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OVERVIEW

What you are about to read is not fiction, but afactual, posthumously written
"blow by blow" account ofthe three years plus, fraudulent, illegal escapades ofthe
participating members ofaHenry County, Georgia law firm, financed by the
uninformed Henry County taxpayers, involving the solicitation, momentary
bribing, attorney-client tutoring ofaprivate, financially sound Henry County
resident and Snapping Shoals land owner of89.2 dry Henry County acres into
consciously becoming the pro bono client of said law firm and voluntarily taking
on the task ofcommitting perjury in order to mail-order quitclaim and transfer
property, water rights and man-made improvements, that said pro bono client did
not legally own, from the unsuspecting "real owners" without notice or payment,
to an uninformed Henry County government agency for apre-arranged, but
unauthorized $25,000.00 payment prior to said quitclaimed assets being identified;
without asurvey or plat, no appraisal, no clear title and no Resolution from said
government agency to said law firm to act on any matter at Snapping Shoals, but
with aprivate, mutual codicil that said law firm would represent the sale ofthe pro
bono client's legally owned 89.2 acres ofHenry County property to The Henry
County government at an undisclosed price, for aWater Treatment Plant on a
River classified by said County as too polluted for use. Both the pro bono client,
J.M. Hanger and the government agency, The Henry County Water and Sewerage
Authority (HCWSA) were represented by the same private law firm, that firm
being Smith, Welch and Brittain (SWB), and in the case of"The HCWSA vs
Thomas Brothers" law suit case #2008-SU-CV-2714-W, the Snapping Shoals
property and natural resource scam, was directed by SWB attorney A.J. Welch, Jr..
For halting atrespass and illegal survey attempt over into Newton County, said
Welch created his own private law suit, on behalfofthe uninformed HCWSA, by
suing the innocent Thomas Brothers in an attempt to illegally use Henry County
taxpayer monies to survey the Newton County property previously mail-order
quitclaimed by SWB client J.M. Hanger in an attempt to create aPlat to
accompany aLimited Warranty Deed having J.M. Hanger as Grantor and the
uninformed HCWSA as Grantee, created by SWB attorneys from the contents of
the aforesaid SWB authored mail-order quitclaim deed signed by the "tricked"
heirs, of the previous owner, Whitehead Die Casting Company, Ltd (WDCCL), of
whom said heirs were unaware that they owned 20.4 acres ofthe Snapping Shoals
Riverbed via inheritance. The combined fraudulent actions ofthe participating
SWB attorneys and said SWB's pro bono client J.M. Hanger, as supported



posthumously by the HCWSA, under the auspices of the Henry County Superior
Court in pursuit ofaSummary Judgment in favor ofthe HCWSA completely
destroyed Thomas Brothers 34 year old registered "C" corporation due to the
ownership loss ofmeaningful properties, water rights, man-made improvements
and exhausted all the personal family and company monetary funds on fruitless,
defensive legal fees. As aresult of the SWB initiated lawsuit, the quitclaim actions
ofJ.M. Hanger and the Judge's favorable ruling for the HCWSA, the Thomas
Brothers are financially broke, said brother's 34 year old family business is
monetarily defunct and the Judge deemed the entire matter "Sharp Business
Practices" over in Henry County further ruling that J.M. Hanger and the HCWSA
are both innocent ofany and all illegal acts, as mutually represented by the SWB
law firm, on afree, pro bono basis for said Hanger and ataxpayer funded basis for
the HCWSA. The meaning or use oflegal terms or the lack thereof, ofwords such
as bona fide or innocent purchaser, consideration or monetary payment, privity or
the lack thereof, exploitation ofthe elderly, unjust enrichment, case laws, fraud,
stealing, resolution, perjury, illegal use oftaxpayer monies, quitclaim, limited
warranty and warranty deeds were all apart ofthe aforementioned lawsuit, and on
all counts the Henry County Superior Court ruled in favor ofeach term as used by
the SWB attorneys representing both J.M. Hanger and the HCWSA against the
innocent Thomas Brothers. As I, (Hoke Thomas), at age 74, continue to study
property law, this property and natural resource scam created by the SWB
attorneys continues to evolve and take on new meanings andIhave come to the
realization that ifnot stopped and thepast dealings ofsaid lawfirm is not
evaluated by thefederal governmentforfraud and misuse oftaxpayer monies, it
will continue un-checked, for no state or county government agency has the ability
orfortitude to intervene. lean truly say that my 34 years ofownership ofprivate,
industrialproperties and man-make improvements are ''gone with the water".
What the SWB lawfirm has done to myfamily is not acontest to prove right or
wrong, legal or illegal, but amisuse ofmoney in theform ofthreatsfor attorney
feesfor their clients, beyond reason in an attempt to "buy their lawsuit" and cause
mypersonalfinancial collapse. Under such circumstances, said SWB lawfirm will
always prevail. What typejustice might this be? Neither Thomas Brothers, J.M.
Hanger nor the HCWSA initiated this lawsuit, it was the SWB lawfirm.

1964 to 2007

I(Hoke Thomas) have been aHenry County citizen, property and home owner for
38 years, since 1976.1 am also aNewton County business and property owner
since the same date, including 1977. Both my home and business are located on
both sides ofthe non-navigable South River in both aforementioned Georgia
Counties Thomas Brother's 1976 and 1977 Warranty deed purchases, contiguous



to the centerline ofsaid South River, were from acommon vendor, WDCCL. I (my
late brother and I) are one of 11 different property owners of 160 acres situated m
both aforementioned counties including the non-navigable, non-taxable South
Riverbed; previously owned by WDCCL for 27 years from 1964 to 1991, when the
very last portion of said 160 acres was sold to Henry County resident J.M. Hanger,
by the acre in 1991, which included 89.2 dry Henry County acres represented by a
warranty deed, plat, closing statement, affidavit stating all lines and corners were
correct, and aquitclaim. To lower his property taxes, said Hanger put the entire
89.2 acres ofdry land in the Henry County Timber Conservation Program, where
said property remains today, un-molested. WDCCL was dissolved in 1994
transferring ownership, ifany, ofany remaining Snapping Shoals assets to each of
the respective heirs ofthe 7principals of WDCCL, upon saidprincipal's deaths.

In2004 and 2006 Thomas Brothers purchased additional, adjacent Newton County
property never owned by WDCCL. In 2007 the Newton County BOC closed a
portion ofOld Snapping Shoals Road situated between said brother's 1976 and
2004/2006 purchases and deeded said property to Thomas Brothers. Thomas
Brothers has many state andfederal water usepermits based on ownership ofthe
1976 and 1977properties and invested alifetime (34 years) ofdevelopment, daily
usage andfuture plansfor the continued development ofSnapping Shoals.

WDCCL used the man-made improvements, dam, canal, hydroelectric station and
water rights contained within the aforesaid 160 acres for 10 years from 1964 to
1974 to die cast Aluminum. Said company "out-grew" the electrical potential of
the Snapping Shoals site and relocated to Atlanta, Georgia in 1974. At the time
Thomas Brothers purchased aportion ofthe 160 acres in 1976 including the man-
made improvements, water rights and an easement to use the Snapping Shoals dam
for the production ofWater Power; WDCCL had previously sold all the Newton
County property upstream of the Dam, but said WDCCL retained ownership ofthe
entire riverbed contiguous to said property in that specific area by excluding any
riverbed ownership by others as so stated within each respective deed and plat
issued by WDCCL as Grantors to the respective Grantees. Such adeeded
arrangement, hopefully, preceded or superseded any OCGA 44-8-2 riverbed
claims by each respective contiguous landowner. Also retained by WDCCL was
the riverbed area associated with the aforementioned 89.2 dry acres ofproperty
sold in 1991 to J.M. Hanger. Retaining ownership of20.4 acres ofnon-property
taxable riverbed hopefully assured WDCCL ofexclusive use ofthe water rights,
dating back to 1821, at the Snapping Shoals location. This same agreement was
passed on to Thomas Brothers in said brother's 1976 warranty deed from WDCCL
and therefore could not have been leeallv passed on to J M. Haneer in 1991 by



WDCCL or the heArs ofWDCCL in 2008 via amail-order quitclaim authored by
SWB attorneys. For proof review the attached August 23,1983 letter from R.K.
Whitehead, Sr. to Thomas Brothers regarding ownership ofthe dam and water
rights Per their own admission, within the SWB January 30, 2008 letter of
fraudulent instructions to the 13 WDCCL heirs is contained the wording, "we
(SWB) have done the research and created the correct legal description for
the property WDCCL meant to convey to Mr. Hanger in 1991". Such a
statement proves that the scheming SWB attorneys had discovered that the 13
WDCCL heirs, via inheritance, were probably the legal owners ofthe aforesaid
20.4 acres ofSouth Riverbed at Snapping Shoals. The remainder ofsaid SWB
letter to the innocent heirs makes the statement, " in order to correct the error,
quitclaim deeds with the correct legal description must be signed by all the
descendants ofthe original partners ofWDCCL. Therefore, enclosed is a
quitclaim deed to properly transfer that portion ofproperty to Mr. Hanger.
Please follow these steps in order to execute the enclosed quitclaim deed".
Innocently, the unsuspecting 13 WDCCL heirs followed the SWB instructions and
unknowingly quitclaimed, without the required monetary "consideration" from
J.M. Hanger, their Riverbed inheritance to said Hanger. / (Hoke Thomas) contend
that there is no difference between what the SWB attorneys illegally did to the
unsuspecting 13 WDCCL heirs and what the infamous Bernie Madoffdid to his
unsuspecting investors. Both the SWB and Madoffactions equate to aPonzi-
Swindle Scam ora more recent definition, "insider trading".

In 1977 WDCCL sold Thomas Brothers the Newton County riverbed where the
Snapping Shoals dam is located and acontiguous dry land parcel where the canal
and head gates are located. Thomas Brother's 1977purchasefrom WDCCL is the
very sameproperty that said brothers previouslypurchased an easement to use in
1976. The controlling principal ofWDCCL, R.K. Whitehead, Sr., was Thomas
Brother's mentor, putting said brothers in business in 1976 and due to said
brother's poor financial status at the times ofpurchase in 1976 and 1977; the
WDCCL attorney represented both parties and recorded the respective deeds and
plats in both aforesaid counties. The 1976 purchase was a5year installment Sale,
the 1977 purchase was acash sale. Unknown to Thomas Brothers and WDCCL,
the now deceased WDCCL attorney or the Newton County Clerk ofCourt failed to
record the 1977 deed, recording the 1977 plat only.

