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The Building lnspectb'1:i(Department 

• J 

The Bui Id i ng 1 nspe cti ;/o epartm ent i-s-mvvoo~r~ne;;'(dhwriittlT-rn!rnm;-rem Pte~ m<i~~~ec1 r 

e flT \:;;,.; •• ~m:i:~ sas;~· administers and enforces the Zoning 

Ordina_ncer the Housing and Slum Clearance Coder the Housing Demolition Ordinancer i"he Georgia 

Safety Fire Law and the Elevator Ordinance. Its responsibilities generally regulate the private use of 

private property. The manner in which the department does its job and works with other agencies both 

in and out of the City government will be reflected in the quality of tota I community deve loprre nt . 

/taffingr organie a t ion_, and records must be so developed as to have flexibi I ity r comprehenz ivenessr 

and sensitivi ty to the needs and requirements of area act ion. ~ e Bui ding lnspect~ jDepartment hcis 

been the subject of extensive review and reorganization to better prepare it for th eS: role. Implementation 

of the reorganization is now in the final stage . <fhis ptese~ 

t 

syste 

!'?'ft.. It wou Id be inappropriate to attempt to evaluate performance 

rf--er-menG.e.tmaQSk!rem:e A' sh:oo:td b d ev-=e bo~ecl • 
:;, (?..(' 11 , \.11 2.... / -:, [ I V 1J 

In 1964 Public Administration- Service prepared a survey report relating to the consolidat ion of 

inspect ion.- ~erv ic e.:. in the City of Atlanta. This report reviewed and identified all inspectional functions 

. _.., 
carr ied out among several departme nts with;ithe City government. The major attention of the report 

was focused on the Department of Building Inspections. The find ings of the report led to recommendat ions 

for an expanded department of Building Inspe ctions to include plumbing inspection (from the Construction 

Departme nt) , e lectrical inspection (from the Department of Electricity) and housing code inspection 

(from the Department of Urban Renewal). The City adopted the full re port.· The Departme nts of 

Ele c trici ty and Urban Renewal were abolished when the ir few remaining responsibi I ities were transferred 

to other departments a nd agencies. No one lost his job or was reduced in salary du e to the imp leme ntat ion 

of these re commendat ions. 

· I 
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Consolidation began in July of 1964. in-1;,he beginni~ little more could be accomplished than 

to effect a legal change. The various officer s were spread .from the third floor of City Hall t; the 

thirteenth floor. In late summer 1965, one year later,major office realignments were made at City Hall 

w!)jcb resulted Ln the Building lnspecti'on D~partment occupying all of the eighth and ninth floors. ~ -
C1[tj1c.k ~ ~ ~ '---- 19~(, ~- · · · · . 
Priysical provisions were made for a central records an:! statistical unit and the central permits desk·. 

Staffing for the Records Bureau was provided by cleri ca I personnel formerly assigned fo each of the 

-
~ i:n~sp~e: c: t~i:o~n~d: i:v~is~i~o:n:s:.. -----.:...~--------------r'..:.·---------... ,-__ _ i 

.,... \ -----The present organization dif'{ers from the proposed plan in t;,vo minor ways. First there is 

\ I 
no separate zoning ..,_.,-/-.,u--11-'': :'( ~ning enforcement is carried out by the B~i !ding Code Enforcement 

- ~ . . >, u . ~ 
Division. The build_ing inspectors c rry on this dual functi • IM,s,.Fep'!!ed.'tbgt zgping enforcement 

• One aspect o the zoning enforcement and control is in the 

This would be another important step in con oli ating related functions concerning building construction. 

Another area of responsibility that could proP. r}y be assigned to the Building Inspection Department 

would be the functions now carried out by epartment of City Hall. The Building De partment 

and prepares plans and supervises all a ditions an alterations to the City Hall and all other City 

build ings. This new division, to be ail e d a Division of Ci ty Buildings, would be responsible for the 

custod ia l duties at City Hall, sup rvising alteration ball City buildings, and tQ\ provide technical · 

information and assistance toot er City de partments in the operation and maintenance of their bui ldings. 

An O rganization Chart ind ic ting the prese nt organiz tion and incl uding the suggested addi t ion of the 

Division of City Buildings ·s presented in Chart ---....,,.... 
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Staffing. The Department has a technical staff of 72 and a clerical staff of 16. The technical 

staff includes the depart~ent head (Building Official), an assistant Building Official, two 

architect engineers, ten plumbing inspectors, 10 electrical inspectors, 2 elevator inspectors, 9 heating . 

and vent ilating ins,)ectors and engineers, 16 building inspectors and 15 persons engaged in Housing 

Code enforcement. Six technicians are either registered engineers or architects. Most of the 

specialized inspectors are I icenseJ in their trades, 

Dual Inspections . There is a decided trend throughou·t the county towards the use of dual 

inspectors. By combining inspectional duties one person inspects two or more inspectional 

fields providing competent inspection in an economical manner. The most common dual inspections 

are building and zoning, plumbing and heating, and building and housing. The City of Atlanta has 

only one type of dual inspection - building and zoning. Efforts to extend combined inspections 

usually meet strong resistance from craft unions. The use of qua! inspections might necessarily 

have to be limited to residential buildings. This will involve the greatest volume of work, but also 

the most routine from the standpoint of technical difficulty. An expanded program of dual inspections 

requires a well developed in-training program, co?perat ion and understanding of the craft unions, 

and support from the City administration. Atlanta could probably extend its dual irspections to include 

Housing Code inspedions to al I its inspectional specialities •. Every inspector, then, wru Id be 
,. 

responsible to note and report to the Housing Code Division any violations observed. Follow-up 

inspect ions regarding housing code violation would. remain the responsibili ty of the Housing Division. 

This modificat ion would go far in expanding the ability of the City to identify homes that are 

deve lop ing features that lead to blight. 

Work Program lnspectiona l services are provided to insure the hea lth, safety and genera l welfare 

of the communi ty. Bu i ld ing inspections insure that structures will be buil t , repaired and altered 

in accordance with accepted stand~rds. Pl umbing inspections insure that water a nd sewer facil iti~ are in­

stalled in a manner that will protect the occupants health. Heating and Ve ntilating inspections assure 

that heating units are installed proper~y and includes provisions for smoke a~atement in ord~r to reduce 
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air pollution. Electrical Inspections insure that wiring installations will reduce fire hazards. 

Housing inspections differ from the above in that the housing code is concerned with buildings 

that were built under former regulations (usually these required lower standards of safety and sanitation). 

It is the general purpose of housing inspection to upgrade the standing of living in existing housing. 

Zoning ordinance enforcement activities support the r~gulation~of land use, control of height 

and bulk of buildings, establish area requirements for yards and other open spaces. 

The volume of work undertaken by the department may be measured by the value and number of 

building permits issued in the past 10 yearsf t 

Year . Value of Building (mill ions Number of Permits 
of Dollars) 

1955 76 10,613 
1956 59 9,682 
1957 59 7,791 
1958 108 8,327 
1959 114 8,728 
1960 91 8,311 
1961 96 10,158 
1962 117 9.357 
1963 109 9,168 
1964 150 9,142 
JI({,$ 

Building Codes The City of Atlanta provides through these various codes a high standard of 
. /L_C.,~:,,{ _.., 

construction. The National Building Code is basically used for building. In 1965 a ..r,ewretl 
Code 

National ElectricaVwil I be issued which will be adopted by the City" Currently the City is using 

the existing National Electrical Code with some local amendments. The City is a leader 

in developing a Heati ng Code . This code has receoved national acclaim and has been widely 

adopted by other c ities. The Plumbing and the Housing codes are not based.after any mode l code, 

but do incorporate high standards. G enerally, the codes provide for e ight inspections to be made 

during actual cons 1ruction. A final inspection is made upon completion of all work to assure 

conformance to land use, type of building, area of lot _and other requi rements of the zoning and 

building ordinances a nd codes. A certificate of occupancy is issued at that time. 
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Budget and Revue. The department collects in fees enough funds to cover al I the expenses of 

operation. A recent survey of municipal building inspection practices indicated that 72 per cent 

of 101 cities over 100~000 population receive 75 per cent or more of their operating budget from 
. ' . 

fees. Thirty-two per cent of these cities receive 100 % or more of their operating budget from 

fees. 

Public Conveniencs-. The consolidation of inspectional service and a central building permits 

desk serves as a public conveniencee A contractor or individual can get all building permits 

at one location. He must, however, still go to several other locations within City Hall 

for other basic information and permits. Water permits, water meters and location of water 

facilities a re obtained from 'the Water Department; Sewer permits, Street Opening permits, 

sewer assessments, curbcut permits and location of sewer foci! ities are obtained from the Construct ion 

Department . Applications for rezoning and street numbers are provided at the Pl ::mning Department. 

Copies of the Zoning Code are purchased from the City Clerk as are I icenses to engage in the construction 

Business. Complete consolidation of these information and permit issuing functions requires .considerabl e 

study and would effect changes that cr:,ss over departmental lines. De rtments have a tende {;, to 

ts. 

None prese nt ly exists. 
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDINGS 

The Department of Buildings admini ter nd enforces the 

Zoning Ordinance , the Ho using and Slum Clearanc Code , the Housing 

.Oamolition Ordinance , the Georgia Safety F ire Law and th Elev -tor 

Ordin nc • Its respon ibilities generally regulate the p riv te use of priv tc 

property. The m anner in which the department doe its job and works with 

other agencies both in and out of the City government will be r fleeted in 

the quality of t otal community development. Staffing , o rganiz ation~ and 

r cords must be so de veloped as to have flexibility. comprehonsiven ss , 

and eesnitivity t o the ne ds and rcquil"cments of are ction. 

The Department of Buildings ha been the subject of extensive 

review nd reorganization t o better prepare it for it rol . Implement tion 

of the r organization i now in th final stage . It would be inappropriate 

to ttempt to evaluate p rformance . 

1n 1964, Public Admini tration S rvic pr p r d surv y r port 

r l tin t o the coneolid tion of in p ction 1 rvic s in th City of Atl nta. 

Thh r port .revi d nd l ntifi d 11 inspection 1 functions c rricd out 

mong • ver d partm_ente lthin the City ov rrunent. '.lb. major attention 

0£ the report w • focused on th Dep rtm nt of Buildin In p ctione. The 

finding• of th r port 14d to reconunend tlon for an xpend d de rtm nt of 
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Buil ng Inspections t o include plumbing inspection (from th Construction 

Departnlent) , electri c 1 in pection (from the Dep rtment of Electrici ty) and 

housing code inspection (from the Departm.ent of Urb n Renewal ). The City 

adopted the full report . l'he Department s of El ctricity nd Urban R newal 

were a bolished when the i:r few remainin g responsibilitie w re transferred 

t o other de partm ents and ag ncie . No one lost h i s job o r was reduced in 

alary due t o the implement tion of these recomrn nd ti.ens . 

C on olidation b gan in Jul y of 1964. In the beginning little more 

could be _ ccomplished th n to e!fect a legal ch ng • Th v rious offic s 

er pread from the third floor of City Hall to th thirte nth floor . In 1 te 

UIXUn r 1965, one y ar 1 t r , major offic re lignment w r made t City 

Hall hich re ulted in t Dep t"bnent of Buildin e occupying 11 of th ighth 

nd n inth floor • Fu.rther office eignm nts r m de in 1966. Phy ic 1 

provi ion r made for a e ntr 1 record d t ti tic 1 unit and t he c ntral 

permit d k . St ffing for- th Records Bure u wa provid d by cl rlc 1 

p r•onnel formerly s 1 ned to ch of the in p ction divi · i o.oe . 

Staffing 

Th Dep rtm nt h s t chnic 1 t ff of 72 nd cl ric l tall 

of 16. The technical et ft Includes the d partment h d (Building Official), 

u aaietant Building Official; two rchlt ct ngine r , ten plwnbl g in•p ctor.s, 
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ten electrical inspectors , two elevator inspectors , nine heating :.nd 

ventil ting inspectors and ongin ers, sixteen buildin inspectors and 

- fift en persons engaged in housing code nforcement. Six technicians are 

ither registered engineers or architects . Must of the specialized inspectors 

are licensed in their trades. 

Work Program 

Inspectional s rvic re provid d to in ur the he 1th, safety 

and neral welfare of the community. Building insp ctions in urc th t 

structures will b built~ rep ired and alt red in c.cordance with accepted 

tand rds . Plum.bing in pections insu1•e that w r facilitie 

are inst 11 d in manner that ill protect the occup nts health. He ting 

nd ventil ting in p c:tion a ure that heatin unit ar install d prop rly 

nd include provi ion for moke batem nt in order to reduce ir pollution. 

El ctrical insp ction in.aur th t wiring in tall tions 11 r duce !ir 

h rd • Hou ing in pectiona di.ff r from th bove in th t ~e bou ing 

cod i one rned ith bu.Uding that ere built und r lorm r r gul tion 

(u ually th r quired low r at nd rd of a£ ty nd 

neral purpoae ot ho In in pection to upgr d th 

itation). It ie the 

nda-rd of living l 

exlstin bou.•ing. Zoning ordin c enforc: m nt ctiviti 

r ulatlon1 of land u . • control of h l ht nd bulk ol buildin 

1' quir ment for yards a d other o n •pace • 

upport the 

t · bllth ar a 
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The volume of work under taken by the departm.e.nt may be 

measur ed by the value and number of b uilding permits issued i n the past 

ten ye rs . 

Yer -
1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 
1960 
1961 
1962 
1963 
1964 
1965 

Value of Build ing 
(Million of Dolla r s ) 

76 
59 
59 

108 
114 

91 
96 

117 
109 
150 

Building C 

Numbe r of Permits 

10, 613 
9, 682 
7,791 
8. 327 
8, 728 
8., 311 

10 , 158 
99;i957 

9, 168 
9, 142 

Th City of Atl nt provid s tbro·u h thes various code a high 

stand rd of con tructlon. The Nation l Building Cod 1 ba ic lly us d !or 

building. In 1965 a revh _ d Nation l El ctrical C od i SU! _ d bich 

l be dop d by the City. Durrently the City is u•in th exi: ting N tional 

Electric l C od ith aom local ndm.ent • Th City i8 1 der in 

velopl.ng He ting Cod • Thi cod has rec ived n tlon 1 eel im d h s 

n ld ly adopt d by o r ciU e . The Plumbing nd th Ho u ing C od • 

are not bu d aft r ny m-od l code, but do incorporate hi · h standard& . 

/ 
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Gener ly, the codes provide for eight insp ction t o b made during actual 

construction. A final inspection .i made upon com.pletion of all work to 

a ure conformance to land use , type of building, area of lot nd other 

requirem ents of the zoning and building ordinance nd codes . A certificate 

of occupancy is issued at that time. 

Budget and Rev1.1e 

The departm nt collects in f enough fund to cover all the 

,q,ense of operation. A recent survey of municipal building inspection 

p ractic e indicat d that 7 2 per c nt of 101 c ities over 100,, 000 popul tion 

rec i v 75 p r c nt or mor of their op r ting budget from te s . Thirty .. 

two p r cent of th e citi receive 100 per cent or tno:re of th ir operating 

bud t from £ s . 

