
 
Hello,  

Please provide the rationale for “The River Basin for GAR030602040623 – Doboy Sound was 
corrected from the Altamaha River Basin to the Ogeechee River Basin.” The Altamaha River 
feeds Doboy Sound; I cannot understand why it would be changed to Ogeechee.  

I noted this change in the “Highlights of the Draft 2024 305(b)/303(d) List of Waters” p. 7. I have 
not combed through all of the draft documents, yet; apologies if there is explanation provided 
in another document that I have not seen.  

Thank you,  
--  
Maggie Van Cantfort 
Altamaha Riverkeeper 
Coast to Confluence Watershed Specialist 
912-223-6073 
altamahariverkeeper.org 
facebook.com/AltamahaRiverkeeper 
 

https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/altamahariverkeeper.org/__;!!HWVSVPY!gqESKctK7lLUOzHpVQKzEZfn_Cvbpx2UnivlVYD-9WZjWle3R4Ph4KfbS93ZFGVrOn_-7FS-1-uRaNxv529RlqS_1JOw$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.facebook.com/AltamahaRiverkeeper__;!!HWVSVPY!gqESKctK7lLUOzHpVQKzEZfn_Cvbpx2UnivlVYD-9WZjWle3R4Ph4KfbS93ZFGVrOn_-7FS-1-uRaNxv529RlvEBNFs9$


 
 
 
Good afternoon Susan, 
I hope this finds you doing well. 
Just a minor comment…..on the Lanier dam pool listing…perhaps add Gwinnett (18) as a data source.  
Thanks 
 

 

Kevin Farrell | Permitting and Regulatory Services Section Manager  
Department of Water Resources | Gwinnett County Government 
678.376.7179 | 684 Winder Highway, Lawrenceville, GA 30045  
www.gwinnettcounty.com | kevin.farrell@gwinnettcounty.com 
Learn more about Gwinnett County Water Resources at www.gwinnettH2O.com  

 
 
 

https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/www.gwinnettcounty.com__;!!HWVSVPY!gDSHOU1cXJpiJ_oOcEFub78qbJdhJd2xA4d0CqpB_QTtv3s4eqs2pzpwcU1A20BG55ipm0RlCnfiK9VZK-9FHD73R5Sv6NeuUg$
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https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/www.gwinnettH2O.com__;!!HWVSVPY!gDSHOU1cXJpiJ_oOcEFub78qbJdhJd2xA4d0CqpB_QTtv3s4eqs2pzpwcU1A20BG55ipm0RlCnfiK9VZK-9FHD73R5TxYHxwbg$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/www.gwinnett200.com/__;!!HWVSVPY!gDSHOU1cXJpiJ_oOcEFub78qbJdhJd2xA4d0CqpB_QTtv3s4eqs2pzpwcU1A20BG55ipm0RlCnfiK9VZK-9FHD73R5R1UaYoGg$
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LISTING OF WATERBODIES PURSUENT T0 
SECTION 303(d) OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT 

State of Georgia Draft 2024 305(b)/303(d) List 
Public Notice February 7, 2024) 

Public Written Comments 
March 13, 2024 

Submitted by: Augusta Engineering Department, Augusta, Georgia 

GA EPD Reference Document: Draft 2024 Integrated 305(b)/303(d) List- Streams 

1) Reference: Page 256 - Segment of Butler Creek in Richmond County listed as: 
“ Butler Creek, Phinizy Ditch to Savannah River, Augusta “Not Supporting” and 
“Bacteria” as a Cause/Source”  

Comment #1 
Listed segment should have been delisted based on relevant data that was available to Georgia 
Environmental Protection Division and bacteria historic data available for the listed segment. See 
details below. 
 
