instrument or method detection limit must be documented as descnbed in Extubits B and E
The CRDLS are the

levels of detection acceptadle under the contract Satement of Work

Low Med On
Water Soil Soil Colunn

Vohu_li\ CAS Number upl up/Kp up'Kg ing)

I Chloromethane 74-873 10 10 1200 (30)
2 Bromomethane 74.8)-9 10 10 1200 (50)
3 Vinyl Chionde 15014 10 10 1200 (50)
4 Chlorocthane 75-00-} (1] 0 1200 50y
$  Methylene Chlonde 75-09-2 10 {4] 1200 50)
&  Acetone 67-64-1 10 10 1200 (50)
7 Casbon Disulfide 75-15-0 10 10 1200 (50)
8 1.l-Dichloroethene 75354 10 10 1200 (50)
9  1.1-Dichloroethane 75-34-3 10 10 1200 (50)
10 1.2-Dichlosoethene (total) 540-59-0 10 10 1200 (50)
1y Chloroform 67.66-3 10 10 1200 (50)
12 1.2.Dichloroethane 107-06-2 10 10 1200 (50)
13 2-Butanone 78.93.) 10 10 1200 {50)
14 1.1.)-Tnchlorocthane 71-55-6 10 10 1200 (50)
15.  Carbon Tewachloride 56-13-5 10 10 1200 (50)
16 Bromodichloromethane 15274 10 10 1200 (50)
17 1.2-Dichloropropane 18-87-3 10 10 1200 (30)
18 cis-1.3-Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 10 10 1200 (50)
19 Tnchloroethene 79-01-6 10 10 1200 (30)
20 Dibsomochloromethane 12448 10 10 1200 (50)
1. 1.1.2-Trichloroethane 79-00-5 10 10 1200 (50)
22 Benzene 71432 10 10 1200 (50)
2)  uans-1.3-Dichloropropene 10061-02 6 10 10 1200 {50}
24.  Bromoform 75-25-1 10 10 1200 (30)
2. 4-Methyl-2-pentanone 108-10-1 10 10 1200 (50)
26 2-lHexanone 591.78-6 1] 10 1200 {50y
27 Teuachloroethene 127-184 10 10 1200 (50)
28 1.1,2.2. Teuachloroethane 79-34-5 10 10 1200 (50)
29 Toluene 108-88.3 10 10 1200 ($11)}
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LIMITS
Low Med On
Water Soil Soil Column
Volaules CAS Number upl  upKe upKg  (np) Quanutauon Lumis
Chlorobenzene 108.90-7 1o 10 1200 (50) Low Med On
Water Soil Soul Colupn

Ethylbenzene 100414 10 10 1200 (50) Semivolaules CAS Number v/l up/Kg up/Kp (ng)

Styrene 100.42-5 10 10 1200 [$14)]

Xylenes tiotal) 1330-20-7 10 10 1200 (30) 34 Phenol 108.95-2 10 330 10000 (20)
35, bis{2-Chloroethyl) ether 11444 10 330 10000 (20)
36  2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 10 330 10000 Qo
37  L1.).Dichlorobenzene 541.23-1 10 No 10000 (20)
38 1.4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10 330 10000 Qo
319. 1.2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10 330 10000 (20)
40. 2.-Methylpheno! 95-48-7 \0 3110 10000 20)
41  2.2-oxybis (1-Chloropropane)’ 108-60-1 10 330 10000 )
42  4-Methylphenol 106-44.5 10 330 10000 {20)
43  N-Nivoso-di-n-propylamune 621-64-7 10 130 10000 (20)
44,  Hexachloroethane 67-72-1 10 30 10000 (20)
43  Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 10 3o 10000 Qo
46  1Isophorone 78-591 10 330 10000 20)
47  2-Mirophenol 88.75 $ 10 )0 10000 (20)
48 2.4.-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 10 10 10000 (20)
49 bis(2-Chlorocthoxy) methane 111941 10 330 10000 (20)
50 2.4-Dichlioiophenol 120-83-2 10 330 10000 Q0
$1  1.2.4.Tnchloro-benzene 120-82- 10 30 10000 (20)
52 Naphthalene 91-20-) 10 1310 10000 {20)
53 4.Chloroanthine 106-47-8 10 330 10000 (20)
$4  Hexachlorobuadiene 87-68.3 10 330 10000 (20)
55, 4-Chioro-3-methylphenol 59 507 10 330 10000 (20)
56  2-Methylnaphthalene 91-57-6 10 130 10000 20)
57 Hexachlorocyclo- 77474 10 30 10000 20)

pentadiene

S8  2.4,6-Trichloropheno) 88-06-2 10 330 10000 (20)
59.  2.4.5-Tnchlorophenol 95.95-4 25 830 25000 {50)
60 2-Chloronaphthalene 91-58-7 10 330 10000 (20)
61. 2-Nitoaniline 88-744 25 830 25000 (30)
62,  Dimethylphihalate 131-112) 10 1o 10000 (20)
6).  Acenaphthylenc 208-96-8 10 330 10000 {200
64 2.6-Dinimololuene 606-20-2 10 330 10000 (20}
65 Y-Nuroarubme 99-09-2 25 830 25000 (50)
66  Acenaphthene 8).32.9 10 30 10000 (20)
67.  2.4-Dinutrophencl 51-28-§ 18 830 15000 150
68  4-Niwrophenol 100-02-7 5 830 25000 (50)
69 Dibenzofuran 132-64-9 10 330 10000 (20)

'Previcusly known by the name bis(2-Chloroisopropyl) ether.

12 13
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o Lims
Low Med On
Water Soi) Soil Column
Senmuvolaules CAS Number up/l up/Kg up/Kp (ng)
76 21.4-Dinivotoluene 121-142 10 330 10000 20y
71 Dicthylphthalate 84-66.2 10 330 10000 (20)
72 4Chlorophenyl- 7005-72.3 10 130 10000 20
pheny) ether
73 Fluorene 86-73.7 10 330 10000 20)
74 4-Nivosniline 100-01-6 25 830 25000 (50)
75 4.6-Dinivo-2- 534-52-1 25 830 25000 (50)
methylphenol
76  N-Nwoso- 86-30-6 10 330 10000 (20)
diphenylarune
71, 4-Bromophenyl- 101-55.3 10 330 10000 (20)
phenylether
78  Henachlorobenzene 118.74-1 10 330 10000 (20)
79  Penuchlorophenol 87.86-5 25 830 25000 (50)
B0  Phenanthrene 85-01.8 10 10 10000 (20)
81  Anthracene 120-12.7 10 330 10000 (20)
82 Cabazole 86-74-8 10 330 10000 (20)
83. Di-n-butylphthalate 84.74.2 10 130 10000 (20)
84  Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10 330 10000 20)
85. Pyrene 129-00-0 10 330 10000 (20)
86 Butylbenzylphthalate 85.68-7 10 330 10000 (20)
87. 3.¥-Dichlorobenzidine 91-94-1 10 330 10000 (20)
83  Benzo(santracene 56-35-3 10 330 10000 20)
89. - ne 218-0-9 10 330 10000 (20)
90.  bis(2-Ethylhexyl) 117-81-7 10 330 10000 20)
phthalate
91. Di-n-octylphthalate 117-840 10 110 10000 20y
92. Benzo(b)luoranthene 205-99-2 10 330 10000 (20)
93.  Benzo(k)Nluoranthene 207-08.9 10 330 10000 (20)
14

C2

Quantitauon Limuts

Low Med On

Water Soil Soul Column

Semsvolatiles CAS Number ug/L _up/Kp ug/Kg (np)

94  Benzo(a)pyrene 50.32.8 10 10 10000 (20)

95 Indeno(1.2,3<d) 193.39-5 10 330 10000 (20)

pyrene

9%  Dibenzo(ah)- 33-10-3 10 330 10000 20
anthracene

97 _ Benzo(g.h.a)perylene 191.24-2 10 310 10000 {20}
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0 PESTICIDES/AROCLORS TARGET COMPOUND LIST AND CONTRACT REQUIRED @
QUANTITATION LMITS™
Quantiauon Lamits
Water Soil On Column

Pesucides/Aroclors CAS Number ug/L up/Ke (pg)
98 alpha-BHC 319-84-6 0050 17 5
99  bews-BHC 319-85-7 0050 12 5
100 deluw-BHC 319-86-8 0050 1.7 5
101 gammns-BHC (Lindane) 58-89-9 00350 17 5
102 Hepuchior 716-44-3 0050 17 ]
103 Aldnn 309-00-2 Q.050 11 s
104 Hepuachlor epoxide’ 111024-57-) 0.050 1.7 3
105 Endosulfan 959-98-8 0050 17 s
106 Daeldrin 60-57-) 010 3) |1
107 4 .4-DDE 72-559 olo 3 10
108  Endrin 72-20-8 ol0 33 10
109  Endosuvlfan I 33213-65-9 0lo LR ] 10
110 4.4-DDD 72-54-8 0.10 3 10
111 Endosulfan sulfate 1031-07-8 010 33 10
112 44.DDT 50-29-3 010 kR to
11} Methoxychior 7243-5 030 17 50
114.  Endrin ketone 53494-70-5 010 LR 0
115 Endrin aldchyde 7421934 olo kR 10
116  alpha-Chlordane 5103-71-9 0050 17 5
11?7 gamwna-Chlordane 5103.74-2 0050 17 s
118 Toxaphene 8001-35-2 50 170 500

19  Aroclor-1016 12674-11-2 10 k) 100

120.  Asocloe-1221 11104.28.2 20 67 200

121, Asoclor-1232 F1141-16-5 10 K} 100

122 Asoclor-1242 53469-21-9 1.0 kX1 100

12} Aroclor-1248 12672-29-6 10 k1] 100

124 Aroclor-1234 11097-69-1 1.0 k3] 100

125 Arcclor-1260 11096-82-§ 10 3 100

*There is no differentiation between the preparsuon of low and medium soil samples in this
method for the analysis of pesucides/Aroclors

*The lower reporung limit for pesticide instrument blanks shall be one-half the CRQL values
for water samples.

“Only the exo-epoxy isomer (isomer B) of heptachlor epoxide is reported on the data reporting
forms (Exhibit B).
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924 Boven St., N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30318
Phone: 404/352~3882
July 15, 1999

Mr. Tim Torma

U.S. EPA, Office of Retlnvention (1802)
401 M Street, S.W., Room 1025WT
Washington, D.C. 20460

Ms. Michelle Glenn
U.S. EPA, Region 1V
61 Forsyth Street
Atlanta, GA 30303
Subject: Comments on the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project XL Draft Final Project Agreement

Dear Mr. Torma and Ms. Glenn:

As we see it, the draft Final Project Agreement is an improvement
over the draft Phase | Project Agreement. Probably, the most
significant change from the perspective of Erosion/Stormvater
Control is the following addition:

"Jacoby vill install separate stormwater aund sanitary
systems." (p. l4)

We concur wholeheartedly with this change and urge that it also

be listed in Section VIL. "Intentions, Performance Heasures, and
Hilestones".

Hovever, we are perplexed as to how EPA can justify its fallure
to provide for the following:

(1) A comprehenaive approach to watershed protection which will
provide for mitigation of the impact of storwvater runoff
vhich currently flowe into the valley in which the 138-acre
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment site is located and then detained
there by existing wetlands, ponds, greenspaces and other
pervious surfaces.

The Atlantic Steel property has been performing vital

flood control and vater quality improvement functiona

for decades. How the Agreement indicates that these functione,
at least for runoff arising upstream of this property, will be
lost. Sadly, the Agreement, as currently set up, will allow
the developer to pursue traditional storm drainage practice
vhen it comes to stormwater originating offsite.

Specifically, the Agreement will allow this storm vater,
including that laden with lead and other heavy metals from
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Mr. Tim Torma
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:;. ;::h::::aclenn Hs. Michelle Clenn

July “5' 1999 July 15, 1999
Page 2 page 3
d contaminated
ipate being ignored? Nuwerous Superfund sites an
d ter k he Hatlonal Smeltt 4 partic )
iRt gttt ol rounduaics Tocetions have been cleaned up vaing bloresedigcion.
tnd ltiaately to o cosbined sever Exunk downatreas shace”this (Plense e Tor example, an srciche by ot L tnemuae 15551,
::o:::nzt:.:n{t::l?ay not overflow from the Tanyard Creek CSO pages 41 through 60; a copy of Uhich is attached.)
ds to be about the business of maximizing pervious surface
Ve c:nt:nd this approach will not produce “superjor environmental E::a:e:n’th: A:lantlc Steel Redevelopment site. The n?tura;
resulta”. ined. Unfortunately, the
hydrological regime should be mainta d1ation

(2) The 5-7 acre wetlands and ponds which have existed on the land notion of capping the enti:e sl;e kees:nb::nge§:::;d"::;"h:i:;ezzl.la'
nov ouned by Atlantic Steel since st least 1913 should be preserved. not only has been proven ¢ te;‘ v:' ® avation/capping elsewhere.
Shoal Creek, also known ws the Stockyard Branch, should be kept ’ but is considerably less coathy N n:laxshe possibility of using
out of & pipe {n at least those reaches in which this watervay We urge you to investigate t oro:z yt NP the Atiantic Steel property.
is still daylighted, including about a 500 toot long reach on the bioremediation to clean up most no

Atlantic Steel Redevelopment site {tgelf.

A 1908 plat of land west of the iotersection of Hemphfll Ave. ’

and lirh Street clearly show a branch or creek vhlcE flows through Yougs in sav Atlanta’s fragile envicoment,

a culvert beneath Hemphill Avenue and onto land now owned by the Ty )<f/ t b)

Atlantic Steel Company. This branch appears to have been more thaan ‘441L4L/ . jéh((

a first order stream by the time it reached the inlet to the

culvert. A copy of Lh{s 1908 plat (which also available in Deed Vivian L. Steadman, Ph.D. (Chemistry)

Book 280, pages 368-370 in the Fulton County Superior Courthouse)

is attached. encls.: (a) 1908 plat of the White & MclLendon Property. Led
EPA should never agree to destroy s daylighted creek and 5-7 acres (b) ﬁhotocopy-of “,t1;n,10?:°:;azh::va;:izizuentit <
of wetlands and especially not in the inmer City where greenspaces Bacteria: Teaching us )

with water amenities are in such scarce supply. For many of the

20,000 residents that the developer hopes to house on this site,

greenspaces with water f[eatures and the diverse bird species and

other wild creatures they will attract will be a definfte PLUS.

Why else have apo many wanted to escape to the Georgia mountains/suburbs

1f a highly impervious, concreted cityscape was all that satisfying?

We think it 1s » mistake for EPA to rely on the judgement of city
planners such as Andre Duany, who admitted that he had not even bothered
to personally inspect the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment when he offered
his design charette last fall. 1f EPA is looking for "superior
environmental results”, then ve strongly urge you to seek input from
city planners such as Anne Whiston Spitn, Professor and Chairman,
Department of Landacape Architecture and Regional Planning, Untversity
of Pennsylvania. Ms. Spirn and many others have the knowhow to design
humane cities -~ cities in vhich their natural settings are taken into
account to create better, more habitable urban environmants.

Hith the current draft Final Project Agreement, the natural setting
in vhich the Atlantic Steel Redevelopment site is situated has been
virtually ignored.

(J) With respect to "Brownfield Remedfation”, we see only engineered
solutions being offered. Why 1s the entire field of biloremediation
in vhich at Jeast 50 cleanup companies in the United States now



USEPA REGION 4 EMERGENCY' JPONSE BRANCH PAC
SITE ASSESSMENT REFENRAL FORTMDD T 112 Te's)
i : o - Z
SITENAME: Naticnal Smelting & Reiining
;112 LOCATIOL: (Atach Map) 451 Blshop Straer, At lanta, Gaorpia

TAT wi
'DESCRIPTION OF TAT INCIDENT RESPONSE: (llnfiuae ?:1:‘;) (5)'_?*:a3!0 :{:;c;i ;2:0 . r.a:\p\:;
requesced tn do, composice sampling <% in sla _
we?‘e raken :hrula sories of grabs from U:)_of the piies cinnpn..{cm;\‘gr:—
(i) n:;mpl-:, and another series of grabs fron the L,’E;hlp't o) compogt
{nto (1) s&mpie. SAPples {C5-1] and [CS-2] respectovelv.

LONG TEAM CLEAN-UP GOALS:
possible.

Pemave Toud slap/drose ﬁ;g_m_j.hﬂ_ﬁ_u."—ﬂf:—a"—l"—"——
— e

SITE DESCRIPTION (Anach Site Layout Ma .
TYPE OF FACILITY: _Lead smelting & TRLINING =1ctn that had 2een in opevar

foam 1914 - 1981 (undey N, L. Indusgrics) and from 1981~ 1984 when t¢
£ncil went bapkrupt. -
[KNC‘):\:;N i0‘:RVSUSI-’EC’I'ED HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES PRESENT ON SITE:

Lead, ancimonial
coppar, %ina lead dust, lead onide, possibla small annun?} of sullt
acid :;on STd batcery cecycling operaticn.

b

WASTE QUANTITY (Orums, Solls, Lagoons, elC..):

Soilc: Lead slag/ dvocr, 16.
cubie Zert of 1leoad dross.

AEGULATORAY STATUS Removzl acticn agproved June 1989 folg =
.wious EPA OSC Kelly McCarty) .
)SV::E;!ILESSEE-NAME: National Smeltivg & Refining (hankrupc 1984)
o [PHONE:
[ ADDRESS:
|
8 SITE CONTACT - NAME SHOHE:
ADDRESS: : —3
USEPA CONTACT - NAME sreve Spurlin !;:g:'é-' _.;_-;72_11.E
TAT CONTACT - NAME Jim pingwall :
| TARGET INFORMATION ;
SESERVED RELEASE TO ENVIRONMENT (Attach Sampling Daia) W .

RFACE WATER: leaching of metals from 1acge h.lnﬂ m‘m a_drein ax
sllirge puddle do2s ayv.sist, tump punp water rraatment syshkem, cuest.

GROUNDWATER: area supplied by.city water aysten, intake upstver
Riyex
ﬁ:éttaChggEE:;inntion in the forp of lead dust, miaprating from tt

via the wind

SURFACE WATER |
T
LOCATION LOCATION OF NEAREST DOWNGRADIEN )
SURFACE WATER BODY (Lake, Straam, Ocean, eic...) {Show On Map):
leaching from the fac ilicy into Fulton Count
TCOCATION OF SURFACE WATER INTAKE (Show On Map):
map).