The con oUd tion of in pection 1 rvlc and <:enttal building 

permits d k rv a a public con'Vi nienc • A contr ctor or individu 

can t all buildin p rmlt at on location. H m ust~ ho v r ., till o to 

v iial othe:r loc: tio ithin City H l for other basic lnfor tlon d 

r te. rm.it•, a r meter d l ocation of t,r f eiliti • r 

obt ed from th 1ater Dep rtrq.entJ 

• I' ••• e•ment, . c rb c t rm.it 

r p rmita, treet op nlng per :ta, 

d loc tl of • er f clltti e ar 
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obtained from the Construction Dep rtment. pplieations for rezoning 

nd strc t numbers are provided at the Planning Dep rtment. Copies of the 

Zon ng Cede are purchas d from tl1e City Cler! as a.re 1-icensee to engag 

in the construction bu~ ines • C .:>mplete consolid tion of the e information 

nd permit \issuing function require considerable study and would !fed 

ch.an es that ero over dep l'tment l line • 



I 

I 

I 

.. 
· .• 

1/ 
0 t,, 

Structures 

Residential 

.. 

ti. 
(/ 

Non-Resident.;c;il 

Total 

Housing ..... : 
nits · ._ · 

¾, • 

"-lo~ ,.,A, 

I 

/ 

Total 

97879 
o C 

11830 

, 109.709 

163,205 
100.0 

I , . 
, ~ I ! I I 

-·-·-· - ... ..--.z_ 

Estimated Number of Structures and Housing Units 
City of Atlanta CIP Field Survey 
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Standard 
Minor 
Repair 

In need of 
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Repair Dilapidated 
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113,408 

48 ,188 

,2.5,64,5 
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DETERIOR.lTINGz 
l'+,614v Total. 
,,4o5 · ill plumbing 

Lacki12g ao~e 
present. 
\ 
or all taoili ti•s • . 

DILAPIDATED: 
?,929.,,. Total. 

DILAPIDATED 
~ 22 ,543. Total. . · 1:; 

ff-· 

& DETERIOR!TED: 

~-;:; 
... , ., ... 
.;;l·it ::I 

·11ii 'ji. ·!h -'I 
!1 . ,1•! 
,!I r, 

{In a telephone conYers&tion with Mis Peg '!Breeland, of M.P.C., on Juq 12, , 
ho told 'm.e the Federal Cenaua t igurH on dil&pidation are lover than M.~.C. 

ua1r..i.c:111.tee. She spot checked and touncl Conawa \'..tiguree lower than aatul oon~ 
41.tiou ahov in the tiel.d.) J.J.. Rabun, A.aeiet. . Director · -- -
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Somo time ago at the requeot cf Mr .. Willia~ P.. Woffordp the 
Building Official of t he c·ty of Atla.~tal) you roview~d the 
draft of the DOC.A B~~lc Housi.."1.!I Codo ond submitted so.mo 
comments. Under separate cov r D at Mr. 'offord0o requoot, 
we M.VG zent to you t hrco C0'7.pliraenta?'7J copies of this code 
as it w--as £1.n.nlly publ ohed., We are enclosing a copy of 
our ?ublication and Price List _or your information in the 
event you havo occt1sion to refer to this Gnd the DOCA. ~odes 
in the areas ~hich you Dervo. 

Wo vory muoh appraciato your t3k:ing the time to commant on 
the early dr.nrt of thin code ~d :r.ust apolo; iza £or not 
earlier communic~t1nc with you roearuing this~ In the 
vol1.1(7.e of wor' i nvolv d i t u~o in~ozsible for ue to 
col'llmun1cdte our appracinti o~ to everyone. Pl e3se forgive 
this oversight. 

Your comrr..onts b--ere e~:..""Ofully J.-Ovim-rod by- he Cor.rrirl. t ·tea and 
you tW.Y find that eo:::c cf the~ ·"'Oro incorporo.U!d in tho code. 
Other~ may not have baon used oinco in the O\"arall concept 
or tho Codtlt t he cor~.J. .. tc~ rnA.., h~ve felt it u."ldcs1rablo to 
uee them at this ti.moo t-le ar.tici;,ate .modifications of the 
code as experionco indient co ucccsoory and thia may l ez.i 
to the adoption of so~:a of t,t-._ tninga previoual:, B1U3gcst.ed 
but not accepted by tl:>..3 Com.niittoa. 

Th BOCA Dasie Hou~in3 Code io prop:ired t o. ba ueed in con­
junction with the., BOCA. D~aie Building Codeo Tocethar they 
pro·.ride oll tlw nccozaarf authoritie3 for the administration 
or r~gulnt1ons govornin~ both old and nm-r buildinge1e '!'hoy­
a.ro based on the poli~7 th.at ~11 activiti~s deuin~ with t he 
buildinz in com.-nunity ahoul.d c~::i under tho dir~ct super­
vision ot tbs buildin~ o£fic1alo Housing authoritioa or 
a1milar local public D.£.'Onciee, pl&nnini bo rd and oth r 

•. 
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branches of local eovez:nment concernod with buildings and their use 
should h ve the full coop0ratlon of t he building depart.~ent in 
determining t he p ysical con ·tin of the buildings and in such 
ot,her matters as may be nee Swai".Y• Violation not,ices and correction 
orders rsgarciing buildings should bo issued by one aeency only -
t ' e building d~!)al"'trnen't-:-=althour;, . t he f .:.re prevent.ion official may 
properly issue notic~s nnd orders r gardine fizae haz~rds resulting 
from th.0 processos of ha11.dl-nr.; of fl ~"1m.?.bl0 ma· erials ovsr which h . 
has ju:d.~diction g and t ha ho~lt offieia may iasuo ord rs reg rding 
sanitation - 11':i!)roper use of s ani.tary f.:;'lcilities or unsa.l'litary 
practices ~ \;hich are under hi s jurisdi,f·iono We believe that these 
assumptions quite well take Cal'I of all necessary conditions and that 
they are s ound and practical. ~ •. 

Under thia arrangement ~ppeals from ed.~inistrative orders are provided 
uithin pro. 0r 11.mita.tions throc.~h pro"Jisions of the building code. 
Such ap erJ.s would apply equally to ordors issued in connection i;n.th · 
corrections under the Housing ·Code se to those issued under the 
Buil ding Code. 

We ... ould .relcon:.e any further eont":!ents you may hav... in connection with 
this and the nsults of y~ur experience or the experience of communities 
with b"hich you may come in contact in its use. 

.,,-, 

' . . . 
psb/ f Paul E. Baseler . 

Executive Director 

1 -

,· 



Mr. w. R. Wofford, Building Official 
Department of Building J;nspector 
City of Atlanta 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Dear Mr. Wofford: 

November 30, 1964 

Below is a report . of inspections made on buildings by t _he Housing Code 
Division of the Building Department from November 1, 1964, through 
November 30, 1964. 

1. 

2. 
3. _ 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

l g 

Buildings inspected this month 

Units Involved 
Buildings repaired this month 
Units repaired this month 
Buildings demolished this month 
Units demolished this month 
Better Housing Commission 
City Attorney Cases 
Court Cases 
Amount of fines imposed 

June 1, 1964 

Buildings inspected to date 

Units Involved 
Buildings repaired to date 
Units repaired to date 
Buildings demolished to date 
Units demolished t o date 

Original 
Re-Inspections 

November 30, 1964 

Original 
Re-Inspect ions 

PERIOD 
155 

1448 
289 
122 
214 

48 
107 
33 
43 

f 
'-2_7) 

$550 

CUMULATIVE 
1.386 
5696 
2600 
741 

Better Housing Commiss ion Cases to date 
City Attorney Cases t o date 

1139 
220 
396 
186 
365 
240 Court Cases to da te 

Amount of fines to date $5512 

Very tr.uly yours, 

(} /11,,J-= ,m 
/ /~. S. Buchanan · 

Chief Inspector 

315 
62 

100 
10 
15 

12 
$14o 

1505 
506 
947 
164 
267 

56 
$1991 · 

... 

•. 



OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

MEMO 

From the desk of - -

W. R. Wofford, Inspector of Buildings 

Mr. R. Earl Landers 
Assistant to the Mayor 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Attached is a report of Housing Code 

activities for the year 1964 together with 

our accomplishments and needs. 

The report is complete through November. 

Projected totals are shown for the entire 

year. 

" 



CITY OF ATLANTA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

800 CITY HALL 

T E L. JA. 2 -4463 EXT. 3 2 1 

ATLANTA. GEORGIA 

r 10 1964 

DEP1All'JBB!fl OF BUIU>lBGS 

HOOSl CODE DIVISI.ON • YBAB.. 1964 

1 . uildiDg ins ct d to te 

2 . Unit involv d 

3. uild i • ~epair d to t 

4. Unit r ir d to t 

• Unit d li bed to date 

Origi . 1 
•lllsp. ctiot'a 

7. tt 1' Housing C Cu to 

8. City Att mey c I to date 

11 ing f ta i• d tor: 

Addition•, Alteration• & -1,f,U.r• to 
l.aaid tlal ild1 

Uti ti 1 Uuit• 

2,660 
10,524 

4 , 'lSO 

l,319 

2,(H6 

322 

578 

2. 8 

57 

335 

$ 7, 79 

4 ,000 

PROJECTED 
TRRU 

n CEMB'BR 

2, 904 
11 ,480 

S,1 

1,440 

2,200 

3Sl 

630 

31 

632 

366 

$ 8,704 

$4, 51Ql Val 
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CITY OF ATLANTA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

800 CITY HALL 

TEL. JA. 2 -4463 EXT. 321 

ATLAN T A , GEORGIA 

14 ocb Thur y 

iltty ~f availul 1 

cu · . At t 

ci al 

of BO"Rlllber, 1964, 335 Bowd. be - ti-f.e 1 

1th total £1 

( ) 

for c _ 

· ut. U• for ropo• 4 u of ore 

~t. 

f 

tct.~ ti of 

ttc p ar. fr Bouai 

Code fore tlal if • Ctty u to aeet F . rat 11 

for Ur 1 65 . 

(c) . Atta M be-ravlt ia a" :rt nflacti tlle t 

ts 18 lv .. 11 • •· eto. • t. r of oalt• 

u f ..- alterad I' •i ' tal 

ial uat.ta. Tie 1• • t · 

• troJ.c~ f rt: t. ll' JUI' f 19 • 
l a4dlt rt .... 1 -' 72 

r, 

ta. 



llouai Code · 19 

(d) sult of t Hou 1Qg Cod nforc . t f£ort te 

prov n tb , n · fo:r trcmg r provi ion • $ ver l .. an:encue1Dt to t .he Hou 

Code hwe r eently 

t'tant of tbe 

ctf..on. 14. 12. 

Ut ullit. 

proi,e11:ty • 

of cb clw 11 

to cl 1fy 

, 

i 

it or untta. 

t 

1 otrtc lo~ a OT other 

xt ti ub t.andard 

, n iDspeet f.o of ,t 

. th f tbllity f \"e illt ti 

ctioa 14.13. UUli·t · • rvlc aball t be provided to 

lU unit or 111. unit 

1110 unit b 

Ud c -rtif:tcat .· of 

Gl!lltlmatn.t on June 15 • 19 

t Cid. f B 1 ctrlc.tl I p.ect.or 

2. 

qu1,~amward -.11 ···"'. 
.- btlltaU t t the re 

t I' to:r until the atl'tlctur a 

u•i Cod • 

• 

(a) • 1D o r to iD lU • withla die city by 

1970, s Mdltioaal tre4 provided to-r i • 
t. 

l:tt • Additional technical inspectors as requested in the 1965 budget 
are urgently needed. 

(b) • lf the 



vtolat'ieu w t . 

. • . b t . vithl t . 

o lS , 1.1 64 

t tton 

• Partlcul r 

p. 3 . 

eoadttioos Qfn. ct 

' ~ ired 

artmant · a cl an-up of pr 

c me an4 fioa t Qt· foi-· atr et 

id . lk illp'C'OV 

oft city. 

t .ru1caent • U 

(c) tegltJtt\19· 

alat1 

11at · vt.11 puait the city 

c-....,_ comice1:-a .. 

fl tP'8 IIOP"1'111 that •ct.llti00.1 

litf. Of 11vt,UJ\l, 

t caarreaat raetic• of mitt 

• lafa.t t1 turi.· 0 

(4) .,. ' 

' ·r-~1 

1 .. 

lo ,., .. rkl• f 

et"tA!M4. 

J .. BJ IIIP0.•~11& flNIN_.1- f • 

UICI_..• co•ree• 

• 

•it 

raa 

aeeurat ly 

l vlth the City · tto 1 o u 

" · ainat .a11b1teoclard 

.....,.~-• o~ lilu11 in 

re, •tat •, 

la7• 

lc:tt.· 

to 

r ealatt 1 

r in•• t. be 

• t•. 

• viola 

rt 



ua1 at . .,. .I) · .. lS 1 1964 P e ,. 

() Che progr, i 4 ta • ff. 14 1D vbich 

t Citta ·. Mv1 ly 1.pful. Part1cipat1 by 11 • 

JIIC4,A41. cJ.viC' D'Pi'IIHfl>A tt Uz to point up 

t · proll ~•1:1e mmllmlam Cl>Olllf!·r .ti f · the public. 





Mr, Henry L, Bowden, City Attorney 
1114 William-Oliver Building 
Atlanta, Geargia 30303 

Dear Henry: 

October 5, 1965 

In response to your request. I am enclosi.ng a copy of Senate Bill 4 that was 
passed by the 1965 Legislature which grants home rule authority to municipalities, 

Section 4, Subparagraph 6 of the Home Rule Act states as follows: 

"Action affecting any court or the personnel thereof , except any 
municipal court having jurisdiction only over municipal ordinances." 

Section 5 of th Act provides that the City has the authority to fix salaries, 
compensation, expenses,. etc,• of their employees, but makes no provision what­
soever for the changing of dut ies of the employees, 

In a meeting in Mr, Landers' office with you and Miss Dusthimer 1 we discussed 
the possibility of changing Miss Dusthi er's title from Chief Law Clerk to 
some other appropriate title in which we could vest mor authority in her 
position to consummate court orders, etc. As you will recall:a tho position 
that Miss Dusthimer holds was created as a local ~ct by the, Legislature and 
is codified under Section 5.1,34 of the 1965 Charter. This section reads as 
follows : 

"There is hereby created in the department of municipal courts in 
the City of Atlanta the position of chief law clerk, who shall be 
appointed to office by the chief general judge and shall hold 
office at his pl asure," 

The question that l would like to raise to you regarding Miss Dusthi et- 1s posi­
tion is wh tber or not we have th authority under either the ' 62 Home Rule 
law or the '65 Hom Rul law to change her title and h r duties. I would 
appreciat your arly answer to this question, 

CLD:CW 
Enc . 

cc: Mr. R. E . Landers / 

Yours very truly, 

Charles L. Davis 
C.i ty Comptroller 



Mr. Edward H . Baxter 
Regional Admini trator 

December 16, 1965 

Housing and Home Finance Agency 
Room 645, Peachtree-Seventh Building 
Atlanta, Georgia 30 323 

Dear Mr. Baxter : 

Thank you for your letter of November 29th and the comments 
therein relative to our current Housing Code Complianc 
Progr m . 