Supporting information: The listed reach qualifies for delisting per EPD 2018 document 
“Nine-Element Watershed Management Plan for the Augusta Canal, Butler Creek, Beaverdam 
Ditch Watershed in Savannah River”. It is stated in this document that “Based upon these data, a 
course of action will be taken to remove the fecal coliform impairment from this lower section of 
Butler Creek relative to the 500 cfu/100 cfu water quality standard” [see attached Exhibit A-Part 
1]. In addition, data collected by Augusta, GA from March 2020 through December 2023 support 
listed impaired segment meeting applicable water quality standards and qualifies for delisting 
from 303d listing of impaired segments. [see attached Exhibit A-Part2] 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

2) Reference: Page 276 - Segment of Spirit Creek in Richmond County listed as: 
“ Spirit Creek, McDade Pond to Savannah River “Not Supporting” and “E Coli” as a 
Cause/Source”  

Comment #2 

The listed segment is lower seven-mile segment of Spirit Creek based on single sample value.  In 
our professional opinion based on historic relevant data, seasonal geo-ecosystem variability, and 
local knowledge of area land uses, a better fit listing for this segment should have been in 
Category 3 (assessment pending). Segment is listed for bacteria impairment identified as due to 
nonpoint source & urban runoff. This reach is not in urban area. 
 

Supporting information: Spirit Creek impaired segment listing is based on Tier 2 data collected by 
GA EPD in 2018. Only four samples were collected; one each in March, August, October, and November. 
Out of four collected samples only one sample, collected in August, exceeded single sample threshold value 
and was used to place a 7mile reach of Spirit Creek on impaired waters list. In our professional opinion, 
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this reach should have been placed in Category 3 (assessment pending). Factors such as geo-ecosystem 
seasonality variability of the data with regards to the parameter being assessed and results of other data 
including historical data at the site should have been considered. The area is not urbanized and human 
factor is limited in vicinity of GA EPD sampling location. There is high probably other factors contributed 
to August 29, 2018 collected sample. Same segment was listed previously and Augusta, Georgia collected 
sufficient geometric mean data to delist this segment in 2006 through 2010. Historical data summary 
included as EXHIBIT B (page 5/5). 
 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

EXHIBIT A-PART1 (Butler Creek Data) 
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EXHIBIT A-PART2 (BUTLER CREEK DATA) 
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EXHIBIT A-PART2 (BUTLER CREEK DATA) 

Sample    Weather Event            Recreational SNSA  DB 
Date          Type              Standard    Pkwy 

12/1/22 Wet 1,000                            290                      260               

12/13/22 Dry 1,000                            73                        55                 

12/20/22 Wet 1,000                            36                        55                 

12/22/22 Wet 1,000                            102                      184               

Dec.  2022 Geometric Means 94                        110               

3/7/23 Dry 1,000                            115                      147               

3/14/23 Wet 1,000                            105                      65                 

3/21/23 Dry 1,000                            45                        85                 

3/28/23 Wet 1,000                            600                      >700

March  2023 Geometric Means 134                      93                 

6/6/23 Dry 500                               56                        90                 

6/13/23 Wet 500                               220                      167               

6/20/23 Wet 500                               80                        244               

6/28/23 Dry 500                               227                      187               

June 2023 Geometric Means 122                      162               

9/7/23 Dry 500                               233                      173               

9/12/23 Wet 500                               460                      480               

9/19/23 Wet 500                               300                      240               

9/26/23 Wet 500                               80                        92                 

Sept.  2023 Geometric Means 225                      207               

12/5/23 Wet 265                               196                      115               E. Coli

12/7/23 Dry 265                               172                      199               E. Coli

12/12/23 Wet 265                               261                      191               E. Coli

12/14/23 Dry 265                               96                        66                 

Dec.  2023 Geometric Means 170                      130               E. Coli  
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EXHIBIT B (SPIRIT CREEK DAYA) 

Summary of Historical Coliform Data  
All concentrations in Cfu/100 ml 

Sample Recreational Sample Location 

Date Standard Up Mid Down 

9/25/06 200 117 50 160 

10/24/06 200 110 63 130 

11/21/06 1,000 51 14 28 

12/12/06 1,000 31 8 46 

1/22/07 1,000 139 11 124 

2/6/07 1,000 42 7 67 

3/26/07 1,000 42 25 83 

4/23/07 1,000 64 11 63 

5/21/07 200 40 11 70 

6/27/07 200 177 30 270 

7/30/07 200 60 23 120 

8/20/07 200 105 43 270 

9/11/07 200 88 17 104 

10/29/07 200 46 8 120 

11/19/07 1,000 170 8 150 

12/17/07 1,000 170 320 360 

1/23/08 1,000 48 24 33 

2/20/08 1,000 40 10 70 

3/27/08 1,000 52 12 68 

4/29/08 1,000 400 64 275 

5/27/08 200 < 9 9 9 

6/24/08 200 180 140 80 
 

 