_Surface wace
y sewver aystet.

£um ump syten (cee

TUMBER OF PEOPLE SERVED: I—

WATER SYSTEMC :
riuml:ounw ]PHONE: NAME: [PHONE
ADDR.ESS' ADDRESS:

\necnemoml. USE (Boanng, Fishing, Swimming, elc...)’

. - 2 Uu,
B SITE ASSESSMENT REFERR.  ORM

| __SURFACE WATER (Cont...) |
~GRICULTURAL USE:

SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS (Waetlands. Endangered Spacias):

THREAT TO HUMAN FOOD CHAIN:

1 GROUNDWATER ]
CITY/COUNTY WATER SYSTEM CONTACTS:
NAME: _|PHONE: NAME: [PHONE.
ADDRESS: ADDRESS: -
LOCATION OF WELLS (Show On Mapy
DEPTH OF WELLS:
NUMBER OF PEOPLE SERVED:

PRIVATE WELL USE SURVEY {Numbar of homes within 0.5 miles ol site)}Attach Survey Forms|:
7

KARST AQUIFER AREA (Limestone/Sinkhales).

0 ONSITE EXPOSURE/DIRECT CONTACT ]
SITE ACCESS (Restricted, Unrestriciaa): Somewhat

vagrants have been sean on_site,
NCCUPIED BUILDINGS ON SITE: none

SHOOLS/ DAYCARE CENTERS WITHIN 0.5 MILES:

resctricted access, however

WORKERS ON SITE: __clean-up contracee.:s
Georgia Insciture of Technelecgv

[
EXPOSURE PATHWAYS (CONTAMINATED SOWS, LAGOONS, DRUMS, etc.. ) _heevily conraminace.
sofls, lead dust, and surface warer.

POTENTIAL FOR AIR RELEASE (Describe Known Or ...

Potentlal Sources O Alr Emussions On Site): lead dust (probabilicy high)

L ] OTHER COMMENTS ]
The fmmediate hazard is lead duskt, Which coulr become airborne and
Q

o
ents) within 100 vards distance,

The sgecondary hazard {s metals leaching into the groundwater.
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LOUIS PENEGUY
807 COURTENAY DRIVE, NORTHEAST
ATLANTA, GLORGIA 3Q308-3424

Septenber 1, 2000

Governor Roy Barnes
State of Georgia

201 capitol Building
Atlanta, Georgia 301334

Dear Governor Barnes:

This is an appeal for you to revise your authorization
of the construction of the proposed "Seventeenth Street Bridge"
between the Atlantic Steel project and the Midtown business
district in the City of Atlanta.

Despite CRB Realty Director Charles Brown's statenent that
the project would benefit with the federal and state governnent's
financing and construction of a bridge over the I-75/85
interstate highways, apparently there is a lack of understanding
what a disaster it will be to the traffic flow where proposed
bridge connects into the Midtown district. PLEASE drive or
assign Green Light Connittee nenbers to provide you with a report
of the status of the streets after traveling nowin this area
{including Fourteenth, Fifteenth and Seventeenth east-west
streets and Peachtree, West Peachtree and Spring north-south
streets), before further action is taken on the proposed the
bridge construction, to understand that traffic is a near
standstill during business hours. Even today, nunerous large
construction residential and office towers are being built
along these corridors, When the predicted 25,000 additional
vehicles fron the Atlantic Steel developnent joins today's
traffic, questions will then arise, "who and why was this idea
approved?". This will especially true when the degree of alir
pollution will be increased due to the slow noving vehicles.

The solution for inproved traffic flow fron the developnent
is to route it to Northside Drive, instead of over the bridge
into the Midtown district.

Since the 140 acre developnent continues to be in its
planning stage, it's connunity streets and avenues could be
routed to direct all traffic to Northside Drive via nultiple
exits.

Northside Drive could be widened in north-south directions
to acconnodate the traffic flow. Unlike the developed Midtown
district, the west side of Northside Drive currently is prinarily
the location of nunerous ground level (and a few two floor level)
businesses. To acconnodate the owners, your Green Light Connittee
night be reguested to oversee the relocation of the businesses.
vhen developed into as a najor traffic avenue, Northside Drive
could provide an ideal route fron the Atlantic Steel developnent
direct into the Central City area. The revised route could
be designed around the World Congress Center and Georgia Done.

To: Governor Roy Barnes
Fron: Louis Peneguy
Page two

This developunent of Northside Drive would totally revitalize
the west side of the avenue by_increasing property values.
It would result in the location to becone attractive to real
estate developers. PLEASE DRIVE or request Green Light connittee
nenbers to travel this route and report to you why this
suggestion is a practical solution to the chaos which will result
if the bridge is constructed.

During the expansion and inprovenent of Northside Drive,
a two direction MARTA subway systen could be established under
the avenue. The origination of the subway systen underground
to a najor station with in the Atlantic Steel Developnent would
encourage riders to ride it rather than rely on surface vehicles.
It would be logical for this subway southbound route to connect

with the east/west MARTA line near the Georgia Done, and into
the Five Points station.

Cost of the developnent of Northside Drive and the subway
systen beneath it would be financed by the nillions of dollars

of funds currently proposed fron the federal and state
governnents. o

Your office night conduct surveys of problens currently
resulting fron traffic in the Midtown district where the bridge
is proposed to be constructed with individuals who live and
work in the district and with the property owners of the
buildings in that area to inguire of their opinion of
suggestions in this letter.

This {8 a prediction that in less than five years, the decision to NOT
build the bridge, rather channel traffic fron the developnent on to the
Northside Drive route, will bring high praise fron thousands of people
who are faniliar with the district!
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LOUIS PENEGUY
807 COURTENAY DRIVE, NORTHEAST
ATUANTA, GEORGIA 30306 3424

Septenber 15, 2000

Mr. John Hankinson

Regional Four Adninistrator

United States Environnental Protection Agency
61 Forsyth Street

Atlanta, Georgia 303130

Dear Mr. Hankinson:

Regret I was unable to attend the Septenber 12
neeting regarding the proposed Seventeenth Street bridge
construction where I had hoped to present an alternate route
for traffic scheduled to nove fron and to the Atlantic {Steel)
Station project on conpletion of the developunent.

The enclosed copy of a letter addressed to Governor Roy
Barnes outlines a proposal that ‘rather. than construct the bridge,
traffic created by the developnent could travel westward and
flow on Northgside Drive.

A nonth of investigative testing of the air pollution
currently distributed fron the heavy traffic that noves in the
area where the bridge is scheduled to exit vehicles into the
Midtown district would undoubtedly provide your office with
proof of a high percentage of pollution. Projected increase
of traffic in this area due to the flow fron and to the
developnent would probably double the pollution problen.

Routing the traffic to/fron the Central City district via
Northside Drive would transfer the vehicle pollution to an area
where far less traffic noves.

Your connents regarding this suggestion would be welcone.

S

ﬂea‘wl [/u/oa

fs.

September , 2000

To: T, Sew Weat
v.sS EPA.

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear “1{] !A“de::

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. [ write to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my ncighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
pol!'uung our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood a3 | know it today. The
environmental assessroent fails to recognize that Ansiey Park wall even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redesigned

to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park

and pmvfde mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, I do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly ,

olur

Y¢ Park Lane
AHh 64 30209
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Mimi Bondurant Hacdte
126 Peachtree Circle, NE
Atlama, GA 30309
404-815-6672
HardieClan@aol com

September 18, 2000

Mr Den West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Mr West

My Name is Mimi Hardie My husband Eben and | moved to Ansley Park a little
over a year ago from Sandy Springs with our two young daughters, Sarah and Kacy 1
have lived in Atlanta all of my life My mother grew up at 31 Laffayette Dnive, my father
on Montgomery Ferry My grandmother ived in Ansley Park at 195 17th Street for over
40 years My husband's mother grew up on Maddox Drive  Clearly our families are
firmly rooted in the history of Ansley Pask

Ansley Park has changed little in the 41 years that | have known it 1 fear,
however, that Ansley Park is on the brink of 2 major change that will totally affect the
quality of life that we currently enjoy and moved here for Do not get me wrong, |look
forward to having additional quality residential, shopping and dining space nearby. 1do,
however, believe that the 17th Street Bridge and Extension would bring a flood of cars
and pollution to our historic neighborhood that would detract from the Ansley Park that
we have known and loved

I think altemnative plans must be explored so as to protect Ansley Park from the
increased cut-through traffic that the 17th Street Bridge and Extension would bring  What
about Deering Road? Is there a possibility that the Deering Road Bridge could be
enlarged in a suitable manner? Can we stop the extension at Spring Stree1? How about
making Ansley Park a gated community, or a commurty such as Peachtree Park, one
where you can get in, but you can't get out

1 do not believe that the bridge as it is currently proposed would not affect Ansley
Park 1t is not possible that an additional 70,000 cars per day would not create more
pollution and danger to the children playing in our yards | worry for the safety of our
children and all of our residents

Please allow our historic neighborhood to remain in the friendly and neighborly
state that is has been for the last 90 years Redesign the bridge so as to divert traffic away
from Ansley Park
Sincerely,

Vorna: Brnchun austHeveles

Mimi Bondurant Hardie

0

ﬂdc@'\*"q ?/u/oo

September 20, 2000

TO: Mr. Ben West
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: Environmental Assessment 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

We are residents of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta.
We write to you to express our grave concemns with the above project.
The 17" street bridge and extension threatens to cause a massive
increase in cut-through traffic in our neighborhood endangering the
safety of its residents especially our children, polluting our air and
destroying the fabric of our neighborhood as we know it today. The

environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will
even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 1 7" street
bridge must be redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In
addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, we do no

support the 17" street bridge and extension project. We appreciate
your attention on this matter.

Yours Truly,

Mww%ﬁuﬁu

127 177 Shed NE
M‘&A'{’u, GA 30“01
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John Wuichet
711 Delmar Ave SE
Atlanta, GA 101312

404-786-2445

19 Sep 2000

Mr. Ben West

Otfice of Environmental Assessment
US Environmental Protection Agency’
1 Forsyth St sW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

SUBJECT: COMMENT ON THE 17™ STREET/ATLANTIC STEEL REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT

Dear Mr West,

I comment as a former Home Park resident, current homeowner on a MARTA
route, and potential landowner somewhere near AMTRAR's Crescent ijine.

The Atlantic Steel site is immediately sdjacent to ANTRAK., Atlanta‘s
AMTRAK station is immediately north of the site, and the AMTRAK rail
line forma the asjite’s long, sloping northern border.

In the entire EA there are 3ero referscces to ANTRAK. The only AMTRAK
reference in the entire ProjectXL webesite was a citizen comment.’ The
organizations engaged in planning this aite do not fnclude AMTRAK.
None of the MARTA or transit optlons consider any link to AMTRAK.

An inter-modal link to ANTRAK could help improve air quality. When
people can travel to AMTRAK via MARTA rall, there is a reduction in
vehicle miles traveled. He can currently travel to AMTRAK by bus, but
the extra oteps involved present a signiticant disincentive

ANTRAK and RARTA facilities could be improved in the process. A new
AMTRAK/MARTA facility could be built just SW of the current AMTRAK
station as an integral part of the Atlantic Steel site plan, providing

!

a logical endpoint or connection point to the proposed MARTA rail spur. y C::
==
by C
runding for a MARTA/ANTRAK link might be available through TEBA-21. The .SO
very purposez of this statute is to encourage inter-modal transport
L= N oY
= sy
GADOT & MARTA seem to favor wajting foxr a different MARTA/ANTRAK link. E ol
An inter-modal center has been proposed for downtown, but is still many b = &,
years away and may still exclude AHTRAK. We need better inter-modal W At c
tacilities now; we now have a clear, simple, and timely opportunity 3 Tl a‘ a’l
£
NEPA requicres an AMTRAX analysis for this XA/RIS. With no analysis of E:‘ ;f__"é N —S
any AMTRAK/MARTA inter-modal options, the EA has a serious flaw. To = n E,}

teject any inter-modal option, HEPA first requires a _clear explanation

7t

John Huichet

MAN 0008

' Ce: M, Stewart Simonson, Corponate Secrenary, Amtrak HQ, 60 Mass Ave NE, Wash,, DC 20002, and
Ms Jennifer Burke, Presidcot, Home Park Community Inprovement Assa Inc, hpcis@mindspning com

? fetp Jrwww epa goviooaujeag/projectx/atlantic/063099 htm -
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September ) 2000

To: Mr. Bey West

Umde States Ehvironmenfaf Protechion ﬂjenc1
AMlante Fexxga Center

éf’ For: Stecet SW.
Hanta, 30303
Re:  Environmental Assessment 1 7th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

pear g. BEN WesT,

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. I write to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and exiension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cui-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
poliuting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborbood as | know it today. The
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.
Before this project proceeds, currert plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redesigned
to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park
and provide mitigation to remedy thase impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly

W,L,%% ( Stelhn)

'8 R"o Dﬁ\“/ NE
AHouu/ GA $0209- 2720
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Managing Dweclor

Ananma Georga JOJ0S
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Members New York Siock

September 20, 2000
Excnange Inc

Mr. Ben West

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Altlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Mr. West,

The access road that was built years ago to bring southbound [-85 traffic into town dumps
into Ansley Park. 1 suppase a bunch of studies were done to show how this wouldn't
happen, if not, shame on the neighborhood for being so complacent

[ ask you to go get a cup of coffee one weekday moming, sit down at the comer of Peachtree
Circle and the BP station and see for yourse{l. ['ll happily join you if [ can, and pour your
coffee as traffic pours into the neighbothood. 1 am very concerned about what already is
happening and can not imsgine you would think otherwise if you just saw for yoursell how
beautiful Peachtree Circle becomes a raceway for (road raged) 1-85 tavelers that feel the
need for speed on their home stretch to their offices in Colony Square  All the Kings studies
and al) the Kings men, can't dispute the traflic already getting in.

Ever wonder why a lot of real estate developers move out of town, usually Florida, after
getting rich? Maybe they can’t stand the pollution and traffic. Prime pieces of real estate in
our city should get the greatest projects. Great projects are the ones that work for everyone.
Putting a major bridge across the highway sure raises the value of that old steel mill
property. Palm Beach, get ready! Rich Atlantans on their way.

Yesterday, | visited the offices of Fuqua Ventures From the top floor of that building in
midtown, you can really appreciate Ansley Purk, and Atlanta in general. The green, peaceful
areas in the middle of bustiing Atlanta might be worth guarding. Call Mr. Fuqua, and ask
him if you can come take a look. Be sure he points out the Botanical Gardens for you.

1 hope to m you sbout this important issue.

bo" Jetmundsen
25 Inman Circle
Atlants, Ga 30309

Office 404-240-6754

Morgan Keegan

Aorgan Keegan & Carrgan, 1rg
One Buckheao Maza Sude 1657
3060 Peachiree Road N w
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JAMES RAY PAYNE

49 Avtry Dnve. N F - Atsna, Georgru 30507 7701
Telephone (404) 8731044 FAX 604-817.0392

September 19, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanis Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

Re: Environmental Assessmnent of 17 Street Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:

1 have been a resident of Atlanta Park for over 25 years and | have seen many
development issues come and go which were politically motivated. However, I must
express my greatest concern over this latest plan to dump this tremendous amount of
traffic into our neighborhood to relieve a commercial project, yet to be built, by means of
the 17" Street bridge and extension. Logic would dictate that this traffic should go right
onto the expressway from whence it came.

1 think it is obvious that no one has taken the time to assess present traffic on Peachtree
Street in Midtown which is a “moving parking lot". More traffic means that cars will seek
to exit Peachtree in order to try other thoroughfares. Naturally that means going through
Ansley Park a residential neighborhood with children. The impact of this would be
devastating and dangerous!

1 respectfully implore your department and the other associated divisions of government lo
think carefully about the impact on an historic neighborhood. Please serve the people first

before serving the interest of a commercial entity that creates this whole issue.

Sincerely,

ames Ray Paf:?

cc: Mr John Hankinson
cc: Mr. Jim Kutzman

feceved 7/ L//ao

99/98, 2000 ll:Jv

4PdE921555 Sl r OEURLE

Ql(u\/cl ?/Z//ao

September, !}, 2000

To: MW

Re:  Envirommental Assessrent 1 7th Street Extemsion and Atlantic Stecl Redevelopment
Project. Fulton County, Georgia

Dear M. Lot

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. 1 write 10 you 10 express my
grave concerny with the above project. The 17th Strect tidge and extension threatens (0 cause a
massive increase In cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangexing the safety of its residents,
pomnnaommmddmnmmcﬁbncofmymlghborboodulkmwnlodly The
enviro oot foils to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affocted by this project

Before this project proceeds, current plans fog the 17th Street bridge roust bo redesigoed
to divert traffic swiy from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts oo Ansley Park
and provide mitigation 1o remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, 1 do not support the 17th

Street bridge and oxtension project.

JoD M. W
AMinta, GA  Zo301

Yours Truly

(George)
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SUSAN D, SPRIGGS

us. Envhonmu-ul Protection Agency
Allerts Federnl Center

61 Foreyth Street, SW

Allanta, QA 30303

Re. Bnvi ] A 1ThSteet E st
Deas Sirs

In Janoary of this year, | becamne a Dew sendent 10 Atanis and to Ansley Park. | have studied and lived in
different twhan areas al} of my life but never before lived South of Washingion DC. In deciding to move
bere, sory things worried us about Atlanta: the level of pollution, the traffic, the smog, and friends'

that “you can't pet anywhers in Atlanta without s car®  Another concetn was that “white flsght”
had left Aslanta without a “peopie’s downtown™, & piace to walk and shop 14 &n urban downtown setiing.
When we found Analey Purk, we found a place where we conld live in the centes of the city, & place where
familie< and their pete could thrve and walk o the ltery A2 ety W bnee fm e Miman. af

Ansley Park that it had sruggied 10 ke back the neighborlood and resiore ibe houses und because of their
uccess, people were fimally moving back uo the city

Afer strending several moctings regarding the 17" Street Bridge, It has become ¢lear that Uf the project
gocs shead 88 proposad, Ansley Pask will change significantly with traffic and added potiution. How do
you rescoe & neighborhood from decline and fght pust (o Jose 1t to poorty designed wban speawl?