A tated in your letter, we are head of projection in units 
ins ected, but behind proj ction in compliances. We believe 
that a better balance between in pectiona and ·compliance can 
be tt.ained and it i our aim to accomplish thi imm diately . 
An ordinance will be submitted to the Board of Ald rmen at it 
me ting on December 20th ere ting thre additional Housing 
Code In pector po itions and one Typi t-Clerk po ition flective 
January 1. 1966. The ere ting of the e po ition should aist 
w, gre tly in ttaining the necea ary balance b tween in peed.on 
~ nd complianc • 

To date, through th C. l. P . _Pro r m , we ba.ve in our da 
y tern pproxima~ly thb:-ty-two bit of information one ch -of 

th 110, 000 parcel within our City. Thi inform tion will be 
in uch form that it c n be l . ted hortly aft r th ff.rat of 
the y r. this will enabl to know pr c ely th num r of 

ub . ndard etructure that we re dealing with in order that 
out Houain Code P2'ogr , work lo d and de d U.n c n b 
prop ~ly val t d. 



Mr . E dward H . Baxter 
Regional Administrator 
Decemb r 16, 1965 
Page Two 

We ppreciate the continued intere t of you nd your sociate 
in oui- pro rams nd assure you that we shall continue to trive 
for maximum re ult through enforcement of our Hou in and 
Buildin Codes. 

lAJr:lp 

CC: Mr. Collier Gladin 

Sincerely your , 

Ivan Allen, Jr. 
yor 



C TY OF A TLANTA 
DEPARTMENT of PLANNING 

700 CITY HALL 

WYONT B. BEAN 
PLANN IN G ENGINEER 

COLLIER B. GLADIN 
CHIEF PLAN NE R 

Atlanta, Georg
1
ia
965

3o3o3 v\., r ~ 
De cember 9, :\. 

rf 
To : 

From: 

Subject : 

Mayor I van Al len, Jr . 

Co llier B. Gl adin 

Steps t o be taken under the Ci t y ' s curre nt 
Program. 

As was stated in Atlanta ' s 1965 Recert i fication of its workab l e p r ogram, the 
greatest d isadvantage of the presently adopted Housing Code Compliance Pr ogram 
was having t o rely on 1960 housing census data t o determine the number of sub­
standard housing units that the program faces. This , i n no way, compromises the 
approach of the systemat i c Hous i ng Code Compl i ance Program; however, it does 
make it d i fficu l t t o determine the actual housing- case load and , the refore, the 
actual number of housing code i nspectors needed to accompl i sh the pr ogram during 
the allotted period of t ime. The City of Atlanta fee l s that a careful analytical 
approach has been made to the problem, together with realistic estimates as to 
what can be accomplished. The City saw the year 1965 as a trial period for the 
Housing Code Compliance Program to determine if the estimates were accurate. 

To this end, Atlanta Personnel and Comptroller Departments have been reviewing 
the personnel requirements of the Building Inspector Department in general . 
Administrative changes as they relate to Code Compliance are being considered 
that will balance housing code inspections with compliance. The Comptroller 
is recommending that within the 1966 budget three (3) Housing Code inspectors 
be added along with one Typis t Clerk II. This will require an approximate 
$19,000 expenditure the first year. 

Cons iderable progress is being made on Atlanta ' s first Code Enforcement Pro j ect 
Area. Several areas were considered by the Planning Department, and the Center 
Hill area of 480 acres and 1031 families has been chosen by the Planning and 
Development Committee. Hopefully this application will be completed prior to 
the first of the year. 

Further, Atlanta has taken the position that through the Community Improvement 
Program, it will be able to determine precisely i ts Housing Code work load and, 
from this, the City will be better able to further develop the Housing Code 
Compliance Program to a greater accuracy and make any necessary changes in the 
conduct of the program. 



Page 2 
December 9, 1965 

To date through the CIP Atlanta has in her data system approximately 32 bits of 
information on each of the 110 ,000 parcels that lie within our boundaries o This 
information will be in a form that it can be evaluated shortly after the first 
of the year . This will enable the City to know precisely the number of sub­
standard structures that we are dealing with in order that our Hous i ng Code 
Program work load and deadlines can be properly evaluated . 

I feel that Atlanta is, and will continue, progressing in an orderly manner to 
provide her citizens with safe and sanitary housing i n which to live and prosper . 



REGION III 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING ANO UR8/\N DEV!'.:LOP~1 ENT 

HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE AGENCY 
OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 

Room 645, Peachtree-Seventh Building 

Atlanta, Georgia 30323 

November 29, 1965 

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

Dear Mayor Allen: 

The results of the first nine mqnths activity under the City's current 
Housing Code Compliance Program, forwarded by letter of November 1, 
1965, has been received by this Agency. 

From the periodic evaluation submitted, it would appear that the CHy 
has made inspections in all areas designated in the Program submitted 
by the City, with the exception of areas designated as Cl and C3. The 
two ilrM§ reiporteq as iMpeeted during this report period known as 
"Blue Heaven" and "Vine City" would appear to equal the inspectiona l 
workload estimated for said areas Cl and C3. 

The interim report indicates more units were inspected than were pro­
jec ted but compliances reported f~r the period ~s compared to the 
City's schedule f or the s ame time) indicates that the City has not met 
the goa ls established by the Program. The results obtained indicate 
that the City has fallen behind its scheduled compliances f or the reriod 
by a t otal of 478 structures containing some 2,347 dwelling units. 

In the initial Rousing Code Compliance Program, which accompanied the 
1965 request f or recertification, the City reported a shortage of two 
(2) sector inspectors. With the utilization of inspectional persor.nel 
in areas not scheduled for inspection in the Program, it seems obv j ous 
that other areas scheduled are wi thout adequate inspectors . From t he 
initial inception of the Housing Code Program, this Agency has fel t 
that the goals established were beyond the means of the projected 
staff, and again, the nine month report holds this to be true. 

The present 12 f ield inspectors appear i n~dequate to meet the expres sed 
goals of the frogram. The new specially selected areas be ing added to 
the workload and the fact that the City is falling behind in its pro­
posed compliance schedule would appea r to require that the City shc,uld · 
consider immediate steps to fill the present inspector· vacancies, to 

.... ~_ . :::::/ 

,JI" • 
. ·I;. 

·J 



.,,. , 

provide additional staff to fully implement the Systematic Housing 1~ode 
Program, and to provide staff over and above this for inspection and 
compliance in the areas established by the "Crash Program. 11 

--2 

With the addition of staff and budget to carry out the Program, the City 
should be able to achieve a meaningful degree of progress and a creditable 
record by the time of your next recertification request. 

__________ Sincerely yours, 

cc: Mr. M. B. Satterfield -

... _ ~.,.' 

,· 

~ /i , 1_//_r· 1't/M~I,' / r;.~: .. 
Edwa a H. Baxte 
Regzonal Administrator 

L 

! . 

I 



REGION III 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVl:LOPMENf 

HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE AGENCY 
OFFICE OF THE REG I ON AL ADM'INISTRA TOR 

Room 645, Peachtree-Seventh Building 

Atlanta, Georgia 30323 

December 29, 1965· 

Honorable Ivan Allen, Jr. 
Ma.yor of the City of Atlanta. 
City Ha.ll 
Atlanta., Georgia. 30303 

Dear Mayor Allen: 

We appreciate your letter of December 16, 1965, advising of steps 
being taken to employ additional personnel to assist in the execution 
of Atlanta. 1 s Housing Code Compliance Program. We are also pleased to 
learn that information being assembled on each of the ll0,000 parcels 
within the City will provide a means for properly evaluating progress 
being made toward attaining the goals established in the City's 
Housing Code Compliance Program. 

Initial inspections under the Housing Code, periodically followed up 
by re-inspections are, of course, only a means whereby the desired 
result of compliance with the code can be qbtained. The employment 
of additional staff should enable the City to approach a better 
balance between the three stages, initial inspections, re-inspections, 
and eventual compliance. We encourage further steps in this direction 
and as·sure you of our utmost cooperation in this endeavor. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ -
' 

L t.:i. •• _; :!. -,J. Edward H. Baxter 
Regional Administrator 





CITY OF ATLANTA 

REPORT O~EATHE INSPECTOR OF BUILDIN<?S OFFICE" 
ic:======= 

FOR THE MONTH OF 1966 

NO. OF PERMITS CLASSIFICATION 

1 Condominium 
538 

Frame Dwellings, 1 Family . 

2 
Masonry Dwellings, 1 Family 

8 
Frame Dwellings, Duplex . 

Masonry Dwellings, Duplex 

23 
Apartment Houses . 

4 
Churches & Religious Buildings . 

55 
Add-Alter-Repair Churches . 

7 
-------Amusement & Recreation Buildings 

53 
-------Stores & Other Mercantile Buildings . 

27 
_______ Service Stations . . . . . . . 

96 
_______ Residential Garages & Carports 

2 
-------Parking Garages . 

11. 
_______ Garages . . .. . 

4 
-------Hotel & Motel Buildings. 

9 
- ------School & Educational Buildings . 

47 
_______ Add-Alter-Repair Schools . 

44 
--- ----Office Buildings . . . . . 

63 
- ------Office & Wa rehouse . 

10 
-------Utility Buildings . . 

4 
_______ Industria l Buildings . 

54 _____ __ Swimming P ools . . . 

1,747 
___ ____ F ire Escapes E l eva tors & Signs 

5 ,067 
_______ Add-Alte r-Repair, Res identia l . . . 

854 
-------Add-Alter-Repair , Business Bldgs . . 

114 
_ ______ Demolitions-Business Buildings . . 

735 
---=1 ___ 1\lrieJhio&&p_a:htleWbae Buildings . 

2 Auto Sal es 
1 Funeral Home 
1 Sub~Station 
1 Cultural Center 
1 Dormitory 
l Truck Terminal 
2 Fire Station 
l Library 
l Sales & Truck Service 

Total .Permits ----,--,------
2 Air Lines Facilities 

Total Cost 

$ 

$ 

COST 

614,500.00 
9,230,630.00 

$ ___ 20_,_6_5_0_.o_o_ 

113,405.00 
$ --------

$--------

$ 
12,074,734.00 

523,000.00 $ _______ _ 

$ 
1,622,623.00 

267,445.00 $ _______ _ 

$ 3,572,410.00 

741,950.00 $ _______ _ 

s ___ 9_6~,_6 7_5_._o_o _ 

$ 560,000.00 ---~----

536,800.00 $ -----'-----

$ 1,486,000.00 

$ 10,463,283.00 

$ 6,724,011.00 

$ 49,454,614.00 

$ 1,567,750.00 

$ 97,000.00 

$ 768,800,00 

$ 240,518,00 

$ 
1,363,732.00 

$ 
6,641,057.00 

$ 
20,573,273.00 

334,780.00 
$ 

194,708.00 
$ 62 1, 565.00 

1, 070,000oOO 
49,000.00 
93,225.00 

9,142,555.00 
112,639.00 
600,000.00 
441,652.00 

3,124,000 .. 00 
383,000 00 

NO. OF FAMILIES 

HOUSED 

33 
538 

2 

16 

1,793 

903 

11,012,000.00 2,382 
Total No. of Families Housed _________ _ 

9,595 TOTAL TOTAL $ 166,533,984 . 00 

W. R. WOFFORD 

F"Q P '-< NO. 4-2 
Inspector of Buildings 



April 22, 1966 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Mr. Collier Gladin 

From: Dan Sweat 

Subject: Code Enforcement Project application 

... 

I notice in your Neighborhood Analysis section of the Workable 
Program, you mention that the preliminary Code Enforcement 
Project application for Federal assistance was prepared for the 
Center Hill area. 

I! you have an available copy of this application I would certainly 
appreciate having one for my enlightenment and files . 

DS:fy 



:> • 

L~. 

WYONT B . BEAN 
P L AN NI NG EN G I N EER 

CO LLIER B. GLADI N 
C HIEF PL A N N E R 

CITY OF ATLA 

DEPARTMENT of PLANNING 

700 CITY HALL 

Atlanta, G e orgia 30303 

May 26, 1966 

TO: Collier B. Gl adin, Assistant Planning Engi neer 

FROM: Jerry Co ffel, Planner II 

SUBJECT: Federal Code Enforcement Program 

TA 

Re cently I have reviewed the Center Hi l l Code Enforcement pro ject materials 
and discussed it brief l y with Woody Underwood , Comptroller's Department . 
While I was not unaware of them, I again considered the ineligible cost s of 
providing sub-surface community facilities - - water mains, sewer lines a nd 
storm drains . As you re call, the City's ac t ion on the proj ec t turned on 
its lack of fund s for the last item. 

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide you with a i ew additional thoughts 
on Center Hil l _. Through the Basic Sewer and Water Program, the City could 
now obtain Federal funds to provide the needed sewer lines and water mains 
for the project area. Also, the Regional Office has indicated once that it 
anticipated that storm drains would be made ~n eligible projec t cost in the 
1966 housing amendments to the code enforcement program. At the present time, 
the Comptroller 's Department is preparing bond issue st~tistics based on our 
preliminary estimates for Center Hill; this includes the cost of financing 
the ineligible cost items. If the bond issue is passed on this basis and the 
storm drains become an eligible project cost, the City would gain an additional 
$60,000 in Federal funds and ~ould release an additional $60,000 in bond issue 
monies. 

Now I think we can initiate two actions to get the Center Hill Project underway. 
First, it will be most appropriate f or the Mayor's Office to contact Congressman 
Weltner to enlist his assistance and influence in modifying the 1966 housing 
legislation to make storm drainage work eligible cost items in the Code Enforce­
ment Program; this could be begun by transmitting a copy of this recommendation 
to Dan Sweat, Director of Intergovernmental Relations, for his reaction. The . 
second action involves coordination with the Water Department and Construction 
Department to insure that the cost of needed water mains and sewer lines in 
Center Hill are included in their application under the Basic Sewer & Water 
Program. I believe the only improvement in their applications related to the 
Center Hill area is an additional water main along the Bankhead Highway. The 
bes t means of accomplishing this action would be to get Dan's support in getting 
an amendment to the existing City's application to H.U.D. 



Collier B. Gladin 
May 26, 1966 
Page 2 

In essence, what I am suggesting for you to consider is meet ing the needs of 
Center Hill by influencing the 1966 housing legislation and coordinating the 
use of another Federal aid program by two other City departments. No small 
undertaking I agree. However, it can reasonably be accomplished and the City's 
financial obligation in Center Hill lessened. If you think the ideas have 
merit, we should probably talk them over with Dan Sweat. 
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waga-tv 
H.WRAY 

GENERAL MANAGER 

PAUL RAYMON 
STATION MA NAG ER 

DALE CLARK 
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC AF FAIRS 

ROUTE TO: _________ _ 

Friday, June 3, 1966 

A Committee of conscientious citizens is pointing an 
accusing finger at two groups they say are hurt i ng Atlanta's fight against the 
spread of slums. 

That fight is important, and Channel 5 thinks the Com­
mittee story needs airing. 

We're talking about the Citizens Advisory Committee for 
Ur ban Renewal. In blunt language it says property owners in low-income areas of 
Atlanta are being swindled by contractors and repairmen, mahy of them "the out of 
town or 'fly-by-night' variety." 

City i nspectors tell a res i dent he must make repairs to 
bring his house into compliance with the Housing Code . These unscrupu l ous repai r 
men move in then and take advantage of the situati on . 