At the conclusion ofproperty tax year 1991, all ofWDCCL's 160 acres ofproperty
and riverbed at Snapping Shoals had been sold and accounted for and smce that
date WDCCL has paid no more property taxes in either county, for the 20.4
reserved acres ofnon-navigable riverbed is not taxed by either Newton or Henry



Counties. Thomas Brothers has paid property taxes on both the 1976 and 1977
purchases for the past 38 years and J.M. Hanger has paid taxes on his 1991
purchase of89.2 dry Henry County acres for the past 23 years. Fastforwarding to
December of2007 when SWB attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. monetarily solicited J.M.
Hanger as the SWB pro bono client, due to the 1994 dissolution of WDCCL, 13
WDCCL heirs (11 heirs and 2senior type survivingprincipals) probably owned
20.4 acres ofRiverbed and Thomas Brother's 1977 deed unknowingly remained
un-recorded.

WATER IS MONEY

No doubt, the non-consumptive use of (hydroelectric), or consumptive use of
(potable) water equates to money. Although Water belongs to the "public", the use
thereof can be obtained via water use permits from the state and federal
government regulating agencies. "The love ofMoney is the root ofall evil",
fraudulently represented environmental site studies, manipulating or controlling of
said water use permits and the specific site location thereof, attaxpayer expense,
for personal monetary gains, is also aroot of evil and the practice of fraud.

With respect to Snapping Shoals, both state and federal permits are proofthat the
Thomas Brothers had future plans to raise the Snapping Shoals dam creating a
USACE style "multi-purpose", flood control, 26 billion gallon raw water reservoir,
6,000 KW hydroelectric station providing the use of the inter basin transferred
waters from the Chattahoochee River and the tremendous run-off from thousands
of square miles ofMetro Atlanta Areas was to be used by 7surrounding counties
as a"Co-Op" raw water withdrawal site for the production ofpotable water, while
at the same time releasing the impounded (stored) normal South River flows for
downstream use and totally negating a$100,000,000.00 taxpayer funded raw water
reservoir as was done recently by Henry County at Tussahaw Creek. The required
Georgia EPD presentations for use of the South River waters were made by
Thomas Brothers to all 7 surrounding counties. Representing the HCWSA,
attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. rejected the Thomas Brothers offer based on arecent
HCWSA environmental study citing excessive pollution in the South River, said
Welch's public rejection was further backed by aJuly 30, 2004 written offer
(attached to this document) from the HCWSA to purchase Thomas Brother's
riverbed for mitigation purposes, and farther instructed said brothers why Henry
County can never use the South River waters due to pollution. Quoting from the
recent HCWSA study "Tussahaw Creek Water Supply Reservoir, Mitigation Plan,
WEC Project No. 02-121598" (specific pages attached to this document, page 10):
"Rendering this water source (South River) unacceptablefor asafe and reliable
public water supply source ", also on page 4of said HCWSA study: "Although use



ofthe South River and/or Jackson Lake wouldproduce minimal wetland impacts
compared with new reservoir construction, these waters were considered to be
infeasible and non-practicable as water supply sources because the South River
has substantial water qualityproblems ". The bottom line; the taxpayer and
environmental friendly Snapping Shoals site was rejected for use by Henry County
due to pollution and the nearby Tussahaw Creek Reservoir, havmg the same EPD
pollution classification as the Snapping Shoals site, was constructed at the cost of
$60,000,000.00 dollars. But why?

"Why", adeeds researcher found evidence that during the early planning stages of
the aforementioned Tussahaw Creek Reservoir, a local investor purchased 520
acres ofbarren land, at $990.00 per acre, in and around the purposed Reservoir, on
the same day ofpurchase the HCWSA attorney Welch purchased exactly Vi of said
520 acres, for the same $990.00 per acre. Attorney Welch changed the owner ofhis
V2 of said 520 acres to the name of"Henry Cork". As the Reservoir began to fill
with water, the lake front enhanced residential property was recombined as Bunn
&Cork and sold, on August 1, 2005 for $15,000.00 per acre to aMark Connor,
who one day later, on August 2, 2005, re-sold the same property to asubsidiary of
Duke Power Company for $20,000.00 per acre. The Tussahaw Creek Reservoir
enhancedproperty transaction, costing Henry County about $60,000,000.00,
netted the 3profiteers about $10,000,000.00. "Water is money". Afterthe
completion of the Tussahaw Creek Reservoir and satisfying the future 30 year
water needs ofHenry County, one would conclude that the HCWSA would "sit
back" and do what they are required to do, supply the Henry County citizens with
water Not so, according to Henry County Superior Court transcripts, sometimes
in December of2007, private SWB attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. solicited financially
sound Henry County resident J.M. Hanger with a$25,000.00 unauthorized
taxpayer funded mutual plan (no Resolution) to become the SWB pro bono client
and accept and transfer any and all properties ofunknown location, acreage
amounts and values, to the HCWSA, that said SWB law firm might "freely" obtain
for said Hanger via aforthcoming January 30, 2008 SWB letter of instructions to
the 13 innocent Whitehead heirs to sign aSWB February of2008 authored
quitclaim deed for 273.6 Snapping Shoals acres or 116 acres in excess ofthat
previously owned by WDCCL for 27 years, but now dating back 74 years to 1934
including 7past Snapping Shoals owners of the same properties. According to
said Hanger's September 3, 2008 sworn deposition, the December of2007 mutual
agreement included the SWB lawfirm to sell, for an undisclosedprice, Hanger s
legally owned 89.2 dry Henry County acres to Henry Countyfor a Water treatment
plant Having successfully obtained Hanger's "$25,000.00funded" participation
in December of2007 and via deception, the signatures ofthe 13 Whitehead heirs



on the February of2008 SWB authored quitclaimfor 273.6 Snapping Shoals acres,
once again during Hanger's sworn Deposition, Hanger commits perjury and
swears that his 1991warranty deedpurchase of89.2 acres, by the acre from
WDCCL was incorrect and that said 1991 purchase wasfrom a Whitehead Family
Estate Salefor property in excess ofthe 89.2 Warranty deed acres and that the
contents ofthe 273.6 quitclaimed acres now in 2008 represents what he (Hanger)
thought that he purchasedfrom WDCCL in 1991. From the contents of the 273.6
quitclaimed acres, the SWB attorneys formulated aMarch 10,2008 Limited
Warranty Deed for said Hanger and transferred or sold ownership of all the 273.6
quitclaimed acres, less and except, from Hanger to the uninformed, unsuspecting
HCWSA without asurvey or plat, no appraisal, no clear title and no Resolution
and no notice or monetary payment to the real property owners as previously
purchased from WDCCL. On March 30, 2008 the SWB attorneys recorded both
the quitclaim and limited warranty deeds, as afull-blown Warranty Deed, on "top
of all the past 11 deeds and plats previously issued by WDCCL over aperiod of
27 years and the Snapping Shoals property and natural resource scam was
completed, lacking only an HCWSA Resolution and survey and plat. However,
said March 10, 2008 limited warranty deed sale was conducted 21 days prior to
the recording ofthe mail-order quitclaim deed equating to the SWB pro bono
client selling said quitclaimedproperty to the HCWSA before hepossessed a
recorded quitclaim deed to do so! On the morning April 26, 2008, following the
recent multi-million dollar property deal atTussahaw Creek Reservoir, a
financially fat attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. makes his final assault on Snapping Shoals
clandestinely sending Henry County taxpayer paid private surveyors over into
Newton County trespassing and making an illegal survey ofThomas Brother s
24.38 acres of 1976 and 1977 property purchases from WDCCL that SWB had
quitclaimed for J.M. Hanger. Once the surveyors were discovered, the Thomas
Brothers halted the survey, attorney Welch sent letters to Thomas Brothers via the
sheriff's deputies and the US Mail stating that he (Welch) has the authority to
trespass and make asurvey anywhere he desires and furthermore the survey is
needed to ascertain exactly what properties his (Welch's) private Henry County
client (J.M. Hanger) had sold his Henry County government agency client
(HCWSA) over in Newton County. Knowing said brothers had sold none of their
properties, the brothers continued to deny Welch the survey. June of 2008, on
behalfofthe HCWSA, SWB attorneys A.J. Welch, Jr., the now State
Representative Andy Welch and Will White sued the Thomas Brothers for refusing
the Welch survey attempt. The lawsuit, "HCWSA vs Thomas Brothers" followed
and lasted over 3years as the SWB attorneys attempted to convince the Henry
County Superior Court to rule favorable, via aSummary Judgment, for the



HCWSA's purchase ofJ.M. Hanger's 273.6 quitclaimed Snapping Shoals acres,
less and except.