As an envi Jis, 1 epplaud the of the Atlantic Steel site. Prankly, | find the prospect of a
Mhuﬂwhdmdmudwmwslmhudmwhdmywmmm
and bringing jobt back to (e aty. [ recogruze how essenuial this is if we are ever to bring full employment
10 our cides. Cities around the world are becoming more Livable and people are moving back into the citles
for this reason. A modified approach to the Atlantic Sieel project can only enhance Atlanta  What we nood
10 do s to compromise 30 that we find & way 10 moet all of our goals

34 luusane Ciradhe, Nduinw, GA, 303069
Phone 404-8374-7763 Fax 404-876-0762 email: Soapboxlii@anol.com
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To MR\Bé‘U U\)@T //Jr"K
= ATTE
L PA-A* Féo t Cé.w

st
Mq®fo 203072
1

al Assessment 17th Street Exiension and Atlantic Stecl Redevelopment
Re:  Environmen !
Project, Fuhon County, QGeorgia

pesr YUK, WEST

i i i u to express my
Ansley Park peighborbood in Atlanta. 1 write to yo
lm:emsnm . mﬁ:n project. The 17th Street bridge and extension thmlc?s“;:;ald\u:“;
mmvg w'mcrease in eut-through traffic in my neighborbood endnng:rmkng lhe :ag:‘; ‘;hz ,
" mm- i fabric ighborhood as I know it today. . _
g s mds::!nm ﬁl?mpﬁrﬂ ':nslcy Park will even be affected by this project.
environmental asses

bridge must be redesigned
i ¥ ceeds, currem plans for the 1 7th Street _
dlvanetﬂﬁt:rore dycinn ':.x;sky Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansl\gy ll’_t’nuk1
::)d. vid miti.g:yiog‘:omtmdy those impacts. As presently proposed, I do pot support the
pm ¢ 03 .
Street bridge and extension project. -

Yours Truly

(ZICUVLJ 7/11 o

|-e-ctarke@mindsprin
gcom

09/21/2000 11.16 AM

To Ben WesUR4USEPAUS@EPA, hankinson john . Jim
KuUmaNRWSEPM}S@EPA

cc

Subjecl Envionmental Assessment 17th St Extensian and Allantic Sieel
Davelopment Pioject Fulion County, Goorgra

Dear Mr Wast, Hankinson, and Kulzman,
Please. Divert 17th St Bridge Tratiic from Anslay Park

As a resident of Anslay Park, | am quile concerned that this ne
from 17th Streel to Predmont Ave , thus causing a significant
1n this communily. Lel's be honest
and there will be a greal deal more

ighborhood will become the major artary
ncrease in both volume and speed of Irathc
commuters are not going lo drva at the posled 25 MPH speed m,
cars lhreatening the salety of our children, aimals, and pedasinans
The present Environmental Assessment doe

s not include any recogmition of the impacl this project walt
have on Ansley Park Why was the most o

bvious cross-lown artery aat aven addressed?
Please Inillate two actlons belore tinalizing your deciston on this project

1) Redesign the present plan to dvert tratiic away Irom Ansley Park

2) dentity the impacts on Ansley Park and provide miligation io remady 1hose impacls

{want tha I7th S1 Project to be a wan win for
here. Please do not ignore the naeds of Ans
Redevelopment Project

both the newcomers and for those ol us who already live
lay Park lor the pohixatl benety of the Atlanuc

Sincerely,

John G Clarke 149 Barksdale Ave NE 404-873 0454
Kecowed 9f2/p0

cmaxweli@emplaton.
com

09/21/2000 06 41 PM

To: Ben WesVRAAUSEPAUS@EPA

cc
Subject Ansley Park Residani Concerned

Dear Sir,

| am a reskdent of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Allanta | wnite
1o you to express my grava concerns with the above project. The 171h Sureet
bndge and extension threatens to cause a massive increase in cut-through
trafiic 1n my neighborhood endangernnyy the salety ol its residents,
pollubing our air and destroying tha labic of my neighborhood as | know 1t
loday Tha environmenlal assessment lails to recognize that Ansley Park
will even be atiected by this pioject

Belore this project proceeds, currant plans for the 17th sireat
bridge mus| be redesigned lo divert Irathc away lrom Ansley Park In
addition, you musl identily the impacts on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation ta rernedy those impacts  As presently proposed. { do not support
the 171h Sireet Brdge and extension project

Yours Truly,

D Crayg & Julle Maxwall
245 Peachirea Clcle NE
Atlanta, GA
30309-3206
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sto@us.Ilbm.com
0872172000 04 44 PM

To Ben WesyRAUSEPA/US, John Hankinsor/R&USEPA/US,
kuzman mim@epamail epa gov, exec dir@gra org,
tom coleman@doL slale ga us, pe palladu@dol stale ga us,
Jetry Iranklin@ha dol gov, lairy drethaup@ihwa dot gov,
kashedE@mindspnng com, rpitis@ci allanta.ga us,
watsona@gtlaw com

o
Subject 17th Stieet Bndge and the tight to Public Salety

1 am wiiling as a plea lor your posilive consideralion for the safety and
quahty of ife of the people who live in Ansley Park. 1 am wnling to
vahemently object 10 tha trathc patterns thal will result from the 171h
Stree! Bndga as It is currently concerved .

| have baen a residant of Ansley Park since 1981 {ive at 45 Montgomery
Ferry Drve, which 1s right al the inlersection of where Beverly (coming

from WSB) “T"s into Montgomery Ferry If you drive through our
neighborhood, you probably go past my house Beverty and Montgomery Ferry
are naighborhood sireets People bike, push strollars, run and watk on

these streels

Unlodunately, because of poor stieel flow around the north end of Ansley

Park (whare Waesl Peachtres and Peachiree coma together to our west and
Piedmont as the main thoroughlare to our east), THOUSANDS of cars coms by
my house daily TODAY! And they often ravel without regard for the salety

of pedestnans or lor those tasponsible drivers tiaveling at the speed

umit Being passed by cars that the police have clocked at 50 mph and

much gher in a 25 Z0ng 1S NOL LNCOMMON.

As designed. aast skde access and egress fo the 17th Streel Budge will
only make it much worse. You dor't need a study for Mat -- just ptain old
common sensa. Somaeone has not been paying attentiton

Atlanta Is known as the “city 100 busy 10 hate™ 1am atraid thalu is
becoming the CITY TOO BUSY TO CARE

| have rarely heard pudlic salety stated as a desired value of our trallic
designs -- cerainly never as a primary concern  Ahvays the manlra Is
improving the tlow of tralfic, bul withoul even lip service to the salety

of those impacted by it Salely Is a right and we demand t |ama
absolute believer in the value of an strong urban environment to the fabric
ot our society. Salety and quality of Ife are inegral 1o that concept

And thus | have donaled 1o our tegal fund 10 protect our nghls and will
coatinue to do 50 unli you reach your senses 1 lully and unequivocaily
support the efiort by ihe Board ol the Ansley Park Civic Association (o see
that 1t happens 1 urge you 1o work with them

Sinceraly,

Al Olsrewski

45 Mentyorery kery Deive, NE
AHe~h, 6A 30304

apDREss V" /384 gLg feack oheed w. CJ
4l Sl Bad

COMMENTS

T 512‘"

ﬂ’“hcl 7/2/00

Patterson
" geo@aol.co To Bsn WesVR4/USEPA/US

09/21/2000 08 57 AM cc

Subject: Atantc Stee! and the 17ih Sireat Bridge and estension

| am witing 10 express my opposition 1o the above
named projec|

233 ; r:a;:lﬁaro:uﬂy c:‘onsndered the information available lopuslan:j lTrAxyi m::
e s'zar:ol Aavlng a complele environmentat assessment which
Al the cumsn‘lJ calee(:l dr;s;rlglyo::::nrl‘:ﬁdhb?gww et chamaen ol duty
challenged air qually and water runo!l :Ill ::r?::rrll; E:anngleset'jolou' curenty
complete commissioned study To us this is not a ir seue bor
of hle sacnhice for an imagined common good Y
complele sludy is more worthy o o
Regards,
George & Candace Paherson

175 15th Stree) #409
All, GA 30309

@

afhc issue but a quahity
support 1o wail on a

Lot
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3549 S1., N E. - ATanTA, GEORGIA 30309 - 873-6417
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September |, 2000

Re:  Environmental Assessment | 7th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

b . st

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. 1 write to you to express my
grave concems with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase i cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
polluting our air and destroying the fabric of mry neighborbood as | know it today. The
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redesigned
to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the tmpacts 6o Ansicy Park.

and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, 1 do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Lo £ e

Septembaer 22, 2000
Mr. Ban West

Office of Environmental Assessment
U.Ss. Environmental Protection Agancy
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Centar

§1 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Subject: gEnvironmental Assessment 17th Street Extension
(GDOT Project NHH-7141-00 (900) P.I. Numbar 714190])
and Atlantic Steel Redavelopment Project
Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West,

The subject Environmental Assessmant fails to deal adequately
with watar 1ssues.

Our elected officials have creatad a special tax allocation
district - chat can support this project with $400 million to

$600 million in revenue bonds to deal vith environmental problems
both on the site and in the surrounding areas. Tha EPA should
seize this opportunity to "produce supsrior environmental results”.
Instead these funds will apparently be usad, 1n part, to build
parking decks for the daveloper.

We urge you to take all necessary staps to insure that any “build"
alternative incorporates the following basic concepts:

. Stormwater runoff laden with lead and other contaminants
from the National Smelting and Refining site should not be
permitted to flow via any piping system into Tanyard Creek.

Currently, runoff from this site is pipad under the
Atlantic Steel site to existing settling poandi, The
Environmental Assessment shows that this runoff will ba
directed into a new storm sewer bypass system. This
approach will eliminate the storage and settling
historically providad by the Atlantic Steel sita, It
provides no pretreatment for this industrial stormwater
rupoff. Stormwater contaminated with lead and other
pollutants will flow through Tanyard Creek and Peaghtree
Creek to the Chattahoochee River,

2. The stormwater contamination and flooding in the S0)-acre
Shoal Creek catchment area should be mitigated within this
catchment area.

Holding ponds and wetlands on the Atlantic Steel site
have historically helped mitigate these problems.
Additional or alternative holding (ponds or tanks) and
treatment facilities, both upstream and on-site, would
"produce superior environmental results". Punding is
available. EPA policy encourages looking beyond tha
boundaries of any specific study site to the larger



In-Sity Water Chemistry and Fish Collection Data
!

catchment area to deflne problems and solutions. Yet the Strean, No. of Tenp. H
Environmental Assessmant (BA) totally ignores this directive, Site Fish Specles/ (deg. () P (:g/l) Conductivity
ID No. Individuals
J. Sanitary sewvers and polluted groundwater should be separated (See (% Non-Native
from storwwater xunoff in the entire 503-acre catchsent area. footnote) 1Individuals)
This objective will apparently be met for the 138-acre
Atlantic Steel site but will not be met throughout the Intrenchment
entire 503-acre Shoal Craek catchment :zen‘ The EBA is Creek, #1(a) 1/73 (100%) 15.3 6.32 9.9 164
completely silent on the latter, the “"larger picture™. Intrenche
The absence of sewver separation throughout the cstchment Creek :2?,) 0/0 (N.A.) 15.7 6.46 8.5 161
area makes solutions to other water problems decidedly o 4
more complex. Again, EPA policy promotes looking beyon Nan
the specific site boundsries to i{dentify problems and . lf¥c$reak' 3/11  (55%) 8.65 6.64 10.8 91
d 1 solutions. Again, appropriate funding is avatlable,
evelop 9 + approp Na;gy Creek, 4/57 (86%) 8.9 6.67 10.9 104
4. Shoal Creek, its wetlands, lakes and riparian corridor should (c)
be restored and protected. Proctor Creek 2 a4
11(b ' / (o) 9.9 7.08 11. 187
The EA includes no assessment of the value of a raestored (b)
Shosl Creek riparian corridor. Nevertheless, this riparian Prggtor Creek, 0/0 (N.A.) 9.7 7.10 9.8 304
corridor enhances local air quality, as well as sustains (b) it
a valuable water resource and provides urban aesthetics. Prgg::: Creek, 7/29 (62%) 11.4 6.99- 9.9 339
Evan though the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers considers both
parts of this "stream and pond systam 'waters of the U.S.'" Peachtree 4/20 (85%) 8.5 6.02 9
(see letter of January 7, 2000 from Willian L. Cox, Chief Creek, {1(c) . -9 128
Hetlands Section, to Colonel Joseph Schmitt, U.S. Army Corps Peachtree 4/43  (74%) 8.8 6.65
’v of Engineers), the developer's consultants have consistently Craek, f#2(c) ' . 10.0 129
[ sought to deny such a designation for Shoal Creek. Thelr Peachtree a/16 (75%) 9.3
- ropeated labelling of its 900 foot-long, daylighted reach Creek, #3(c) . 6.88 10.3 150
tj as the "western sedimentation basins” (EA, rigura 3-1) is
apparently paying off., According to tha PA, nothing by way Sandy Creek (d
of compensation is being offered for deatro§1n9 Shoal Creek y (d) 2/14  (79%) 12.s 6.76 9.3 174
and its riparian corxidox. Moreover, the total amount of South Riv
mitigation for the 3.75 acres of wetlands (upper middle and Il(u)l er, 0/0 (N.A.) 16.7 6.7) 10.7 234
sastorn upper impoundments) is just $100,000, evan though South
the remaining 134 acres of buildable land on the Atlantic ,2(:)“""' 10/34 (35%)  14.9 6.99 8.9 220
Steel smite are valued at more than $500,000 per acre.
. So:g?a?lvar, 0/0 (N.A.) 15.2 6.2 8.73 250
At a time vhen the EPA has engaged the City of Atlanta Lin Federal South River, 2/2 (\0\) 10.8 6.63 8.4
Consent Decrees which require the City to clean up our urban streams, 14(b) - . . 205
it is disturbing to see the EPA endorsing the poor solutions presented
in the subject Environmental Assessment. Tanyard Creex (c) -0/0 (N.A.) 11.4 7.23 9.4 a3
Given the Atlantic Steel Project XL's extraordinary convergance of Utoy Creek, 7/14 57%
highly qualified developers, an above ground plan vhich i{e garnaring #1(b) / ( ) 9.6 6.42 l10.0 112
national attention, and more than enough funding to turn out Utoy Creek, 7/27  (30%) 9.9 A
“superior environmental results", is it wise for EPA to endorse 12(b) . .67 9.6 116
belov ground solutions that yield such poor water quality? Utay Creek, f£3(d) 5/9 ( ot) 10.4 6.70 0.0 e

Ve trul

ry truly yours, Footnote: Sanmples at locations denoted (a), (b), {c), & (d)
were taken March 16, 17, 18, and 19, respectively.
Data conpiled from Mantech Environmental

Technologias, Inc.

Metropolitan Atlanta Arena: Harch 22, 1998.

Bi{ll Eisenhaue
Presidant

cc: John H. Rankinson, Jr., Regional Administrator
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e Woodruff Arts Center

[ztcu'wi ?/ ZL/oo

Alilance Theatre Company- Atlanta College of Art
Atlanu Symphony Orchestra - High Muscum ol Ant - 141h Suvet Puyhouse

September 21, 2000

Mt Ben West i
United Suates Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Sucet, SW

Atlama GA 3030}

Dear M. West

Fam w3iting 10 Je! you thay the Woodruff Anis Center 13 supportive of the Athaniic Steel redevelapment project and
the 17* Sneer Bridge despite the fact that it will negaunely umpact property we own between Spring Street and West
Peachirce at 17 Smeet We beheve that Atlanuc Station. ¥l butlt as planned. will be an wmiportant and necessary
addition to the revival of Central Atlanta. a5 wel as the lasger metropolnan region  Nis urban mix and use cancept is
anaimporant part of Midiown Blueprint and cntical to furure quahty of hife 1n ous ans distnct

The Center has tracked the progress of the Atlantic Steel tedevelopmens since it was fisst announced The Center

Board and its Executives have heard presentations on the project and questioned Midiown Allance officials on

tesulting umpact issues  In addiuion, my s1aff and { have had numerous meenings with the leadership of Atlanuc
Staton, LLC

We know and appreciate the concems of our ocighbors n Ansley Park. where several of our key Executives and
Board members hive - myself included, but are convinced that there are practical solutions to theu concerns

In short, we support tus development and hope you wall calt on us if needed

Sincerely,

N fomisiny

Hew
Shelion g. Stanf))
President & CEO

$gS 1K)

1280 Peachiree Sticet, NE - Atlanta, Georgla 30309 - www woodrulfcenter org - 404.733 4200
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john d fortin

From: Jobn d fortin <johnforting@mindspring com>

To: <constitution@ajc.com>

Ce: <West ben@epe gov>; <Hankinson john@epa gov>; <Kutzman Jim@epa gov>;

<Exec dirf@grta org>: <Tom colemang@dot.siate ga us>; <Joe Palladi@dot stata ga us>,
<Jeay {ranklin@fta dot gov>, <Larry dreihaup@ftwa dot.gov>; <kashed8@mindsprng com>,
<Rpitis@@d atlanta ga us>, <Watsona@igtiaw com>; <APCAZoning@aol com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2000 9 50 PM

Subject:  Atlanta' The City Too Busy To Plan Atiantic Steel

While we're stuck in gridiock traffic, think about Atlanta’s past transportation and environmental rmistakes
What can we leam from thern to preserve and iImprove quality of life for future s? And how can we

Influence the Atlantic Steel project’s design to accomplish this? Consider a top ten Iist of past sins that have
plagued Aflana.

N
10 An overall metro transpontation strategy based on paving Native American trails

9 Street dexgn that promotes Spaghett Junction, lew sidewalks, and cutting through nelghborhoods to
travel east-west

8 Street mamenance with enough holes to be mistaken for Bosnla

7 A limited rail system that ignores obvious destinations such as the Braves, Hawks, Falcons and new
Adantc Steel city-vathin-a-city.

8 Alleged kickbacks under FBI scrutiny

5 Fewer acres devoted to parks than other great cities.

4. Repeated violations of environmental 1aws with over $1 million fines per day
3 New water treatmernt plants that have unproven design and poor results

2 Worst air pollution of any city In the country

1 Longer cormmute time than New York, Los Angeles, and Chicago

What have we leamed from these mistakes? Apparenily not much, An alanming example |s the Atlantic
Steel developers' proposed 171h Street Bridge. The developers “plan,” as rubber-stamped by the
Environmental Protection Agency, condones

$80 miilion of taxpayer money to fund a pnvate project

dumping traffic inlo Midtown with no access back 1o the interstate
100,000 axtra car trips per day

no use of rall intally, if ever

massive cul-through traffic In Midiown neighborhoods

How can a development over thres times the sze of the Mall of Georgla have, as the EPA claims, “no impact
on Midtown neighborhoods’ , safety, and poliution?” If we don't take time to plan now, will we
have another chance to get it nght?