In a letter- to the Fulton County Grand .Jur y, the Committee 
says " contracts are not be ing fu l f illed and substant i al sums of money (are being) 
ext r acted by tactics little, if any, short of swindling a" 

Since the au t hority of t he Ci ty is i nvolved--with the i n­
voking of the City Hous i ng Code-- t he Committee thinks there is a du t y to provide 
t hese pr operty owners some prote ct i on . Channel 5 agrees o 

The Commit t ee sugges ts licens i ng or r egis tra t i on of a l l 
r epair contractors, a form of bondi ng , or some t ype of required i nspect i on before 
the home- owner pays o 

responsible tenants . 
bath tub i 

The other gr oup hur ting our battle against slums a r e ir­
Th.ose who b reak windows~ damage walls and put coal in t he 

WAGA-TV offers a reasonab l e oppo r tunity to r eply to the v iews expressed in the ed i tor ia l to a respons i b l e person or group rep_re ­

sent i ng a si gn i f icant oppos i ng v i ewpo int , prov ided req u est for rep l y t i me i s subm i tted to WAGA -TV w i th i n one week of th i s telecast. 



WAGA-TV Editorial ( Continued) Page 2 
Friday, June 3, 1966 

When a property owner brings a house into compliance with 
code standards, the Citizens Committee thinks tenants should be required to keep 
it in good condition. If they are gu i lty of wanton destruction, some think the 
tenant--not the owner--ought to be required to pay. 

The Citizens Committee is asking the Fulton County Grand 
Jury to go into both of these situations and recommend action. 

Channel 5 endorses that. But without waiting for lengthy 
investigations we think the City Aldermen could blow the whistle on swindlers and 
back up responsible property owners. 

We hope they will do that and keep the pressure on Atlanta's 
effort to clean up the slums we have and prevent the growth of new ones. 

WAGA-TV Editorial 
is pr esented weekdays: 

7:25 a.m o 
7: 10 p.m .. in EARLY PANORAMA 

11: 20 p .m. in LATE PANORAMA 



WILLIAM R. WOFFORD, P.E., R. A. 
INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

ELMER H. MOON, E.E., P.E. 

ASST. INSPECTO R OF BUILDINGS 

MEMO TO: 
FROM: 

C TY o LA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

Atlanta 3, Georgia 

July 27 , 1966 

Dan E ••• s~:at, _ / 
W. R . ~ UU 

A 

• 
The a ttached are some recommendations made by a Committee of 

questionable Congressional authority concerning building codes . 
The u. S. Conference of Mayors in the J une mee t ing in Dallas adop t ed 
t he report by a margin of two votes (something like 38 for , and 36 
against , were cast). It i s que s tionable and h igh ly controversial 
in building code fields . It is a product o f some federal people 
who want a federal building code and are making every effort to 
get one , but the model code groups, building industry and others 
are opposing this move. 

I am acquainted with the Assistant Director , Norman Beckman, 
who present ed the matter before the Mayors ' Conference in Dallas 
and has been plugging the report all over the nation . The purpose 
of promoting the report is purely for the perpetuation of a few 
high federa l government officials . 

Incidentally, the Department of Housing and Urban Development 
is taking a more realistic approach by asking th~ Building Officials 
Conference of America and other code groups what they think about 
building codes. These groups have been employed to make reports to 
HUD concerning building codes throughout the nation. (I attended a 
meeting last week in Washington where this was discussed with Federal 
Code officials.) 

I think some of the high officials prodded Mayor Dailey and 
others to press for adoption at the Dallas meeting. Since the 
Dallas meeting, the Advisory Commission is circulating the report, 
the contents of which are in direct opposition to the view of the 
model code groups. 

I am enclosing a copy of my monthly message to the membership 
of the Building Officials Conference of America. 

Enc. 

ATLANTA THE DOGWOOD CITY 
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ADVISORY COMMISSION ON INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20575 

July, 1966 

TO: MUNICIPAL OFFICIALS 

At the suggestion of the U.S. Conferer.ce of Mayors and the 
National League of Cities, we are sending to you a copy of a recent 
report by the Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, 
which will likely be of interest to your locality. This report 
deals with: Building Codes: A Program for I ntergovernmental Reform. 

The report concludes that obsolete code requirements; unnec­
essary diversity of such requirements among local jurisdictions, 
particularly in metropolitan areas; and inadequate administration 
and enforcement, taken together, tend to place unwarranted burdens 
on the technology and economics of building. The Commission calls 
for a major overhaul and restructuring of intergovernmental respon­
sibilities for building codes to help overcome these and other 
obstacles to meeting the Nation's housing and commercial construction 
needs. 

To implement some of the key recommendations in the report, 
the Commission is preparing model State legislation on such matters 
as State technical assistance to local governments for building ·. 
code administration, a model State building code, a State construc­
tion review agency, and State licensing of building inspectors. 
These draft bills will be included in the Commission publication, 
1967 State Legisla tive Program, available on request l a ter this 
summer. 

Sincerely 

~c 
Execut ive 

Enc losur__g_ 



ATLANTA, GEORGIA 

FROM: Dan E . Sweat, Jr. 

~ or your information 

ROUTE SLIP 

CEIVED 
JUL 11 :900 

O Please refer to the attached correspondence and -make the 

necessary reply. 

D Advise me the status of the attached. 

FORM 2s-4-s 



August 29, 1966 

To: Mayor Ivan Allen~ Jr. 

From: Dan Sweat 

Subject: J ournal E ditorial of August 25 . 1966 
on Urban Renewal Code Enforcement 

I talked to Reese Cleghorn of the J ournal Editorial Staff Friday 
about the subject editorial. Reese said he wrote· the editorial 
and that it was simply a matter of the newspaper ' s calling 
attention to code enfxfrcement practices of the city over a period 
of several years and that he felt the time had come to voice the 
paper ' s opinion more strongly. 

He says that it goes back to the establishment of the separate 
insp ctions some six years ago and the placing it back under 
Mr . Wofford. He gave no indication that anyone from the 
d p rtment had talked to him recently but d i d m.ention the 
Lightning situation and the name of Wayne Kelley and Willie 
Williams which would suggest to me th t he poss ibly has talked 
to ome of the dissidents in Vine City. 

He said so f r as he was concerned the editorial w aimed a.t 
Wofford and the enforcement progr m and not necessarily the 
people in the Atlanta H ousing Authority. 

Since my discus sion with him, I have obtained what I believe 
to b ccurate figures on public housing in Atlant over the 
last t n years . I have tt ched a su.rnm.ary oi these figures. 
You will note wid g p between the 7,576 completed hou ing 
units and the 20, 994 displaced families. This report do s not 
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Mayor Allen 
Page TWo 
August 29, 1966 

take into consideration the private sector of the housing market 
and I would imagi ne that a considerable a mount of low nd moderate 
income private housing h s been constructed in Atlanta over this 
ten year period. 

I hope that we can document this information through our CIP study 
and I will follow up with the CIP to try to make sure that we can 
obtain this information. 

Y <.1U will note I have shown the total figures and also broken out 
the units constructed or planned inside urban renewal areas . 
I am afraid that I would have to admit that we don't show up very 
well with low income units constructed inside urban renewal 
projects. H owever, I don't think this repr sents the true 
criteria for measuring the succ ss of our urban reney.,al program. 

I do feel, howev r , th t ther should be a complete s tudy of our 
housing patterns and th City policy on l ow income nd moderate 
income housing construction. The CIP should shed much light~ 
on our current situation d perhap we can use the CIP Housing 
Study the jumping oll point toward comp1•eh n iv housing 
pl n for the city. 

DS:ly 
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CITY OF ATLANTA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

800 CITY HALL 

TEL. JA. 2-4463 EXT. 321 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 

Augu t 31, 1966 

Mr. H nry l.. ilowdenp Cl~y Attorney 
111-4 William OU.v r Building 
tlanta. Georgi 30303 

De r Mr. Bawd 11; 

On July 6, 1966, t rot to you asking t t n ordi nee 
b pr p r d lo1'3 the lines of the May•Jun Gr d Jury Pre• 
seit1t11H1Dt in ord · r to req,d.r "' p rformat1c bond of h 
impro nt contr ctor . 

I und retood t t c rt in info tion w being coll ct d 
fr mod 1 ordin • av i l bl to pr rpar th tor ntion d 
ordi nc fort . City of Atl nt. 

cc.o Mr . R. Earl Landers 

th rly dr fti of th · bove 
it b pres nt .4 to the Bo rd 

V ry truly your , 

W. • Wof rd 
Building O fict l 



ROUTE SLIP 

TO: 

FRO/R. EARL LA NDERS 

~ For your information 

D Please refer to the attached correspondence and make the 

necessary reply. 

0 Advise me the status of the attached. 

FORM 25·4-L 



OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

ME MO 

Prom the desk of - - September 1, 1966 

W. R. Wofford, Inspector of Buildings 

TO: The Honorable Ivan Allen, J- - ~ 
Mayor, City of Atlanta ~Gd/ 

Some time ago you received a report from 

Norm.an Beckman regarding the Advisory Commission 

on Intergovernmental Relationso Dan Sweat has 

the report o 

The attached is for your information« 

FORM 4•22 
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. :'.:-Lo , ' orma. ,::: _-m n, Asst. D..:. r ector 

Augus 
P il e 

: r;:::: . : - -

. J I 

.'; · ,• 

~ ··- :,..: 

_civisory Co ll.ffi i s ion on I. tergovernme tal ~ ela io. s 
w~sh i r gto , D. C. 2057 5 

.,... r· . ·: .. \ ' .- ".,\ , ·~ , !•";~-._!! .,, 
~ . ·:. -li.' . :•.:-:._, _ _ , .,_ : --. ~ ~-:. - ·· 

~ r . Beck. an : 

This is a be l ated acknowled v ent of your l ette r of July 26, l 66 ~a-
qu sc i, ~ c he us~ of c,e CA ember hip roste r or ~dd rcssing ae _vice~ 
fo r circu ·.t i on of t: ' .e Repo:- t o_ t' e _ dvi ory Commission on l:1tcr­
gove ::-n rr.en t a l : e a-c i ons con cerni g bui i ng codes and :r,a· ·ng reco.::2(!.nda­
t~o~s for t: ,e co~plete restr ctu _ing of t he p esent sys -c eu by w'. ~c: . 
buildi. g c0des a r cevelope o.n aci.a. i ni t e re • T' .e r at ion2.l Coord inati .g 
Coun c il of .:_ e jj;,.i il ing Off ic.iaL Con fe ... ence of America, the Internat io ,al 
Cc. ference of Builaing o~ ~ic i als n ' t e Sou t hern Building Code Co gr e s 
toge-c ,e with the b i ldiag ·ncustry have po i nted out that c: e , e.por t i .s 
incom_ l ete a~~ ba ed pon in fon at ion wl ich has not been ad uately 
bac· ed by E.:ict. 

From · c a _eful study of the reco[lll!lendations in th eport, b&sed up on 
our years of knowledge arid e:-peric.nce in t e b i lding code c.ctivi y 
we believe thdt ti e imp l eme. t.:ition o f hese r comffiend 2tions wou d re -
sul t in utter c hao nd r at er t~a cuing a leged buildi cod 
ctivity _p ro::>lems would c reate new and gre problems. 

The use c,f the BOCA embersh i p list for i tr i but i on of .:.n.:o mat ion 
is r stricted by c1:,rt~in conditio s establi hed by ·our E. ecutive 
Com2ittee. Und r these cond i t: ions I aro ot t liberty to r e. lease t is 
·n f ormation fo= the use of the A ·visory Corrmis io o I.tergov rn · ntal 
Rel · tions for the circulation of this reporto If you desire and so 
i,dicate I will be please d to place this · ru tter before ou r EAecutive 
Commite::.e at its mid-year meeting in Dec mb r for a ruling r cgar ing 
pol i cy. In the meantime I· ave ot the au ori y to r an t ere­
quesc i1 your l et t er of July 26, 1 966 . 

peb/f 

Very truly yours , 

Paul Eo Base ler 
Executive Director 

_, 



OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

MEMO 

Fr?m the desk of - - Sept ember 1, 1966 

W. R. Wofford, Inspector of Buildings 

'1'0: !be lloDorabl e lftll Allen, Jr. / 
llayor, City of At lallta ~ 

SaN time ago you recei ft41 a report frca 

Norman BeckaaD regardiag the Acl9isory CClllliaaion 

OD Intergneraental _hlat lou. Dan Sweat baa 

.the report. 

'1'he attached is for ~r :lllfomation. 

FOR M 4 - 22 
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.? .. ··v :. so ry Cor~nis 
d~C t r 

o~ o~ I . ter ove rnn 
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t# . .. i\, -~ ,! '\:-= ~ __ , t '"' ,. 

~ - . --. - • - : • • ..:-:._ # ...... ,4 }~ . ~-=-·-., . . :..,___, 

.Rar :-1!'." . Beckman : 

'fh~s is~ be l ~teu ack:1owl~dgme~t o ~ your lette_ of J u l y 26, 19£6 - ~-
q es·cing r.ile us e of c·,e. BOCA ,emberst:.ip os t e r or addr 0 s in se~v i c ~ 

for c ircul~t i on o : t · e ReDo t of t he Advis o ry Co ~ i s s ion on In t c~­
gove_r:rr.er. ts.l Re l at i ons co ce. n i. g bu i lding c od~s a ' ma'. · g r cc::.:.::ie.. ca­
tics fo r t ' e c0mplete restructu _ing of t he p _e sent syst m by whic1 
bui.l..:!in · codes are ccveloped .:m a dni. isLe r edo T. e Natio:::al Coo _d ~r.ating 
Co ncil of the;. Buildirig Of 1. icials Conferc.,c e f Am rica, t. ' e I:1te.rn2 ional 
Con :e~ nee of Buil ing oL:icL1ls a:1 · the So"thern Bu i l "ing Code Co::.g ess 
tog-::. r.l·e_ w.:.t . the uildir· i. ' us t ry ~.av po i nted out that t . aepcr -:: is 
i .c mµ l e t e ad 2 s e' p on i n fo r, a tio. w· i c . h a s no t be n de u &. t e l y 
b c ·ed by fa t . 

From c · _ efui· study of the recom.mend ~t ions in t ~ • eport, based U!)On 
ou_ years of know ... edgc a.'"lJ e.: peri~ ce in the building code c.ctiv.:.ty 
we believe t . dt t he inple~entatio . of these recor men tio s wo~ld r e ­
sulc in utter chaos ffid rat . er t n c uring t he alleged bu i ldi g co·e 
activ i ty p r oble, s w ld c r ea:c.c new and reac _ problems " 

T use of t~e BOC.:i. raenbers'nip list for dis ribution of i nfo nat ion 
is r es tricted by Cdrtain con~itio s e stabli_ e by ~ur :~ecutive 
Committee. Under these co,ditions I aru not at liberty to _elease c.his 
it fora:2 t i on fo t e use o f th Adv isory Corr i$s ion o, In·c.e gove::-m:. ntal 
c.lati.o for the circulation of this repo to If you des i;:e and so 

irdicate I will b~ please to place this m~tter before our Exec~~ive 
Cora jtee at its mid-ye · r meeting in Dccewbe _ for a ruling regar ing 
pol icy . In .: e meantim ~ I have .ot the. authori y to gr n t he r -
--uest in your letter of Jl!ly 26, 1966. 

peb/f 

Ve ::-y truly yours , 

Paul E~ Basel er 
Execucivc Director 



September 22 , 1966 

Mr . David R . Beecher 
Associate A dm inistrator .. Operations 
E conomic Opportunity Atlanta, Inc . 
101 Marietta S treet, N . W . 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Dear Dave : 

Attache d is a copy of a list of properties which have been 
referred to the A tlanta Housing Authority by the Housing 
C ode D ivision of the City of Atlanta Office of Inspecto r of 
Buildings for relocation ass istance. 