HENRY COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT PROCEEDINGS
As the first of four court proceedings began in June of2008, the Judge discovered
that all the actions conducted by SWB attorneys from December of2007 to the
March 30, 2008 recording of J.M. Hanger's quitclaim and limited warranty deeds,
including attorney Welch's taxpayer funded attempted survey ofThomas Brother s
properties, was conducted without aResolution from the HCWSA to do so, and
that according to SWB attorney White, Henry County must now purchase said
Hanger's legally owned 89.2 dry Henry County acres to build awater treatment
plant. Rather than dismiss the law suit on the grounds of illegality, the Judge
granted the SWB attorneys additional time to "re-group" and go back to the
HCWSA and obtain an after the fact or posthumous Resolution in an effort to
make an unlawful property transaction, legal. Once the SWB attorneys obtained
the posthumous Resolution, the Judge in Henry County ordered Thomas Brothers
in Newton County to allow the Welch survey of said brother's 24.38 acres of
properties. However, attorney Welch did not obey the court order, but surveyed the
entire 273.6 quitclaimed acres, plus the properties Thomas Brothers purchased in
2004/2006, that were not apart of the lawsuit and were never owned by WDCCL
and the closed portion ofOld Snapping Shoals Roadway previously deeded to
Thomas Brothers by the Newton County BOC. Furthermore, SWB attorney White
informed the court ofameeting between the SWB attorneys and the Whitehead
heirs- that never took place and also informed the court that the SWB attorneys, of
their own volition, need no Resolution from the HCWSA to conduct property
purchases for said government agency! The Judge disagreed with attorney White
and concluded that aResolution was needed. Apparently, SWB attorney White got
the cart before the horse, for SWB is alawfirm that represents the HCWSA said
law firm is not the government agency, the HCWSA. Following attorney Welch s
April 26 2011 (3 years to the date after Welch's illegal attempt to survey Thomas
Brother's Newton County property on April 26, 2008) attorney Welch sent an
unsolicited, ex parte "Final Order" to the court claiming that the Judge was too
busy to make his own ruling; the Judge then issued his own June 1,2011 Final
Order" giving Thomas Brothers an easement to use the water rights that Thomas
Brothers purchased in 1976 from WDCCL, but the total ownership loss ofThomas
Brothers 1977 purchase including the dam, canal, head gates and roadways, also
including the loss ofthe 2007 closed portion ofOld Snapping Shoals Roadway and
a"tear drop" shaped portion located right in the middle ofThomas Brother s
2004/2006 property purchases that was not apart ofthe lawsuit, was
overwhelming.



The "tear drop" property was illegally surveyed by attorney Welch, without a
court order, ownership transferred to J.M. Hanger using an illegally obtained
Plat not backed by either aquitclaim or deed, but said "stolen" property was
apart of the $25,000.00 unauthorized taxpayer funded transaction between
JM. Hanger and the HCWSA, as directed by attorney Welch. Lastly, as a
result of following the SWB January 30, 2008 letter of fraudulent instructions, for
signing the mail-order quitclaim for J.M. Hanger, the innocent Whitehead heirs
lost their entire inheritance of 20.4 acres ofRiverbed. The Court ruled that J.M.
Hanger and the HCWSA were "innocent or bona fide" purchasers, that J.M.
Hanger paid the 13 Whitehead heirs the necessary "consideration" or monetary
payment for signing the 2008 quitclaim deed, retroactive back to J.M. Hanger's
June 17 1991 purchase of 89.2 acres ofHenry County property. The Georgia
Appeals' Court upheld the Henry County Superior Court's decision. In allfairness
to the Henry County Superior Court Judge, said Judge recommended a "trial by
jury"as Thomas Brothers desiredfrom the start to settle the issues, however the
attorneysfor both sides disagreed andforced the Judge into doing all the work and
making a "Summary Judgment".

THOMAS BROTHERS SUES J.M. HANGER
This lawsuit "went" nowhere. The Henry County Superior Court ruled that Mr.
Hanger, just like the HCWSA had inflicted no monetary damage to Thomas
Brothers by reducing said brother's Snapping Shoals property ownership of 24.38
acres as purchased from WDCCL down to only 3.8 acres ofproperty zoned heavy
industrial; and that by the doctrine of"Privity, said Hanger in association with the
already vindicated HCWSA was also innocent of all charges against him. In fact,
the Court deemed J.M. Hanger's SWB directed actions at Snapping Shoals against
the Thomas Brothers and the Whitehead heirs, "Sharp Business Practices" in
Henry County. Thomas Brothers have appealed the Henry County Superior Court s
decision ofvindication for J.M. Hanger, to the Georgia Appeals Court based on the
fact "privity" did not exist between Hanger and the HCWSA, for there was no
mutual or common interest in the quitclaimed property that Hanger sold to
HCWSA for said Hanger had no earthly idea of the location, amount and value of
the quitclaimed property, only that he (Hanger) was monetarily $25,000.00 fatter
from the December of2007 deal with attorney Welch and to add insult to injury,
the HCWSA did not know that said agency purchased Hanger's quitclaimed
property until one day after the transaction, when attorney Welch informed the
government agency oftheir most fortunate purchase. The only "privity" that
existed was that ofthe SWB lawfirm, who played "both ends against the middle .
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THEFT BY DECEPTION

Deception: The act of representing as true what is known to be false; deceiving
lying, the misleading ofaperson; In law any trick, device, collusion, shift or
underhandedpractice used to defraud another. The act or practice ofdeceiving or
misleading. Synonyms are; deceit, fraud, trickery, double-dealing, duplicity,
cheating to make aperson believe what is not true. The facts contained within this
lawsuit prove contrary to the rulings by the aforementioned courts. The facts, not
the Case Laws, prove that all the properties and natural resources that SWB mail
order quitclaimed for J.M. Hanger and transferred to the HCWSA for apre
arranged $25,000.00 payment, were conducted illegally and amount to "Theft by
Deception". The following items explain, in alayman's language the dishonesty
and illegality ofall the aforementioned proceedings:

Whitehead heirs had nothing to quitclaim to J.M. Hanger over in Newton County,
for the un-recorded 1977 warranty deed from WDCCL to Thomas Brothers
transferred all rights to the 4.82 Newton County acres to Thomas Brothers,
therefore the Whitehead heirs had nothing to quitclaim to J.M. Hanger except said
heirs 20 4inherited acres ofnon-navigable South Riverbed. Until said heirs mail
order quitclaim was recorded on March 30, 2008, Thomas Brother's unrecorded
1977 deed remainedproofthat WDCCL had transferred all said WDCCL's rights
in the 1977property to Thomas Brothers, but the illegality lies in thefact, said
1977property was sold to the HCWSA by J.M. Hanger, with SWB representing
both parties, on March 10, 2008, prior to said quitclaim being recorded on March
30 2008 and Only 8ofthe 13 Whitehead heirs received any money or
consideration at the time ofpurchase in 1991from J M. Hangerfor signing the
February of2008 mail-order quitclaim, rendering said quitclaim deed unfunded
and worthless. Aquitclaim deed given in year 2008 from adifferent vendor, the 13
Whitehead heirs; than awarranty deed given to Thomas Brothers by WDCCL in
1977, for the same Newton County property, has no validity and said quitclaim is
worthless even though it was recorded prior to the recording ofthe once un
recorded 1977 deed. Mr. Hanger made many trips over to Thomas Brothers to
obtain ice, it is unbelievable that said Hanger was convinced that Thomas
Brother's new buildings, operating hydroelectric station and rebuilt dam and canal
were merely aWDCCL easement, not apurchase ofownership. Neither Hanger
nor the HCWSA were innocent or bona fide purchasers, for both were aware of
Thomas Brother's ownership, for in 2004 the HCWSA sent Thomas Brothers a
written proposal to purchase the 20.4 acres ofriverbed that Hanger fraudulently
sold to the HCWSA. That HCWSA proposal is attached to this document. The un
recorded 1977 deed, signed by all 7WDCCL principals and notarized, was found
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in June of2008, by adeeds researcher, in the old WDCCL safe at Snapping Shoals
and immediately recorded andshown to the SWB attorneys.

OCGA44-8-2 vsWDCCL's PAST DEEDS & PLATSAS GRANTOR
Pursuant to the illegality ofthe dilemma involving amail-order quitclaim signed
by the deceived, previous, owner's heirs for 273.6 acres of Snapping Shoals
property that the Smith, Welch and Brittain (SWB) law firm created (quitclaim) in
December of2007for said firm's solicited, pro bono client, J.M. Hanger in an
effort to fraudulently obtain the non-navigable, non-taxable Riverbed and
associated water rights to the South River, and transfer the same properties on to
said law firm's government agency client, the Henry County Water and Sewerage
Authority (HCWSA), without legally owning the contiguous attached taxable dry
land property as mandated by OCGA44-8-2; there are two distinct possibilities:
1. OCGA44-8-2
2. Thepast deeds andplats issued by Whitehead Die Casting Company, Ltd.
(WDCCL) as Grantors to 11 different Grantees, over apast 27years-timeframe
from 1964 to 1991, involving the sale of160 acres (not 273.6 acres) ofproperties
and riverbed

CONFLICTING LAWS
Attorney Ward Stone of Stone and Baxter ofMacon, Georgia was Thomas
Brother's defense attorney, Ward's defense was based solely on anon- bona fide
or non-innocent purchaser, paying no monetary "consideration" for the aforesaid
quitclaim and OCGA 44-8-2 which says that to own non-navigable riverbed and
the associated water rights, by law, one must also own the attached contiguous dry
land property. The dry land is property taxed, the riverbed is not. Separation ofthe
two, by law, is not allowed. This OCGA44-8-2 law is in direct conflict with the
past deeds ofWDCCL where said company's principals sold the dry land and
separated-omitted out the non-taxable riverbed with each respective Grantor
deed, to llindividual Grantees, describing only the metes and bounds ofthe
respective dry land with absolutely no reference to the respective contiguous
Riverbed area; in an attempt to retain ownership of20.4 acres of the non
taxable riverbed and eventually upon the death ofeach WDCCL principal,
pass this inherited non-taxable riverbed ownership on to said WDCCL
principal's heirs.

However, private ownership ofnon-taxable, stand-aloneproperty is not legal
within the 159 counties ofthe State ofGeorgia andperhaps in all 50 states. The
HCWSA and all other county government agencies are not required to pay county
property taxes; but when purchasingproperty, saidproperty must be legally
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owned by the Grantor; in the case ofJ.M. Hanger, said Hanger did not and could
own the non-taxable Riverbed without also owning the attached taxable contiguous
dry landproperty owned by 10 other individuals, and selling all ofsaidRiverbed
and associated water rights to the HCWSA withoutproofofownership is totally
illegal. In fact, due to the monetary value ofsaidproperty, it is afelony. The
question remains, was this mail-order quitclaim sale afunction ofJ.M. Hanger at
his own discretion, or was said Riverbed sale afraudulent gesture by said SWB
lawfirm? Who is liable, J.M. Hanger or said Hanger's SWB pro bono
attorney/attorneys?