Geometric Means Data (Spirit @ Mike Padgett (Ga Hwy 56) 

 Nov 2010        1000     166 

 Feb 2011        1000       38 

May 2011        200        98 

Aug 2011        200        188 

 

GA EPD Monthly Data (Spirit @ Mike Padgett (Ga Hwy 56) used for listing impaired segment 

 3/18/2018        1000        130 

 8/29/2018         200        800 

10/18/2018        1000        120 

11/28/2018         200        170 



PO Box 16206
Savannah, GA 31416

Phone/Fax: 866-942-6222

www.ogeecheeriverkeeper.org
Working Together to Protect the Ogeechee, Canoochee and Coastal Rivers

March 14, 2024

Via E-Mail

Georgia Environmental ProtectionDivision
Watershed Protection Branch,Watershed Planning andMonitoring Program
2Martin Luther King, Dr., Atlanta, GA 30334
Suite 1407A, Tower 2
Attn: Susan Salter

Re: Dra�t Georgia 2024 305(b)/303(d) List Documents

DearMs. Salter:

Ogeechee Riverkeeper’s (ORK)mission is to protect, preserve, and improve thewater quality of the Ogeechee
River basin, including the Canoochee River and the coastal and tidal rivers of Liberty, Bryan, and ChathamCounties.
ORKworks with local communities to share and collect information on the ecological and cultural importance of rivers
and streams throughout the Basin, and use that information to amplify the voices of thosewho speak for the
watershed. Central to ORK’s is to ensure that water quality rules and standards that apply in our basin are fully
supportive, carefully assessed, properly protective, and, where needed, successfully restored to support all beneficial
uses of thewaters.

ORK o�fers these comments on the 2024 dra�t 305(b)/303(d) List Package proposed by the Georgia
Environmental ProtectionDivision (EPD). Our comments focus on the EPD’s approach to assessing rivers and streams
where “natural water quality” is a consideration factor. In particular, EPDmust explain how it hasmade its ‘naturally low’
determinations for specific water body segments. Additionally, EPD should apply the current water quality standards to
all water body segments and not withhold listing for promised future rulemakings that have not yet occurred for all
listing decisions.

Waters Determined toHaveNaturally LowDO and pH - Explanation and JustificationNeeded

More information is needed to justify how EPDdetermined the specific water body segments listedwere
determined to have naturally low dissolved oxygen (DO) and pH. The information provided in the List Package does not
su�ficiently explain the scientific basis for how these determinations weremade and how the EPD is assured that these
water body segments are supporting their designated beneficial uses. ORK asks formore concrete, scientifically-based
justifications for the determinationsmade here and in future “natural water quality” determinations.
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While the “Summary of Listing Decisions for the 2024 305(b)/303(d) List ofWaters” document does discuss
“natural water quality,” the explanations there are not ground in science and do not justify how EPD is assured that the
designated beneficial uses are beingmet. In the ‘Assessment ofWaters Based on “NaturalWater Quality”’ section, EPD
explains why certain waters are being assessed di�ferently, but does little to explain its justifications. Here, EPD
explains that for pH, water body segments that have “been identified as a blackwater stream” that do not have any
“point source or land use issues thatmay be contributing to the low pHmeasured in the steam” are not listed as
impaired. However, no citations to scientific research, EPD reports, or other justification aremade to show how EPD is
assured that these “natural” low pH levels are supporting the beneficial uses.