Since your center people are working very closely in 
this cooperative effort to provide relocati on in the most 
badly needed areas , I thought you might want to pass this 
along for follow up by your fiel d workers. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dan Sweat 

DS :fy 

Enclo ure ( 1) 



C TY O F A LA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

A 

WILLIAM R. WOFFORD, P.E., R.A. J. S . BUCHANAN 

IN SPECTOR OF BUI LDINGS CHIEF HOUSING CODE INSPECTOR 

E LMER H. M_OON, E.E., P . E. 
ASS T. INSPECTOR OF BU IL DINGS 

September 15, 1966 

Mr. Dan Sweat 
Governmental Liason Officer 
Second. Floor, City Hall 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Dear Dan: 

The Housing Code Division has requested. the Atlanta Housing 
Authority Central Relocation Service to offer relocation assistance 
to the tenants in the herein listed properties. These properties are 
in the Markham-Haynes Street, Incinerator, and Capitol Avenue Areas. 

Hopefully the funds now available through the . EOA Program can 
be utilized to overcome some of the tenant problems in regards to 
relocating. We will continue to refer these situations to the 
Atlanta Housing Authority, as they come to light, with special emphasis 
in the area of Capitol Avenue and Washington Street. 

() / ' 

Sincerely~ 

. ~ --
J.S. Buchanan . 
Chief Housing Code Inspector 

JSB:mse 

cc: Supervisor of Inspection Services 

ATLANTA Tl-IE DOGWOOD CITY 



Properties Referred to the Atlanta Housing Authority 

454 Dover's Alley, s .w. 

449 Dover's Alley, s .w. 

456 Dover's Alley, s .w. 

445 Miller's Alley, s.w. 

453 Miller's Alley, s.w. 

405 Chapel Street, s.w. 

409-A Chapel Street , s .w. 

409-B Chapel Street, s.w. 

447 Chapel Street, s .w. 

R- 447 Chapel Street, s .w. 

429 Chapel Street, s .w. 

412 Markham Street, s. w. 

414 Markham Street, s .w. 

416 Markham Street , s.w. 

418 Markham Street, s.w. 

420 Markham Street , s .w. 

424 Markham Street, s.w. 

419 Markham Street, s.w. 

421 Markham Street, s .w. 

448 Markham Street, s.w. 

4 22 Markham Street , s. w. 
554 Markham Street , s.w. 

82 Haynes Street, s .w. 

80 Haynes St r ee t , s. w. 

72 Haynes Street, s.w. 

74 Haynes St ree t , s.w. 
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76 Haynes Street, S.W. 

78 Haynes Street, S.W. 

38 Haynes Street, S.W. 

89 Haynes Street, S.W. 

179 Chestnut Street, N.W. 

382-384 Foundary Street, N.W. 

R-359 Magnolia Street, N.W., #1 

R-361 Magnolia Street, N.W., #2 

106 Randolph Street, N.E. 

448 Whitehall Terrace, S.W. 

240 Mangum Street, N.W. 

242 Mangum Street, N.W. 

238 Mangum Street, N.W. 

395 Mayes Street, NoW. 

501 Edgewood Avenue, N.E. 

718 Capitol Avenue, S.E. 

460 Arnold Street, N.E. 

457 Arnold Street, N.E. 

859 Center Hill Avenue, N.W. 

721 Tifton Street, N .Wo 

780 Capitol Avenue, S.E. 

754 Capitol Avenue, S.E. 



CITY OF ATLANTA 
MUNICIPAL COURT 

General Division 

165 DECATUR STREET, S. E. - JAckson 4-7890 

ROB ER T E. JONES 
Chi ef J udge 

Mr. Earl Landers, 

Atlanta 3, Georgia 

September 29, 1966 

Administrative Assistant to the Mayor, 
City Hall, 
Atlanta, Georgia. 

Dear Earl: 

There has been some discussion between the Building 
Inspectors' Office and the Court regarding the Urban Re­
newal. I am enclosing herewith a copy of the letter that 
Mrs . Colette Dusthimer, who prosecutes these cases, has 
sent to Col. Malcolm Jones. Mrs. Dusthime r has discussed 
this problem with Mr . Bob Lyle, of the City Attorney's 
Office, and I am sure he will discuss the matter with 
you. The copy of the letter enclosed is simply for your 
information. 

In the future, if any controversy comes up regarding 
the Urban Renewal Program where the Courts ·are concerned, 
I would appreciate it very much if you would give me a 
ring and allow me the opportunity of discussing. the 
matter with you . 

With kindest regards. 

Sincerely yours, 

~-

EDWARD T . BROCK 
Assoc i at e Judge 

T . C. LI T T LE 
Assoc iate Judge 

R. E . Jones , Chief Judge, 
MUNICIPAL COURT, General Division , 
City of Atlanta . 

REJ/dj 

Enc l osure 
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September 20, . 1966 

Col. Malcolm Jones, 
Supervisor of Inspection Services, 
Building Depart.~ent, 
City Hall, 
Atlanta, Georgia. 

Dear Col. Jonesa 

As you ltnow, Mr. Milton, Codes Compliance Officer, and I review 
each case prior to trial each Thursday and determine the penalty and 
Court order, which I recommend to the Presiding Judge. I am sure you 
will agree that nine times out of ten, Judge Sparks imposes the sen­
tence and order which I request in behalf of the City. 

Mr • .Milton and I make our recommendation to the Judge on the 
following basis& 

1. Number of prior notices of deficiencies by the City to the 
defendant. 

2. The severity of the violations (whether or not there are a 
few minor repairs or numerous violations). 

3. Whether or not we feel the defendant's failure to comply is 
willful, or whether or not the person is financially unable to make 
corrections. 

4. Whether or not the defendant is receiving income from the pro­
perty, is an owner-occupant, or the building is vacant. 

5. The defendant's past record in Court, if any. 

6. Whether or not the person we bring into Court has the author­
ity to make repairs (for example, agents, who have only the authority 
to lease or sell the property, and no authority from the owner to 
make repairs. Also, in ~ases involved in litigation, estates, in­
competents, etc. ). 



- .... ,,. . 

7. Whether or not the property is ,located in a "Proposed 
Area". Up to the present time, Mr. Milton has advised that it 
is th,3 policy of the Housing Di vision to only require minimum 
standards of the Code to correct hazardous,· unsafe and unsanitary 
conditions, until such time as the property is acquired. 

,Joe Sh,1ffer has received one notice from the City and it is 
my understanding that this section is in a "Proposed Area". The 
tenants have also been cited for violating the Code. I presume 
these tenants are destitute: therefore, if a penalty is imposed, 
the majority will serve time in the City Jail in lieu of payment 
of the fine. If possible, I would like to know whether or not 
suitable housing is available in Atlanta at an amount these people 
can afford to pay. If we request that these people vacate the 
premises immediately, I believe this question will arise and I 
would like to have an answer. 

In view of the City's policy in "Proposed Areas", and because 
of the recent riots, I~~ bringing this matter to your attention, 
so that if you deem it necessary, the Mayor's office and Mr. 
Wofford might be consulted. 

It is my suggestion that we have a confe~ence regarding this 
matter, and I am of the opinion that Mr. Robert Lyle . should be 
present, inasmuch as he and I have worked on these cases together. 

CD/dj 

CC: Mr . C. L. Milton, v 
Codes Compliance Officere 

Very truly yours, 

(Mrs.) Colette Dusthimer, 
MUNICIPAL COURT, General Division, 
City of: Atlanta. 



I, 

October 3, 1966 

D-R AFT 

MEMORANDUM 

To: M ayor Ivan Allen, Jr. 

From: Dan Sweat 

Subject: L :-w Income H using Program, City of Atlanta 

In accordance with your verbal d irection of September 28 , 

1966, the following program i s recommended to meet the requirenients 

outlined for acceleration of the City's hous ing code c omplian ce program 
an adequat e 

and devel opment of :io:xasri:Ewp:J supply of l ow income housing . 

The program as outlined herein is deeitmed to accomplish 

two major objectives: 

1. Relocation of a maximum number of low income families 

from the worst slum areas and demolition of substand rd structures 

prior to J une 1, 1967. 

2. Acceleration of construction of authoi-ized public housing 
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units and d eve l opment of new public hous ing r e sources with target date s 

of June 1, 196 7, and J une 1, 1968 . 

In o r der to a ccomplish t hese goal s the following maj or 

re c ommendation s must be c ons idere d : 

1. A d opti on by the Mayor and B oa r d of Aldermen of a s tron g 

polic y of Housing C ode Enfo rcement and is sua n ce of a clear 

implementing directive to a ll offici a l s charged w ith such implem e ntation 

and opera tion of the Housing Code C ompliance Program. (C opy cf 

proposed policy a tta ched) 

2 . The Housing Code Compliance Policy adopted January 1, 

1965 , be revi sed to provide for priority treatment to "clea r a n c e , 

code enforcement" areas and firm designation of Title I Urban Renewal 

r as on a 2-year maximum delay schedule . (Copy of prope sed revision 

att ched.) 

3. A ddition of minimum of 14 new positions in the Housing 

C ode C ompliance Division, including 10 additional inspectors and four 

cleric employees . 

4. Adoption by the Atlanta H o using Authority of an innov tiv 

d energetic progr m of public housing using all v il bl resource 
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of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, including lease 

and purchase of renovated private hous ing under the ' 'turnkey" program. 

5 . Encouragement of and assistance to private,,. non-profit 

and profit housing developers by the Atlanta Housing A uthority for the 

c onstruction and development of private and semi-public housing resources 

for low income and moderate income families , utilizing the 11 221" 

programs as well as private capital. 

6 . Imm.edi te review of all pending and authorized public 

housing projects and initiation of necessary action ·to complete all 

scheduled proFcts prior t o June 1, 1968. 



October 13 , 1966 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Mr . Bill Wofford 

From: Dan Sweat 

Thanks for the copy of Dr. Weaver's speech to the Building 
Officials C onference . 

He had some interesting ren~arks which I am certainly glad 
to get for my file . 

DS :fy 



'· } 

CITY OF .ATLANT.A 

October 14, 1966 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Mr. Earl Landers 

From: Dan Sweat 

Subject: Housing C o de Compliance Program 

CITY HALL ATLANTA, GA. 30303 

Tel. 522-4463 Area Code 404 

IVAN ALLEN, JR., MAYOR 

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

In an effort to comply with your request that I look into the 

problems and complaints regarding the Housing Code Compliance 

Program, I have attempted to analyze the major sources of 

difficulty and suggest possible corrective measures. 

I am submitting an analysis of the Housing Code Compliance 

Program Policy and Procedure Guide adopted January 1, 1965, 

pointing out areas where the Guide should be updated and also areas 

where the Guide is not being followed or cannot be met because of 

inter-departmental or e x tradepartmental problems. 
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Included in this report is a brief history of recent changes 

in the Department of Inspection and an outline of current organization 

and operations. 

I have not attempted to analyze the various divisions of the 

Building Inspection Department, but to point out areas of concern in 

the administration of the Housing Code Compliance Program. Where 

the method of operation of another division adversely affects the operation 

of the Housing Division, however, this is noted and in most cases, 

suggestions are made for improvements. 

DS:fy 



DEPARTMENT OF BUILDINGS 

The Department of Buildings administers and enforces the 

Zoning Ordinance, the Housing and Slum Clearance Code, the Housing 

P.emolition Ordinance, the Georgia Safety Fire Law and the Elevator 

Ordinance. Its responsibilities generally regulate the private use of private 

property. The manner in which the department does its job and works with 

other agencies both in and out of the City government will be reflected in 

the quality of total community development. Staffing, organization, and 

records must be so developed as to have flexibility, comprehensiveness, 

and sesnitivity to the needs and requirements of area action. 

), 

The Department of Buildings has been the subject of extensive 

review and reorganization to better prepare it for its role. Implementation 

of the reorganization is now in the final stage. It would be inappropriate 

to attempt to evaluate performance. 

Organization 

In 1964, Public Administration Service prepared a survey report 

relating to the consolidation of inspectional services in the City of Atlanta. 

This report reviewed and identified all inspectional functions carried out 

among several departments within the City government. The major attention 

of the report was focused on the Department of Building Inspections . The 

findings of the report led to recommendations for an expended department of 
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Building Inspections to include plumbing inspection (from the Construction 

Department), electrical inspection (from the Department of Electricity) and 

housing code inspection (from the Department of Urban Renewal). The City 

adopted the full report. The Departments of Electricity and Urban Renewal 

were abolished when their few remaining responsibilities were transferred 

to other departments and agencies. No one lost his job or was reduced in 

salary due to the implementation of these recommendations. 

Consolidation began in July of 1964. In the beginning little more 

could be accomplished than to effect a legal change. The various offices 

l 
were spread from the third floor of City Hall to the thirteenth floor. In late 

summer 1965, one year later, major office realignments were made at City 

Hall which resulted in the Department of Buildings occupying all of the eighth 

and ninth floors. Further office assignments were made in 1966. Physical 

provisions were made for a central records and statistical unit and the central 

permits desk. Staffing for the Records Bureau was provided by clerical 

.. 'h, • ' 
personnel formerly assigned to each of the inspection division . 

Staffing 

13 
The Department has a technical staff of 72 and a clerical staff 

of 16. The technical staff includes the department head (Building Official), 

an assistant Building Official , two architect engineers, ten plumbing inspectors ; 
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ten electrical inspectors, two elevator inspectors, nine heating and 

ventilating inspectors and engineers, sixteen building inspectors and 
J ,.,~,J . . 0 

i f.teen persons engaged in housing code enforcement. Six technicians are 

either registered engineers or architects. Most of the specialized inspectors 

are licensed in their trades. 

Work Program 

Inspectional services are provided to insure the health, safety 

and general welfare of the community. Building inspections insure that 

structures will be built, repaired and altered in a-ccordance with accepted 

standards. Plumbing inspections insure that water and sewer facilities 

are installed in a manner that will protect the occupants health. Heating 

and ventilating inspections as sure that heating units are installed properly 

and include provisions for smoke abatement in order to reduce air pollution. 

Electrical inspections insure that wiring installations will reduce fire 

hazards. Housing inspections differ from the above in that the housing 

code is concerned with buildings that were built under former regulations 

(usually these required lower standards of safety and sanitation). It is the 

general purpose of housing inspe ction to upgrade the standard of liv ing in 

e x isting housing. Zoning ordinance enforcement activities support the 

r e gulations of land use , control of h e ight and bulk of buildings, establish area 

re quirem e nts fo r ya r ds and other ope n spaces. 
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The volume of work undertaken by the department may be 

measured by the value and number of building permits issued in the past 

ten years. 

Year 

1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 
1960 
1961 
1962 
1963 
1964 
1965 

Value of Building 
(Milli ons of Dollars) 

76 
59 
59 

10.8 
114 

91 
96 

117 
109 
150 

Building C odes 

Number of Permits 

10,613 
9,682 
7, 791 
8,327 
8,728 
8, 311 

10, 158 
9, 357 
9, 168 
9, 142 

The C ity of Atlanta p r ov ides through the s e vari ous c odes a high 

standard of constru c t ion. The N ational Building Cod e is bas ically us e d for 

building.(:n 1965 a r e v ised National Ele ctri cal C od e wHi e, i s sue d which 

will be adopte d by the Cit0 Currently the City is usi n g the existin g National 

E l e c trical C ode w ith som e l ocal amendment s . The C ity is a l e ader i n 

d e vel oping a H e a t ing C ode. This code has rece ive d n ati ona l acclaim and has 

b een wid e ly a dopte d by othe r citie s . The Plumbing and the H ousing C odes 

a r e not bas e d aft e r any mode l code , b u t do incorporate high s t a n dards. 