On behalfofSWB's two clients, J.M. Hanger and the Henry County Water and
Sewerage Authority, (HCWSA), the Henry County Superior Court Judge overruled
OCGA44-8-2 and made the ruling that such a separation ofnon-taxable riverbed
and water rights, from the taxable contiguous dry land, is legal;/or ifit were not
legal to separate the two, then WDCCL was in error bypreviously doing the same
thing some 44years previously.

Conversely, according to OCGA44-8-2, WDCCL should have sold the riverbed, to
the centerline ofthe non-navigable South River, along with the contiguous dry land
attached property to each respective property owner as said WDCCL sold offthe
entire 160 acres and inclusive riverbed in both Henry and Newton Counties. That
means, according to OCGA44-8-2 and the SWB law firm, that J.M. Hanger did
have an error inhis 1991 deed, for said WDCCL deed did not give said Hanger, or
the other 10 Grantees any riverbed. But ifHanger is due riverbed, then so are the
other 10 contiguous property owners, including Thomas Brothers, and once again
the Henry County Superior Court Judge along with the Georgia Appeals court
made an incorrect judgment by granting all 20.4 acres ofthe Snapping Shoals
Riverbed belonging to 11 different property owners, only to J.M. Hanger based on
the SWB mail-order quitclaim, from the Whitehead heirs, for said Hanger.
According to OCGA44-8-2, the 13 Whitehead heirs had nothing to quitclaim to
anyone. The courts will have to reverse their erroneousjudgment.

PINDAR OVERRULES OCGA44-8-2?
But pursuant to the Real Estate Code, seventh edition, as written by Pindar, if
OCGA44-8-2 can be overruled by two specific recorded deeds and plats separating
the taxable dry land from the contiguous non-taxable riverbed, overruled as the
Henry County Superior Court Judge did so in June of2011 and WDCCL did so 44
years ago, then the SWB law firm was "correct" in fraudulently quitclaiming the
20 4 acres ofriverbed for J.M. Hanger as said law firm committed "theft by
deception" by tricking the WDCCL heirs or owners of said riverbed into signing a
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bogus, mail-order, unfunded quitclaim for J.M. Hanger in 2008 retroactive back to
1991, transferring ownership of said 20.4 acres ofnon-taxable riverbed from said
heirs to J.M. Hanger. After foolishly signing the SWB authored mail-order
quitclaim, the innocent Whitehead heirs never "heard from" the SWB attorneys
again. In fact, it was Hoke Thomas that personally informed said heirs oftheir loss
ofthe 20.4 acres ofriverbed properties. The end result equates to thefact that
ownership ofthe water rights in anon-navigable, non-property taxable riverbed, is
only aquitclaim away, regardless ofthe authenticity or legality ofsaid quitclaim
and owning the non-taxable riverbed without owning the attached, contiguous dry
landproperty gives the riverbed owner, ownership ofthe water rights within the
non-navigable river and every asset attached to said riverbed, such as adam. Such
aruling will create astampede ofquitclaimsfor the thousands ofmiles ofnon-
navigable Riverbed and associated water rights, contained within the State of
Georgia. Is it legal for the Georgia Real Estate Code to overrule aState Statute?

OCGA44-8-2 IS A STATE OF GEORGIA STATUTE
In conclusion, according to attorney Ward Stone, pursuant to OCGA44-8-2, J.M.
Hanger does own the riverbed contiguous to his 89.2 dry Henry County acres
purchased from WDCCL in 1991, but for Hanger to sell the riverbed to the
HCWSA, he must also, simultaneously sell his 89.2 acres. This was not the SWB
nlan for Hanger, for the SWB attorneys have already sold the quitclaimed
Riverbed attached to Hanger's 89.2 acres to the HCWSA 21 days prior to said
quitclaim being recorded, and presently, according to SWB attorney White, in
Henry County Superior Court, are in the process of separately selling
Hanger's 89.2 acres to Henry County, at an undisclosed price, for awater
treatment plant. Lastly, pursuant to OCGA44-8-2, Hanger does not own, nor can
said Hanger sell the quitclaimed 20.4 acres ofriverbed belonging to the other 11
Grantees, for Hanger to sell said 20.4 acres ofriverbed to the HCWSA, implies
that Hanger must also own the contiguous dry landproperty attached to the 20.4
acres ofriverbed, ofwhich Hanger does not.

Past deeds &plats issued by WDCCL as Grantors to 11 different Grantees
If the past WDCCL deeds and the Real Estate Code by Pindar is correct and
separation ofthe non-taxable riverbed and associated water rights from the
contiguous taxable dry land property is legal, then via "theft by deception", the
SWB law firm successfully "tricked" the 13 innocent WDCCL heirs mto
quitclaiming, to J.M. Hanger, said heirs 20.4 acres of inherited riverbed and
associated water rights, which were passed on to the HCWSA by the astute SWB
attorneys. But the "fly in the ointment" for Hanger are the facts that said mail-order
quitclaim was unfunded without the required monetary consideration paid to all 13
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heirs at the date ofsale back in 1991, bogus due to excessive property quitclaimed
that WDCCL never owned and therefore worthless; and both Hanger and the
HCWSA were indeed, not bona fide or innocent purchasers.
Without avalid quitclaim, the Henry County taxpayerfunded lawsuit created by
private SWB attorneys against the Thomas Brothers must be declared null and
void and all the quitclaimedproperty returned to the rightful owners.

FIRST AMENDEMENT RIGHTS
In conclusion, both the Henry County Superior and Georgia Appeals Courts, based
on the information presented to both courts by the SWB lawfirm, overruled
OCGA44-8-2 and said courts optedfor thepast deeds &plats issued by WDCCL
as Grantors to 11 different Grantees. In doing so, the year 2011 Henry County
Superior and the Georgia Appeals Court's rulings are in conflict with the civil and
property rights guaranteed all citizens under thefirst amendment to the U. S.
Constitution. Thomas Brothers suggests, the only method to solve these water
rights issues isfor thefederal government, not the county or state governments to
assume ownership ofall the non-navigable, non-taxable riverbeds in all 50 states,
as is presently the case with all navigable waters; such an arrangement would
negate any water rights "take-over" by attorneys with deep rootedpolitical ties
and havingpersonal monetary goals with a "sackfull of mail-order quitclaim
deeds.

Pursuant to my (Hoke Thomas) recently acquired knowledge ofproperty laws, I
suggest that there are 2possible, but only one legal solution to the property and
natural resource scam created by the SWB attorneys at Snapping Shoals:
1. Attorney Ward Stone is correct with his evaluation ofOCGA44-8-2, J.M. ^
Hanger, Thomas Brothers and the remaining 9property owners all "get back"
ownership oftheir respective non-taxable contiguous Riverbed, as attached to the
taxable dry land property. The February 11, 2008 mail-order quitclaim, created pro
bono by SWB attorneys for J.M. Hanger and signed by the deceived Whitehead
heirs is "worthless", for according to OCGA 44-8-2, said heirs had nothing to
quitclaim. . ... ,
2 As far back as 1964, when WDCCL began selling offproperties from within the
aforementioned 160 acres, WDCCL only deeded contiguous Riverbed to the
Thomas Brothers, all others were sold property only to the high water mark on the
bank ofthe South River. In essence, 44 years ago, WDCCL did what SWB
attorneys have done in year 2008 with their "less and except" method ofacquiring
property. Claim it all, "less &except" what you do not intend to purchase or sell.
Beginning in 1964 WDCCL owned the 160 acres ofRiverbed and contiguous dry
land properties, but sold only the taxable dry land properties, leaving or "less and
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excepting" ownership of20.4 acres ofnon-taxable Riverbed for WDCCL's use or
later, the heirs ofsaid WDCCL. But no one informed the heirs ofsuch an
arrangement. However, according to the County Tax Assessor such an
arrangement as creating private ownership ofnon-taxable property creates on BIG
problem and is illegal; here is why:
1. Thomas Brothers has paid county property taxes on their two purchases ofdry
land and contiguous Riverbed from WDCCL for thepast34years.
2. J.M. Hanger has paid county property taxes on his one purchase of89.2 acres of
dry land, no contiguous Riverbed from WDCCL for the past 18 years.
3. After selling offeach parcel ofdry taxable land by 1991, WDCCL paid no more
property taxes on the remaining 20.4 acres ofnon-taxable Riverbedfor thepast 44
years since 1964, but obviously claimed ownership ofsaid non-taxable Riverbed.
4. The 13 Whitehead heirs have never paid property taxes on the 20.4 acres ofnon
taxable Riverbed or anv contiguous dry land property atSnapping Shoals and
were not aware ofthe fact that saidriverbed property was "maybe "unknown
inheritance, having no separately recorded deed, from their grandfather's 1994
dissolved WDCCL Company.

Solution: According to the aforementioned Tax Assessor's office and Pindar's
Georgia Real Estate Law and Procedure, Seventh Edition, personal ownership of
non-taxable properties is not legal, when WDCCL made the separation oftaxable
dry land and contiguous non-taxable Riverbed, without aspecific recorded deed to
do so for each separate part, said separation was illegal and violated OCGA44-8-2
and although WDCCL "thought" their method ofprotecting the Snapping Shoals
water rights was successful and legal, it was not; for the one combined parcel of
dry land and contiguous Riverbed remained "intact" and taxable as awhole, not
two separate parts, one taxable and the other not, and OCGA 44-8-2 prevailed.
Therefore, the SWB plan ofhaving the 13 innocent Whitehead heirs to sign amail
order quitclaim for said SWB's pro bono client J.M. Hanger was awaste of time,
effort and Henry County taxpayer monies, for said Whitehead heirs had absolutely
nothing to quitclaim to J.M. Hanger. Ifthis is not the case, then the Georgia
General Assembly needs to take OCGA44-8-2 "offthe books". Case closed.

LIES OF DECEPTION

During his sworn deposition, HCWSA manager Lindy Farmer denied telling^
Thomas Brothers that "we are going to put Thomas Brothers out ofbusiness".

