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STUDY AREA
DISTINCT SUB-AREAS BASED ON LAND AND POPULATION
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STUDY SCHEDULE & TASKS

2018-2020 — SEVEN MAJOR ELEMENTS
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STUDY TEAM

MULTI-SCALE AND MULTI-SECTOR
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STUDY TEAM

NATIONAL EXPERTS IN PLANNING, DESIGN, AND RESEARCH
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
FOUNDATION OF A DESIGN VISION
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
DATA & LOCAL STORIES TO INFORM GREENWAY PLANNING

HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

History of human’s interaction with the river
and provides an inventory of historical
remains of cultural significance.

» ECOLOGY

Overview of key environmental features and
resources along the Chattahoochee river.

» DEMOGRAPHICS
Inventory of demographics existing conditions

using census data and looking at .- - : Y
environmental justice indexes. RN \ 5* a
SN g v\ G $ 18
» CONNECTIONS AND ACCESS &80 ) 2 \
Understand the current transportation "5/ o\
- ’/ 'q| r
system, development patterns, and land uses. A o
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT

GEOLOGIC PATTERNS DEFINE THE MODERN RIVER

CHEROKEE WPLAND
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT

1800s — GROWTH OF GEORGIA AS A STATE
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
DECADES OF STEADY OUTWARD GROWTH
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT

IMPLICATIONS OF URBANIZATION ON THE LANDSCAPE
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
RACE & ETHNICITY WITHIN A DIVERSE REGION
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
LAND COVER AND USE WITHIN A DIVERSE STUDY AREA
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT
VALUE OF THE RIVER AS A PUBLIC DESTINATION

Paddling Down the Chattahoochee River Near Bowman's Island (4) |




TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT

REGIONAL PROTECTION FOR A LIMITED RESOURCE

METROPOLITAN RIVER PROTECTION ACT

PROTECTING THE CHATTAHOOCHEE

In 1972, the ARC completed the Chattahoochee In developing the standards for MRPA, the River
Corridor Study to address growing debate over the Corridor Protection study developed a classification
future of the river. The following year, the Metropolitan system for zones along the river based on soil

River Protection Act (MRPA) was adopted, protecting erodibility, vegetation, hydrology, slope, flood plain

a 48 mile stretch of river between Buford Dam and and scenic views. From this land vulnerability maps
Peachtree Creek with a 2,000 ft buffer along each were developed to be used as recommendations for
side of the river. The Act was amended in 1998 to future planning along the corridor. Land is classified by
extend the Corridor an additional 36 miles to the category A through F, from slight to severe vulnerability.
downstream limits of Fulton and Douglas counties. Any land-disturbing activity must comply with the

The MRPA standards includes a 50 ft undisturbed applicable rules pertaining to its classification type.

vegetative buffer along the river, a 35 ft undisturbed METROPOLITAN RIVER
vegetative buffer along streams in the corridor and PROTECTION ACT CORRIDOR

a 150 ft impervious surface setback from the river.
A 48-mile stretch of the Chattahoochee between Buford Dam and

Peachtree Creek establishing a 2,000 foot buffer along both banks
of the river. The Act was amended in 1998 to extend the corridor 36
miles downstream to the limits of Fulton and Douglas counties.

MRPA Jurisdiction

Water Access Points 4
100 - YEAR RIVER FLOODPLAIN O
————]

o N Shoals
Dams

< , 150’ IMPERVIOUS
i  SURFACE SETBACK Chattahoochee River
i g TRIBUTARY STREAM BUFFER

1
i35 |35

Parks Along the River

50’ UNDISTURBED County Lines c———

VEGETATIVE BUFFER i ;
j——> i P Expressways —

i
H H
i

1 Mile Buffer ———-

Atlanta City Limits

N 5 10 Miles

T —

CREEK /0

CHATTAHOOCHEE S O U RC E

RIVER

1. "Chatthocchee Corridor Study.” Atlanta Regional Commission. 197 2.
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/
ep-chatt-corridor-study-7-72.pdf
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- ” 2. "Chattahoochee River Corridor” Atlanta Regional Commission
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3. "Chattahooche Corridor Plan” Atlanta Regional Commission. 1998.
COUNTY WIDE EROSION, SILTATION AND FLOODPLAIN REGULATIONS https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/
ep-corridor-plan.pdf
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

VST W ATL. =P ARO, V
ESTABLISHED ATLANTA AS AN
IMPORTANT RAILROAD JUNCTION

THE RIVER AS BOUNTY

The river and its tributories were the
primary source of power for mills
and industry leading to the

development of the first towns along

the River in the 1800s.
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THE RIVER AS BORDER