,. f i , l 

( 
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Gene rally, the codes provide for eight inspections to be made during actual 

construction. A final inspection is made upon completion of all work to 

assure conformance to land use, type of building, area of lot and other 

requirements of the zoning and building ordinances and codes. A certificate 

of occupancy is is sued at that time. 

Q.tJ eJJJ e,, 
Budget and~~ 

The department collects in fees enough funds to cover all the 

exp e ns e s of ope ration . A recent surve y of m unicipal building inspe ction 

practices indicated that 72 per cent of 101 cities ove r 100, 000 population 

r e c e ive 75 per c ent or more of the ir operating budge t from fees. Th irty-

two p er c ent of these cities receive 100 per cent o r more of thei r operating 

budget from fees. 

Public C on veni e nce 

The con solidation of i n spe ctional s e r v ice and a central building 

permits desk serves as a p ub lic convenience. A contractor o r i n dividua l 

can get all b uilding permits at one l ocation. He must, however, still go to 

several other loca tions within C ity Hall for othe r basic information a n d 

p e rmits. Water permits, water meters and location of water facilities are 

obtained from the Water D epartment; sewer permits, street opening permits, 

sewer assessments, curb cut permits and l ocation of sewer facil ities are 
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obtained from the Construction Department. Applications for rezoning 

and street numbers are provided at the Planning Department. Copies of the 

Zoning Code are purchased from the City Clerk as are licenses to engage 

in the construction business. Complete consolidation of these information 

and permit issuing functions requires considerable study and would effect 

changes that cross over departmental lines. 
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CITY OF ATLANTA 

HOUSING CODE COMPLIANCE P~ROGRAM 
POLICY AND PROCEDURE GUIDE 

JANUARY 1, 1965 
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CITY OF ATLANTA 
HOUSING CODE COMPLIANCE PROGRAM 

POLICY AND PROCEDURE GUIDE 
JANUARY 1, 1965 

I. Goals: 

A. 11 MAXIMUM EFFORTS IMMEDIATELY TO SECURE 
PUBLIC UNDERSTANDING OF THE GOALS AND 
BENEFITS OF THE HOUSING CODE COMPLIANCE 
PROGRAM THROUGH USE OF PERSONAL CONTACTS, 
PAMPHLETS, PRESS RELEASES AND OTHER PUBLIC 
INFORMATION MEDIA. II 

Critique 

The unfavorable publicity of the newspapers and the constant 

delegations from various communities indicate little attention has been 

given to this provision. While there has been considerable personal 

contact on the part of housing code inspectors, and some handing out 

of pamphlets, there have been no press releases issued and little or 

no ,attempt to use other available press media to gain support and 

understanding of the Housing Code Compliance Program. 

Recommendation 

I would recommend that provision be made immediately to 

utilize the press media. Some positive steps could include : 
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1. Get agreement of newspapers to run weekly court calendar 

of code violation cases with names of defendents. Also run 

follow-up report on court verdict. 

2. Develop press releases on major Housing Code Division 

responsibilities and goals to go to city editors, editorial 

writers and other news media representatives who have 

shown particular interest in the Housing C ode program. 

3. Request WSB-TV to prepare 30 minute documentary on 

Housing Code Compliance . City could purchase copies 

of the film for showing to clubs and groups. 

4. D evelop public s e rvice spot announcements for radio and TV 

on keeping houses in repair. The Board of Education ETV 

station could produce the spots. 

B. "MAXIMUM COORDINATION IMMEDIATELY WITH 
ALL OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHO WILL BE 
AFFECTED BY, AND NEED TO ASSIST IN, THE 
CONDUCT AND RESULTS OF THIS PROGRAM." 

Critique 

Herein lie s the major problem with the H ousing Code Compliance 
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Program. There is a general lack of understanding among City 

departments of the goals and responsibilities of the program. An 

even bigger problem is lack of proper cooperation among the various 

divisions within the D epartment of Inspections. S ome of the key 

factors which contribute to inefficiency or confusion are: 

1. Permit values through the years are used as the main 

criterion for successful operation of the department. 

Subsequently, new construction assumes major importance 

and Housing Code C omplianc e is relegated to a secondary 

existence. 

2. The Supervisor of Inspection Service is a line supervisor 

and coordinator of all divisions and units except the 

Liaison and Architect Divisions. In practice, however, 

this official is allowed supervisory authority only over 

the Chief Housing Inspector, C odes Compliance Officer 

and Rehabilitation Specialist. The result is lack of 

cooperation among divisions, improper issuing of permits, 

an almost total disre gard of us e of central r e cords and l e ss 
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than vigorous prosecution of code violations. Specific 

examples of lack of coordination and/ or cooperation 

include: 

(a) There are too many cases where the 6-o·de ·e<irrr]:rlia-n-ce 

Officer has issued1 orde~ s for demolition of an unsound 

structure and the permit desk has subsequently issued 

permits for repair of the same structures without the, 

~ \ ' 
lgiow le.d.g.e....oL the_ C_o_des Complian-e- effhG~ ol;" Housing 

Inspector. .. 

(b) Pre -permit ins p e ctions are r e quired b e for e issuance 

of a permit for rehabilitation of a sub-standard structure. 

This is not being followed and permits are being issued 

w ithout conside r a tion of the H ousing Code Compliance 

Program Policy and Procedure Guide. 

(c ) Electrica l Divi sion Inspe ctor s r e fus e to sign inspe ction 

cards on H - using C ode Compliance cases, requiring 

Housing C od e Inspe ctors to spe nd c onside rable w aste 

mot ion obtaining require d s i gnatu re s. Th e Electrical 

Div ision gi ve s only token coope ration to the H ou s ing 

D ivision. The W ater D e p artmen t and Gas C ompany, on 
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the other hand, cooperate to the maximum. 

(d) The Central Records are not located near the permit 

desk so they can be utilized whenever a permit is issued. 

The Central Records are maintained strictly as files or 

archives and no attempt is made to utilize them for permit 

issuance. 

Some of these points were touched upon in the Survey Report 

"Government of the City of Atlanta, Georgia" by the Public Administration 

Service in 1965. The following quotations are found on page 34 of the 

PAS report: 

BUILDING AND HOUSING INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT 

11IN 1964 ATLANTA TOOK A LOGICAL STEP IN CONSOLIDATING 
ITS VARIOUS BUILDING INSPECTION AND EXAMINING FUNCTIONS 
INTO A SINGLE DEPAR TMENT. FULL IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THIS MOVE HAS NOT YET BEEN ACHIEVED AND PROGRESS • 
APPEARS TO BE SLOW. FRICTION REPORTEDLY EXISTS 
BETWEEN THE FORMERLY INDEPENDENT AGENCIES. 
COOPERATION BETWEEN THE HOUSING CODE ENFORCEMENT 
SECTION AND THE BUILDING CODE SECTION HAS NOT YET 
BEEN FULLY REALIZED. THERE ARE OCCASIONS WHEN 
THE HOUSING CODE SECTION CONDEMNS PROPERTY FOR 
DEMOLITION OR F OR MAJOR REPAIRS, AND THE CENTRAL 
PERMITS SECTION SUBSEQUENTLY ISSUES REPAIR PERMITS 
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FOR MINOR OR PARTIAL REPAIRS . INTERNAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES TO INSURE THE 
ENFORCEMENT OF HOUSING CODE INSPECTIONS 
ARE DEFICIENT. THERE IS A BACKLOG OF SOME 
4,000 NOTICES TO COMPLY WITH THE HOUSING CODE 
AND AN A VE RAGE OF FEWER THAN 10 CASES WEEKLY 
ARE TAKEN TO COURT. 

"THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT USES A MULTIPLE 
PERMIT CARD FOR STRUCTURES BEING REPAIRED 
DUE TO HOUSING CODE ACTIONS . THIS CARD PROVIDES 
A RECORDING FOR ALL TYPES OF REPAIRS. WHEN REPAIRS 
ARE INSPECTED AND APPROVED, THE INSPECTOR SIGNS 
THE MUTLIPLE CARD, WHICH IS POSTED ON THE PROPERTY. 
THIS FORM SERVES THE PURPOSE OF INSURING THAT ALL 
NECESSARY PERMITS HAVE BEEN ISSUED AND WORK HAS 
BEEN SATISFACTORILY ACCOMPLISHED. SOME 
INSPECTORS REFUSE TO SIGN THE CARD . IN ADDITION, 
THE MULTIPLE PERMIT FORM IS USED ONLY ON REPAIRS 
ORDERED BY THE HOUSING DIVISION BUT NOT FOR OTHER 
REPAIRS . THEREFORE , SOME REPAIR JOBS HAVE CARDS 
WHILE OTHERS DO NOT. THIS SITUATION CREATES 
CONFUSION EVEN AMONG THE INSPECTORS . 11 

R e c ommen dation : 

1. Spe ll out the dutie s a n d r e sponsibilitie s of the Supe r v is o r of 

Inspe ction S e r v ices a n d give t his position the auth ority to c oordinate 

all In specti on S ervi ce s a s the j ob t itle an d orga nizati on ch a rt i m ply. 

This would include autho rity to order cooperation a mong divis ions 

and change s in procedures of divisions to c o rre c t problems . 

f (' 
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2. Transfer of the Codes Compliance Officer and the Rehabilitation 

Specialist to the Housing Division, reporting to the Chief Housing 

Code Inspector. These two functions cannot be separated from 

the Housing Inspection functions and the coordination of the 

Inspectors. Court cases and rehabilitation efforts are vital to 

the success of a vigorous housing code enforcement program. 

3. The Central Records Section should be near the Permit Desk to 

provide maximum utilization of records in determining whether 

or not a permit should be issued. The building records lend 

themselves nicely to a computer application and should be 

computerized at the earliest possible date. 

The work done by the CIP at great expense to the City and 

HUD in placing records of every parcel and structure on the 

City computer must not be allowed to become outdated and 

simply electronic archives. The Building Inspection Department 

should be charged with the responsibility for updating computerized 

building codes data. 

A remote display station should be planned as a part of the 

City's new IBM 360 System for ready access by the Permit Desk 

from central computer records . 

r 



Mr. Landers 
Page Nine 
Octobe r 14, 1966 

4. An agressive prosecution policy must be adopted and followed 

if we expect to achieve even minimum compliance. The backlog 

of pending Housing Code violations will require the services of a 

fulltime prosecutor if the Div ision is ever to hope to become 

current. A fulltime As s istant City Attorney is recommended. 
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I t em 

Sour ce 
Hous i ng Code Division 
Code s Compliance Of fice 
I n Rem Off ice 
Ot her 
'ro t al 

Not Schedu led 
Not qua lif ied under current policy 
Othe r solut ion mor e appr opriate 
Postponed 

To ta l Not i ces Issued 
(Ovme r s and Part ies i n Interest) 
Hearings conducted-S tructures ) 

(Family Units 

Decis ion s Rendered 
Demolish 
Demolish or Rehabilita te 
Rehabilita te 
Tota l Or ders Issued 

i n Interest) (Ovmers and Par tie s 

Structures Compl ied 
Demolished 
Cleaned and Closed 
Rehabilitated 
Tota l 

Fami l ies Referred f or Re location 

Note: ~·:Re quested by November 10 
.. "!:*Schedu l ed 

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDINGS 

Supervi sor of Ins pec tion Services 

In Rem St a t i s t ic s , 1966 (Thr ough November 1, 1966) 

July 27 
Hear i n5 

23 
0 
0 
0 

23 

0 
0 
4 

30 

23 
(43) 

18 
2 
3 

30 

2 

2 

5 

Aueus t 24 
Hearinp; 

31 
19 

5 
0 

55 

4 
0 
4 

47 

28 
(53) 

25 
1 
2 

39 

1 

September 28 
Hear in8 

22 
12 

9 
0 

43 

4 
3 
0 

70 

40 
(5 6) 

33 
6 
1 

62 

8 

October 26 
Hear ing 

15 
0 
8 
0 

23 

5 
2 
0 

65 

40 
(69) 

34 
6 
0 

72 

1 

November 30 
Hear i n?, 

20 
10 
4 
0 

34 

1 
1 
0 

December 21 
Hearin,,. 

20* 
10* 

30 

To t al 

131 
51 
26 

0 
208 

14 
6 
8 

212 
, I 

131 
( 221) 

110 
15 

6 

203 

2 

2 

15 



Remarks: 

All properties are inspec ted, pictures taken and condition reports prepared prior t o hearings . In addition to Notices 

and Orders, mailed to owners and known parties in interest, properties are advertised legal ly. They are also i nd i v idually 

posted, both before and after the hearings . Upon completion of specified time for correction, all properties are again 

inspected for compliance, before Ordinance is r equested dL:ecting the Enforcement Officer to proceed with Demolition or 

Cleaning and Closing . 

269 properties were contained on the Conso lidated Master List of Buildings Unfit f or Occupancy Revised June 15, 1966. 

85 additional properties have been added to the List as of November 1, 1966. 

354 Total. 

lt is estimated that an additional 300 structures are currently eligibla f or inclusion on the List. 

The structura l value (exclusive of land) before d eterioration of the 153 structures scheduled f or the first f ive hearings 

is conservatively estimated to have amounted to $750, ©00 which has been completely lost due to neg lect and laclt of timely 

maintenance. The estimated annual rental on these pr®perties would have amounted to $180, 000 which has been lost to the 

owners, due to neglect, and the annual City-County ta ;,r: loss amounts to approximately $ 15,000. 

·'7"./) /, #' . r ~ c :.e..c-.c--d ~ :.,,c ~ 
Malcolm D Jones ~ · 
Superv isor of Inspection Services 

2. 
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF. BUILDINGS 

MEMO 

From the desk of· · 

W. R. Wofford, Inspector of Buildings November 4, 1966 

TO: 

Dan Sweat, Liaison Officer 

The attached was sent to BOCA by the 

National League of Cities through our contact 

with that association in the "1313 Urban 

Affairs Center"o 

I am forwarding it to you for information 

purposeso 

Enco 

FORM 4 • 22 
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THE SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

WASHINGTON, D .C. 20410 

r;~~:f~ U \llbl':!;'-cal, U c,;'VJ 
Dear Public Official: B. 0 . C. A. 

The Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment wishes to announce 
the initiation of an annual Awards Program for outstanding con­
tributions to intergovernmental relations in the field of urban 
development. This 1966 Intergovernmental Awards Program will 
recognize superior , cooperative achievements between local govern­
ments and actions to improve State-local relations which further 
the national objective of helping to improve the living environ­
ment of our citizens. 

This invitation to participate in the canpetition is being distri­
buted by. the Department in cooperation with the following organ­
izations: 

The National League of Cities 
The United States Conference of Mayors 
The National Association of Counties 
The International City Managers• Association 
The National School Boards Association 
The American Association of School Administrators 
The Council of State Governments 

Awards for the First Annual Ccmpetition will be made at the 
National League of Cities' Annual Congress, December 6, 1966, in 
Las Vegas, Nevada. 

Sul:nissions to this canpetition are invited. The deadline is 
November 18, 1966 • .Applications should be sulnitted to the . 
Departmmt of Houaing and Urban Dffelopment, 1626 I Street, H. w., 
Washington, D. C. 20410. 

