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Staff had researched sidewalk ordinances from other jurisdictions and had reviewed a 2012

Georgia Tech case study, " The Costs of Owning and Maintaining Sidewalks: A Strategy for the

City of Atlanta." The key issues for consideration in developing an ordinance included the

liability, the costs of repairing damaged or failing sidewalks due to improper installation, ground
settlement, etc., design standards and compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act

ADA), the timing of installation of sidewalks in developing neighborhoods, and the ultimate

inspection and enforcement of the City' s requirements.

Rorie then gave an example of sidewalk liability, noting the 2011 case of Hancock v. the City of

Atlanta, as reported in the Georgia Tech study. In that case, the City of Atlanta had been

notified of loose concrete in a sidewalk in its ROW but neglected to make the repair that would

have cost roughly $ 450. A Fulton County Jury had awarded $ 1. 1 million in damages to the

plaintiff.

Rorie continued that it cost the City approximately $ 27. 50 per linear foot to repair sidewalks,

putting the combined repair and maintenance liability for the existing 43, 000 linear feet at $ 1. 185

million.

Imker asked if a developer could install sidewalks and expect the City to maintain them.

Pennington indicated that was basically the current process because, once the sidewalks were

in the City-owned ROW, they became the City' s responsibility. City Engineer David Borkowski

noted that the preliminary and final plats that went to the Planning Commission showed whether

sidewalks would be installed.

King asked about enforcement and Code Enforcement monitored sidewalks that were the

responsibility of the Homeowner Associations ( HOA).

Fleisch asked if current sidewalks had not been built well. Rorie said he was not saying that, but

there had been settling in some areas that required repairs.

Imker asked if the Planning Commission was ultimately committing the City to maintenance

costs, either inadvertently or not.

City Planner David Rast said the City Attorney might need to provide a more detailed answer to

that question. Council authorized the Planning Commission to review and approve various site

plans and subdivision plats, some of which included sidewalks. The existing subdivisions with

sidewalks had all been reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission, and the plats
included language about the City assuming maintenance. Some jurisdictions took final plats to

Council for acceptance, but Peachtree City had never done that.

Moving forward, Rorie said the City should develop a more comprehensive ordinance if

sidewalks were to continue being built. This should include requiring an encroachment permit
and maintenance bond for sidewalks and establishing design guidelines to meet or exceed

ADA standards, along with those adopted by the American Association of State Highway and

Transportation Officials and the Georgia Department of Transportation ( DOT). Then an

inspection process would be required to ensure compliance.

Ernst asked Rorie to expand on Wilksmoor' s requirement to have sidewalks. Rorie and Rast

explained that, due to the size of the total project, a DRI had been required to be submitted for

review by several agencies, including the Georgia Regional Transportation Authority, the Atlanta

Regional Commission, and the Governor' s Office. After the review, the State issued a Notice of

Intent ( NOI) identifying specifying requirements to minimize a project' s impact on the