The Chattahoochee River served os o
border between encrooching white " 4
seftlers and the remaining Cherokee { '\
and Creek londs to the west. Chief , ‘&: o
Willlam Mcintosh wos o controversiol (.‘(

chief of the Lower Creeks. [n 1521, '
Mcintosh negotiated the Treoty of - - "-\\
lndian Springs giving owoy lorge Ay ~3\
portions of the Creeks’ land to the state s f' "
of Georgio. By 1638, all Native People e
had been removed from Georgla. A e
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THE RIVER AS BORDER

The river's natural fords, a historic focus
of traffic along the river, gave way to
ferries thot bogon operation In the sorly
nineteenth century. For a fee, ferries
wouwld transport individuals and cargo
ocross the river, By 1835, opproximately o
doren ferries were in operation,
connecting to Hightower Trall and Old
Alaboma Rood. By World War I, bridges
had reploced maost ferries

. P~ BUFORD DAM - 1956

THE RIVER AS BOUNTY

At the turn of the 20th
Century, the Chattohooches
River powered the reglon’s
public transit system of
electric streetcars that
connected the urbon core of
Atlonta with outeriying
greenspoces including the
Chattahoochee River



TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

ECOLOGICAL RES
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NEEDS ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

TASK 2:

DEMOGRAPHI

B S /

INCREASING DIVERSITY ) e A
ROSWELL™ ) ¢
The Atlonta metro orea os o whole SOCIALLY VULMERABLE AREA: | :
Is becoming increasingly diverse GA-400 CORRIDOR o /
with its fastest growing oreas T !
locoted outside of the City of
Atlanto. Inclusivity must be central
in the approach to developing the
Groeenway. The Greenway shouwld
strive to be a resource for the
growing diverse population and g .
pave the way for move inclusive and ) S /SANOY N

accessible green space. L",‘.EE_*- '"M\ ~
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EMPOWERING WATERSHED
COMMUNITIES

The Greenway should strive to
empower locol leoders like the
Proctor Creek Stewardship Council,
who have token o grossroots,
comprehensive watershed opproach
to improving the ecological health
of the creek’s watershed ond the
guality of life for oll its people.

5\

POPULATION GROWTH

The Atlonta metro populotion Is
projected to grow by 2.5 million
people by 2040. The Chattahooachee
River Greenway will be an
invaluable resouwrce to meet
growing demands for urbon green
space and active transportation and
can ploy a role In reducing impocts
of this growing population on
riparion habitots and streamflow.
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TASK 2: NEEDS ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

CONNECTIONS & ACCESS

SUB-AREA 1

The northern portion of river,
narth of Peachtree Croek, is
dominated by a suburban fabric;
low density residential housing
and subdivisons. This area
benefits from pumerous woter
access points, as well as lorge
G WA MES parks encompassing o dense
network of trolls ond multi-use
paths. The presence of the
Chattahoochee River National
ALl Recreation Area and its network
of parks is o major asset for the
greenway study but the lond
PEACHTREE o ownership patterns present
COMNERS chailenges to communities thot
: live further away from the river.

SUB-AREA 2

The middle portion of the project area s a
mix of Industriol lond and utility eosements
which could facilitate greenway alignement : e . - ;

along the river’s edge, This area benefits : k3 - B, = =i

from numerous bridges and crossing points ' P = - g '} y : m
aleng the river but given the high traffic e A ¢ L -

volumes, bike and pedestrion safety is o
concern, There are fow trolls and multi-use
paths in the area, but the proximity of the
Silver Comet Trail could be leveraged to
create regional connections from the far
west to the Atlanto Beltiine, As the most
densely populoted orea, speciol core should
be given to providing numerous occess
points to re-connect Atlanta’s population
with the river and its scenic beauty.

_____

SUB-AREA 3

* Y CHATTAMOOCHEE
Ty 3 it s e - The southernmost portion of the river is primarily comprised of
y lorge trocts of private lond, mast of them being agricultural or
forested areas. This ownership pottern moy present challenges
to increasing or expanding access to the river. Using existing
right-of-way along roads or utility easements would allow the
greenway fo be continous while providing periodic water
access, This area has the fewest water access points and the
fewest crossings relotive to the rest of the project area. The
rural nature of this sub-area showld be honored and celebrated

Y el T o TR P TN . Y 52 F.  through the identity of the greenway.
- wpatatan |




TASK 3: CONCEPT & VISION

QUESTIONS FOR PLANNING, DESIGN, & PUBLIC INPUT

[ 1 T 5

L} b .
- ' i'
*a' : i - +
| Sl

» Should the greenway prioritize access or
conservation?

» Could the greenway not only “do no harm” but
actually improve ecological connectivity or restore
habitat?

» Should access points be distributed equally along
the length of the river?

» Who are the target users of the greenway?
» What areas need access to open space the most?

» Should the greenway incentivize economic
development?

» How can the greenway project avoid displacing
socially vulnerable communities in this process?

» Should it be a nature experience or have an active
recreational feel?