John Fortin
Allanta

972072000
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20 September 2000
September 21, 2000
Mr. Ben West
United Stales Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Ben W Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center
- Ben West 61 Forsyth Street, SW
U 3 Envirunmental Protecifon Agency ) -
Atlanta Feders] Center Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960
il"l’orwlgczlrgd.]ng Re: Georgia Department of Transportation
ras Proposal for Atlantic Steel
Dear Mr. West:
Dear Mr. West- This is in response to the Georgla D O T roadwork proposal, as presented
12 September 2000. Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment.
1am a resident of Ansley P deept j . Appropriately, the E.P A.’s involvement with the Atlanlic Steel development
neighborhood of the propgsedult‘f";dm:';ﬁ;;: and NI';‘::';{:;;E;?V:I" the . has been to question the impact of this development on our environment The EP A
7 Project. As presently eavitioned, this project will do irreversible damage 'gp‘"::'ued has maintained that the reason for its involvement is to decrease our reliance upan
N c?f"m“n"y' and 1ggravite tnffic, congestion, pollution and issues of safety. Many major sin.glp occupancy vehicles and, ultimately, to mitigate the senous level of air pollution
g cities have regretted their mea to developmen, ot the expente of in-town neighborhoods, existing in Atlanta.
and tried 10 provide resuscitation too late.
The Georgia D.O.T.'s involvement with the development has been to define
1 am not oppp;ed 10 progress, or development | would urge you to re-examine the lhe project as primarily a ’rgadway problem. Aﬂer s_ludying the current D O T. plan and
present plans in order to divert traffic away from Aniley Park, and provide measures 1o listening to a variety of critical perspectives, it is evident that the plan would not
smeliorate the adverse impacts of this current pmject’s exection  As it stands presently, support the gpal of reducing aulon_mobile travel The additional expressway ramping
1 cannot support the 17 Street Bridge and extension project and bridge widening would only reinforce the tendency for peaple to drive and
commute long distances via interstate. Interstate highway access to the Atlantic Steel
development site essentially contradicts the intent of the E P.A.'s objective of
decreasing automobile trips.
Prevailing commentary voiced during the 12 September hearing focused on
the justification of the 17th Street bridge. Yet, tha issue is not so much the matter of

Yours truly, the bridge itself, but the roadway complex associated with the bridge. The use of the

- 17th Street bridge should be limited to inking intown areas, facilitating intown trips,
#3'; and distributing intown traffic patterns.

Siephen M Rrirkley Emphasis should be placed on the ability of the Atlantic Steel development to
be self-contained and self-supporting On-site amenities should be sufficiently varied
and located to permit many trips on foot, bicycle, trolley, ot other means—without
resorting to using an automobile Inhabitants of the development, as well as visitors
from outside the city, should have available in place at the outset a well designed,
efficient, reliable, limely and convenient public transportation system.

(=180 N

0t G vE/22/60
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Mr Ben West
20 September 2000
Page 2

The problem of providing mobility and access presents a unique opportunity
for Atiantic Steel developers and the Georgia D.O.T. This development can
demonstrate how we can overcome the lure of the automobile. We should
deliberately and expeditiously pursue transportation options other than that which
propagales more pavement. Even more energy, time, money and planning should be
committed to developing altemative transpontation modes.

The Allantic Steel development has excited people about the potential,
promise, and expectation for changing our car-based living habits. Still, this
development, by design, can do much more to encourage us to aiter those habits.

Throughout the planning, design, construction and use of this development, the E.P.A.

should be no less vigilant in protecting the public’s interest in improving the quality of
our natural envirominent 1t should ensuie that the Atlantic Steel developers
implement traffic control measures, and it should require that the Georgia D.O.T.
seriously pursue the development of attarnative transportation systems In doing so,
the Atlantic Steel development can truly become a worthy urban model.

Let us not think that we can defer protecting our environmental health by
crossihg tha bridgo of commitment only whon we come to it. The bridge i here.

Let's cross it.

=

— Sincerely yours,

3

’

\/ﬂWW
John Evins
Residence:

1211 Bamnes Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30318

Correspondence’
PO Box 1493
Atlanta, Georgia 30301

¢’ The Honorable Roy E. Bames, Govermnor of Georgia
The Honorable Bill Campbell, Mayor of Atlanta
Mr. Joe Palladi, Georgia Department of Transportation

ﬁg(z,wg( 7/2 I/oo

Seplcmberz Y2000

Va -,
To: 7\ Y/ Lo, . "_/’J|

-

Re:  Environmental Assessment | 7th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear ;i .. J \‘\f.:Tf

| am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhoed in Attanta. I write to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 1 7th Street bridge and exiension threatens 1o cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood as | know it today, The
environmental assessment fails 10 recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 1 7th Street bridge must be redesigned
to divert wrafBic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park
and provide mitigation 10 remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly
R
J.{ZE) <. D&lﬁf//
a2
ity el Cecs Al
ATL, Gk 23309
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Susan Hall Tiller
71 Maddox Drive, Unit 9
Atlanta, GA 30309
404-607-7372

September 22, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, GA 10303

RE. Environmental Assessment 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr West:

As a resident of Ansley Park neighborhood, I am writing 1o you to express my grave
concerns with the above-mentioned project. The 17™ Street bridge and extension
threatens to cause a massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighbarhood
endangering the safety of the residents, polluting our air and destroying the fabric of the
arca as we know it today. The environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley
Park will even be affected by the project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17 Street bridge must be redesigned to
divent wraffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on
Ansley Park and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts AS PRESENTLY

ROPOSED, I DO NOT SUPPOR! 1™ STREET BRIDGE AND
EXTENSION PROJECT.

Thank you for your consideration to my letter.

Sincerely,

LR TLIN Y

Susan Hall Tiller

Receneed 92200

Jim Kutzman To Ben WesVRAUSEPAIS@EPA
09/22/2000 03 39 PM

cc

Subjact Re Envitonmental Assessment 17th Stieet € xtanson and Allantc
Steel Redevelopmaent Pioject

----- Forwarded by Jim Kuzman/R4AJSEPA/US on 09/22/00 03 39 PM ---—
kmassey@mindsprin
g.com

09/22/00 11 32 AM
Please respond to knox

To Jim Kuuzman/R4IUSEPAUS

cc

Subject Re Environmental Assessmant 17th Sireet Extension and Allantic
Steet Redevalopment Project

September 22, 2000
To' Jm Kuzman

Re Environmental Assessment 171h Street Extension and Atlantc Stee! Redevelopment Project
Fulton County, GA

Dear Mr West,

Wa are rasidents of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanla We are wriing 10 you to express our
exlramely grava concerns wilh the above mantioned project The t7th Street bndge and its exliension
threatens to cause a massive increase in cut-lhrough tratic in our neghborhood which would endanger
the salely ol its residents, poilute out alr and desiroy the very tabnc ot one of Alana's bast intown
neighborhoods As a young couple, this protect causes greal concern to us regarding the fulwe salaly of
our children. The environmenial assessment falls to recognize that Ansley Park will even be allected

Belore this project can proceed, current plans for the 171h Street bndge must be redesigned to divert
tratlic AWAY trom Ansley Park In addilion, you must identlly the impacts on Ansley Park and provide

milgalion 10 remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, we do not support tho 171h street bridge and
exiansion projec!

Sincerely,
Knox and Jamie Massey

301 Beverly Road

AHards €A D034
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September 20, 2000

Tos Mr. Bon Weot
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlante Federasl Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, OA 30303

Dear Mr. Weat:

I would like to express my grave conlustns «abuut tiw enviormmental
assessment for ths L7th Street extension and the Atlantic Steel Redevalopment
Project of Pulton Counly, Oeutyle., I am 4 resident of Analey Park,
and tha bridge and extension will cause a massive {norease {n cut-through
tratfic. It will Qestiuy tims fabclc of my naighborhood as I knov it
today aa wvell cause air poliution and endanger the safety of our residents.

In your stwly yvu lisve fulled to recognize that Ansley vark will be alfected
by this project.

As presently proposad, 1 do not auppart the 17th Street bridge and
axleiwlun pruject. Betore thie project proceeds, current plans for the
17th Street bridge must be redesigned to divert tratfic away from
Muley Park, and you zust identity the impacts on my neighborhood
and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts.

Sincerely,
9{.., £
Jane Price Harmon

12b Seventeenth Street

ALLIANCE FOR WN NEIGHBORS

14 SEVINTEENTE STRIEL NE < ATLANTA, CRORGIA MJ¢ - 400 191330

lecd 92200

Septembar 20, 2000

Mr. Ban West

United States Mfironmenral Protection Agency
Atlanta Fedaral Center

61 Foreyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Mr. West:

At the Saptember 19th meeting of the Alliance for Intown Nelghbors,
all of the civic assooiationa in the alilance voted to suppart
Ansley Park‘'s poaition on the environmental aassessment of the
17th extension and Atlantic Steel redesminpment project: in
Fulton County, Georgia. We realize that {t ignores the inpact
of the masalve inarease in cut-throwgh rratficidn thie intown
heighbarhood. We are concarned about the pollution such traffie
will produce and the cafoty ilscues it bringn. Wa are also
concerned that the FPA did not consider hov drastically Ansley Park
wlll be affecred by tho currant plans far tha 17th Street bridge.

He agroe that the hridge wuat be radesigned to divert traffic away
from Ansley Park. In additon, you ruat identify the Impacts on Ansley
park aid provide mdtigution to romedy thoss {mpacta. Wa are deeply
concerned that a precedent has been sat in your study because you have
given a huu project your anvirommental bleesing without cansidering

the neighborhoods that you wiil impact. Thie is s city, and all parts
are important tu sake it work.

Sincaeroly,

fox
price Harmon

Coordinator

ANSLEVPARK  ASDMOAAMTE HAMEPARE MIDTOWN  MCRNNGSIDELENOX PARK
NORTH BUCKHEAD.. PIEDMONT HELCHTS  RIDGEDULR PARK  SHER%OCD FOREST  YIRGINWU HIGRLAND
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Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Ageney
Avanta Federnl Center

61 Forgyth Streetl, SW

Atlanta. Georgia 30303

Via Fax

&L‘Mﬁ 7/zz /70

Re. Environmentul Assessment - 17" Sireet Extensions Atlantic Steel
Redevelopment project

Dear Mr West,

My hushand and I purchased our lisst house in Ansley Park in 1983 and moved to
a different "Ansley Park house in 1993, Both of my children. now ages 14 und 11 have
lived in Ansley Park their whole lile und are decply rooted in the community aspect of the
neighburhoud. They ride their bikes to Ansley golf club, walk our dog to the park and
muke preat use of the “family fricndly” aspects ol the neighborhaod. Notwithstanding a
daily |and oflen “irying" lcommute to Marist Schoot on Ashford-Dunwoudy Roud. we

huve mude a conscious decivion to stay in Ansley Park because we lave aur ncighbars
and vur acighborhood.

Over the years 1 have heen an aclive member ol this community chairing vorious
committees for the Anstey Civie Associution. During my tenure on the civic associntion
hoard, ! was a proponent of incorpurating the greater cammunity into Ansley Purk and
supported cvents such as the Ants Festival and bicycle races in the belief that the positive

aspects that these "special events” brought 10 our neighborhood outwcighed any
fcmporary inconvenience.

Our family has been tamiliuriang ourselves with the aspects of the proposed
Atlantic Steel Development and the 17" Street bridge 1 am writing to you today o
express my serious concern vver the impact that the hridge and extension will have on
Ansley Park. One ol'the biggest threats to our neighborhuod has been the chronic traffic
that originates from outside of the ncighborhood In fuct, it was the volume of traffic on
the streel in tront of our first home, Polo Drive, thut caused ws to move to Tnman Circle.
Daily on Inman you will see R-10 ¢hildren, und at times, many more. playing outside. It

w1 0308 wl=wi-et 2ovaen v 1NN Yar s

1S Dot uncommon to observe u soccer game on the Smith’s tront yurd, o bikc race, a game
of tag or any one ol'a numbcr of games that children enyoy in this safe cnvironment. Lt is
also not uncommon to greet duzens of individuals who walk in the neighborhood. Lhis
scene in replayed on many other neighhorhood sireets - which is what gives this collection
of houses the “acighburhuud feel” so many fumilies desice.

I nicly, the mere increase of development on Peachtree has already nogatively
allected the volume of traffic on our strect Although wgly . | have ofien welcomed the
ever-preeent construction dumpsters that populate our strect beeause they huve the effect
of slowany trallic U implore you to creute aplan which will divert trullic uway from our
children und our homes. One need only look 10 1 enox Road. and roads of that ilk, to see

the devostating citect tratlic can have on a ncighbork:vod ind on the environment. 'lease
An nat allow development to prevail in this Luse.

Sincerely,

lcc Bames

cc: Cathcrinc Ross, (iRTA
Tom Coleman, DOT
Rep Kathy Ashe
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JOEL TYLER LASETER Il

100 MONTGOMERY PERRY DRIVE Ze V. /
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30309 , ca ’i 721‘ °0

September 21, 2000 Reu,bul ‘l/zz/oo

Mr. Ben Wert,

United States Environmental Protection Agency
61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanwa, Georgia 30303

September 21, 2000

Mr. Ben West
U S. Environmental Protection Agency
Re: Comment on Environmental Assessment. Atlantic Steel Project 61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960
Dear Mr. West:

RE: Atlantic Steel Redevelopment and tho 17 Stroa Bridge and Extension
Afier attending the September 12th hearing, speaking with EPA snd Georgia DOT

representatives, and reading Assessment text, | have serious concems about the traffic impact of Deas Ben:

the Atlantic Steel project and the proposed 17th Street bridgs on my acighborhood, Ansley Park.
If the EPA and DOT supgort the Atlantic Steel Project and the 17th Stzeet extension and bridge,

We are residents of Ansley Park  We are writing to yoa to express our srong
then they have the responsibility to mitigate the traffic impacts on surrounding neighborhoods.

disagreoment with the Exrvironmenta] Assessment’s finding thst the sbove project will
bave “no lmpact™ on Histaric Ansley Park. We support the Atlantic Stod project as it

There is presently 2 problem with large volumes of traffic cutting through our residential will reclaim an otherwise dangerous brownfield However, the 17* Street Bridge and
streets at speeds sbove the posted limits. The DOT charts [ saw at the hearing show a large Extengion poses a severe threat 10 2 96 year old stable residential community Thigisa
increase of trips at Beverly Road and other Peschtree Street entrances 1o the neighbothood. wonderful neighbothood full of children, bikers, mnd walkers. Whit you have proposed
Contrary 10 what the Environmental Assessment currently states, these inceeases in traffic 18 simply more rosdway and paving that caters to the single occupancy vehicte What
volume would have a significant negative impact on my family's quality of life. sbout planning? What about thinking of the future?? What about caring about the water

we drink and the ait we breathe?? This project will have a0 undeniable and, withost a

Before proceeding with the 17th Street Bridge project, the EPA and DOT should fund s doubt, negative impact oa Ansley Park.
affic impact study of the area bounded by 10th Street, Piedmons Road, Monroe Drive and the
lnterstate Highways. By Jooking at this larger study area, the traffic consultants will be able to We fully aspport the Ansley Park Civic Associntion's position to: ) redesign the bridge
better predict the true impacts of the project. The ltants should then propose meaningful and extension to divert traffic sway from Ansley Park; b) identify the impacts and
improvements to the design of streets and bridges to better accommodate east-west wraffic in this provide a plan to mitigate; and, most importantly, c) provide the dedicated and commirted
part of the city. funding 10 kmplement the plan.

Traffic improvements should be undertaken outside the Ansley Park neighborhood to reduce As currently designed, wo do sot support the 17* Streat Bridge md Extention proposal
cur-through iraffic, and should be undertaken inside the neighborhood to calm the traffic that i
does cut through. EPA and DOT should fund these improvements and make the improvernents a oly,
condition of funding for the | 7th Street Bridge. CA_\( ); /Cm#\/\

1 am depending on the Environmental Protection Agency to protect my environment by ]1 1:‘“' s Hollaad
revising its Environmental Assessment 1o scknowledge significant traffic impacts on Aasley Atlants, GA 30309
Park; by funding a meaningful traffic study; and by funding traffic improvements d
. Cc: Govemnor Bamnes Mr. Jerry Franklin
Sincerely yours, Mr. fim Kutzman My Catherine Ross

Mr. Tom Colernan Mr. Larry Drethaup
Je Tlars Mr. Jos Palladi

Mr. Marvis Woodward
Joel Tyler Laseter 1 Mr. Jerry Franklin
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Sepmember 22, 2000
VIA FACSIMILE

M. Ben Went

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlama Federal Caxer

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, Geogia 30303

Re 17" Sueat Bridge and Entausion/kmpact on Ansley Pask
Dear Mr West

1 am 2 ressdent of Ansley Park and have been there fev some time | was abko presert at the public hearing on the
12% and heard the presetations made by you, #s well as the peighborhood reypanse

While i@ is my peryonal belicf that the EPA and other govenmental agencies have already “made up their minds™
and the anly way 10 change that is through the court system, being the etermal optimist, | am still writing this leter
tourge you to cansides the massive impact the proposed plan will have, nct anly o Ansiey Park, but all the cther
neighborhoods. as well as the existing surface thoroughfares in that area.

