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Appendix D:
Public Hearing Transcription

Good Afternoon. My name is Deborah Greene and | am the Executive Director of Budget and Planning at Georgia Tech. | would like to
welcome everyone to this public hearing on the proposed demolition of the Burge Apartments Building. Before we get started, let me
please ask everyone to silence their cell phones and pagers.

First, | would like to make some introductions: From Georgia Tech, we have Mark Demyanek, Assistant Vice President for
Environmental Health and Safety; Howard Wertheimer, Director of Capital Planning and Space Management; Scott Jones, Director of
Facilities Design and Construction; and Mike Black, Director of Student Housing. From EDAW, the consulting firm charged to prepare
our Environmental Effects Report on the proposed demolition of the Burge Apartments Building, we have Robin Cailloux.

Let me now provide a brief chronology of the events leading up to this public hearing. In the fall of 2007, Georgia Tech initially
informed the Board of Regents (BOR) of its intent to demolish the Burge Apartments Building at 210 North Avenue. The building
had been assessed as functionally obsolete and not suitable for Institute programs. As a result of these findings, the building was
recommended for demolition.

A complete due diligence package was provided to the Board staff and, as required by the Georgia Environmental Policy Act (GEPA),
the Historic Preservation Division (HPD) of the Georgia Department of Natural Resources was then informed of Georgia Tech’s intent
to demolish the building. For the next 18 months, Georgia Tech staff continued working with BOR and HPD staff to try to develop a
mitigation plan to reduce the perceived impact of demolishing the building. In response to Georgia Tech’s request in January 2009
for an official opinion on the proposed demolition, HPD issued a letter in February stating its position that the building is historically
significant.

In accordance with GEPA procedural requirements, Georgia Tech prepared an Environmental Effects Report to analyze impact of the
proposed demolition. This report analyzed the impact of removing the building versus retaining the structure for other purposes.
Georgia Tech explored the potential preservation of the building for future use. A workshop with interested parties was held in April
to discuss alternative uses of the building. However, options for mitigation were also discussed because the cost of retro-fitting
modern mechanical systems within the building’s original structure, combined with the cost of maintaining the building until it might
be needed — for an estimated range of five-to-ten years — precludes this possibility. In addition, the maximum ceiling height of 7 feet
and 6 inches does not meet the quality standards that Georgia Tech sets for its facilities.

Georgia Tech is strongly committed to being an effective steward of the environment and historic resources, as demonstrated by
projects it has completed such as the restoration and adaptive re-use of the Lyman Hall Building, the J.S. Coon Building, the Swann
Building, the Holland Plant Building, and most recently the Old Civil Engineering Building. Therefore, the Institute is proposing various
mitigation measures to offset the removal of this structure, including the exploration of salvaging usable brick from the building’s
fagade, making a photographic record of the structure to be housed at the Georgia Tech College of Architecture Library, and exploring
the possibility of placing a commemorative plaque on the site.

In compliance with GEPA, a 30-day public comment period on the EER began June 9, notice being published on June 8 in the Atlanta
Journal Constitution and the Daily Report. We received no comments. The purpose of this public hearing is to provide an opportunity
for those who have issues with the proposed demolition of the Burge Apartments Building to share their concerns. This public hearing
is not required by the Georgia Environmental Policy Act because we received less than the threshold number of comments that would
trigger a mandatory public hearing.

Georgia Tech has provided notice and we are now in the process of conducting the actual hearing. We are open for comments from
anyone who might have a strong desire to speak on the proposed demotion of the Burge Apartments Building, for or against. We
are limiting each speaker to ten minutes. This hearing is being audio-taped at the podium. There is a microphone that will also allow
voice projection throughout the auditorium. As | call you up, please identify yourself and who you represent — whether you are a
student, a faculty member, or a concerned citizen, and the organization you represent, if any.

Please hand me a copy of your testimony prior to your coming up to the podium so we may include it in the final Environmental Effects
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Report.Do we have anyone in the room who would like to speak?

(Please refer to Appendix E for the written testimony of DocoMomo, the one speaker present at the meeting).

Is there anyone else in the room who would like to make a statement? There being none, thank you all for coming this afternoon, and
the proceedings are closed.