During his sworn deposition, HCWSA board chairman Ken Phillips denied making
a28 minute phone call to Hoke Thomas telling said Hoke that the HCWSA was
not going to allow attorney Welch to steal Thomas Brother's property.
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During his sworn deposition, J.M. Hanger denied the accuracy ofhis 1991
warranty deed property purchase, by the acre for 89.2 acres, from WDCCL and
committed perjury as said Hanger, after being tutored by attorney Welch, lied
stating that his purchase was from an Estate Sale from the Whitehead family
members for property in excess of89.2 acres. Hanger's signature on the SWB
authored March 10, 2008 limited warranty deed selling all the mail-order
quitclaimedproperties to the HCWSAfor a$25,000.00pre-payment is all the
proofneeded to prosecute Hangerfor stealing and committing afelony.

SWB Attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. lied via the SWB January 30, 2008 letter of
deception to the 13 Whitehead heirs concerning the status ofthe 160 Snapping
Shoals acres previously owned by WDCCL and the need for said heirs signatures
on amail-order quitclaim for 273.6 acres in order to clear up a SWB fabricated
"clerical error" in said Hanger's 1991 warranty deed from WDCCL.
Continuing, attorney Welch during the December of2007 meeting ofsolicitation
with J.M. Hanger lied to said Hanger concerning the acreage ofHanger's 1991
warranty deed from WDCCL.
Continuing again, attorney Welch lied to Thomas Brothers on April 26, 2008
instructing said brothers that he has the authority to trespass on anybody's private
property and make ataxpayer funded survey, that he (Welch and his law firm)
personally wrote the mail-order quitclaim, claiming adifferent illegal owner
(Hanger) for the same Newton County property.
Continuing one more time, attorney Welch deceived the HCWSA that he is paid to
represent, and sold said government agency the mail-order quitclaimed property
for an unauthorized $25,000.00 payment to J.M. Hanger, without said government
agency's knowledge or Resolution.
Again, attorney Welch lied in Henry County Superior Court as he convinced the
Judge that both ofhis clients (Hanger and the HCWSA) were bona fide or innocent
purchasers. The most devastating item ofdeception was on April 26, 2011, when
Welch sent his unsolicited, ex parte "Final Order" to the Henry County Superior
Court making aruling totally in favor ofboth ofhis clients, (who needs aJudge?)
Attorney Welch deceived Hanger in December of2007 via a$25,000.00 bribe
convincing Hanger that WDCCL cheated said Hanger 17 years previously in 1991
and did not give Hanger all the property that he (Hanger) purchased and paid for,
and called the lie or deception a"clerical error" in the January 30, 2008 SWB letter
of deception to the innocent heirs.
Furthermore, attorney Welch deceived the government agency that he is paid to
represent by selling to said agency, Hanger's mail-order quitclaim properties
without said agency's knowledge, resolution, survey and plat, clear title or
appraisal.
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SWB Attorney White deceived the Henry County Superior Court as he lied to the
Judge stating that "we went to the heirs and the heirs said yea, we meant to sell Mr.
Hanger the quitclaimed property", when no such meeting took place. Thomas
Brothers has had many meeting with the heirs, and I am convinced that the heirs
are devastated that they followed the fraudulent SWB written instructions and
signed the bogus February 11, 2008 mail-order quitclaim.
Furthermore, attorney White lied as he fabricated a false aquatic need for Snapping
Shoals as he told the Judge that Henry County must now purchase J.M. Hanger's
legally owned 89.2 acres to build awater treatment plant, when White was totally
aware of the HCWSA environmental study disqualifying the South River as ever
being usable by Henry County as a water source.

In the SWB 1-30-08 letter ofdeception to the 13 Whitehead heirs, said law firm
admitted that they had done the research and no doubt had discovered that the 13
heirs had probably inherited the 20.4 acres ofriverbed, that Thomas Brothers 1977
deed was un-recorded, that Thomas Brothers owned via clear title Newton County
properties never previously owned by WDCCL, that the Newton County BOC had
in 2007 deeded Thomas Brothers the closed portion ofOld Snapping Shoals Road.
Knowing all this, why did the SWB attorneys elect to circumvent the HCWSA
authority and lack of an HCWSA Resolution and fraudulently quitclaim all the
aforementioned properties and assets for J.M. Hanger, instead ofnotifying the
HCWSA and via proper channels purchase the above mail-order quitclaimed
properties from the legal owners? Why did the SWB attorneys deceive the
innocent Whitehead heirs and "fleece said heirs out oftheir WDCCL inheritance?

Attorney Welch's April 26, 2008 trespass, illegal survey ofThomas Brother's
Newton County properties and said Welch's illegal use oftaxpayer monies to
survey J.M. Hanger's mail-order quitclaimed properties in order to ascertain
exactly what properties said Hanger had sold to the HCWSA is pure B.S. for SWB
attorneys wrote Hanger's quitclaim and limited warranty deeds and full-well knew
exactly what properties and natural resources they (SWB) had quitclaimed for
Hanger. Thomas Brothers had arecorded 1977 Plat, so why was it necessary to
survey the quitclaimed property represented by arecorded Plat? Via SWB letters
of deception delivered to Thomas Brothers by the Sheriff's deputies and the US
Mail, attorney Welch attempted to deceive the Thomas Brothers in asimilar
fashion as was done to the 13 Whitehead heirs. In Thomas Brother's opinion,
attorney A.J. Welch, Jr. is a master ofdeception.

Welch and White deceived the Georgia Appeals Court by stating that all we want
are Thomas Brothers water rights, we do not care what the brothers do with the
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property; but months later Welch was detected atSnapping Shoals over inNewton
County attempting topurchase the adjacent property toThomas Brothers that the
Oak HillChurch of Christ is located upon. Lastly, to prove mypoint ofillegal
property acquisition, attorney Welch illegally surveyed Newton Countyproperty
belonging to Thomas Brothers, not apart ofthis lawsuit, and without a deed or
quitclaim, only afraudulently obtainedplat, transferred ownership ofsaid
property to J.M. Hanger, then to the HCWSA, and allthese illegal dealings were
financed with Henry County taxpayer monies, the cost ofthe survey, the
$25,000.00 paid to J.M. Hanger and the legal/illegal attorneyfees paid to the
SWB law firm in the practice ofdeception. In conclusion, attorney Welch
deceived the Henry County taxpayers with over 3 years of an unnecessary
lawsuit that he (Welch) self-generated for his (Welch's) private, pro bono
client, J.M. Hanger. The bottom line is the fact that the SWB attorneys, with
malice and forethought, accompanied by their pro bono client J.M. Hanger,
intentionally sold stolen Newton County property to a Henry County
government agency.

Regretfully, when the Henry County Superior Court Judge agreed with the SWB
attorneys to overrule the HCWSA environmental study denying Henry County use
of the South River waters, theHenry County taxpayers were deceived for the cost
of said environmental study, as approved by the state and federal regulating
agencies, had been monetarily destroyed without any state offederal approval.

More deception: In 1999 Mr. and Mrs. East purchased the Henry County property
upstream of the Snapping Shoals dam. At the time of purchase, ownership ofthe
riverbed might have belonged to WDCCL or Whitehead heirs. The SWB law firm
was the closing attorneys for Mr. East. Said law firm closed the property purchase
tothe centerline ofthe South River giving to Mr. East the riverbed probably owned
by the WDCCL heirs. In June of2008 Mr. East was shocked to discover that SWB
had taken from him (East) without notice orpayment the same riverbed,
transferred ownership to J.M. Hanger, then to the HCWSA. Mr. East personally
asked the SWB attorneys, "what have you done to me and my property that you
closed in 1999"? According to Mr. East, the SWB attorneys told said East that in
1999 they (SWB) made amistake, that the HCWSA really owns the riverbed, they
(HCWSA) purchased said riverbedfrom J.M. Hanger on March 10, 2008. And that
is a true story.

A NEW CASE LAW

Pursuant to the recent rulings by the Henry County Superior Court, backed up by
the Georgia Appeals Court regarding the lawsuit "HCWSA vs Thomas Brothers",
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as created by private SWB attorneys; said courts have created a new case law
making the following illegal acts, legal:

It is now legal for aprivate attorney to falsify his intentions regarding the
ownership ofproperty and fraudulently trick the real owners into signing an
unfunded quitclaim deed transferring ownership, without notice or payment, of
said real owner's properties to a third party represented bysaid private attorney.
Furthermore, it is now legal for said private attorney, to sell ortransfer ownership
ofthe fraudulently quitclaimed property to an uninformed government agency, also
represented by said private attorney.

It is now legal for a private attorney to falsify the status ofsaid private attorney's
client and so deem said status as bona fide or innocent.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney to use an unfunded, mail-order quitclaim in
lieu of a warranty deed.

It is now legal for a private attorney to obtain a quitclaim on property having a
recorded plat, but an unrecorded deed, while knowledgeable ofsaid quitclaim
property's real owner, without notice or payment to the real owner, transfer
ownership to said attorney's client.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney, using unauthorized taxpayer funds, to solicit a
pro bono client to act as a"straw-man" or "stand-in" for said attorney in the
conquest of illegally acquiring property and natural resources.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney, without notice or payment to the real property
owner, to trespass, survey and transfer ownership ofprivately owned property, to
said attorney's third party client, without adeed or quitclaim deed to back up
ownership of the illegally surveyed property. In other words, it is now legal for a
private attorney to steal property, transfer same to said attorney's private client,
then sell the stolen property to an uninformed government agency without said
agency's knowledge, resolution, survey or plat, no appraisal and no clear title.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney to overrule ataxpayer funded environmental
study condemning the use ofthe waters ofaspecific aquatic site, then to sell the
same condemned waters to an unsuspecting county government agency as a future
raw water withdrawal site located adjacent to said private attorney's client's
riverside property, and represent said private client in the sale ofthe riverside
property.
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It is now legal for a private attorney to lie to a county Superior Court Judge and lie
to a Georgia Appeals Court in order to obtain a favorable ruling for said attorney's
clients.

It is now legal for a private attorney to use the local sheriffs deputies and the US
Mail to perpetuate a crime ofmisinforming said attorney's victims, with a motive
to steal.

It is now legal for a private attorney to use taxpayer monies ofhis own volition.