Whule | recognize the desire of the EPA to “clean up™ the brown field, I feet ke the EPA bas strayed far from its
legitimate role in this matter and the “spin™ that # tricd to put on the presaztation an the “fabulcus new bridge” was
clear evidence of that  The visual impact that a bridge across the expressway might have on a visitor to our city
should not be an influence on the EPA’s position )

‘\'mahc_lm. | would appreciate it f your agency would reconsider the epvironmertal assessment and, if the bridge
it to be implemented, design #t to minimize razher than imise rraffic thay will impact this pant of the crty

Yours very truly,

/%—7
Malcoln D Young, Jr

MDY/ess

OORP 741968 |

ﬂlce Ircj 7‘/ z;,/,;o

Wiillam Chapmen@ca To Ben WesVR4/USEPAUS
.com

09/22/2000 07 22 PM cc. John Hankinson/R4USEPANUS, Jim KuumarvR4AUSEPA/US

Subject OPPOSING 17TH STREET BRIDGE

Dear Mr. West,

1 am witiing to 181 you know that 1 do nol suppon the 171h Street Bridge as
1t is currantly proposed This project has received fast track approval
status without the appropriale amouni of due diligence to determine the frue
Impact on the residents and businesses in Midiown

Trallic flow on Peachires Road in the vicinily of the proposed bndge 1s
alveady at an afl ime high 1 travel this section on a daily basis leaving
and retuming home 14th Sireet is heavy 12 hours a day, and almost
impossible to travel during the moming, lunch, and fale allemoon hours

1| am most concerned aboul the cul-through lrallic to Ansley Park Inir's
current design the bridge will greatly Increase cul through tralic not just

on 171h Street, but 16h, 151h, Peachiree Circle, and the already heavily
traveled Beverly, Polo, and Monigomaery Ferry Drive  Thousands already use
these roads to lravel to and irom areas like Virginia Hightands 1o Peachliee
and Interstate 75/85

There has bean an obvious increase In speeding In Ansley Park as well as an
Increase In tratlic accidents on Peachlree and Pledmont Roads, some of these
rasulting in death Police have acknowledged this by stepping up the
pairolling for speeders in Anglay Park Alsa due lo the Increase in traffic

on Montgomery Ferry, the Ansley Goll Club hired ofi duty police to try and
ansure the salety of golters crossing the sireet, of membaers using the
skdewalks. | have wiinessed several naar miss sltuations whaere a goller,
walker, and cydlist have atmost been hit by a car.

Tha 17th Street Bridge as It has been proposed will endanger the residents
of Ansley Park. This Includes not just drivers, but the many watkers,
runners, and bikers who enjoy using the neighborhood lor these activies
In addition to the tratiic problems that the bridge poses. | hope you will
consider the pollution problems hal this wili present. | did not pay much
atiention lo this when | lirst moved to Atlanta 15 years ago Today, | take
this vary serlously since | sulfer from many moxe sinus inlections, |

believe direcily relaled to Allania’s already poor air qualily

The Environmental Assagsment issued by the EPA has suggasted that the bidge
and extension will have litlle impact on Ansley Park Il that is the case

then why has the EPA ask the Ansley Park Civic Association 1o sign an
agreement offaring funding for a tratfic sludy Anyone wilh even a litite

common sanse can loreses the increasas in cul-through trathic and poliution

in Ansley Park

I encourage you to reconsider your support of the bridge in i's current
design  Given tha negative impact Il will have on Ansley Park | am asking

R(c.ve& 7/;2./00



that you invotva the Anstey Park residents In n's ra-desgn, and work with
Ansley residents to determine funding necessary to address tuture lrafixc
1558 as a rasutl of tha bridge 1l approved in it's current design, |

would consider you neghgeni In your duty to propery represent me and the
residents of this city

Sincersly,
Ty Chapman

130 Monigomery Ferry Drve
Allanta, Georpia. 30309
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marcla@treesatiants. To Ben WesVRAUSEPAUS

org

09/22/2000 05°19 PM e

Please respond lo Subject regerding the Atlanic Steel Property Bixige  do not go forward wath
marcia the 17th Sireet Bridge

Dear Mr Was!

As a llle- long Atlania resident, | strongly oppose the proposed t7th Streot brdge to ink Atlanuc Steel
and Midtown Atania Midiown has revitalized liself In the past 15 years and 1s now a very viable area
Adding the addilionat tratfic to the area will cause an unacceptable drain on the antire area and adversely
alfect the businesses already localed there

| have been aclively dolng environmental work 1n Adanta for the past 23 years 1beQ EPA to be sansitve
to the needs ol the axisting businesses and homes of cilizens of Atlanta and not 9o forward with the
bridge.

This is not a healthy way to fight sprawl Let Atlantic Steel be built on a small scals and fet the tratfic flow
to Northside Ditve.

Killing an important business dislrict in the city and clogging up our cullural center with excessive tratic s
a shon-sighted action unworthy of the concerned prolessionals who work at EPA

| am defintely opposed to the bridga as currently planned  Dumping more raflic into Midiown wifl kill a
vlable community that just got itsel! logether aliar 20 years ol decline

Marcla D Bansiey

Execulive Director - Trees Atlanta
96 Poplar Strest, NW

Allanta GA 30303
{0)4D4/522.4087 (1)404/522-6B55
marcla@!reesatiania orp

www lreesatiania org

I - attt htm
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James riffin

JAMES JUDGE GRIFFIN
486 ANBLEY WALX TRARACE
ATLANTA. GEDRALA $OSOS

September 21, 2000

EPA

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, GA 30303

RE  Environmental Assessment 17* Street Extension and Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta The 17
Sireet Bridge and

Extension threatens to cause much more cut-through traffic in our
neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents and destroying
the fabric of our neighborhood Also, the environmental assessment
fails 10 recognize that Anstey Park will even be affected by this
project

Before this project proceeds, plans for the 17 Street Bridge must be
redrafied to divert traffic away from Ansley Park In addition, you are
obligated to identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, | cannot
support the 17 Street bridge and extension project

Yours Truly,

Ansley Park Resident

Cc FHWA
Ms Faye diMassimo

State of Georgia
Govemnor Roy Barnes

Plaﬂecl ‘1/25" /oo

Re: Env_rmmnenul Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Ma, B 4l et

1am & resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. | write 1o you 1o express my
grave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
nm;dwhcrus.ehm-lhoughm!ﬁchmymighboﬂnddemngmwu&tyofhsmidanx
pournhlsommandd:m'oyingthcfnhicofmymighborboodulh\owinoday.The
mmmmmmnommmmpukwmmummwmbmm

Beﬁ»relhkpmjectpmceeds.cmphmfonheI7thtrwlbﬁdgennmbemdaigmd
lodxvcnmmcawuyfmmAmlcyPutlnaddhion,yoummi!unifylhchmacuonmkyPuk

and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently pro 1 do not suppo
Strect bridge and extension project. proposed, " e 1T

Yours Truly .

ratlone o T (Lusah)

270 Z,w-ovlf‘z'(_ N.Z.
Qoo Lo 70301 2¢ ¢
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Donawp B, HarDEN
1900 Resunotus Puaia
948 Eanr Paces Feaay Roao
AtLanta, Geonala 30326
Business Tefephone No  (404) 2404270
Fecsumule No - (404) 8740578
dharden/@abor lawyers com

Seplember 22, 2000

VIA US. FIRST CLASS MAIL AND

EMALL (Wert beai@epe gov)
Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S W
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Re: 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project
Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West.

L live at 132 Westminster Drive in Ansley Park | am extremely concerned
about the above project 1 believe that the 17* Street bridge and extension project.
as presently proposed, is a serious threat to the quality of life in Ansley Park The
current environmental assessment is legally defective because it does not recognize
that Ansley Park will be affected by the project.

I am opposed to the 17 Street bridge and extension project as presently
proposed. The project should be redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park
The assessment should be supplemented to identify the various impacts on Ansley
Park, such as increased cut-through traffic on the safety of neighborhood residents
and increased air pollution for this residential neighborhaad The envicanmental
assessment must provide mitigation to remedy these detrimental etlects

Sincere!

Donald B Harden

oc (wo e-mad) M Jobhn Hankiroon (Hsoluineon yobn/@vcpe gov)
Ms fim Kuteman (Kuzmaa fin@vepe gov)
Ma. Catherina Rows (B1oc dr@pria org)
Mr Tom Colemus (Tom colanan@dot sals ga us)
Mr Jos Pallach (Fos PulladuBidat etate ga us)
M Jary Freakla (Jary Sankln@fa do gov)
Ml Luﬂmﬂm&w;dam)
Kathy Aste (kashot6@s g com)
M: Robb Pros (Rprow@es silanta ga us)
M Asron Wasan (W stsona/@ gilaw com)
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) 2 First Presbyterian Preschool
iy z 1328 Peachtree Street. N.E.
Adaanta. Georgia 30309
"> ) 104- 228-7721
September 22, 2000
Mr Ben Wesl

U.S Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

6) Forsyth Sireet

Allants, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr Wesl

Members of the First Presbyterian Preschool Board of Directors have had the opportusiity to review the
Environmental Assessment ("EA") for the proposed | 7th Street Bridge and Extension. We are deeply
disturbed that, while the EA notes that First Presbyterisn Church is » landmark structure, these is no
mention of the preschool and no assessmvent of the impact of this large road praject an the preschoot and the
children who attend it every weekday. Indeed. the EA states the conclusion thal there will be no impact on
any schools, without acknowledging the preschool's existence within the same block where a new, four-lane
roadway will connect the proposed bridge to West Peachtroc Strect.

First Preshyterian Preschool is the oldest preschool in the City of Atlanta, having been in operation for
more than 50 ycars We earoll more than 100 children, sgod approximately & monihs to § years old. Many
of those children live nearby and walk with their parents to the preschool, crossing Peachtree Street on foot
at 17th Street of 16th Street, The preschoot has & caspoot line thiee times a day. The entry paint fae the
carpool line is on Peachtree Street, and it feeds out the back of the church's property onto Lombardy Way
and then to West Peachtree Street, directly into the path of the proposed bridge's travel lanes.

In addition, the preschool's three playgrounds are located at the rear of the church's property, half a block
from the proposed new intersection between the bridge and West Peachtree Street In light of the frequent
smog alerts we have had this summer, when children had 10 be kept inside to prevent damage 10 their lungs,
we hope thal you have accurately assessed the risk of local sir poliution, smog and particulate matter in the
immediate vicinity of $7th Street and our playgrounds. We sre also concerned about dust floating from the
Atlantic Steel site during demolition, and the possibility of in that dust,

Since the EA did not consider the existence of the preschool. il does not address the specific impact of the
road project on the preschool and the children there. We ask that you add the above information to your
arulysis and provide an accurate t of the expected impact on the trafTic, public safety, noise and
air quality surrounding First Presbyterian Preschool.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment in this imporiant public process

Sincerely,

Ginny Munger ;

Chairman, First Presbyteran Preschool Board of Directors

ce: Rep Kathy Ashe senstor Vinaat for}
Goveraor [ : N 4 Rev. C/”l:, Go’lf;‘l'\
Me. L./l) Druhu’ My T toleombe

M). Svisa /"lﬁl ‘\ﬁlM

Kﬂ(eﬂ/w( 7/1V/°0

September |, 2000

To:

Re:  Environmental Assessrnent 17th Street Extension and [
/ Atlanm
Project, Fulton County, Georgia ¥ Steel Redevelopment

Dear

1 am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlan i Xpress
grave concemns with the above project. The |‘ahh Street bridge a:: cln:“uicolr:)()l::a::r: to caml:y
massive increase in cut-thmu.gh raffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its Midem:
poIJ}llmg our air and dcstroy}ng the fabric of my neighborhood as [ know it today. The '
environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge must be redesigned

to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. lo addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park

and pIOVIdC mitigation to ltllﬂy those impacts. As prcscnlly pro sed, | do nat {1} it 7
po . suppo the | th

Yours Truly

So Polo Drive, NE
MHlaka, 64 10309- 2720
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Doyt L. and Gracia-M. Conn
Westchester Square #17
238 Fifteenth Street NE

Atlantny GA 30309

September 21, 2000

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Strect SW

Atlanta, GA 10303

Dear Mr. West

We are writing regarding the Environmental Assessment 17" Street Extension
and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia.

As homeowners in the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta we are very
concemed sbout the above-mentioned project. No matter what anybody says, we all
know that the 17 Street bridge and extension would create a huge amount of increased
traffic through our neighborhood. Everyone involved with this project needs to sit back
and picture how their own neighborhood would be affected 1f a bridge and extension
from a busy commercial area dumped traffic into their residential ara and they would
make every effort to redesign the bridge to divert traffic eway from the neighborhood.

When we moved to Atlanta five years ago, we chose Ansley Park because it isa
quiet neighborhood where parents and children can walk to the numerous parks, people
can walk, jog and cycle around the neighborhood, and there is room in front of our homes
for our friends to park when they visit  Please do not allow the quality of this residential
neighborhood 1o be destroyed.

Please consider redesigning the 17® Strect Bridge and extension to divert traffic
away from the Ansley Park neighborhood. We do not support the 17* Street bridge and
extension project, as it is currently designed.

Sincerely,

wd Ypcin Conr/

Doyt and Gracia Conn

P ]

RLLMWJ( 9/25‘/,70

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmentaf Protection Agency
Fax: 404-562-9598

RE: 17" Sweet Extension and
Atlantic Steel Project
Environmental Impact

Dear M. West

I am a long-time msidem of the Ansley Park neighborbood | em very concemned about
the rapid growth taking placc in midiown and the lack of consideration being given to the
Impact the new development will have on our aeighborhoods.

A [_):ime.exam;')le is the proposed 17* Street extension and the Atlantic Steel Project,
This project will generate increased traffic in my neighborhood and endanger the livzs
and safety of our children, not to mention the increase in poliution

To get a better untdcrsunding of the impact of cut-through traffic on a neighborhood, vou
merely have (o drive down Peachtiee-Dunwoody Road. Afier you drive, please tel} me
whether you think it's safe for children to play or cross the road  And what about the

level of pollution in the neighborhood during the hours of 7:00 a.m. ~ 10 00 a.m. and
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

As a substantial taxpayer, | believe | have a right to insist that federal, state and city
govemments not use my 1ax dollars to destroy or reduce the quality of life in my

neighborhood in order to facilitate the flow of raffic mainly for people who don't live or
pay 1axes in Fulton County.

It I; lmpc.:m}ive that Yyou support a comprehensive environmental impact assessment,
which will identify the impact on Ansley Park and provide remedies for those impacts

Thank you for supporting our community.

Sincerely Yours,

' .
D n'th D P fm
orothy D. flollins m \
45 IS Shetf, NE(
le\"\,GA 307309
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Bernhard Kempler

114 17th Street, NE

Atlanta, GA 30309
404 892-0522

Rewred 3> 6 oo

September 18, 2000

Mr John Hankinson

Regional Admlnistrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Allanta Federatl Center

61 Forsyth Street, N W.

Altarta, GA 30303

Re: Environmental Assessment of 17th Strest Extension and Atlantic Steel
Redevelopmem Project, Fulton County, Georgla

Dear Mr. Hankinson,

As a thirfty year resident of Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta | have welcomed the
plans to develop the Atlantic Steel property. However, | am very concerned about the
impact of the current plans for the 17th Street bridge and extension. These plans will
result in a massive Increasa In cut-through traffic in my neighborhood, endangering
the safety of its residents, polluting the air, and have a destructive impact on the
fabric of neighborhood life 1t is difficult to understand how the environmental
assessment can fail to even recognize that Anslay Park will be seriously atfected by
this bridge project

Massive new developments within the city should not be at the expense of otder
historic, and established nelghborhoods, such as Ansley Park Current plans for the
17th Street bridge must be redesigned to divert traffic from Ansley Park The impact on
Anslay Park must be fully Identified and plans must be made to miigate and remedy

those impacts.  As presently proposed, | cannot support the 17th Street and extension
project

Yours truty,

Bernhard Kempler
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1] GEONGE W JON|
T2 PEACHIREE anzs Fa"z‘

ATLANTA GEORGTA 30300

EQUII"U‘ 7/&6/00

September /7, 2000

To: 7)‘-4\ 64-4"\ Wt 7~

Re:  Environmental Assessment |7th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fuhon County, Georgia

Dear Ymuu . L/t

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. | write to you to express my
grave concems with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
polludngourairmddmyinglh:fnhicofmymighborboodaslkmwhlodny.m. )
eavironmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Street bridge ost be redesigned
10 divert traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park
and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, [ do not support the 1 Tth
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly

Gerrge w Jomis, R

08 GEORGE
12 BEACHIAEE ‘C1R° o

[
ATLANIA czonou{ 505‘5‘

ﬂere/l/eoﬂ 7/2'7/00

ayersjsck@yshoo com To Ben West/RANSEPAUS@EPA
09/27/2000 03:32 AM
cc. John Hankinson/REMUSEPATUS@EPA, Jim

Kutzman/R4/USEPANUS@EPA, exec di@grta org.
tom.coleman@dot state ga us

Subject: Ansley Park

Ansley Park is an otd and imporiant neighborhood
within

maeatropohtan Atlanta. The bnidge which you are
proposing would be an encroachmant on the psace and
tranquility which rasidenis cutiently enjoy.

Atlanta has seen urban mismanagement change the city
0

its detriment. Tha bridge would be a continuation of
this trend.

t iemly racommend that this project be moditied

Jack E Ayers

Do You Yahool?

Send instant messages & get email alerts with Yahool Messenger
http*/hm.yahoo com/
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September 11, 2000

Mr Charles R. Brown
President

Atlantic Station, LLC

1349 West Peachtree Street
Suite 1770

Atlanta, GA 30109

Dear Charlic.

1t is my understanding that the Environmental Assessment for the Atlantic Steel
Redevetopment project is entering its final stages with an upcoming public hearing.
While 1 will not be able to be present at the hearing, | would like to express my support
for the project.

From Georgia Tech's point of view, redevelopment of this site 1s positive in many
respects  First, 1t will clean up what has been for many years a sad eye-sore on the edge
of one of the major entrances to Georgia Tech Second, it will provide amenilies, stores
and housing for our faculty, staff and students that have been long missing from this area.
Third, it will serve as a catalyst to upgrade all of the neighborhoods around it and this
will be all to the good for us. Finally, the innovative approach to the reclamation of the
site and its integration into a new urban setling is proving to be a wonderful
research/demonstration project for our students working in environmental engineering
and urban and regional planning.

We look forward to the completion of the project and wish you the best as you go
forward.

Sincerely,

Waymne Clough
President

Georga Instinute of Technology
Atlanta, Georgn 30332-0325 US A
PHONE 404-894-5051

FAX 404-894-1277

A Uait of the Unrteruty Sysiem of Croege A Lgual £dutataon and [ mployment Opporivaity lnsitivion

September 21, 2000

A “/:/OQ

7»6/00

130 Firsl Uaion Plets
999 Peachtise Street
Atlsnia Georgia 30309

404 892 4782

Mr. Ben West

Director

Environmental Protection Agency
Atanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Via Fax 404.463.3105 and U.5. Mail

Dear Ben:

The Midtown Alliance remalns committed to the completion of the Atfantic
Steel project and the necessary infrastructure to make it a “smart growth”
success story. We are also well aware of and concerned about the traffic
Impact of both the Atlantic Steel Bridge and other new development on the
Ansley Park nelghborhood. To this end, I want to reiterate our continued
support for a plan to mitigate the Impact on this historic nelghbortood that
would Include federal funding for traffic calmlng measures within its
boundaries.