Further, even less information is provided for the dissolved oxygen (DO) determination. In the ‘Assessment of
Waters Based on “NaturalWater Quality”’ section, EPD simply states that when “it was determined that that cause [of
lowDO]was likely due to natural conditions versus a human caused condition,” thewater body segmentwas not listed
as not supporting their designated beneficial uses. However, no explanation of that determinations are explicitly
provided in the List Package’s documents. The only explanations provided are quick citations to other documents in the
“Dra�t 2024 Integrated 305(b)/303(d) List - Streams” document, some of which are over 20 years old,1with no further
general explanation.

ORK asks that EPD clearly explain how it is reassured that thesewater body segments’ “natural water quality”
are supporting their designated beneficial uses. These explanations should be rooted in sound science, show that the
most vulnerable uses are still protected, and at what degree the beneficial uses are no longer su�ficiently protected.

AssessmentMethodologies D.1.a.3 (DO) andD.1.b.2 (pH) forMaking Use Support Decisions - Remove

Under Georgia’s currently applicable water quality standards, the listingmethodologies for dissolved oxygen
(DO) and pHdo not properly determine the status of water body segments. In the context of the “natural water quality”
segments, su�ficient data and information exists to determinewhether the applicable numeric water quality standards
are being achieved. Until the Georgia Department of Natural Resources proposes and promulgates new rules, thewater
quality standards are applicable and should be applied. As such, the “natural” dissolved oxygen and pH listing
methodologies should not be included, and thosewater body segments should be listed as not supporting its
designated beneficial use. ORK calls on EPD to provide the full picture of water quality status of all waters throughout
Georgia under the state’s current water quality laws.

EPD should not place these “natural water quality” segments in Category 3. In its 2024 List Package, EPD
included a number of water body segments in the Category 3 “Assessment Pending” category. In the “Summary of
Listing Decisions for the 2024 305(b)/303(d) List ofWaters” document, EPD explains that this category ismeant for
situations “when there is insu�ficient data or information tomake an assessment onwhether thewater ismeeting its
designated use(s).” However, data is not the issue -monitoring data for bothDO and pH are known for thewater body
segments added to this category related to “natural water quality.”

1 See, e.g., GAR031102010103 for Greasy Branch (Suwanee Basin), citing “TMDL completedDO 2001” ; GAR030702020402 for Boggy
Creek (Satilla Basin), citing “TMDLs completedDO (2001)...” ; GAR030702040602 for Boone Creek (St. Marys Basin), citing “TMDL
completedDO 2001.”
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Further, for DO, EPD states that “water quality data indicated that the DO criteria were not beingmet…,”
clearing showing su�ficient data existing.Wherewater quality criteria exist, as they do for DO and pH, thosemeasures
indicate whether the beneficial uses are being supported.Water quality criteria are set to ensure that themost
vulnerable beneficial uses are protected. Therefore, when awater body segment does notmeet water quality criteria
requirements, it is not supporting its beneficial use. And because su�ficient data and information exists tomake that
assessment, these particular segments should not be placed in Category 3.

In the “Georgia’s 2024 305(b)/303(d) Listing AssessmentMethodology” document, the listingmethodologies
refer to GAC 391-3-6-.03(7) in justifying the placement of these “natural water quality” segments into Category 3.While
this provision does state that certain waters “may have a quality that will not bewithin the general or specific
requirements” (emphasis added)” the actual “natural conditions” have yet to be defined. GAC 391-3-6-.03(3)(i) defines
“natural conditions” as “the collection of conditions for a particular waterbody used to develop numeric criteria for water
quality standards,” and directs the EPD and/or the Director to develop these conditions through “an examination of
historic data, comparisons to referencewatersheds, application ofmathematicalmodels, or any other procedure
deemed appropriate.” This has yet to occur, as noted in ListingMethodology D.1.a.3.2

The result is that water body segments that are not supporting their designated beneficial use are being le�t o�f
of the Integrated 305(b)/303(d) list. Thismeans that these lists are not truly re�lective of thewater quality status of the
state. Georgia’s currently EPA-approvedwater quality standards are what should be reported to the EPA in this
integrated report. Because su�ficient data and information exist to determinewhether beneficial uses are beingmet
under current water quality laws, EPD should remove ListingMethodologies D.1.a.3 andD.1.b.2 from its Assessment
Methodoly and then list the Category 3 water body segments awaiting “natural water quality” criteria as “not
supporting” their designated beneficial uses.