[Hearing concluded at 3:20 p.m.]
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Public Comments and Responses to

Comments

do.co,

DOcumentation and COnservation Box 241
of buildings, sites, and neighborhoods of the 931 Monroe Drive, NE
MOdern MOvement Atlanta, Georgia 30308-1795

@ S info@docomomoga.org

www.docomomoga.org

mMo._mo._
Georgia Chapter

09 July 2009

Burge Apartment Building
Demolition of 210 North Avenue, Georgia Institute of Technology
Atlanta, Georgia

DOCOMOMO/US, Georgia Chapter greatly appreciates Georgia Tech’s outreach to
the preservation community regarding this issue.

We have reviewed the Environmental Effects Report (dated June 2009) provided by
Georgia Tech, and would like to offer the following observations:

Understanding: We understand that the building possesses historic significance
and is eligible for listing on the National Register, as stated by the HPD; that the
2004 Master Plan initially proposed demolition of the building to make way for a
new parking deck; that these plans are subject to revision due to changing needs
and the findings of the ongoing North Avenue Corridor Study; and that the
Environmental Effects Report was prepared to comply with GEPA regulations as a
result of the HPD finding of eligibility in early 2009 in response to the 2007 notice
of Georgia Tech’s intention to demolish the structure.

Adaptive Use of the Building: The Chapter must express disappointment at the
limited investigation of technical and economic implications of adaptive use of the
building included in the Environmental Effects Report. Based on our experience,
none of the physical deficiencies listed would necessarily prevent rehabilitation and
reuse of the structure, and are common to many historic buildings, regardless of
style or age. In addition, as was discussed at the recent workshop, there may exist
opportunities for construction of appropriate additions to the structure to address
deficiencies related to circulation, egress, and provision of up-to-date systems.

Therefore we encourage Georgia Tech to further explore Alternatives 1 and 2 in
sufficient detail to better understand the implications of adaptive use, prior to
moving forward with the “preferred alternative” of demolition.

Mitigation: Regarding the proposed mitigation, we suggest the addition of a
detailed investigation into the energy embodied in the existing structure be
conducted. Such a study would provide invaluable data to help make informed
decisions in the future regarding adaptive use of existing structures and
sustainable development of campuses throughout the state.

Future Planning: While we cannot comment on current or future space needs for
Georgia Tech, that a building of this significance is under consideration for
demolition underscores the need for an update to the 2001 Georgia Tech Historic
Preservation Plan which does not include many of the Modern-era structures likely
eligible for listing on the National Register; it suggests that future planning efforts
should consider and identify appropriate uses for historic buildings early in the
process (i.e. housing or offices for the Burge Apartments, for example); and that
adaptive use of historic structures should be an integral component of sustainable
development of the Georgia Tech campus.
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Appendix E, continued:

Public Comments and Responses to
Comments

Georgia Tech is appreciative of the comments received from DOCOMOMO during the entire Georgia Environmental Policy Act
process. The following is Georgia Tech’s response to issues raised by the organization.

As a research university, Georgia Tech is committed to advancing sustainable practices on its campus and advancing knowledge
in sustainable practices. The Institute is interested in the potential for studying embodied energy in existing structures. Contact
with Institute faculty who are engaged in this area of research has been initiated, but Georgia Tech cannot commit to a specific
schedule at this time for implementation of such a study on the Burge Apartments Building.

At the time of the Public Hearing, Georgia Tech was already engaged in an update of its 2001 Campus Historic Preservation Plan.
The Institute expects completion of the Update by the end of 2009.
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Appendix F:
Historic Preservation Division Response to
Proposed Demoaolition

Georgialhstituiie
off Technology

Vice President of Administration and Finance

January 9, 2009

Dr. Ray Luce, Director

Historic Preservation Division

Georgia Department of Natural Resources
34 Peachtree Street, NW

Suite 1600

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

RE: Burge Apartments
Demolition of 210 North Avenue
Georgia Institute of Technology
Atlanta, GA

20

Dear Dr. L/ué;a: ¢ L

As you recall, staff from the Historic Preservation Division, Georgia Tech, and the Board of
Regents met last January to discuss several proposed demolition projects, including Burge
Apartments. At that time, you indicated your opposition to the Burge demolition and Georgia
Tech postponed further formal action on the project while we continued informal discussions,
and while Georgia Tech engaged in further study of the development of the North Avenue
Corridor.

[ am now writing to request your official review of the attached documentation and
recommendation on the proposed demolition of Burge Apartments, located at 210 North Avenue,
in the City of Atlanta. The accompanying Historic Structure Report and photographic record
was prepared by Stevens & Wilkinson Stang and Newdow, Inc. with Ray & Associates in
September of 2007.