More specifically, it is, of course, the purview of the nelghborhood to identify
the necessary traffic calming measures necessary within its boundaries.
However, the Midtown Alliance conslders it our responsibility, working In
collaboration with EPA and others, to determine solutions within the Blueprint
Midtown boundarles that would mitigate transportation impacts on adjacent
nelghborhoods. To fulfill that responsibllity, we are facilitating a community-
planning workshop for the area north of 14 Street and are conducting traffic
analyses for 14™ Street and 15 Street. At this polnt, we have hired a team
of engineers and desligners including Moreland Alltobelli, URS, and Peter Drey
and Associates. The initial analyses should be completed In the next elght
weeks and more specific schematic design will be undertaken In January of
2001.

We would not only be willing but would, In fact, like to expand the scope of
this effort to Include an analysls of the transportation altematives that have
been proposed to divert traffic away from Ansley and to identify a preferred
alternative, If one can be found. 1 will call you in a few days, or please feel
free to call me, to set a time to discuss this option in person. '

Best regards,
5;4_

Susan Mendhelm
President and CEO

Enclosure: Blueprint Boundary Map
cs: See attached list

Fax 404 892 0050

www midiownslliance o1
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September 21, 2000
Letter to Ben West, EPA
From Susan Mendheim, Midtown Alliance

Copigs provided

Kris Holland, Ansley Park Civic Assoclation

Rogers Barry, Ansley Park Civic Assodation
Katherine Brokaw, Ansiey Park Civic Association
John Hankinson, EPA

Tom Weyandt, ARC

Catherine Ross, GRTA

Tom Coleman, G-DOT

Joe Paltadi, G-DOT

Rodney Slater, Federal DOT

Michael Dobbins, Department of Planning/Development, City of Atfanta
Faye deMassimo, Federal Highway Administration
Larry Drethaup, Federal Highway Administration
Jerry Franklin, Federal Transit Administration
Governor Roy Bames

Senator Vincent Fort

Representative Kathy Ashe

Robb Pitts, President, City Council

Chartie Brown CRB Realty Associates, Inc.

Midtown Alliance Executive Committee

Allison Vulgamore, Board member, Midtown Alliance
Dorothy Kirfey, Board member, Midtown Atliance

Ed Ellis, URS

Greg Paxton, Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation
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1 M H EPA
:::r::n@m dtownallis To: Ben WesURAAJSEPAUS@ Jessica@lowsgallery.co To: Ben West/R4/USEPASUS
001,43 PM l 0/‘S i .
10/03/200 .4 ce: 09/29/2000 02 22 PM cc
Subject: bridge

Subject: 17th Street Bridge

Septembar 27, 2000

Brian Leary said that EPA had extended the comment period for tha Environmental Document |

have some additional thoughts that | would like to add to the public recard il that is still an option.

Let me know. | don’t think they will have a terrible nppls effect on anything in particutar. They are To: M: B8en Wast

as follows:

United States Environmental Protection Agency
1 Rather than stacking the cars on the Techwood ramp that are headed to either to 10th or 141h
Street. extend tha ramp under 14th Street so that the 10th Sueet traltic can continue moving and Atlanta Federat Center

allow the 14th Sueet traffic ta come up to grade and turn antg 14th Sueet. Re: Environmental Assessmant 1 7th Sireat Extension and Atlanuc Steel Redavalopment Project.
2. Create an B to 10 loot landscaped buffer (ie planting bed) betwesn the automabite traffic and Fulton County, Georgla

the sidewalk whare there are more than 4 lanes of combined SOV or HOV travel lanes.

8en, | went to Chicago recently and walked on several brnidges and wida street sections. Some
cross water and some don’t. One obsarvation that { had was that sithough you might not need a
sidewalk capacity of greater than 15 feet, the planting bed will give this bridge the possibility of
being an attracuva transit/walking option either for commuung or for recreation. It provides a sense concerns with the above project The 17th Street Bridge and extension threalens to cause 3

of protection and safety. Typically, a planting bed on a bridge would have been cost prohibitive massive increase in cut-through traltic 1n my neighborhood endangaring the safety of its residents,
bacause of the welght of the soil, but there are new technolopies and ighter weight soil types out polluting our air and destroying the labric of my neighborhood as | know it today. The

there that are reasonable alternatives. anvironmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project

Dear Mr, West:

| am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. | wnits to you to express my grave

eri-A

Shannon Batore this project proceads, current plans for the 1 7th Street Bridgs must be redesigned to
divert traffic away from Ansley Park, In addition, you must identily the impacts on Anslay Park and
provide mitigation to remady those impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th
Straet brldge and extension project.

Yours truly,

Bill Lowe

l - attl htm
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&lzlwﬂ 7/7/7/m brad@ wholebralnsolutl To: Ben West/R&USEPANUS

September |, 2000

To: My, B Wk~
VS Gavionrendal Prtistom gy
b € )
o T3

. 90303

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulion County, Georgia

Dear _MA. W

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. 1 write to you to express my
grave concerns with the above project The 17th Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its residents,
polluting our air and destroying the fabric of may neighborbood as ! know it today. The
environmental assessment fails to recognize thai Ansley Park will even be affected by this project

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 1 7th Street bridge must be redesigned
10 divent traffic away from Ansley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park

and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, | do not support the 17th
Street bridge and extension project.

Yours Truly
quunQuJ’_
Susan Puetl
estchester Square
" vz‘se 15th S.:uol

Atarta, GA

ons.com

10/02/2000 05:13 PM e .
Subject: 17th street bridge

(e 1/(«7/ 10/7/.‘,

Mr. Wast,

My name is 8rad Kibler at 108 Peachtres Circls, Allanta, GA 30309 in Anstey
Park. We are not in support of the 17th Straet bridge, as 1s currently park
prop'oud, We do support the elforts and recommendations by the Ansley Par
Civic Association.

Brad Kiblar
1404) 874-1415 .
brad@wholebrainsolutions.com
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To: Ina. B Wast
Seplember 25, 2000

Ben Wast

EPA Region 4, EAD
61 Forsyth Sueat, SW
Atlanta, GA 30303
Re:  Environmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment

Al X f
Project, Fulton County, Georgia RE Atflantic Stee
7’“ Dear Ben,
Dear . Wl :
Unfortunately | missed the recent Atiantc Stabion meetng |had an Urban Land Institute funcbon to
. i rhood in Atlama. 1 write to you to express oy attend  After reeding the story in the AJC the following mormung, 1 reakized how loudly Ansley Park residents
~ 'mam{dmorhmwpmm;%?hb%mhid ¢ and extension threatens to cause 8 opposed the project. | feft t was important fof me o gve my opmion n support of the project 1 kved on
<.  grave concerns with Lhe above P"’M'_m . 8 ing the of its residents, Beverly Road for the pasi 4 years and have recently moved out of my parent's house However, they st
4> massive increase in cut-through traffic in o1y neighborhdod endangering the safety Ive there  Beverly 13 one of the busiest roads in Ansley It is the most prominent cut-through between
' polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborbood as I know it today. The Peachlree and Monroe or Pledmont. Based on this, you think my parents and | would opposa this bdge
po assessment fails 10 recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project. that wil increase traffic through our neighborhood However, | am a huge supporter of the Aianbc Stabon
cavironmental project and the 17" street bidge | believe the neighborhood Is being seifish and shost sighted [ we want ko
redesigned fix the traffic problems of Atlanta, we have (o start somewhere Intially, traffic may increase through Ansley
Before this project proceeds, current plfx.u for the 17th Stref( bridg.e nmust be Ansiey Park Park  However, | think the long-term potenbal benefits outweigh any Immediate negalve wnpadt of the
1o divert traffic away from Amley Park. In addition, you must identify the impacts on 0 project  Everyone m Atanta preaches smart growth and wants to fix traffic problems, but the same people
and provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, 1 do not support the 17 cry “not in my backyard” when high-densty developments are proposed (MARTA at Lindbergh and Alantic
pro N . . Station are perfect examples) 1 think the city can work lo enforce the current restictions that are n ptace to
Street bridge and extension project. imtt “cut through® traffic and tums into our neighborhood, therety kmiting the traffic flow  Overall, | think this
project will be a huge asset to our neighborhood It wif provide desperalely needed retall, restaurants and
Yours Truly o ? 2. enfertanment to the reskdents of Ansley
Vi e ] 2d. 3. £. Sinoe’leiy_ ”
3”(46 30!0’ tebae C D
v

A Yekor,

Patrick C Busko
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September 29, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federa) Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17 Street Extension and
Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County,
Georgia.

Dear Mr. West:

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta. |
write 10 you to express my grave concers with the above project The
17" Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a massive increase in
cul-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its
residents, polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood
as | know it today The environmental assessment fails to recognize that
Ansley Park will even be affected by thus project

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17* Sireet
Bridge must be redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Park. Tn
addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Pasrk and provide
mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, | do not
support the 17™ Street bridge and extension project

Sincerely,

m©Q” Llewellyn

JouUlp

130792

Lecorued ‘0/ tfo;
@ ellislerhardt

Ratdentiel end Commarciel Destga

September 26. 2000

To:  Mr. Ben West
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S. W.
Atlanta, GA 30303

Re:  Environmental Assessment 17* Street Extension and Atlantic Steet Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West,

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta 1 write to you to express my

grave concern with the above project. The 1 7* Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a
massive increase in cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its
tesidents, polluting our air and destroying the fabric of my neighborhood as | know it today The

environmental assessment fails to recognize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this
project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the, 17" Street bridge must be redesigned to diven
wraffic away ftom Ansley Park In addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park and
provide mitigation to remedy those impacts. As presently proposed, I do not support the 17*
Street bridge and extension project.

Sincerely,

Ellr

J. Stanley Eflis

1378 Aurpore Boulevasd, PO Ban 66711, Moblle, Alsbams 36606 ref 94 476 2149 JZIRILRSI PET
145 Fifieenth Soeer, Undt 611, Adunws, Georgta 10309 10l 404 031 1510
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September 20, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protecuon Agency
Adanta Federal Ceoter

61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

RE:  Eaviroamental Assessment .
17th Street Bridge and Extension Atlantic Steel Redevelopment Project
Fulion County, Georgia

Dear Mr. West:
I am writing 10 you as a concerned resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta.

I am very concerned about the Eavironmental Assessment 17th Street Extension and the Atlantic Steel
Redevelopmeat Project. 1do not think this project will have a positive effect on my area.

The 17th Street bndge and extension threatens 10 cause 3 massive increase in traffic in my aeighbo. hood.
This will endanger the safety of the residents, pollute our air and destroy the fabric of our neighborhood
as we know it. Despite the fact this letter is only being sent to you from one individual - you should
realize the massive problems this will create for the entire area. 1fear that the envir al

fails to recopnize that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project.

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 171k Street bridge MUST be redesigned 10 diver traffic
AWAY from Ansley Puk, In addition, you MUST identify the impact on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation to remedy this impact.

As presently proposed, 1 would like to go on record that DO NOT SUPPORT the 17th Street bridge

and extension project and I would appreciate your assistance in getting this message across before it is 100
late!

o —
Kelley Trborough, CRNA

KY: mam

September 21, 2000

Ben West

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth St., SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Ben West:

1 am concerned about the environmental impact of the proposed bndge connecting the
Atlantic Steel Project to West Peachtree Street. This bridge appears to be poorly
designed for an wrban neighborhood and likely to dump large amounts of traffic onto an
already congested area, leading this traffic cut through residential neighborhoods that
may literally destroy these neighborhoods.

1 do not believe the full environmental impact of this project has been thoroughly studied
or publicly released.

In a city overcome by air pollution, the effort to attract large amount of automobile traffic
into the midiown area appears to be il founded. This will increase the air pollution in the
city. Also, it will bring traffic into already highly congested areas such as Peachtree

Street, and as pointed out above, into residential neighborhoods that can not manage the
traffic.

So far, to my knowledge, there have been no funds appropriated for a thorough traffic
patiern study of the entire impact of the 17® Street bridge on the adjacent neighborhoods,
nor have any funds been appropriated to put into effect a comprehensive traffic plan,
including traffic calming measures. Until this has been accomplished satsfactonly, | do
not belicve this project should proceed.

I would add, in an urban neighborhood, where the initial laudable goal of renewal of
residential property in & brown field was conceived, adding on to this an enormous
commercial enterprisc of dubious value designed to attract large amounts with outside
traffic and a highway design more appropriate to interstates located outside of the urban
area i3 a travesty in my opinion. |am disappointed that the EPA has participated so far in
this ill conceived approached. | hope that measures will be taken to get this project back
on track as originally conceived chiefly as residential renewal.

Sincerely,

WA s Ve

Wilham T Branch, Jr,,
Director, Division of General Medicine
Emory University School of Medicine

WTB/ma
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Mr Ben West

U.S Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960

1 wnite to express my views on the proposed redevelopment of the Atlantic Sicel site and
the environmental assessment prepared in relation to the extension of 17th Street.

I strongly support redevelopment of the Atlantic Steel site and belicve that the project, if
managed properly, should qualify as a traffic control measure under federal clean air and
transportation laws. Jacoby Development and other interested parties have made important
commutments toward addressing environmental and transportation concems. {jowever, some of
the commitments must be strengthened or expanded before the project goes forward. Below are
more in depth comments on panticular aspects of the 17th Strect/Atlantic Steel project that |
either strongly supponrt, or about which I have concems.

If your analyses are correct, the current design of the 17th Street Bridge itself appears ]
adequate to proceed with the project as a traffic control measure. 1 strongly support the inclusion
of wide sidewalks and dedicated bus and bike lanes. Similarly, I suppont bike lane, sidewalk and
dedicated bus lane requirements within the Atlantic Steel redevelopment site. 1 also strongly
support the bridge having the capability of accommodating future light rail service across. Road
lanes on the bridge should be restricted to a maximum of two in each direction. In addition, ! ask
thal you considet restricting access to one of the lanes in each direction to high-occupancy
vehicles (HOVs).

While I support the general design of the brndge stself, [ have several concerns about the
proposal for integrating the bridge into the surface streets at Spring, West Peachtree and
Peachtree Streets. These concerns are more thoroughly detailed below.

1 strongly support ongoing study of traffic flow in Midtown and a financial commitment
to addressing the traffic concerns of neighborhoods polentially impacted by development of the
Atlantic Steel site and construction of the 1 7th Street bridge  The environimental assessment
contains a proposed memorandum of understanding (MOU) which attempts to gddrcss these
concerns (Appendix 1). 1 am concerned that the MOU does not provide a sufficiently strong
commitment to address the concerns of the Ansley Park Civic Association and other Midtown
enliies

The MOU provides a dedicated funding source for traffic caiming measures in the Home

WASHINGTON OFFICE
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Fear)oN 133 0333

DISTRICT OFFICE
1at fowtanit Bmorng
ALY

onnso Congress of the Tnited States

100 Pyscatang Srarar NW

@

Ben West Letier
September 22, 2000
Page 2

Park and Loring Heights neighborhoods. It also provides for a commitment by the City of
Atlanta to provide temporary barricades for studying the eflects of restricting access to the Home
Park, Loring Heights and Ansley Park neighborhoods. However, the MOU does not provide a
dedicated funding source for traffic calming measures in the Ansley Park neighborhood 1t
merely tasks the City of Atlanta and Georgia Regional Transportation Board (GRTA) with
securing potential funding for these projects. The MOU should provide a dedicated funding
source for traffic calming measures in Ansley Park, as it does for the other neighbothoods The
financial cost of this commitment is retatively small in companson 10 the scope of the project
and tax incenlives provided by Fulton County and the City of Atlanta.

1 am concerned that the MOU does not sufficiently protect neighborhoods from potential
traffic impacts In particular, the MOU lacks a strong enforcement measure should any of the
signatorics fail to fulfill theit commitment under the MOU, and the MOU provides that any
signatory may unilaterally terminate the MOU  These provisions provide neighborhoods litle
protection should any of the signatorics act in bad faith. For these reasons, | believe the
signatory partits must strengthen the commitments they make under the MOU.

The MOU provides for a study of the project’s impact on traffic in Midtown. | believe
that this traffic study should be modified to ensure that it specifically examines the project’s
impact on traffic in the Ansley Park neighborhood, with neighborhood representatives sharing
oversight of the study. The Ansley Park neighborhood is a National Register Historic District.
Federal law requites that this project not adversely impact the integrity of the neighborhood. The

traffic study should identify threats to the neighborhood and propose specific solutions to address
these threats.

In addition, I support several changes recommended by the Georgia Trust for Historic
Preservation. In particular, [ believe that all traffic flowing east on 17th Street should be forced
to tum South on Peachtree Street. The intersection should be nght tum only for automobiles
coming from the direction of the proposed bridge.

1 also support unproved aceess from Buford Highway to Piedmont Road. In particular,
the Georgia Department of Transportation should install a new exit from northbound Buford
Highway onto Monroe Drive near the Red Cross building. This change will address safety
concerns with the current Monroe Drive exit and improve access to Piedmont Road and Ansley
Mall. While the Buford Highway exit onto Monroe is a good distance fiom the proposed
tedevelopment, improving the exit will ditectly improve traffic pattems resulting from
construction of the 17th Street bridge.

1:25/1-85 Flyover

1 strongly support the exclusion of proposals to change the [-75/85 interchange from any
approval that might be granted the Atlantic Stee/1 7th Street project | have serious concems
regarding the proposed flyover connecting [-75 south to 1-85 north  The fiyover would produce
adverse noisc impacts and be a visual blight to the area. The visual impact of any ftyaver is
panticularly important in hight of the effort to make the 17th Street Bridge a landmark galeway to
Midiown and Downtown. 1 also question the need for the flyover, as the current interchange
functions properly so lang as drivers adhere to the speed limit. Under no circumsiances should
the proposed flyover be included as part of the 17th StreevAtlantic Steel project. When the
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flyover is studied, its environmental review should include the cumulative impact of the Atlantic
Steel/17th Street project and proposals for HOV access to Midtown.