It is now legal for a private attorney's clients, both pro bono and paid government
agency clients and said agency's taxpayer funded board members to lie under oath.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney's government agency client, using fraud and
posthumous resolutions, to put a private company out ofbusiness.

It is now legal for aprivate attorney, via said attorney's solicited pro bono client, to
exploit the elderly, inflict pain and suffering on the elderly, and unjustly enrich his
private client's financial status atthe detriment ofthe elderly.

PROSECUTION AND RESTITUTION
Pursuant to the recently completed Tussahaw Creek Reservoir and the Snapping
Shoals property and natural resource scam, some ofthe illegal dealing ofthe SWB
law firm exceed the Statue of limitations, that is to say, said dealing involving
making millions ofdollars in personal monetary gains from municipal water
projects while simultaneously being paid to represent said projects, the illegal
taking ofprivate properties without notice or payment to the rightful owners must
be stopped and restitution made. Ifabank robber's crime matures past acertain
time limit or exceeds the statute of limitations, is it OK for saidbank robber to
continue robbing banks? Is it legalfor the SWB lawfirm to continue robbing the
Henry county taxpayers ofsaid taxpayer's monies in theform ofunnecessary legal
fees resultingfrom "self-generated" lawsuits, and the Newton Countyproperty
ownersfrom/heir lifetime offinancial savings, properties and assets?
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ITEMS FROM THE PAST

WHEN ATTEMPTING TO SOLVE THE MYSTERY OF THE 1977 UN
RECORDED WARRANTY DEED WHITHEAD DIE CASTING COMPANY,
LTD. CASH SALE OF 4.82 ACRES OF DRYLAND, DAM, CANAL AND
RIVERBED TO THOMAS BROTHERS, A DEEDS RESEARCHER
DISCOVERED THE ATTACHED "PAPER" ALONG WITH THE MISSING
DEED IN THE OLD WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING COMPANY, LTD. SAFE
LOCATED IN THE REAR OF THOMAS BROTHER'S SNAPPING SHOALS
OFFICE. SAID SAFE WENT THROUGH THE 1994 FLOOD AND WAS
OPENED BY AN INDIVIDUAL WHO WORKS ON SAFES, PREVIOUS TO
THAT EVENT, SAID SAFE HAD ONLY BEEN OPENED BY R.K.
WHITEHEAD, SR., FOR THOMAS BROTHERS DID NOT HAVE THE
COMBINATION TO OPEN THE SAFE. R.K. WHITEHEAD, SR. DIED IN 1990

AUGUST 23, 1983 LETTER FROM WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING COMPANY
TO THOMAS BROTHERS REFERRING TO DAM, WATER RIGHTS AND
GENERATORS THAT THOMAS BROTHERS PUT IN AT SNAPPING
SHOALS.

ITEMIZED LIST WRITTEN BY R.K. WHITEHEAD, SR. LISTING ALLTHE
ITEMS SOLD TO SAID BROTHERS IN 1976, NOTE: "ALL WATER RIGHTS"
BELONGING TO3 PREVIOUS OWNERS. THIS PROVES THAT THE
WATER RIGHTS WERE PURCHASED BY THOMAS BROTHERS IN 1976,
SAID WATER RIGHTS WERE NOT AN EASEMENT AS THE HENRY
COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT RULED. THE EASEMENT WAS FOR ACCESS
RIGHTS TO THE DAM AREA, TO UPPER TRASH RACKS, CANAL AND TO
HAFLEY ROAD OF WHICH ALL THESE EASEMENT ITEMS WERE
PURCHASED BY THOMAS BROTHERS IN 1977 AS WHAT R.K.
WHITEHEAD CALLED "AREA H".
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LETTER

SMITH WELCH &BRITTAIN LETTER OF JANUARY 30, 2008 TO THE 13
INNOCENT WHITEHEAD HEIRS INSTRUCTING SAID HEIRS TO SIGN A
QUITCLAIM DEED FOR J.M. HANGER IN ORDER TO CORRECT ANEWLY
FOUND "CLERICAL ERROR" IN SAID HANGER'S 1991 WARRANTY
DEED PURCHASE FROM WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING COMPANY, LTD.

LETTER READS AS FOLLOWS
"WE HAVE DONE THE RESEARCH AND CREATED THE CORRECT
LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR THE PROPERTY WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING
COMPANY, LTD. MEANT TO CONVEY TO MR. HANGER IN 1991"

"IN ORDER TO CORRECT THE ERROR, QUITCLAIM DEEDS WIH THE
CORRECT LEGAL DESCRIPTION MUST BE SIGNED BY ALL THE
DESCENDENTS OF THE ORIGIAL PARTNERS OF WHITEHEAD DIE
CASTING COMPANY, LTD."

BOGUS MAIL-ORDER QUITCLAIM
THE SMITH WELCH &BRITTAIN QUITCLAIM DEED, WRITTEN ON A
PRO BONO BASIS, FOR J.M. HANGER, WAS FOR 273.6 SNAPPING
SHOALS ACRES DATING BACK TO 1934, NOT THE 160 ACRES
PREVIOUSLY OWNED BY WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING COMPANY, LTD.
FOR 27 YEARS FROM 1964 TO 1991.

UNFAIR TO THE DECEASED
THE SMITH WELCH &BRITTAIN JANUARY 30, 2008 LETTER TO THE
WHITEHEAD HEIRS WAS TOTALLY "OUT OF CHARACTER", FOR 5 OF
THE 7PRINCIPALS OF THE DISSOLVED WHITEHEAD DIE CASTING
COMPANY LTD ARE DECEASED AND THEREFORE CANNOT OBJECT
TO THE FRAUDULENT ACTIONS OF THE SMITH, WELCH &BRITTAIN
ATTORNEYS.
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January 30, 2008

William E. Green III

192 Pineview Church Road

Blythewood, SC 29016

RE: Corrective TitleWork for John Hanger regarding Henry County, Georgia Property

Dear Mr. Green:
rPfc>Bc*iO U-lt

Our firm represents Mr. John Hanger. In 1991, Mr. Hanger purchased all of the remaining
property that the Whitehead Die Casting Company, Ltd. had an interest in. Due to clerical error at the
time of purchase, title to a portion of the property Mr. Hanger paid for was not transferred to him. The
correct legal description should have been the legal description of the company's original property, less
and except all of the portions the company conveyed over the years. We have done the research and

j**';reated the correct legal description for the property Whitehead Die Casting Company, Ltd. meant to
convey to Mr. Hanger in 1991. —-•

In order to correct the error, quitclaim deeds with the correctlegal description mast be signed hy
all the descendents of the original partners of the Whitehead Die Casting Cnmpany, r.tH Therefore,
enclosed is a quitclaim deed to properly transfer that portion of property to Mr. Hanger. Please follow
these steps in order to execute the enclosed quitclaim deed:

1) On Page 1: Please fill in the State and County where you live.
2) OnPage 1: Please fill in themonth andday yousignthe deed.
3) OnPage 2: Please sign above your name. Your signature must be done inthepresence ofa

Notary Public and a Witness (the Notary and Witness must betwo different people and can not
be your family members).

4) OnPage 2: Both the witness and the Notary Public must sign the deed onthe lines provided.
Pleasebe sure to also have the Notary Public affix their notaryseal.

Once you complete the above items, please return the original signed quitclaim deed in the prepaid
envelope enclosed- Your prompt attention to this matter is greatly appreciated. Should you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

SMITH, WELCH & BRITTAIN

Anna C. Dougherty. Esq.



COPIES OF PAGES OF THE MITIGATION PLAN FOR THE TUSSAHAW
CREEK WATER SUPPLY RESERVOIR, PROJECT NO. 02-121598

THE HIGHLITED PORTIONS OF THE MITIGATION PLAN PROVE THAT
HENRY COUNTY COULD NEVER USE THE WATERS OF THE SOUTH
RIVER AS AHENRY COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, THAT THE TUSSAHAW
CREEK AREA WAS THE ONLY POSSIBLE SOURCE OF WATER FOR USE
BY HENRY COUNTY. THIS ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY ALONG WITH
OTHER ITEMS OF ENCOURAGEMENT WAS USED TO PERSUADE THE
HENRY COUNTYSUPERIOR COURT TO APPROVE OF AN ESTIMATED
$60 000 000 00 IN REVENUE BONDS NEEDED TO CONSTRUCT THE
TUSSAHAW CREEK RESERVOIR AND COMPLETLEY ELIMINATE ANY
FUTURE POSSIBLILIES OF DEVELOPING SNAPPING SHOALS OR THE
WATERS OF THE SOUTH RIVER FOR AHENRY COUNTY WATER
SUPPLY.

NOT SO LESS THAN 3YEARS AFTER THE TUSSAHAW CREEK
RESERVOIR FILLED WITH WATER, ATTORNEY A.J. WELCH, JR. WAS
CAUGHT BY THOMAS BROTHERS TRESPASSING OVER INTO NEWTON
COUNTY AND HAVING PRIVATE SURVEYORS, PAID BY
HENRYCOUNTY TAXPAYERS, MAKING AN ILLEGAL SURVEY OF
SNAPPING SHOALS AND THE SOUTH RIVER, FOR AWATER
TREATMENT PLANT.

AFTER 3SMITH WELCH &BRITTAIN ATTORNEYS SUED THE THOMAS
BROTHERS ON BEHALF OF THE HENRY COUNTY WATER AND
SEWERAGE AUTHORITY, THE HENRY COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT,
POSTHUMOUSLY AGREED AND OVERTURNED SAID MITIGATION
PLAN ALLOWING HENRY COUNTY TO USE THE POLLUTED WATERS
OF THE SOUTH RIVER FOR AFUTURE HENRY COUNTY WATER
SUPPLY.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The- Henry County Water and Sewerage Authority (the Authority) has proposed the
construction of the Tussahaw Reservoir as awater supply source to support the rapidly
growing population in Henry County. According to the Atlanta Regional Commission
(ARC), the population growth in Henry County from 1990 to 2000 was the highest in the
Atlanta Region, growing 103 percent during that period The population growth has
resulted in an increasein water demand, which will exceed the Authority's currentwater
supply capacity by mid-2004. To meet this need the Authority has proposed the
construction of the Tussahaw Reservoir. The Tussahaw Reservoir will have asafe yield
forwatersupplyofapproxim^^^^ This additional
supply wffl provide the Authority atotal water supply capacityof50.3 MGD.