Our consultant did not determine the options for the ultimate future use of the building and/or the
building site. However, Georgia Tech contracted with Urban Collage and Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc. to study the North Avenue Corridor from the Connector Bridge to Northside
Drive, and to consider Burge Apartments within the context of the scope of the North Avenue
Corridor. The current plan being contemplated for the North Avenue Corridor would replace the
existing vacant and structurally unsound facility with a building that would function as non-
academic administrative support space, which would allow existing administrative functions
currently housed on the central campus to relocate and free up those buildings — especially those
in the historic district — for academic purposes. It is also envisioned that this would create an

Georgia Institute of Technology

Lyman Hall, Room 309

225 North Avenue NW

Atlanta, Georgia 30332-0257 US.A.
PHONE 404089407444 rax 404¢894°1647

A Unit of the University System of Georgia An Equal Education and Empl Opp ity Instituti
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Dr. Ray Luce
Page 2

opportunity to provide a visual expansion of the Tech Tower lawn, and its historic landscape,
across North Avenue. The site would ultimately provide the location for a new facility that
would contribute to the reformation of North Avenue as a part of the new urban fabric. The
North Avenue Corridor reformation is envisioned as an extension of Midtown Atlanta’s urban
character, which has been successfully developed by Georgia Tech and others over the last five-
to-eight years, bringing renewed vibrancy to this once neglected part of Atlanta.

In accordance with the Georgia Environmental Policy Act (GEPA), it is our plan to prepare an
Environmental Effects Report (EER). Recommendations for mitigation measures to the
demolition will be developed by historic preservation professionals with the firm EDAW and
included in the EER. Georgia Tech will follow the Board of Regents and State of Georgia
requirements for public notification and comment, and will consider implementation of
mitigation measures that may be presented in addition to those developed by EDAW.

If I may be of further assistance, please call me at 404-385-7102.

Sincerely,

N
N ,
Ci\/@’{/)é@c/

Deborah L. Greene, PhD
Executive Director of Budget and Planning

Enclosure

cc: Dr. Gary B. Schuster
Mr. Steven G. Swant
Mr. Chuck Rhode
Ms. Rosalind Meyer
Ms. Sandra Neuse -
Mr. Michael Miller
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Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Noel Holcomb, Commissioner H|St0r|C PreServation D|V|S|On

W. Ray Luce, Division Director and Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
34 Peachtree Street, NW, Suite 1600, Atlanta, Georgia 30303
Telephone (404) 656-2840 Fax (404) 657-1040 http://iwww.gashpo.org

February 6, 2009

Deborah L. Greene, Ph.D.

Executive Director, Office of Budget and Planning
Georgia Institute of Technology

225 North Avenue, NW, Lyman Hall, Room 304
Atlanta, Georgia 30332-0257

RE: GA Tech: Demolish Flippen D. Burge Apartments, 210 North Avenue, Atlanta
Fulton County, Georgia N
SP-070509-001 :

Dear Dr. Greene:

Thank you for providing the additional information concerning the above referenced project at the Georgia
Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia. Our comments are offered to assist the Georgia Board of
Regents and Georgia Instituc of Technology in complying with the provisions of the Georgia Environmental Policy
Act (GEPA) and the State Agency Historic Property Stewardship Program (OCGA-12-3-50-58).

HPD has reviewed the Burge Apartment Historic Structure Report by Steven & Wilkinson Stang &
Newdow Inc. with Ray & Associates dated September 20, 2007. In our opinion, the report provides an informative
and sufficient historic context for the property as well as for the historical development of the Georgia Institute of
Technology campus. However, it provides only minimal information regarding the building’s existing condition
and possibilities for rehabilitation or adaptive use.

The transmittal letter for the report suggests that the building is structurally unsound and that it does not fit
planning concepts for the North Avenue Corridor. However, the photographs provided indicate that the building
was in good condition at the time the report was written and do not support the statement regarding lack of structural
soundness. Additionally, no information has been submitted regarding a study of the North Avenue Corridor,
including redevelopment parameters. However, comments about this redevelopment appear to imply that retaining
the building was not included as a consideration. Furthermore, the comment regarding expanding the Tech Tower
lawn across North Avenue, implying a historical relationship with its historic landscape, does not appear to be
reasonable justification for demolition as the information provided does not establish such a relationship historically
existed.