{ also have serious concerns about the proposed | 5th Street HOV bridge and support its
exclusion from any approva) of the 17th Street/Allantic Stee! project. While [ recognize that
there may be a need for dedicaled HOV lane exits from the downtown connector into Midtown,
it is inappropriate to tie construction of the 1 7th Street bridge to the construction of HOV exits.
This project also should be subject to an environmental review that includes the cumulative
impact of the Atlantic Steel/17th Street project and the proposed flyover discussed above.

Stormwatsr Run-Off

While I support the developer's efforts to address stormwater run-off on site, | am
concerned about the development’s impact on the approximately 500 acres upstream from the
Atlantic Steel property. Before redevelopment, ofF-site stormwater would flow into a series of
two process ponds on the Atlantic Steel site. The stormwater then would flow into the Orme
Street Trunk on its way to processing at the Tanyer combined sewer facility. The proposed
development would eliminate the two process ponds and reroute ofY-site, upstream storm and
wastewater directly to the Orme Street Trunk. Rerouting the water eliminates any off-site
stormwater retention that was provided by the process ponds. The reduced retention could
increase peak flows into the Orme Street Trunk and the Tanyer CSO facility, possibly resulting
in additional overflows when heavy rain evenls challenge the capacity of the Tanyer facility. For
this reason, | ask that the EPA examine the possibilities of separating upstream waste and
stormwater and (1) rerouting stormwater to bypass the Omrme Street Trunk, or (2) providing some
means of detaining the upstream stormwater ofT-site

Thank you for providing me the opportunity to comment on the proposed Atlantic Steel
and 17th Strect bridge project. Properly implemented, this project will revitalize a depressed
area of Midtown Atlanta and help to address spraw! and air trafTic concems in metropohitan
Atlanta. | look forward to working with you to see this project to fruition

cc: Tom Coleman, GDOT

Faye diMasstimo, FHWA
Jerry Frankhin, FTA
John Hankinson, EPA
Kris Holland, APCA
Catherine Ross, GRTA

JL:gd
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September 22, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street SW

Atlanta Georgja 30303

Re- Environmenta! Assessment, 17th Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr Weat:

1 write as a concerned resident of Ansley Park, a nrighborhood and community listed on
the National Register of Historic Placea. While the Atlantic Sted redevelopment offers
exciting opportursties for this city and state, the citizeas and taxpayers (whose funds will
be used to support it) deserve the bighest degree of care, planning and compliance with
applicablo laws before the project moves forward. [ have reviewed the Eaviroamemal
Assessment dated August 2000 (the “EA”). In my apinian, the Environmental
Assessment does not satisfy the requirements of applicable federal law, including but oot
limited to NEPA, the US DOT Act, the Adminisisative Procedures Act or the Nationst
Historic Preservation Act, nor did the federal agencies and contractors fotlow the usual
federa} procedures under those statutes and their implementing regulations in compiling
and publishing this EA_ It seems to me that the EPA and the other federal ageacies will
fail in their obligation to avold litigmion over federal agency actions, if they continue to
advance this EA or issue any finding of no sigmificant impact (‘FONSI") based on this EA,
inchuding Appendix 1.

) support the Ansley Park Civic Ascocistion's position regarding the unacceptabifity of the
Draft MOU), as stated by letter of August 4, 2000 1 support all of the Ansicy Park Civic
Association's requests for 8 negolisted agyeement, including enforceable funding for
planning and implementing measures 10 avoid impact on our National Register
neighborhood, enforceable funding for plasming and implementing mitigation measures,
end significant advance involvement and input in any other projects that might have impact
on our commurnity. 1n the alteroative, 1 suggest that the EPA and other federal agencies
move on 1o compile & full Eovir 1l Impact Starement (“EIS™), inchuding detailed
Section 106 and Section 4(f) analyses that include Ansley Park.

Sincerely,
,- . A ’ —
P DTN WA N,
Kathesine Rrokaw
227 Peachtree Circle
Atlanta GA 30309



0S1-3

Oct U6 Q0 0S:03p

rolland/banks 404 B885-98927

Ansley Park Civic Association

Post Office Box 77125 ¢+ Adlanta, (Gasrgia 30357

October 6, 2000

Mr. Ben West

United States Envircamental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federsl Center

61 Forsyth Street SW

Atlznta Georgia 30300

Re'  Enviroamental Assesanent, 17th Strect Exiension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fukon County, Georgia

Dear Ben:

The Ansley Park Civic Associstion (“APCA™) has just received the Jetier from the
Midtown Alliance, dsted September 21, 2000, stating ity desize to take ‘‘responsibility,
working in collsborstion with EPA and others, to determine sohnions within the Blueprint
Midtown boundarics that would mitigate transportation impacts an adjacent
neighborhoods.” While we welcome the Midiown Alllance’s toput and expertise, and we
have slways worked cooperstively with the Midtown Allisnce (including the Blueprint
Midiown process), the APCA does not regard the Midtown Alliance’s imput ass

substitute foc the indepeudent analysis of messures to svold or mitigste lmpacts oo Ansley
Park that wo have requosed.

As » residentia) community, isted o the Natlonal Register of Historic Places, Ansley Park
bas concemns, interests and legsl rights that sre separste and distinct from the interests
represanted by the Midiown Alllance, although some of our interosts do overlap. In
sddition, the team working for the Midtown Albance includes Moreland Alobeli mnd
URS/Dames & Moore, who have been intimately involved flom the outset with the
Atlxntic Steel project. They played o lead rolo in shapiog and writing the Concept Report,
the TCM, the Enviroamental Astessment and 80 the related and supporting documents,
many of which wo find insdoquate ia sddsossing the specific kmpact of the project an
Aunsley Paric. URS has already been hired 10 design the 17th Street Dridgo snd Exteasion
o8 currently proposed, long before the federal agencies have even spproved the
Environmental Assessnent or tny IMR or R, or addresved the comments recelved from
tho public. There would be an obvious snd enormous conflict of tnterest if those firms
weze retained to reasscas their own plans or ahornatives to those plans. They would not
bo in s position, for example, to recommend changes that might prevent tmpact on Ansley
Park but confict with the desires of their clients. In addition, we have serlous cancerns
sbout the validity of the traffic volume estimates pretented in the Eavironmental
Assosament ss prepared by Moreland Akobell

p
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The Analey Park Civic A i itted 10 i
: 4 n e 1 conthuing its cooperadvi
::l;domhlpwﬁhlth.xdlownAllnn.cc lmyadl‘uitonl.hoboudohhoMidmwn:ﬂimu
bymAPCAmmrepnmml es are p'mlapllinn In the October plennin 8 workshops sponsored
/the own Al_hmce.regudnfx'g the proposed Arts Center Distric. However, the
nmym:n.ﬁ:nu;:t 0 & pOSITion 1o represent Ansley Park's peparste interests and
a gister, residential diserict whi B i
Environmental Assessment. i relite dvecly o hi

Stacerely,
Kris Holland
President, Andley Park Chic Astociation

Ce: Susan Mendheim, Midiown Alliance
Seastor Max Cleland
Senator Zell Miller
Cougreasman John Lewis
Rodney Slster, US DOT
Carol Browner, US EPA
Joha Hankinson, US EPA
Tom Weyandt, ARC
Catherine Ross, GRTA
Tom Colemar, GDOT
Joe Palladi, GDOT
Michsel Dobbina, City of Atlnts
Fayo deMasstmo, FHWA
Larry Dreihaap, FHWA
Jerry Franklin, FTA
Govemor Roy Bames
Senstor Vinceat Fort
Represcatative Kathy Asheo
Msyor Bl Campball
Robb Pits, President, City Council
Les Momis, City Council
Chsrtic Brown, CR8 Realty
Midtown Alliancc Exooutive Committes
Allison Vulgamore
Dorothy Kirkley
Greg Paxton, The Georgia Trust
Richard Huben, Esq.
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Ansley Park Civic Association
Post Offica Box 77125 ¢ Atlanta, Georgia 30337

Auguut 4, 2000

Mr Ben West

Umted States Environmental Protecton Agency
Atlsrua Fedenal Center

61 Forsyth Sureet, SW

Atlanta, GA 30)0)

RB, ATLANTIC STEEL AND THE PROPOSED 17™ STREET BRIDGE
Dear Ben.

I have soco the Draft Memorandur of Undensanding CMOU™) that you sent to Mary McGovemn in my
absence and | have the following coauuents. (And | Imow that Katherine Brokaw has also discassed this
with you )

First, | undermiand thae this Iy & draft enly and is not to be presented or publisbed as aything that the
Ansley Park Civic Assocision bas sgreed 10 or has taken any part in draftiog, Second, | believe Mary has
already told you and Charlis Brown that we bave serious reservations about the dral\ as b was preseated to
ux, wt coild oot agree to R without substantive discussion of its terma, Ahough wa aould his Lo explare
Bve pousibility of a pegotistsd ags and sre happy to discuts it with you  Specifically, ooe of our
biggrst concerns 15 that while (be developer has commutied to funding a comprebemive traffic study in
Midiown and Ansley Park (which we appreciate s, there appears (o be 0o eafarcesble commitmen by any
agency of the developer to actually iroph any datlons that might come from that gudy We
have corgigtently told all the agencies, tncludimg & ous Last meeting in My, that we nand 10 see an
erforoeabl of ideatified funding to prevent and mitgate the undeniable imspact of the
proposed tridge on Ansey Park We are also d sbout the unstateral Ingtion provi and the
dizpure | provael In addhtion, the oraft MOU assumes Lhat there will be no change tn the
current proposals for the bridge and roadways, and we do not wish 1o nule out that possstality.

Third, ar.othet concer is tur the draf describes the APCA and two other neighborhood organizations,

with e Mictown Alltence, as belag the “designated repr tves (ot the i and positions of the
entire peighborhood and Midown Atlarta ™ The Midiown Nalghbors® AssoCiation plays the leading role in
represcnting its metnbers who are residents of Midiown, a3 distinguished Som Ansley Park, and i rmust be

included in sy discusdons of impact oo Midiown. Wae Just been told by Randal Lautzenbed ser,
Chay of NPU-E, tha oaot of the othes neighboshoods in NPU-E has been shown this draft MOLU, to hus
knowledga, and that be himself has not seen it We share Randal § uuisience that any agreement involviog

more than Antlcy Park nnust address the inevitable snpact ¢n the other neighborboods that are east of e
tntersiate and those neighborboods axtst be Jed

The discussion in the drafl MOU of the proposals presentsd (o us 1n May regarding changes ot the entrance
of 17* Stroet s somewbat arsteading We made it clear st that time that widle such » change might be part
of s oversl) solution, end wo were willing to discuss it & swch, alons it would Loty divent treffio to other
antry pomts mio the oeighborhood, from 15 Stroet to Bevesty Road. Afso, we woold oot agree 10 arry
tuch changs without inpust from the alfected property owners on that block. Pinally, in spite of sssurances
that the EPA wall recpond in writing Lo the specific points raised in the APCA't letters of April 26 and May
8. 3000, we have oot tecerved that  The draft MOU alone is not an sdoquate resp to the specific itiues
raused in those lettorx. Wa Jook forward to the EPA, and all the publsc agancies, fulfilling all of their
sunsory obliganons

ﬂ((él‘/(}/
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{ undersand that you want 1o meet with me and otbes
- 'mmvudlbcAPCAmammM
Emvironmental Assessment 1 wall o

hullunlllookforwdwmngthopubluhedvmionumuuhu
adﬁnondmmmnmﬁn;tbep\muccwmphu

Thanks, Ben, 20d { bope e can aJl move forward

w3y We look forward o svork with you and to address our neighborhood' s conce

e in & aarangfyl
the other agencies and parties

Sincersly,

pafH~——

Knit Holland

President, Anttey Park Civic Amociaton
21 The Prado

Adsnta, GA 30109

404-815-9248

Ce.  Catherine Ross, Regioaal Transportation Authon
Tow Coternan, Georgia Department of Traasportatron v

Paye &i Mauimo, Federal Higheary Administration
Rodney Slater, U.S. Departmert of Transportati
ml Browner, U S EPA o

i Regional Adminutratar, U S.
Ben West, U S EPA * EPA
Governar Roy Bames
Senator Max Cleland
Representarive John Lews
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The Georgia Trust
for Historlc Preservation

1516 Peachiree Streel, NW

Athanta, GA 30M9-2916
404-881-9980
404-873-2205 Fax

www geoigialrusi org

October S, 2000

Mr. Ben West

Environmental Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Ben:

On behalf of the more than 9,000 members of The Georgia Trust for Historic
Preservation. ( the Trust), which is headquartered at Rhodes Hall on the comer
of Peachtree Street and South Rhodes Center in Midiown Atlanta, this letter
provides comments on the Environmental Assessment, 17" Street Extension
[GDOT project NH-7141-00(900) P.1. number 714190] and Adantic Steel
Redevelopment Project, Fulton County Georgia (EA) of August 2000.

The Georgia Trust supparts development of the Allantic Steel Propenty an.d also
supports a four-lane bridge with an additional two-lanes penm}neml): dedicated
for mass transit and bicycle traffic and a wide promenade on either side
permanently dedicated to pedestrian use. owever, the Trust believes that under
the National Environmental Policy Act, the National Transportation Act, and the
National Historic Preservation Act, the current design of the east end of the '
project fails to adequately acknowledge or mitigate the ad\.rersc 'echcls that will
occur on the Ansley Park Historic District as a result of this project

The Georgia Trust appreciates the responsiveness of the Environm_enml
Protection Agency (EPA), the Georgia Department of Transportation (GPOT)
and other involved panties to the comments of the City of Atlanta, the Midtown
Allience, The Georgia Trust and others from Apri! 2000 in regard to the
evaluation of this project as a transportation contso} measure (TCM)

The Review Process .

The enviranmental review of this project has been unusually abbrev.naled fora
project of its magnitude. One of the strategies to abbtevinfc the review was lo
separate the review of the Atlantic Steel site from the Envuonmcnml.
Assessment of the 17 Sireet Bridge and Extension. The Trust questions
whether this bifurcation is legal.
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Preservation of Historic Resources

The Georgia Trust’s greatest concem is the failure of both the initial Atlantic Steel project
evaluation and the current 17* Street Bridge assessment to propose actions to preserve historic
resources. The preservation of historic resources and the prolection of the natural environment
are compatible and complementary Preservation of historic resources is also compatible and
complementary to new development of the sort proposed by this project, as many previous
projects have shown. The EPA has not demonstrated a commitment to the preservation of
historic resources in this project. The EPA chose a plan to demolish afl 11 historic buildings
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places on the Atlantic Steel Site in order to cap the
brownfield as its approach to environmental mitigation. The Georgia Trust does not believe that
this is a good model for brownfield redevelopment. It wastes the productive vatue of these
resources, causes substantially more impact on landfills to accommodale the deinolitions and
removes the historically, culturally and architecturally significant fabric from public use and
future public education. In light of the public interest in quickly redeveloping this area, The
Georgia Trust did not object 1o these demolitions. However, the loss of these historic resources

on the site requires that extra care be taken with the rest of the project to avoid negative impacts
on other historic resources and areas.

The “No-Bulld™ Alternative

The Georgia Trust does not believe that the no-action (no-build) scenario developed as part of
the EA (p.2-18) is realistic. The large-scale development, 8 million square feet, proposed in this
“no-build" alternative is highly unlikely and unfeasible if the 17 Street Bridge is not built.
Among other shortcomings, development of 1.5 million square-feet of retail without adequate
access is not possible. The square foolage far surpasses all the retail space now avaitable in
Midtown, which has excellent access. In addition, devclopment of a large 600,000 square foot
hotel, if separated from the rest of the Midtown business community, is highly unlikely. A result
of this unrealistically large-scale “no-build” altemative is that the projected average annual daily
traffic in the year 202§ is substantially greater for this “no build” alternative than it would be
otherwise, Therefore when the EA compares the traffic from this averly large scale *no build”

altemative, with eslimated traffic from the preferred altemnative, the impact of traffic attributed to
the bridge is substantially understated.

Traflic Analysis
Prajected Growth

The greatest {law of the EA is that the traffic analysis is inadequate. The projected growth of | §
percent for the interstate and 2 percent for surface streets is far below the recent rate of traffic
growth in Atlanta, paticularly when projected to the year 2025.

17* Street -- West Peachiree to Peachiree Sireet

Information from the existing study appears, from The Georgia Trust's review, to be seriously
flawed. According to Table 4 1 on page 4-14, and Figure 4 2 on page 4-13, the Trust observes
the following. In the preferred altemnative, the block of 17* Street from Williams Street to Spring
Street would carry 35,750 cars  On the next block to West Peachtree Street, 17* Street would
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carry 30,600 cars. But inexplicably, the next block of 1 7* Street between West Peachtree and
Peachtree Street would carry only 3,950 cars. Even though the project ends at Peachtree, the
projections show that the next block east, which enters Ansley Park between Peachtree and
Peachtree Circle, would carry an additional 400 cars or a total of 4,350 cars Why is the block
west of Peachiree that comes to and from a multi-lane bridge estimated to carry less traffic than
the block to the east of Peachtree that enters Ansley Park? Why do the projections estimate that
of the cars on 17 Sueet al West Peachtree, only 13 percent travel to Peachtree?