Activities which have been initiated since January, 1965 are 
eligible for this :rear's canpetition. Kore specific infOl"lllation 
on eligible participants and criteria tor making awards ia 
enclosed. SUbmission statements should be limited to two pages; 
supporting documents will be accepted as enclosm-es. 

Please accept this invitation to submit your reccmnendations 
for these awards. We are eager to recogni;e and encourage those 
outstanding contributiana to intergovernmental relations which 
increase our ability to meet m-ban needs. 



,.--- ----------

Annual Awards Program for I nnovations in Intergovernmental Relations 

PURPOSE 

This Awards Program is designed: 

to identify outstanding cooperative effor ts between 
local governments and acti ons to impr ove State-l ocal 
relations, which too of t en go unobserved; and to 
provide for these effor ts a measure of the publicity 
which they rightly deserve, and 

to make available t hrough publication, a selected 
number of the out s t andi ng actions reported each year 
under the program. 

WHO IS ELIGIBLE TO PARTICIPATE? 

Any local governmental body, organization of elected off icials, 
units of governments acti ng Jointly, school district s in coop­
eration with gener al unit s of gover nment, regional bodies, or 
State governments , may participate . 

JUDGMENT CRITERIA 

I. The "improved i ntergovernment al effort i n urban devel­
opment" should invol ve areas of interes t t o the Department of 
Housing and Ur ban Development and organizations of publ i c offi cials 
(e. g., meet i ng slum probl ems , encouraging orderl y ·urban develop­
ment, rel ating physical development needs t o social, educational 
and economic needs in an area, reducing the cos t of providing 
publ i c services , etc.). 

II . The activity should be i nnovative or precedent-making 
and mus t have t aken place in the peri od from January, 1965 t o 
the present. 

III . The activit y should be appl i cabl e in other communit i es , 
regions , or Stat es . 

Examples mi ght i ncl ude such developments as these : 

the est abl ishment , in many Cali f or nia counties , 
of local area formation commissions , with regu­
latory power over t he creation ~r new municipalities, 
annexations, and special dist r icts ; 

..., 



• 

• 

• 

• 

-2-

legislation authorizing local governments to 
cooperate in the collection of local taxes in 
Michigan; · 

the establishment of a State-authorized metro­
politan area study ccrnmission in Portland, Oregon; 

studies initiated by the State of California, 
designed to apply aero-space technology to urban 
problems; 

the proposed vesting of regional planning and 
continuing transportation planning process re­
sponsibilities in the Washington Regional Council 
of Governments; 

the proposed agreement by 13 municipalities in 
Nortlu~rn New Jersey, to establish a single regional 
urban renewal agency, and to share property taxes 
resulting fran new industrial development within 
the entire region. 

WHO WILL JUOOE? 

Distinguished persons in the field of intergovernmental relations, 
including representatives of the various levels of government, 
will be invited by the Secretary of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development to evaluate entries and recommend awards. 



TELEPHONE MESSAGE 

To 8 f2 

Name-~~- ~~· - ~----------------

Telephone No. ____ ;{,..___.;2_ =8_3 _______ _ _ 

~ Wants you to call 

0 Returned your call 

0 Left the following message: 

0 Is here to see you 

0 Came by to see you 

By--------1------------- ----------

F O R M 25 • 5 



WILLIAM R. WOFFORD, P.E., R . A. 

I NSPECTOR OF BUILD IN GS 

ELMER H. MOON, E.E., P.E. 
ASS T. INSPECTOR OF BU IL D IN GS 

Mr. Dan E. Sweat 

C TY OF A LA TA 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

J . S. BUCHAN AN 
CHIEF HOUSING CODE INSPECTOR 

November 21, 1966 

Director, Governmental Liason 
Room 209 
City Hall 

RE: 741 Pryor Street, S.W. 
Camilla B. Stipe, Owner 

Dear Dan: 

The Housing Code Division has an extensive file on this 
property dating back to April 2, 1963. The case has been presented 
to the Municipal Court on two different occasions; and because of 
age and infirmity, the Court did not choose to impose a penalty. 

Miss Stipe lives alone in the property, and she does have 
several dogs as pets. Miss Stipe is apparently two years in 
arrears on her mortgage payments. The mortgage holder refuses 
to foreclose although at one time he agreed to work with us for 
the benefit of Miss Stipe. There have been numerous efforts to 
assist Miss Stipe, and she has consistently refuted· all attempts 
to ass ist. 

This property was a part of the "In Rem" hearing conducted 
in City Hall on September 28, 1966 at which time it was determined 
that the building is unfit for human habitation or occupancy, that 
it should be demolished, and the owners and parties in interest 
were so notified of those facts. 

Mrs. Lillian Chancellor, addressee of the letter you received, 
is Claim Supervisor for the State Department of Labor . In my 
opinion, Miss Stipe needs to be removed from this property because 
of the hazardous and unsanitary condit ion of the building; and she 
is a l so the soul remaining white woman living in an all Negro 
connnunity. The December 28 date mentioned in Mrs. Chancellor's 
letter is the expiration date of the notice forwarded stating the 
results of the "In Rem" hearing. There is quite a bit of additional 
information on file if it is needed. 

JSB:mse 

ATLANTA Tl-IE DOGWOOD CITY 







WYONT B . B EAN 

PLANNING ENG I NEER 

CO LLI ER B. GLADIN 
ASS I STANT PLANNING ENGIN E ER 
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CITY OF. ATLANTA 
DEPARTMENT of PLANNING 

700 CIT Y- HALL 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

t~ 

• r t 

U.cta, 



t 

... Jor . • • 

1 .. to a 
iJ 

2. co4~ C 

3 . 

( ) 

) Ti 1 

(c) 

s. 



I . G 2 

E. 

City 0£ .Atl ~nt · 

.{OUSL. G COD CO.!l)LIL'CE PROG::'-1:,.;_,1 

Pol icy an Proc edure Guide 

: '.::.::d::,'c!::: efforts i1mnediately t o sec re µubl ic unders t and i ns o.c L .. ,: :.-a.l s 

:::,d benefits of the Housing Cod e Complia nce Program througl us e 0.:: 

)c rs ona l contact, pamphlets, pres s releases and other public i r:L, .:-, .. ;:. .::icn 

',:;.~x i r:i_,m coo r dination i mmediately \·1 ith all other public a genci.cs F .:o 

';) 1;:: aff2cted by , and need to assist in , the conduct and results or ::::~-

~:; r ogran1 . 

c. Co n s ervation of those residential structures in g ood condition c o ? ~2v2~= 

t,, e s p read of blight and decay through encouragen:ent of maintenance -~i:::o:::t s 

_,1d p rotection from those conditions s uch as overcrowd ing and ur:a_, .:: ~·,,:, :,:ized 

conversion which l ead to blight. 

~~habilit ation of al l substandard residential structures whi c h ,) - .... ·. :.._ y 

,.:i.suit able for humgn habitation but where i mp rovements can be ma~2 

.c·..:asonable cost o bring them up to standard gnd where such ren.a;~ :. :'.. i.: .::...o. 

d es not conflict with other c omr,1unity goals by 1971. 

~ emo : ition within the C~ty limit s of At l anta o f all residential s =r~c - ~res 

1'. ich are unfit for human habit a tion and where rehabilitation wc _i u j _ 

t1 rohi · it i vely expensive or would otherwise conflict with other c o::n::..:.,.it: y 

boab by 1971. 

? ·ievie:,-; and re - evaluation beg innin g in ·1967 on a continuing basis of t:Dse 
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rehab ilitation areas which have been treate<l in previous ye a r s t o 

determine their need f or possible f uture systematic re i nitiation of 

total rehab ilitation effort. 

II. Ar eas and Pr iorities: 

A. The Hous ing Conditions Map reflecting the survey made in 1963 has been 

brought up - to-date. In this revision, close coordination has been 

developed between the Planning Department , the Housing Code Division 

and the Director of Government a l Liaison. This has re s ul ted i n an 

i~proved p l an for a city-wide , systematic, comprehens i ve Hous ing Code 

Compliance Program. The basic map o f the revised survey indica t es on 

a block basis the following categories . 

1. Conservat ion (Areas which principally require either no i mprcve;-;-,ents 

or only mino r improveme nts with occas ional rehabilitation). 

2 . Intensive Conservation (those areas which because of certain £ac tors 

such as age , transition i n occupancy or use, or adverse fringe 

influences, etc., require a gr eater amount of surveillance i n order 

to fores tall blight and decay. These areas will normally require 

only minor i mprovements and spot rehabil itation). 

3 . Rehab ilitat ion (tho e areas in which the majority of struc ure ' 

require rehabilitation which does not exceed 50 percent of t he i~ 

value; some spot c learance is anticipated) . 

4 . Clear a nce - Code Enforcement (predominately smaller areas wh~re 

t he majority of structures should be cleared and the area rede ­

veloped. It is ant icipated that the se areas would be cleared 
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through code compl iance wit h emphasis . on demol i tion . The on i y 

other corrective actions to be taken are t 1ose to alleviate 

ha zards and to protect the health a nd s afety of re s idents i ~ t h~ 

area). 

5 . Clearance - Tit l e I Urban Re newa l (those areas in which t he r.,aj ority 

of structures should be demolished, with some rehabilitation, and 

whe re the size and cost of the contemplated action jus t i f i es ·-he 

use of Title I federal funds). 

B. The map also shows division of the city into halves, for superviso r 

respons ibility ; each of these halves is sub-divided into five Sectors . 

Each of these Sectors is ass i gned to a Hous ing Code Inspector, as his 

area of individual responsibility. 

Co The map als o has on it areas of various sizes outlined showing the 

ne i ghborhood designation with numbers ranging from 1 65 to 1 69 . These 

a reas indicate where and when an intensive program of systematic housing 

code compl i ance is to be undertaken on a house to house basis . Tne 

target date assigned to a particular area indicates its relative ry riority . 

Those with a high priority have an early dat e; those with a lower pr iority, 

a later date . 

Pr iorit i es f or the areas have been based on: 

1. The number of compl i ance inspections which t he Housing Code division 

ca n undertake in one year, while maint a ining full city-wide coverage. 

2 o The relat ionship of rehabilitat i on areas to s urrounding or i nternal 

community a ctivities , communi ty facil i ty development or Title I 

Urban Renewal Projects. 
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3 . General conditions in the part icular area . Those with t ie wos c 

pressing rehabilitation needs will be undertaken first. 

4. The long range goal of complete housing code inspection o f subst ~n<lard 

dwel lings by 1970 and compliance in all designat ed rehab i litation areas 

by 1971. 

5. An add itional consideration in subsequent revisions will be the need 

in the future for more treatment in areas previously covered as blight 

reoccurs . This item represents the first step in the changeover fr om 

a program with a fixed completion date to one on a continuing basis . 

D. Proposed Community Facility Locations: 

A map has been prepared which indicates the location of all proposed 

community facilities and highways (exclusive of urban renewal projects) 

in the City of Atlanta . The locations have been indexed and co l or coded 

to identify them and to indicate the agency responsible for their execution . 

III. Or Ganizat ion and Administration 

A. Organiza tion and Personnel for Housing Code Comp l iance, Department of 

Buildings 

1. Supervisor of Inspection Services 

2. Pe rsonnel, Housing Code Division 

a . Chief Inspector (1) 

b . Field Supervisors (2) 

c. Housing Code Sector Inspectors (10) 

d . Housing Code Insp e ctors General (6) 

e . Housing Code Inspector II (1) (assigned to Codes 
Compliance Officer ) 

f . Concentration Area Inspectors (10) 

4 1-1- 6 7 



r--
g . Clerical Personnel ( 8) 

3. Re lQted Personnel 

a . ~ehab ilitation Specia list ( 1) 

b. Codes Comp liance Officer (1) 

B. Duties and Responsibilitie s: 

l . Supervis or of Inspection Ser vices. Overall supervision of all 

f orms of code enforcement such as plumbing and building uit h 

pr i mary emphasis on Housing Code Enforcement, including 

c oordination with other Departments. 

2 . Personnel , Housing Code Division: 

ao Chief Inspe ctor 

(1) Overall supervision of i nspections, 

field work and administration. 

(2 ) Coordination of relocation efforts 

with Atlanta Housing Authority . 

(3) Pursuit of resolution o f diff icult cases. 

( 4) Direct sup e rvision of clerical personnel 

(5) Coordination with Codes Comp liance Officer; 

R~habi lit eian Sp ei 11st . 

(6) Training program for new Housing Code Inspectors . 

(7) Coordinat ion with other Divisions of Department o f 

Buildings. 

b. Field Supervisors 

(1) Direc t supervis ion of five inspectors and their sectors 

comprising one - half(~) o f the City . 
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·(2 ) Supervision of intensive program teams and Inspectors 

General when operating in their on~-half (\) of t he Ci ty . 

(3) In-Service tra ining f or inspectors to include principles 

of Housing Code Enforcement, selection and scheduling of 

work, and standardization of requirements and acceptances. 

(4) General conduct of housing code compliance program within 

their one-half(~) of the City. 

(5) Assistance in resolution of difficult cases. 

(6) Assistance in preparation of court cases when requested 

by Code Compliance Officer. 

(7) Other special duties as assigned by Chief Inspector. 

c. Housing Code Inspector II 

(1) :Assigned to Codes Compliance Officer to assist in preparation 

of cases for Court. 

d . Housing Code Sector Inspectors: 

(1) Conduct of Housing Code Compliance Program in their sector . 

(2) Primary responsibility for resolution of all cases and 

compliants in their sectors. 

(3) Prepare cases f or presentation before the Better Housing 

Commission and City Attorney. 

(4) Assist in preparing court cases. 

e . Housing Code Inspectors General 

(1) Investigate , document and prepare cases f or presentation 

to Court and appear as witness , at time of trial (th ree 

inspectors and one Housing Code Inspector II assigned 

f or this purpose) 

(2) Preparation of cases for 11 In Rem11 proceedings and J,:!r~olit ion 

Gra nt Program (three inspectors assigned to these .::uac t ions . 
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£. Intensive Program Housing Code Inspecto,rs 

(1) Operate as team members 

(2) Conduct housing code compliance program in rehabilitation 

areas according to scheduled priorities. 

g . Clerica l Personne l 

(1) Process notices, letters, records and prepare period ic 

reports. 

(2) Receive telephone calls, prepare lists for Better Housing 

Commission hearings, City Attorney hearings and Court . 

(3) Record minutes of Better Housing Commission meetings. 

h. Related Personnel 

(1) Rehabilitation Specialist 

(a) Public relations--(promoting good maintenance and 

Housing Code Enforcement~ 

(b) Inspection of apartment developments (30 unit s and up) . 

(2) Codes Compliance Officer 

(a) Responsible for preparation and conduct (including 

attendance in Court) o f Housing Code Court c ases with 

assistance from Housing Code Inspect ors and Suporviso~y 

Personnel. 

(b) Advises Housing Code Division on requirements f o r 

prosecution o f cases in court, appropria tene s s of 

specif ic c ases f or Court action a nd p r epa r a t ion o f 

charges. 
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(c) Prepares Court calendars and reports on result s of 

Housing Code Court hea rings. 

C. Not ices and Follow-up Action 

Inspectors will use standard methods and prescribed time intervals as 

a guide for their processing of cases. Written procedure is on file 

in the Housing Code Division. 