Thank you in advance for your time and consideration. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please
contact ben@ogeecheeriverkeeper.org.

Ben Kirsch, Legal Director
Ogeechee Riverkeeper

2 “If a waterbody does notmeet the DO criteriamore than 10%of the time and thewaterbody is located in an area of the State
where it is anticipated the low dissolved oxygen condition is natural, then EPDwill place thewaterbody in Category 3 until work is
completed that establishes the “natural” dissolved oxygen concentration for thewaterbody.” (emphasis added).
Georgia’s 2024 305(b)/303(d) Listing AssessmentMethodology. At page 13.
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Here are the comments from the Douglasville-Douglas County Water and 

Sewer Authority on the Draft 2024 305(b)/303(d) list of impaired streams. 
 
The following are comments from the Douglasville-Douglas County Water 
and Sewer Authority regarding the Draft 2024 Integrated 305(b)/303(d) 
List. Our comments are limited to Douglas County streams. 
 

1. There has been a segment of Anneewakee Creek that has been listed as 
impaired for Bio F for some time, described as being from House Creek 
to Lake Monroe. We have been unclear for a while where exactly House 
Creek was located. However, in researching the draft list, we discovered 
that the recently-published final TMDL report for the Chattahoochee 
River Basin included stream location maps. According to those maps, 

“House Creek” is a stream that we refer to as “Arbor Branch.” The 
description of the impaired segment has been changed on the draft list 
to “Tributary 200 ft downstream Creekwood Drive to Lake Monroe.” This 
description appears to be based on the USGS map, which shows both 
streams crossing Creekwood Drive before they converge. However, our 
local GIS mapping shows that the streams actually converge before the 

combined stream crosses under Creekwood Drive (i.e., there is only one 
culvert under the road in this location). The confluence appears to be 
about 200’ upstream of the road. Therefore, we recommend that you 
change the word “downstream” to “upstream” in the segment’s 
description on the list. 

 

2. It is interesting that you have removed the name “House Creek” from 
the segment description mentioned above, because the stream with that 
name is still listed as a supporting segment on the list 



(GAR031300020334). Since USGS does not have a name for the stream, 
you may consider calling it “Arbor Branch (f/k/a House Creek).” 

 
3. A new impaired stream segment was added to the list on Little 

Anneewakee Creek from I-20 to Shawnee Lake. The impairment is for 
ammonia toxicity and algae. One of the “source” codes given for this 
impairment is “M,” which is defined in the legend as a Municipal Point 
Source Discharge. We assume this means from a municipal wastewater 
treatment facility. The listed stream segment is completely within our 
jurisdiction, and we have no municipal wastewater treatment facilities 

on or upstream of this segment. There is, however, a private 
wastewater treatment system at the Arbor Village mobile home park, 
located at 4085 Midway Road, Douglasville GA 30134, not far upstream 
from the segment. Is it possible that the EPD believes this facility is the 
source of the impairment? Since this facility has its own permit with the 
EPD, we request that the source code be changed for this impairment. 

We do not want the citizens of Douglas County to incorrectly believe 
that this impairment is due to a failure at one of our facilities. 

 
4. Gothards Creek is a newly-listed segment under Category 3 (assessment 

pending), described as “Headwaters to Sweetwater Creek.” It is on the 
list as being only in Douglas County. In fact, Gothards Creek begins in 

Douglas County, enters Paulding County briefly, reenters Douglas 
County, reenters Paulding County and then Douglas County a second 
time, before entering Cobb County and converging with Sweetwater 
Creek in that county. 

 
 
_______________________________________________________________ 

Steve Ingle, P.E. 
Project Engineer 

 
Douglasville-Douglas County Water and Sewer Authority 

8763 Hospital Drive 

Douglasville, GA 30134 

(678) 631-1539 

Mailing Address: 
Post Office Box 1157  
Douglasville GA 30133 



www.ddcwsa.com  
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