4f ^^^-r^e-^^Tlvaluated^ ™ter suppry Natives to the proposed Tussahaw
Reservoir AUproved to be madequate due to insufficient yield, greater wetlandimpacts,
and/or substantially higher construction and operation costs. The proposed Tussahaw
Reservoir is the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative that meets the
needs ofthe Authority andtheritizegsoffffflry County. _

Construction of the Tussahaw Reservoir wffl permanently impound approximately 252
acresofwetlandsandgo^oolinearfeetofstreams. These impacts wfflbe offset through
the implementation ofamitigation plan consisting of1,423 acres ofwetland restoration,
wetland preservation, and upland buffer preservation, and 135,900 linear feet ofriparian
corridor restoration and preservation encompassing 553 acres. Mitigation measures wffl
be implemented prior to reservoir impoundment

Additional mitigation within the framework of -watershed-oriented mitigation- is
provided by the Authority. The Authority is conducting awatershed assessment to
determine the existing water quality and biological health of the Count/s streams and
the development of aprogram to maintain and improve these same streams. The
applicant has established the Cubihatchia Outdoor Learning Center, in cooperation with
the Henry County Board of Education, between the Long Branch and Lower Towahga
Reservoirs. This Center has been designed to provide an outdoor classroom for the
students and teachers (elementary through senior high) where they wffl learn
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3.0MINIMIZATION OF JURISDICTIONALWA^^ff^ ^, ,,W i^C
/^-— Lo^^i MOST H/hx3 C^^A^Uc^

The applicant evaluatejjd^jup^h^ter^tivei^s presented in detail below. In
evaluating reservoirlSeZtiie appliedconsidered numerous factors, including stream
and wetland impacts, cost of land acquisition and reservoir construction, and water
yield Ofeightalter^tivedamlocationsanddamheightsevaluatedonTussahaw Creek,
the proposedTussahaw Reservoir has the highest water yield, lowestwetland percentage
(wetland acres +reservoir surface acres), lowest cost-to-yield ratio (construction cost +
yield) and lowest wetland impact-to-yield ratio (wetiand acres *yield). Other streams
with watersheds ofsufficientsize to generate adequate wateryield, Walnut Creek and Big
Cotton Indian Creek, were considered infeasible and non-practicable because ofexisting
water supply withdrawals by Clayton County and the City of McDonough, existing
wastewater discharges into these watersheds, excessive land acquisition costs, numerous
and costly infrastructure relocations, and the displacement of a large number of
residences and businesses. AHhooA use of the South River andjor^cteonl^jgould.
Wuce mmimal we^nd impacts compared with new reservoir construction, Jfaese,
^^BiLiI£:^ «-«~iM- ™* ^-practicable as water supply sources
•Utmmb the SoutiTRiv~- W substantial water quality problems, and the GEPD and
fleorida Power have stated that Jackson Lake is unavailable as awater supply source.

3.1 TUSSAHAW RESERVOIRALTERNATIVES

The Authority evaluated 19 alternatives to the proposed Tussahaw Reservoir. These
alternatives are comprised of the following: Alternatives 1-4) expansion offour existing
water supply reservoirs; Alternatives 5and 6) development ofanew reservoir on Walnut
Creek or Big Cotton Indian Creek; Alternatives 7-13) seven different combinations of
dam location and dam height on Tussahaw Creek; Alternatives 14 and 15) the South
River and apmqedrtBragjggSJfl^ to the South River,,Alternative 16)
jacksonllSeT^er^ti^Ty and 18) *e Ocmulgee River and a-pumped storage
reservoir adjacent to the Ocmulgee River; and Alternative 19) ground water. These
alternatives are presented ingreater detailbelow.
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MOD. The cost-to-yield ratio is $i.32M/MGD, while the wetlands-to-yield ratio is 43-5
acres/MGD (Table i).

Lowering the reservoir to afull pool elevation of^feet would result in a096-acre
reservoir that would impound 620 acres of wetlands, have adrainage area of 23 square

MOD. The cost-to-yield ratio is $i.24M/MGD, while the wetlands-to-yield ratio is 564
acres/MGD (Table 1).

Further lowering to^o feet (421 surface acres) would impound 313 acres of wetlands,
have adrainage area of 23 square miles, astorage capacity of 5,000 acre-feet, and an
expectedyieldofapproximatelys.SMGD. The cost-to-yield ratio is $i.33M/MGD, while
the wetiands-to-yield ratio is 56.9 acres/MGD (Table 1). These three alternatives were
considered infeasible because of^^^^^^m^^^^^

^Jj^ShRiver, Pumped Storage, and Jackson Lake
The conceptccZJ^fe*^^*™ adjacent to fne Sou*River as
astorage reservoir for water pumped to the South River was evaluated by the
Amhorhy. This alternative was determined to be unacceptable for several reasons
including the poor water quality in the South River. According to our review of GEPD
National Pollution Discharge Simination System (NPDES) permit records; the South
River receives wastewater from l8 water pollution control plants, with acombmed
discharge ofapproximately 70 MGD. Numerous NPDES permitviolations have occurred
at some of these treatment plants, resulting in large volumes of untreated mumopal
wastewater being discharged into the South River, rendering this water source
unacceptable for asafe and reliable publicwater supply source.

Further the South River only partially supports its designated use ofJshing because of
contamination byfecal coliform bacteria, lead, copper, zinc, PCBs, and chlordane [Water
Quality in Georgia ic-oo-W CGeorgia 305(b) Report), GEPD], The Georgia Department
of Natural resources (GDNR) has afish consumption advisory in place for the South
KverbecauseofthePCBandcWordane^ntannnarlon. ^.^ore.ARC clashes the

M



. Dl April 1,2002
Z^C^WaterSupplyReservoir WEC Project No.02-12!598

South River as unsuitebIs_as:jJ^ ?™im> ^ r° 1Trhan """^PPfl^jg^
treatedwastewater discharges.

Jackson Lake also was considered as apotential water supply source. This alternative
was determined to be unacceptable because of the poor water quality and lack of
availability as awater supply source. Our review of GEPD NPDES permit records shows
that the Jackson Lake watershed receives approximately 97 MGD of municipal
wastewater. Numerous NPDES permit violations have occurred at some of these
treatment plants, resulting in large volumes of untreated municipal wastewater being
discharged into the Jackson Lake watershed, rendering this water source unacceptable
for a public water supply. Furthermore, GEPD has stated that Jackson Lake is not
available as amunicipal water supply source (GEPD letter to Mr. Greer Tidwell, USEPA,
and GEPD letter to Mr. John Dean, ARCADIS, AppendixA '

Also, the GEPD (letter dated November 2, 2000), in response to a request by USEPA
(letter dated October 6, 2000), has stated that Jackson Lake "... is not an acceptable
source ofwater supply. Therefore, it is not apracticable alternative..." (Appendix B).

,ld Rebels', Director GEPD letter (Appendix C) to Ms. Marcie Seleb, General
_ *Butts County Water and Sewer Authority (BCWSA), dated February 12, 2002,

Vindicates that GEPD continues to have concerns regarding the suitability of Jackson
Lake as a water supply source due to poor water quality. Further, Mr. Reheis states
"..Jackson Lake and other candidate options for regional long-term water supply
solutions should not be viewed as an alternative to on-going efforts (e.g., Bear Creek,
is^nhmn Creek, and Butts County's proposed 9-7 MGD withdrawal from the
Ocmulgee River) to meet immediate water needs. Junderstandfrom our meeting that
you do not contend otherwise'' (emphasis added).

The Tussahaw Creek "arm" of Jackson Lake periodically exhibits relatively good water
quality. However, during summer months when water demand is highest and the flows
in Tussahaw Creek are low, poor quality water from the remainder of Jackson Lake
moves into the Tussahaw Creek -arm". Also during this time, treated wastewater
comprises asubstantially higher proportion of the water entering Jackson Lake. The
Tussahaw Creek arm ofJackson Lake also experiences substantial algae blooms from

ll
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April to October. Municipal water demands are substantially higher during this is time
than the remainder ofthe year. The algae blooms result in taste and odor problems if
used as a source ofdrinking water, and make Jackson Lake unsuitable as a municipal
water supply source, as stated by GEPD (GEPD letter to Mr. Bill Jones, Butts County
Water Authority, Appendix D).

Another significant factor against using Jackson Lake as a water supply source is the
Federal Energy Regulatory Cormnission requirements related to Georgia Power's
hydroelectric generation at the Jackson Lake Dam. Sedimentation of the lake since its
construction in the 1930s has substantially reduced the water storage capacity of the
lake, which adversely affects electricity generation during low flow periods, which
typically coincide with periods of high electricity demand Dam releases also must occur
to maintain miniTmim downstream flows to avoid adverse effects to aquatic life in the
Ocmulgee River, and to provide cooling water for the coal-fired Plant Scherer electricity
generation plant located downstream of Jackson Lake. flBBpB^^«^WM^^Sffl^
Jackson Lake unavailable for water supply due to their emergency contingency plan to
provide cooling water for Plant Hatch, a nuclear-powered electricity generation facility
located insoutheastern Georgia on theAltamaha River, immediately downstream ofthe
confluence of the Ocmulgee and Oconee Rivers (Georgia Power letter to Authority,

Appendix E).

InMr. Glenn Ivie's, Land Management Manager, Georgia Power letter toMr. J.B. White,
Chairman, BCWSA dated February 14, 2002 (Appendix F), he concurs with Mr. Reheis'
letter of January 14, 2002 addressed to the BCWSA concerning the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission license requirements, GEPD withdrawal requirements and the
unavailability of Jackson Lake as awater supply source to asingle political jurisdiction.
Mr. Ivie concludes hislettertoMr. White stating"In view ofall these considerations, we
do not believe it isprudentfor us to consider water withdrawalsfortheAuthorityfrom
Jackson Lake at this time."