D. Coordination 

1. Re location: 

Inspectors will fill out slips (on AHA standard form) to be s i gned 

and forwarded by the Chief Inspector to the Housing Authority for 

relocation assistance to the families threatened with displacement 

by Housing Code Enforcement, such as placarding occupied units, when 

a directive is issued to reduce the number of occupants and/or units, 

when demo lit ion is :imminent, and for other reasons. 

2. Community Facilities 

Chief Inspector will consult map s howing location of propos ed and 

s cheduled conmrunity facilities; will determine agency responsible 

for execution; and consult and coordinate with that agency to 

d rmi ne exact extent and status of project and th app r opriate 

Housing Code Comp liance Program for the areas at that time. 

3. Public Hous ing 

No Hous ing Code Inspections required. (Existing units 8874 ; unde r 

construction 650; planned 1140). 

4 . Municipal Services 

In conduct of the Housing Code Comp liance Program, Inspectors wil l 
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be alert for needed improvements in municipal services and 

other such prob l ems . Need will be recor"ded and referred by the 

Ch ief Inspector to the appropriate governi.uental agency. 

Poss i ble referral agenc i es are: 

a. Sanit ary Department 

b . Construc tion Department 

c . Traffi c & Street Light s Department 

d . Pol i ce Department 

e . Water Department 

f. Fire Department 

g . Parks Department 

h. Board of Education 

i. County Departments of Family and Children Services 

j. County Health Departments 

5 . Data Bank 

The Housing Code Division will participate continua lly ir.. furnish ing 

certain types of information, obtained in connection with its normal 

a ctivities, to be placed in the data bank. 

E. Comp la int s 

Al l Housing Code complaints received will be recorded on forms provided 

and investigated within.one week and appropriate action initiated i mme­

diately . Written procedure i s on file in the Housing Code Divi sion . 

F . Handling Unresolved Cases 

At the end of each quarter, Sector Inspectors will thoroughl y review their 

unresolved case files and determine what positive action should be taken. 
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Procedure for handling unresolved cases is on file in the Housing 

Code Division. 

IV. Area Housing Code Compliance Policies 

A. General: 

1 . Placard promptly vacant substandard units and structures 

considered unfit for occupancy and cause utility services 

to be discontinued. 

2. Promptly report to the Better Housing Commission and to the 

Atlanta Housing Authority Relocation Housing Office (for 

relocation of families) those occupied units and structures 

considered unfit for occupancy. 

3. In order to keep abreast of changing conditions conducive to 

deterioration and blight, ea ch Inspector will endeavor t o 

observe his entire Sector and initiate corrective action a s 

needed. 

4. I t is anticipated that e a ch Sector Inspe ct or will pr oce s s a 

minimum o f 20 new Housing Code major improvement cases per 

ca l enda r month, and comply an equal number per month out s ide 

of r~ bil i t ation areas in which t ms ar e working, Effort 

should be made where feasible to keep each Sector Inspector 1 s 

workload of uncomp l eted act i ve notice s to approx i mately 200 . 

All Sect or Inspe ctor s combine d should comp ly at l east 3500 

units per year . 

B. Conservation Areas (See Hous ing Map): 

1 . Inspector wil l encourage maintenance and conservation 
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verbally where early signs of blight appear but no val id 

code violation exists. 

2. Housing Code inspection to be made primarily on a compla::_nt 

basis. 

C. Intensive Conservation Areas (See Housing Map) 

1. Housing Code inspections to be made based on an apparent need. 

Accent to be conservation rather than waiting until rehabi litation 

is necessary; Inspector will give more attention to details to 

discover any signi f icant changes conducive to blight in t hese 

areas. 

2. Inspector will encourage maintenance and conservation verbally 

where early signs of blight appear but where no valid code 

violation exists. 

3. These areas will be closely examined fo~ consideration as possible 

future federally assisted code enforcement projects under t he 1964 

Housing Act. 

D. Rehabilitation Areas (See Housing Map) 

1. These areas have been designated according to priority of need 

and pl aced on a schedule. (See Map) 

2 . These areas will be intensively covered house by house by 

inspe ctors of an intensive program team (2 - 4 men). 

3. Conduct of Compliance Program 

a . All Housing units in rehabilitation area s will be i ns pe ct e d 

and necessary comp liance notices issued or st a tement issued 

t hat p roperty is i n satis f actory condition . 
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b . It is antic ipated that t hree large 3:reas ( approx i ma ·ely 

7000 unit~ and t ree s mall areas ( approximately 

1900 unit~ will be covere d this year ( approx i reate 

t otal 8900). Any c ases remaining unresolved a t t he end 

o f t h is year will be assigned to Sector Inspector fo r 

resolution. 

c. It is anticipated that each Team Inspector will make 

approximately 7 new inspe ctions or 7 first follow-up 

inspections per day . 

4. These areas Hill be closely e xamined for consideration as possible 

future federally assisted code enforcement projects under t he 19 64 

Hous ing Act . 

E . Clearance - Code En f orcement Areas ( See Housing Map ) 

1. Enforce Code only to: 

a . Placard where warranted a nd seek demolition. 

b . Correct hazards . 

c. Reduce overcrowding. 

d. Vacate unf it unit s . 

e . Clean up premises . 

2 . Discourage rehabilitat i on action in indust rial ly zoned areas , 

especially in marginal cases. 

3 . Se ek maxi mum coordination with other divis ions of Building 

Department to discourag e improvements other than to co r r ect 

hazards of any housing units and structures in areas. 
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·;, Clearance - Title I Urban Renewal 

1 . Propos ed and Planning Stage Projects (See Housjng Map ): 

Enforce Code only to: 

a. Placard where warranted and seek demolition. 

b. Correct hazards. 

c. Reduce overcrowding . 

d. Vacate unf it units. 

e. Clean up premises. 

2. Urban Renewal Projects in Execution (See Housing Map): 

a. Issue no notices unless instructed othen,ise by Chief 

Inspector (usually upon request of Atlanta Housing 

Authority). 

G. Community Facility Locations, including Public Housing (See 

Community Facility Map ): 

1 . Scheduled for construction or property being acquired 

a . Chief Inspector will consult map showing location of 

proposed and schedu l ed community facilities; will 

determine agency responsible for execution; and 

consult and coordinate with that agency to det ermine 

exact extent and status of proj ect and the appropriate 

Housing Code Comp liance Program for the areas at that 

time . 

b. Normally Inspector will issue no notices unless instructed 

othen,ise by Chief Inspector. 

13 1-1 - 67 



--- ------· -- - ·- ·-- -··-· . 

2. Planned - construction anticipated but ~ot scheduled 

a. Ch i ef Inspector will consult map showing location of 

proposed and scheduled com..rnunity facilities; will 

determine 2.gency responsible for execution; and 

consult and coordinate with that agency to determine 

exact extent and status of project and the appropria te 

Housing Code Comp liance Program for the areas at that 

time. 

b. Normal action will be to enforce Code only to : 

(1) Placard where warranted and seek demolition. 

(2) Correct hazards, 

(3) Reduce overcrowding. 

(4) Vacate unfit units. 

(5) Clean up premises. 

14 1- 1-67 



CITY OF ATLANTA 

REPORT OF THE INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS OFFICE 

FOR THE MONTH OF DECEMBER, 1966 

NO . OF PERMITS CLASSIFICATION 

____ l~-- Condominum 

27 Frame Dwellings , I F a mily . 

-------Masonry Dwellings , I F amily 

-------Frame Dwellings, Duplex . 

-------Masonry Dwellings , Duplex 

-------Apa rtment Houses . · . 

-------Churches & Religious Buildings . 

---~---Add-Alter-Repa ir Churches 

_______ Amusement & Recreation Buildings 

____ ..__ __ Stores & Other Mercantile Buildings . 

____ .,__ __ Service Sta tions . 

____ .,,__ __ Reside ntia l Garages & Carports 

------=l=----- Parking Ga rages . 

-------Garages . 

_______ Hotel & Motel Buildings . 

___ _.,.__ __ school & Educa tiona l Buildings . 

___ __.~-- Add-Al te r-Repair Schools . 

___ _. ___ Qffice Buildings . 

___ ___. ___ Qffice & Wa re house . 

----J.---Utili ty Buildings . 

-------Industrial Bui ldings. 

_______ swimming Pools. 

87 
-------Fire Escapes Elevators & Signs 

___ 2_S_O ___ Add-Alter-Repair, Residential . 

___ 4_0 ___ _ Add-Alter-Repair, Business Bldgs . . 

____ B ____ Demolitions-Business Buildings . 

71 T"\ __ ,... 1; .. ; ..... _ ... _n ..... ... :...J ..... _.,;,..., 1 0 .. .. :1...J : ......... ~ 

COST 

$ _____ .1 __ Js__., ..... o __ ob __ ' ...... bo ..... · 
$ ---+.4,....,2+1-, 1...,9 ..... o--.-oo--

$ -------­

$--------

$ _______ _ 

$--------
$ _______ _ 

$ ---+ltti08H-,-t:4rf-i0tttQr-1. Q1-t10't--

$ _______ _ 

s --2~3,...:;7.,_,""'.,'4;-'A-o ...,_ o~o~ 

$ ---1"""6.,_.,-e9.-..5fto_,. o'W'o~ 

s __ ___,,,_,-'ll3-Ao•,-,j. o .... o~ 

$ ----<6~0",~0"*00-. O""Q,-

$ _______ _ 

$ _______ _ 

$ ----<7f-fi0f-,+fl0O1-t18,....+011-1Qr­

$ ------t-15-.t0-t-:.-+QIHQr-­

$ ---t-12~2.,--,-Srt-01110t-.ttQttO-

$ -__,1...,,4 .... 0 ..... , 0 .... 0-0-...... 0 ..... 0-

s ---4,,_, ...... ,;florf"lo.--. ftoo-
$ _______ _ 

$ --------

$ __ _..7'-'4~,~9=4=4 .... ,-o-o_ 

$ __ 4~3~2 ..... ,_s_o_6~· o_o _ 

$ -~l~i-1...,,_2-s-9_,_o_o _ 

$ --~1-1~,,-c,4~0~0 ........ 0-Q_ 

1q_21n_nn 

NO. OF FAMILIES 

HOUSED 

6 

27 

-107 _ ---



CITY OF ATLANTA 

REPORT OF THE INSPECT OR OF BUILDINGS OFFICE 

FOR THE MONTH OF DECEMBER, 1966 

NO. OF PERMITS 

1 

CLASSIFICATION 

Condominum 

____ 2.._7 ___ Frame Dwellings, 1 Family . 

-------Masonry Dwellings, 1 Family 

-------Frame Dwellings , Duplex. 

-------¥asonry Dwellings, Duplex 

-------Apartment Houses. · . 

-------Churches & Religious Buildings . 

___ __. ___ Add-Alter-Repair Churches 

_______ Amusement & Recreation Buildings 

____ ,.__ __ scores & Other Mercantile Buildings . 

____ .,__ __ Service Stations . 

---~---Reside ntial Garages & Carports 

------'!=----Parking Garages . 

-------Garages . 

-------Hotel & Motel Buildings. 

___ __,,,__ __ school & Educational Buildings . 

___ ____.._ __ Add-Alter-Repa ir Schools . 

-----"'~--Office Buildings . 

___ ___, ___ office & Warehouse. 

---.......a.---Utility Buildings . 

-------Industrial Buildings. 

-------Swimming Pools . 

87 -------Fire Escapes Elevators & Signs 

280 
-------Add-Alter-Repair, Residential. 

40 -------Add-Alter-Repair, Business Bldgs .. 

8 -------Demolitions-Business Buildings . 

71 -------Demolitions-Residential Buildings . 

COST 

$ ______ 1 __ Js__.. __ oo_._b_.·. ,b=o;._· 

$ ---+-4~2+1-, 1 .... 9 ..... 0 ........... 00""-

$ --------

$--------

$--------

$ _______ _ 

$ _______ _ 

$ ---+1}01+18*"-,--l>4ettOttQ-,. 0'*0½-

$ _______ _ 

s --21-'13f-T-7-', 1~si-flo,....,. of'Wo­

s ---1'H6r1-fl9Hi_5cAO-,. Of"l-jO-

$ ----'7r,-'l3~0 .... ,-,. of"l-jo-

$ ---u6cw-O'""', o,,..o""o ..... ok,Ko-

$--------
$ _______ _ 

$ ----,17'+-10..,., H10O1--t10+.-+1811-10-

$ -----t-15""'0+-.-+1811-tO­

$ --}t-;2,-,;2>-, ..... SR,oo-. O*O­

$ --1 ...... 4~0-,, QRi()Flf'()½-.-A()AO­

$ -----#r4-, 51r40'W'0 ...... 410AO-

$ _______ _ 

$--------
$ __ .... 7c..;;:4"-l, .... 9=4=4:..o. • .w0 .... O_ 

s __ 4....,J ... 2 ... , .... a ... 0 ..... 6 .... o...,o..__ 

s -~J ..... 1 .... 1_,, .... 2 .... s"""9 .... , .... o ..... o_ 

s --~1~1...,,~4_0_0 ___ 00_ 

s ___ 19____., 2_1~0 ...... a_n_ 

NO. OF FAMILIES 

HOUSED 

6 

27 

-107 

Total Perm.its 5_34~---- Total Cost ... $....._ _ __,,_2,...1-jl~7u,9,-..,-'J~e~41..e.-1-011-01---

Total No. of Families Housed _____ .......,,,__-,!_...,,...... 

33 I ~/; 
W. R. WOFFORD 

f) 

FO"'M NO . 4-2 
Insp ector of Buildings 



CITY OF ATLANTA 

REPORT OF THE INSPECTOR OF BUILDINGS OFFICE 

FOR THE MONTH 0 F DECEMBER. 1966 

NO. OF PERMITS CLASSIFICATION COST NO . OF FAMILIES 

1. Condominum ·I· bd HOUSED 
$ .135 , oop .,_ .. 6 

27 Frame Dwellings, 1 Family . $ 421.190.00- 27 
Masonry Dwellings , 1 Family $ 

Frame Dwellings , Duplex . $ 

Masonry Dwellings, Duplex $ 

Apartment Houses . · . $ 

Churches & Religious Buildings . $ 

Add-Alter-Repair Churches $ 108,400.00 

Amusement & Recrea tion Buildings $ 

Stores & Other Mercantile Buildings . $ 237.750.00 

Service Stations . $ 16.9:50.00 

Residential Garages & Carports $ 7.305.00 
1 Parking Ga rages . $ 60,000.00 

Garages . $ 

Hotel & Motel Buildings . $ 

School & Educa tiona l Buildings . $ 70,000.00 

Add-Alter-Repair Schools . $ 1s0.00 

Office Buildings . $ 122,soo.oo 
Office & Wa rehouse . $ 140,000.00 

Utility Buildings . $ 4,500.00 

Industrial Buildings . $ 

Swimming Pools . $ 

87 Fire Escapes E levators & Signs $ 74,944 00 

280 Add-Alter-Repair, Residential . $ 432,806,00 

40 Add-Alter-Repai r, Business Bldgs . . $ 317,259,00 

8 Demolitions-Business Buildings . $ 11,400.QO 

71 Demolitions-Residential Buildings . $ 12,210.00 -107 

Total Permits .._5-4.3""'4 ____ _ Total Cos t ~$----,2~, l1:-i7~91h,...,.,)H!61"14,-,,0 1c181"10--

Total No. of Families Housed --------...... ---~ 
33 I fo , 

1 
W. R. WOFFORD 

FOP'-1 NO. 4- 2 
Inspector of Buildings 
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