As previously stated in our letter dated May 25, 2007, it is our opinion that the demolition of the Flippen D.
Burge Apartments will have a significant impact to historic resources, in accordance with GEPA and OCGA 12-3-
50-58. HPD remains of the opinion that without investigation of adaptive use potential, meaningful consideration of
incorporating the building within any North Avenue corridor redevelopment, and demonstration that retention of the
building is not feasible, Georgia Institute of Technology does not appear to be in compliance with OCGA 12-3-55.

We look forward to continued consultation with Georgia Institute of Technology to explore alternatives to
demolition for this building, which is among the relatively few International Style buildings built in the state
immediately after World War II. If you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact Karen Anderson-Cordova, Planning & Local Assistance Unit Manager, at (404) 651-6461 or
Betsy Shirk, Environmental Review Coordinator, at (404) 651-6624.

Si ,

W

W. Ray Luce!
Division Director
WRL:ECS
cc: Le’Var Rice, ARC
Michael Miller, Board of Regents
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Michaal Palterson

Director of Design and Const
Office of Facilities

Qeorgin Insriture of Technology
935 Fowler Street, NW
Atlunta. Georgin 30332-0410

GA. DEP. NATURAL. RESOR

RS WEBB PAGE @2/83

TEL: 404 687 1040 P. 002

Georgia Depariment of Natural Resources

Historic Preservation Division

W. Ray Luce, Division Direclor and Deputy State Historic Preservation Olficer
34 Peachtige Sireet, NW, Suile 1600, Atlanta, Georgia 30303-2316
Telephone (404) 656-2840 Fax (404) 857-1040 hitp://www nashae.owg

ctuon

RE: Georgia Tech: Damol}ch Flippen D. Burge Apartments, 210 North Avenue, Atlagta

Fultan County, Geor
SP-070509-001

Dear Mr. Pattersan:

The Historic Preservat

fn

on Division (HPD) has roviewed the information submitred conceming the

above referenced project at the [Georgia Institute of Techholagy, Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia, Qur
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Wi would be pleased Lo continue coordinanion on this project znd we laok torwird to working
togecher to rench an agreementon future planys that will include the preservauon and use of this important
tundmark of modem architceture. Please refer to projuct number SP-070509-001 in any future comespandence
teparding this undertaking. If fve may b of further assistance. plesse do not hesitate to conmet Steven
MofTean. Architecmral Fistorian, at (404) 651-5906, or Michels Volkema. Environmental Review Spectalist,
ut (404) G51-G546.

-

Sincegt_:_!% f
LD ’ 5\&") Y e
W, Ray Luce

Division Director,
Deputy State Historic Preservavion Officor

WRL:may

Gel Julie Xevach, ARC
Doug Young, AUDC
Boyd Coons. Atlanta Breservanon Centar
Neil Bowen, R.5, Welib
Michael Miller, BOR
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Georgialnsifituiie e
@{F Tech [ﬁ]@D@)@y Atlanta, Georgia 3033’2-04 10

Fax (404) 894-8188

June 20, 2007

W. Ray Luce

Division Director,

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
34 Peachtree St., NW, Suite 1600

Atlanta, GA 30303 - 2316

RE: GT Demolition of the Flippen D. Burge Apartments, 210 North Avenue, Atlanta, GA.
SP-070509-001

Dear Mr. Luce:

Thank you for the expedient review and response to the Phasel Environmental Site Assessment
of the GT Burge Apartments property, as prepared by ATC Associates. We are pleased to learn
that the project will have no significant impact to the archaeological resources within the
project’s area of potential effects. We are however surprised that the Burge Apartments, which
was professionally recommended as not eligible for the Georgia/National Registry in the 2000
Building Survey, is now considered eligible for the Georgia/National Registry.

Recent Georgia Tech acquisitions have further confirmed our decision to remove the Burge
Apartments building from our housing inventory. We have added an additional 2000 student
beds with the purchase of the Georgia State University housing complex, and have also avoided
costly and regressive renovation projects.

I will call soon to schedule a meeting with you and the appropriate HPD staff members as well
BoR representatives to discuss the project and also possible mitigation actions in response to
the pending demolition.

rely,

Director of Design & Construction
Georgia Institute of Technology

cc: Steven Moffson
Michael Miller, BoR
Steven Swant
Rosalind Meyers
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