17" Street vs. 14" Street

Neither in 1otal number of trips nor percentage of shifting traffic are the projections on 17" Street
related to the current traffic on 14® Street On 14® Street between West Peachtree Street and
Peachuee Street, traffic currently averages 15,050 which is 381 percent higher than the
projections for 17* Street. This 15,050 total is 69 percent of the traffic from the previous block
west on 14* Street. This 69 percent of traffic carried over from the West Peachtree intersection
to the Peachtree Street intersection on 14* Street is 530 percent higher than the 13 percent
estimate of carry over on the same blocks on | 7" Street. No explanation is offered in the EA for
these anomalies. These anomalies did nol appear on Table 4 1 of the EA because all the blocks
on 17 Street west of West Peachtree were omitted from Table 4.1, unlike similar blocks on 10®,
14% and 16* Streets.

i.J Action vs Preferred Alternative

A similar disparity appears when comparing the no-action numbers from Figure 4-1 on page 4-12
to those of Figure 4 2 on page 4-13, the preferred alternative. These figures and the summary
table on the next page show a similar disparity in the number of cars on 14 Street. When
comparing the no-action altemnative to the preferred altemative, the block on 14 Street between
West Peachtree and Peachtree Street shows 6,700 fewer cars for the preferred alternative than the
no-action altemative. Yet each of the three blocks to the west show an average reduction of
26,000 cars. These reductions are attributed to the construction of the 17* Street Bridge. The
EA does not explain the extreme disparity between the small reduction in traffic on the West
Peachtree 10 Peachtree block of 14® Street in comparison to the three blocks to the west. In
addition the EA does not explain this reduction by an increase on any other cast-west bound
street between West Peachtree and Peachtree Street in the vicinity. Fifteenth Street and 16*
Street are shown 10 carry an identical amount of traffic in both the preferred alternative and the
no-action alternative. In the preferred altemnative, Seventeenth Street has added 35,750 cars
between Williams and Spring Street and 30,600 cars between Spring and West Peachtree but
inexplicably only 450 cars between West Peachuree and Peachtree Streets. Where did the 6,700
cars no longer traveling east-west between West Peachtree and Peachtree Street go? All of these
unexplained disparities point to the conclusion that the traffic studies for the preferred alternative
provide an inaccurately low estimate of the impact of 1 7* Street traffic on Peachtree Street,
directly across the street from the block where Ansley Park begins. These disparities, particularly
related to 17® Street on the block between West Peachtree and Peachtree Siceet, result in the EA

underestimating the adverse effect that the 1 7 Street Bridge will have on the Ansley Park
Historic District.
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Ansley Park

Table 4.1 also shows an additional 3,300 cars per day that enter Ansley Park going in an easi-
west direction as a dircct result of this project. The environmenta! assessment prepared for the
project states, “implementation of the proposed project would increase the amount of traffic on
most entrances into Ansley Park and Peachtree Street...” but erroncously concludes, “the
preferred altemnative would not adversely effect this neighboring [sic.] setting * (Page 4-57) The
EA subsequently states, “furthermore the preferred altemnative would not alter the overall
character of the resource or its historic and architectural significance.” As documented sbove
The Georgia Trust believes that the nuinber of cars estimated to enter Ansley Park is understated.
Even if the numbers were correct, however, 3,300 more cars per day would measurably and
adversely effect the quality, safety, viability, seiting, and value of the Ansley Park neighborhood
Since the project ends at Peachuee and 17* Street, which is across Peachtree Street from the
block where Ansley Park Historic District begins, the adverse effects that will occur are
secondary and cumulative impacts that are by legal precedent a part of this project

Context of the Project

An understanding of the context of this project is important in assessing the responsibility for the
project to provide mitigation. In the Midtown area, there is no outlet for traffic heading to or
coming from the east, north of 10* Street and south of Monroc. In the area south of 10™ Street,
the streets are built on a grid system with numerous outlets. Piedmont Park blocks all east-west
traffic north of 10*. Thus, in the north end of Midtown beside Ansley Park, there is built-up
demand for traffic desiring to go east. In the north-south direction, there are two pairs of one-
way streets — Spring and West Peachtree, and Juniper and Piedmont — and one two-way street
— Peachtree Street — that bring traffic north and south in Midtown. These five streets
consalidate by or near Ansley Park into only two less-efficient two-way streets — Peachtree and
Piedmont. Thus, the existing road configuration strains traffic in both a north-bound and an east-
bound direction in the Ansley Park vicinity. This system is currently at or near capacity,
parlicularly on Peachtree Street. This already strained situstion is further reason for the need for
mitigation from the proposed project in this area.

Such mitigation would best serve the histotic district if an altemnative for cast-west traffic were
found. Development of the preferred altemative, with retail on the scale of a super regional mall,
as well as substantial office space and residential, will result in traffic seven days a week. The
retail and office space will attract users from throughout the area  One specific geographic area
not served by any limited access highway major artery, or Marta rail, is the northeast segment of
Atlanta that includes North Druid Hills, LaVista, Emory, north Virginia Highlands, Momingside
and other neighborhoods adjoining these areas. Cumrently, commuters from this area use
Mamingside and Rock Springs Road in their cast-west travels to Midtown. Ansiey Park is
directly between these roads and north Midiown. With construction of the | 7* Street bridge,
Ansley Park would provide the cut-through link for traffic from these areas 10 Atlantic Steel.
Any option that is developed for diverting Atlantic Steel traffic from Ansley Park must provide
an alternative access to the part of Monroe between Piedmont Road northwest to the 90 degree
tumn by the Red Cross building Any solutions north of this point on Monroe would be
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inconvenient, and therefore unused by all of this neighborhood-generated traffic whose outlet at
Momingside intersects Piedmont only a short block north of Monroe.

Qver the past 50 years urban neighbothoods throughout Georgia and the nation have been
degraded by highway projects. In particutar, historic neighborhoods have been negatively
affected because most of these neighborhoods were built on through-traffic streets. These
neighborhoods were originally constructed with numerous outlets which disburse traffic
throughout the neighborhoods, filtering it like a wetland. For the past 50 years, the pattern of
road building has been dead-end neighborhood streets that flow into feeders, which flow to
collectors, which flow to arteries. The dumping of such arteries directly into historic
neighborhoods is like dumping a large culvert of rapidly moving water directly into one spot in a
wetland. The systems are

incompatible and the area is overloaded. Rapid erosion of the quality of life in neighborhoods
can and has occurred from similar highway projects ending at neighborhood boundanes.

An “automabile culvert” has previously been constructed at the edge of Ansley Park When
Interstate 85 was substantially widened in the 1980s the old interstate bed was extended and
renamed Buford Highway Extension. This extension has one exit onto Peachtree Street north, just
south of the interstate overpass on Peachtree Street near Brookwood Station. This exit was
formerly a two-way exit, but a right turn only concrete barrier has made it a one-way exit onto
Peachtree Road north. The highway was extended past this exit around a 90 degree tum to end
behind and beside Rhodes Hall. The private street at South Rhodes Center was purchased from
the Rhodes family descendants and made into a public street connecting exiting Buford Highway
Extension traffic onto Peachtree Street  This street intersects Peachtree Street directly opposite
the Peachtree Circle entrance to Ansley Park. All the Buford Highway traffic is coming from the
northeast having just passed the Monroe Drive exit. Thus, unlike taffic from the proposed 17*
Street bridge extension, little or none of this traflic cuts through Ansley Park to get to Monroe.
But because the traffic coming off the highway is pointed directly at the neighborhood, this artery
has greatly increased both the number and the speed of cars entering Peachtree Circle. During
morning rush hour most of these cars are headed for Colony Square which also intersects
Peachtree and Peachtree Circle at the other end of the circle. Other cut-through trafTic accesses
parking garages for Peachtree Street buildings through alleys connected to 16* and 17" streets.
According to Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. in Figure J1 in the Project Concept Report
Technical Appendix, only five cars per hour traflic cross Peachtree Streel from South Rhodes
Center east to Peachuree Circle at the peak hour of traffic. By actual count on April 26, 2000 from
8:20-8:34 am , 52 cars crossed Peachtree Street in 14 minutes, or an estimated 220 cars per hour.
This number of cars, panicularly when transitioning from limited access highway speeds, and
dumped onto a neighborhood street, creates a substantial negative impact, This cut-through traffic
uses this neighborhood street simply because it is pointed in that direction and it provides easier
access than turning south onto Peachuee Street. Traffic from the 17* Street bridge would not only

reproduce similar Jocal cut-through patterns but would also funnet into the Ansley Park Historic
District traffic headed to northeast Ailanta
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If historic usban neighborhoods are o survive and thrive, particularly in a metropolitan area
growing as fast as Atlanta, part of the transportation plan must be to prevent arteries from flowing
directly into pass-through neighborhood streets, to employ traffic calming devices to guide, to
slow down and even to diminish pass-through traffic, and to implement highway alternatives that
efficiently move uraffic around such areas rather than encouraging traffic to flow through them
Transportation funding and other subsidies for suburban development have ofien overlooked
urban, sman-growth-patterned historic areas or adversely effected them. After major urban
decline during the 1950s, 60s and 70s, it is now the time for transportation policy to help facilitate
and protect the urban revitalization gains that have been made throughout the region, from

Summerhill to the Martin Luther King, Jr. Historic District from Inman Park to Candler Park, to
Ansley Park and others.

Summary of the Shortcomings of the EA

The EA falls short of its legal obligations. The EA does not accuralely analyze traffic arising
from the project that will negatively impact the Ansley Park Historic District. The EA also does
not provide substantive analysis of the historic distnct itself. These shortcomings resulted in an
inaccurate finding in the EA of no adverse effect on the Ansley Park Historic Distnct  As
documented in this letter, the proposed 1 7* Street Bridge project would have a substantial adverse
effect on the Ansley Park Historic District due to an increase in traffic that was not accounted for
in the EA. This substantial adverse effect requires mitigation. However, no mitigation measures
for this adverse effect were provided in the EA.

Proposed Mitigation Measures

Therefore, The Georgia Trust proposes the following mitigalion nieasures to accomplish three
ends: to deflect from the Ansley Park Historic District, as much as possible, the traffic that arises
from the project; to improve alternative routes that move this traffic around the historic district
and to calm traffic from the project that enters the historic districl.

To Calm Traffic:
1. Complete a comprehensive traffic study of the area of Midtown and the Ansley
Park Historic District between 10* Street and Monroe, including a reassessment of
the traffic counts in the EA, 10 provide a context for comprehensive solutions to
transportation problems in this area, particularly the east-west problem. This study
as it relates to Ansley Park, should have a particular focus on solutions to mitigate
the impacts of traffic from the 17* Street Bridge.

2. Dedicate sufficient funding to pay for implementation of mitigation measures
internal to the Ansley Park Historic District that are developed in the above study
and dedicate funding to perform any environmental assessment within Anstey Park
sufficient to permit the expenditure of federal funds within this neighborhood.
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To Deflect Traffic
3 Provide the following interim solutions outside the Anstey Park Historic Distnct:

A. On the exit from southbound Buford Highway Extension onto Peachtree
Road North that intersects Peachtree opposite the iXL headquarters or the
old Equifax Building, remove the right turn only barrier so cars can exit
cither north or south on Peachuee Road

B. At the end of Buford Highway Extension South, at the corner where
Rhodes South, eastbound, intersects Peachtree Street just south of Rhodes
Hall, install a right tumn only bamier onto Peachtree Street heading south
into Midtown so that cars cannot directly enter the historic district from this
federal-aid, limited-access exit.

C. On 17 Street eastbound at the intersection of Peachtree Street, install a
right tumn only barrier into Peachtree Street southbound  Further west on
this same block, just west of the rear entrance to the Mitchell King
House/Nix Mann & Associates rear annex, make 17* Street a one-way,
one-lane castbound-only street, similar to the recent changes to 18" Street
between West Peachtree Street and Spring Street

To Improve Alternative Routes:
4. On 17 Street eastbound, at West Peachtree Street improve signage to encourage
use of Buford Highway Extension 1o access Picdmont Avenue. Use the existing
Buford Highway Extension roadbed, reduce the speed limit, narrow the lanes and
add a third lane in cach direction.

5. Build a slip-lane exit onto Monroe Drive that exits traffic onto Monroe at the point
where it takes a 90 degree turn opposite the Red Cross building  If an exit cannot
be built directly onto Monroe at this point, an altemate route will be of very limited
value. An exit further north on Monroe will bypass traffic 1o and from the
northeastern segment of Atianta — the North Druid Hills, LaVista, Emory north
Virginia Highlands, Morningside area Providing a convenient altemative to this
traffic is critical to mitigate the impact of the 1 7* Street Bridge to the Ansley Park
Historic District. Therefore, it will be of no value for mitigation purposes. An
additional solution is needed to easily access traffic onlo Buford Highway
Extension southbound at this same point.

To Accomplish These Measures:

6. In keeping with the National Historic Preservation Act, develop a8 memorandum of
agreement which includes the above items as mitigation for the adverse eflfects of
this project. Include The Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation and the Ansley
Park Civic Association as signatories with a seat at the table for decision on the
expenditure of future funds

@D
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Conclusion

If the Atlantic Steel development undermines the stability of the Ansley Park Historic District,
whose real estate value The Georgia Trust conservatively estimates as $300 million, the net gain
for Atlanta will be dramatically diminished The development of mitigation measures will allow

successful development of this project while minimizing the negative effect on Midtown and
Ansley Park for a totally posilive net gain

Yours truly,

‘

dpy 3 T

Gregory B, Paxton
President & CEO

cc: Charles Brown, CRB Realty Associates
Rodney Slater, U. S. Department of Transportation
Faye di Massimo, Federal Highway Administration
Georgia Department of Transportation: Tom Coleman, Joe Palladi, and Frank Danchez
Catherine Ross, Georgia Regional Transpontation Authonty
Senator Max Cleland
Senator Zetl Miller
Representative John Lewis
Govermnor Roy Bames
State Senator Vincent Forte
State Representative Kathy Ashe
Lonice Barrett, Department of Natural Resources
Ray Luce, Historic Preservation Division, Department of Natural Resources
Councilman Lee Morris
Michael Dobbins, City of Atlanta
John Sibley, The Georgia Conservancy
Susan Mendheim, Midtown Alhance
Charlene Vaugn, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Betsy Merritt, National Trust for Historic Preservation
Boyd Coons, Atlanta Preservation Center
Chris Holland, Ansley Park Civic Association
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m: Sunday, September 17, 2000 4:28 PM
Teo: west.ben 0 epa.gov )
- farzman jim@epa.gov: axec.dir @ grna.org.

Ce! mm%'::dﬁm&ut; jos.paNaci@dot.siate ga.us; jarry.frnkiin@ta dot.gov,
Tarry. 1 @ frwa.dot.gov; kathed8 O mindaprng com; mpitts @cl.atarta gs.us;
watsona @ goaw.com

Subject: (no subject)

Septembar 17, 2000

M. Buti Wost

Unhed Siates Environmental Proteciion Agency
Ataria Foderal Centet

81 Forryth Streel, S.W.

Aflanta, QA 30309

Re' Environmontal Assosement 17th Stroet Extension and Adantc Steol
Redevelopment Project, Fuhor County, Georgla

Dear Mr. Wost

W, rasidents of the Ansley Park neighborhood In Attamta. We write to you
lo.u::ul rave concerns with the above project. The 17th Street bridge and
exiansion igmuon to cause & massive increass to the alraady high volume of
cut-through traffic In our nelghborhood. We happen to ive on Bavery Road
which has been URder & aftic study And review for saveral years due (o the
traffic and the other devetopmaent issues currently Impacting the area. n'\ue
Cumen environmenmal fails 10 recognize that Ansley Pk w
sven be affected by this projact.

project proceeds, current plans for the 17th Strest bridge must be
MN M?\mﬂk away from Ansley Park. In sddition, you must
idently the impacts on Ansiey Park and provide mﬂgluonlonmdfﬂ\oum
impeacts Aa prosently proposso, we do not support the 1Tth Stresl bridge
axdanaion project

Sincersdy,

Marc Graver & Nancy Keyas
200 Beverly Road

Afiania, GA 30309
404-885-9570

Seplember 17, 2000

Re: Environmental Assessment - 17th Street Extension and Atiantic Staet
Fedeveiopment Froject, Atarea, Fulton Lounty, 4eorgia

To Whom h Msy Concern:

As a rasidont of the Analey Park nelghborhood, | am greatly opposed 1o the
17th Streot Extonclon and Allantio Stocl Redovalopmont Project which, as
prasenty proposed, would creste a new development al the expense of some of
Atlanta’s alder, wal blished nalghbarhoods.

Pleasa oppose this attempt to allow a massive cut-through of traffic,
ciqats

new and much mare sérlous ak poflution and deatroy the sefely and quiet
charactar
of our neighborhood.

We hava fought for ysars to keep Ansiey Park a nationally-recognized quiat
and basuttul nelgnbarhood and Now urgently 189K Your suppont Lo require

radesign of this project to protact our nelghborhood from this massive and
vury

undealrable change.

Yours very trly,

RAawson Foreman
238-15th Street, N.E.
House No. 16
Allania, Georgla 30309-3504

@ [¢ SENTVEN JPRTR Foud
Palladi, Joe < fece ved 19 /o o
. T
From: moooy 10Q mindspring.com
Sent: 8unday, September 17, 2000 1123 AM
To: Ms Catherine Ross; org@ mindepring com
Ce: Joe Pallad); Kathy Ashe; Aaron Watson
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October 4, 2000

Mr Ben West

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Avlanta Federa) Center

6] Forsyth Street, S W

Atlama, GA 30303

Re Environmental Assessment 17* Street Extension and Atlantic
Steel Redevelopment Project, Fulton County, Georgia

Dear Mr West,

I am a resident of the Ansley Park neighborhood in Atlanta [ write to
you to express my grave concerns with the above project The 17
Street bridge and extension threatens to cause a massive increase in
cut-through traffic in my neighborhood endangering the safety of its
residents, polluting our sir and destroying the fabric of my
neighborhood as | know it today. The environmental assessment fails
to recogruze that Ansley Park will even be affected by this project

Before this project proceeds, current plans for the 17" Street bridge
must be redesigned to divert traffic away from Ansley Pask In
addition, you must identify the impacts on Ansley Park and provide
mitigation to remedy those impacts  As presently proposed, | do not
support the 17* Street bridge and extension project

D

Jeffref T Dunn

Sincerely,

————

Glen C Stephens W
. Lo

Kathleen E Riley

175 Avery Dnive, N E
Atlanta, Georgra 30309-2700

October 3. 2000
404-872-7090

Mr Ben West

United States Environmenial Protection Agency
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S W

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Re Environmental Assessment 17" Street Extension and Atlantic Steel Redevelopment
Project, Fulton County, Gearaia

Dear Mr West,

1am a resident of the Ansley Park Neighborhood in Atlanta | write 1o you to express
my grave concerns regarding the above project  The 17 Street bridge and exiension
threatens to cause a massive increase in cut through traffic 1n my neighborhood
endangening the safety of our residents, polluting our air and destioying the fabric of my
neighborhood as | know it today The environmental assessment fails 10 recognize that
Ansley Park will even be afTected by this project

Before this project begins, current plans for the 17" Sireet bridge must be redesigned to
diven traffic away fiom Ansley Park  In addition, you must 1dentify the imipacis on
Ansiey Park and provide mitigation to remedy those impacis  As presently proposed, |
do not support the 17" Street bridge and expansion project

Yours truly,
. 4
K—\Ule/'n(g S(le"p ens
&
Kathleen E Riley

/c.f Gy (. )’-'~'(‘[7
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