3.1.5 Ocmulgee River and Pumped Storage

The Ocmulgee River was evaluated as a potential water supply. The Authority
considered theriver bothas a sole source andastheprimary water source foran off-line

12



JULY 30, 2004 LETTER FROM THE HENRY COUNTY WATER AND
SEWERAGE AUTHORITY

THIS LETTER OF THANKS TO THOMAS BROTHERS FOR MAKING
HENRY COUNTY AN OFFER TO BE APARTICIPANT IN THE
DEVELOPMENT OF SNAPPING SHOALS FOR AWATER TREATMENT
PLANT FOLLOWED BY AN EXPLANATION AS TO WHY HENRY
COUNTY CAN NEVER USE THE POLLUTED WATERS OF THE SOUTH
RIVER FOLLOWED BY AN OFFER TO PURCHASE THE SNAPPING
SHOALS RIVERBED, IS ALL THE PROOF NEEDED TO CONCLUDE THAT
THE SMITH WELCH &BRITTAIN ATTORNEYS, J.M. HANGER AND THE
HENRY COUNTY WATER AND SEWERAGE AUTHORITY WERE NOT
BONA FIDE OR INNOCENT PURCHASERS OF THE FEBRUARY 11, 2008,
MAIL-ORDER QUITCLAIMED PROPERTIES OF SNAPPING SHOALS, FOR
ALL 3PARTIES WERE AWARE OF THOMAS BROTHERS OWNERSHIP.

FURTHERMORE, SAID LETTER AS SIGNED BY MANAGER LINDY
FARMER IS ONE AND THE SAME LINDY FARMER THAT IN 2008,
FOLLOWING THE CONCEPTION OF THE SMITH, WELCH &BRITTAIN
LAWSUIT AGAINST THOMAS BROTHERS, FOR THE HENRY COUNTY
WATER AND SEWERAGE AUTHORITY, THAT TOLD THOMAS
BROTHERS AND ADEEDS RESEARCHER, "WE ARE GOING TO PUT YOU
OUT OF BUSINESS".



HENRY COUNTY WATER AND SEWERAGE AUTHORITY
1695HWY 20 WEST . McDONOUGH, GEORGIA 30253
TELEPHONE 1770) 957-6659 • FACSIMILE (678) 583-2140

July 30, 2004

Mr. Hoke Thomas, Jr.
Thomas Brothers Hydro, Inc.
115 Snapping ShoalsRoad
Covington, Georgia 30015

Re: South River Water Supply

Dear Mr. Thomas:

Thank you for attending our Board Meeting this past Tuesday and
presentmg"your Smith Hiver Water Supnlv Proposal to our Board members,
counsel, staff~and me. At this time, and as expressed inour meeting, we have a
number of concerns and reservations concerning your proposal These concerns
relate to water quality, permit feasibility, inter-basin transfer, storage, and other
matters more folly describedhereinafter.

The Henry County Water and Sewerage Authority ('Authority") has
evaluated the South River as a potential water supply source in depth on three
occasions over the past 16 years:

1. We originally evaluated the South River as a water supply source
in 1988 during our initial permitting ofthe Upper Towaliga and Long Branch
Reservoirs.

2. We again evaluated the South River in 1996 prior to the expansion
of theUpper Towaliga Reservoir.

3. We also evaluated the South River in2000 during the permitting of
the Tussahaw Reservoir.

On each occasion it was determined that the South River was not a
feasible^iternitiye for water supply by not only the Authority, but also by the_
State of Georgia. Department of Natural Resources, Environmental Protection^
rtivkinn fflPm and the U. S. Army Corps ofEngineers. .



Mr. Hoke Thomas, Jr.
July 30,2004
Page Two

Oneofthe primaryconcernsregarding the SouthRiver that severely limits
its feasibility as a water supply source is its poor water quality^ As indicated in
your letter, the South River Drainage Basin is comprised of 468 square miles at
the proposed raw water intake location, with the upper reaches of the-watershed
comprised of the extensively urbanized and industrialized Atlanta Metro Area.
Also, as indicated in your letter, the mid and lower reaches ofthe watershed(Le.,
Newton, Rockdale, Henry, and Walton Counties) are ranked among the fastest
growing industrial and residential communities in the country. The existing and
.growing urbanization of this watershed in the absence of a watershed protection
has led to significant water quality problems in the South River rendering it
unsuitable for water supply.

To support ouropinion, we provide the following facts:

1. Within this watershed, there are 18 Water Pollution Control Plants
with a combined permitted discharge of 70 million gallons per day (MGD) of
treated wastewater, as well as two combined sewer overflows in the City of
^Atlanta that discharge raw sewage into the South River.

2. The urban stormwater runoff from the City of Atlanta and
surrounding urban areas flows into the South River and its tributaries as untreated >
runoff. These discharges have resulted in a significant degradation of the river's
water quality. Specifically, the EPD im* determined that 123 miles ofthe South
Rivpir ana^its.trfoutaries__above-fhe projected water intake fail to-meet water—
quality standards for its designated use. Also, another 16 stream miles only
partially meet its designated use [Source: Georgia Environmental Protection
Division, 303(d) Report for Streams/dated January 9, 2004]. The referenced
report goes onto specify water quality concerns such as poor dissolved oxygen
levels, elevated levels of fecal coliform and PCBs (aknown carcinogen), as well
as provide fish consumption guidance for fish taken from the South River.



Mr. Hoke Thomas, Jr.
July 30,2004
Page Three

3. These known discharges and related water quality issues generate
substantial public acceptance problems if waters containing these contaminants
are used-as municipal water supply, especially if cleaner water is available-
Regardless of public perception, the EPD has stated that the South River is
unsuitable for water supply; 'The South R^er basin... ispmgfthem(i^tmba]me^__
river basins in Georgia. It contains two major wastewater treatment plant
discharges, combined sewer overflows, and stormwater runofffrom industrial and
urban areas. EPD does not consider the quality of this river to be suitable for
drinking water? (Source: Letter from H. Reheis, Director ofEPD, to S. Hay,
dated February 21,2003.)

4. In addition, approximately 60% of the flow in the South River
during low flow periods is comprised oftreated waste water discharges originally
from the Chattahoochee River basin. Given the ongoing problems with the'In
state water waf' between Georgia. Alabama, and Florida regarding inter-basin
transfer, the future availability of these waters isuncertain. As indicated inyour
letter, without this water flow your project is not feasible without the construction
ofa reservoir to store water to meet project demand. The Authority would be at
considerable financial risk if we were to invest in the needed infrastructure for
this project only tohave the water unavailable.

However, on a positive note, we may be interested in acquiring vour
project site for mitigation purposes. Ifyou would like to discuss this further,,
please contact me at your convenience and I will arrange ameeting to include m"
staff, consultants, and counsel.

Ifyou have questions regarding this letter, or ifyou would like to arrange
ameeting to discuss potential site acquisition, please afell me at (770) 957-6659.

Sinceiely,

LiM# D. Farmer, Jr<
Sneral Manager



PLAT SHOWING IN "RED" THE MAIL-ORDER, QUITCLAIMED
PROPERTIES THAT J.M. HANGER SOLD TO THE HENRY COUNTY

WATER AND AUTHORITY ON MARCH 10, 2008 USING A SMITH,
WELCH & BRITTAIN, PRO BONO, FABRICATED LIMITED

WARRANTY DEED AND BOTH DEEDS RECORDED AS A "FULL
BLOWN" WARRANTY DEED ON MARCH 30, 2008



^
<

B
2

3

E
S

S

K
IT

C
H

E
N

S

[1
93

51

R
O

B
E

R
T

S
O

N

(E
S

S
)

U
:

N
E

W
T

O
N

C
O

U
N

T
Y

i*
o

i

[1
9

-1
3

]

C
H

U
R

C
H

O
F

C
H

R
IS

T H
A

F
L

E
Y

[1
9

-8
A

i

<
D

fl
&

O
W

N
E

D
B

Y
W

D
C

C
L

<
&

&

J
A

M
E

R
S

O
N

*,
G

*B
T

H
O

M
A

S
B

R
O

S

i^
**

.

(1
^
_

n
.K

fl
)

O
W

NE
TT

BT
T5

CX
ND

O
W

N
ER

S.
4.

82
AC

RE
S,

D
AM

.C
AN

*
.

'tt
o^

ir
H

T^
rV

E
R

B
E

D
AN

D
IM

PR
OV

EM
EN

SO
WN

ED
BY

TH
OM

AS
BR

OT
HE

RS
J

•̂
nl

Sw
N

E^
Y

TH
EH

EN
RY

CO
UN

TY
WA

TE
RA

ND
SE

WE
RA

GE
AU

TH
OR

ITY
I

JN
O

W
O

W
i^

u
(C

O
LO

RE
D

IN
RE

D
)

—
*>

-*

H
E

N
R

Y
C

O
U

N
T

Y
"J

M
-H

AN
GE

R
KE

EP
S

H,
S

89
2

DR
Y

HE
NR

Y
CO

UN
TY

AC
RE

S
^
S

S
^
8

H'
S

NE
,G

H
BO

RS
PR

OP
ER

TI
ES

TO
TH

E
HE

NR
Y

C
O

U
N

TY
W

AT
ER

AN
D

SE
W

ER
AG

E
AU

TH
O

RI
TY

P
L

A
T

#
4

-
X

M
.

H
A

N
G

E
R

R
E

T
A

IN
S

H
IS

8
9

.2
A

C
R

E
S

A
N

D
S

E
L

L
S

H
IS

N
E

IG
H

B
O

R
S

|P
R

O
P

R
TD

E
S,

R
IV

E
R

B
E

D
,D

A
M

,W
A

T
E

R
R

IG
H

T
S

A
N

D
IM

P
R

O
V

E
M

E
N

T
S

T
O

T
H

E
H

E
N

R
Y

C
O

U
N

T
Y

W
A

T
E

R
A

N
D

S
E

W
E

R
A

G
E

A
U

T
H

O
R

IT
Y

O
N

M
A

R
C

H
1

0
,2

0
0

8
F

O
R

$
2

5
,0

0
0

.0
0

gw
ff

no
i

T
H

O
M

A
S


