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City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
September 1, 2011
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Proclamation - Moment of Remembrance, 10th Anniversary of September 11th

Citizen Comment
Agenda Changes

Minutes

August 2, 2011, Workshop

August 18, 2011, Regular Meeting
August 25, 2011, Special Called Meeting

Consent Agenda

1. Consider Agreement with Promise Place for Funding
Agreement to provide services and funding for FY 2012

2. Consider Agreement with Fayette Senior Services for Funding
Agreement to provide services and funding for FY 2012

3. Consider Official Intent Resolution (Reimbursement)

Resolution to seek reimbursement for budgeted expenditures through Government Finance Corp. lease
purchase _ o

4. Consider Supplemental Resolution (Reimbursement)

Supplemental resolution to seek reimbursement for budgeted expenditures through Public Facilities Authority
bond

5. Consider FY 2011 Budget Adjustment (E-mail Server Replacement)

Amendment for emergency purchose of in FY 2011 of e-mail/archiving system replacement budgeted in

Fy 2012

6. Consider Modification of Job Creation Grant Resolution =
Request to amend resolution for "Project " increase in fimeframe from 12 months 1o 18 months

New Agenda ltems

09-11-01 Public Hearing — Consider Variance Request, 213 Morgan s Turn

Applicant requests variance to allow existing structure to remain within the rear building setback

09-11-02 Public Hearing — Consider Variance to Sign Ordmance, SANY America (318
Cooper Circle)

Applicant desires o larger wal sign than permitted by the City's sign ordinance

09-11-03 Public Hearing - Cons:der Request to Change Street Name (Cooper Loop to
SANY Boulevard)

Applicant desires to rename an existing City street

09-11-04 Consider FY 2012 Budget for CVB

Council approval required for Convention & Visitors Bureau's FY 2012 budget

09-11-05 Consider RFP for Auditing Services

Request to accept proposal from Mauldin 8&Jenkins, LLC

09-11-06 Consider Fees — The Gathering Place Rentals

Request to increase refundable secun’ry deposit and add new fee for off-duty City employee to be present for

rentals that include alcohol -

09-11-07 Discuss/Consider Prioritization of T-SPLOST Projects

Determine whether City wants to ré’quesf restoring MacDuff Parkway Exfension to project list

Council/Staff Topics
Hot Topics Update

Executive Session ,
This agenda is subject to change at any time up to 24 hours prior to the scheduled meeting.




'Cﬁy Counclil of Peachiree City
Workshop Meeting Minutes
August 2, 2019

The Mayor and Council of the City of Peachtree City met in a workshop session on Monday,
August 2, 2011, Mayor Haddix called the workshop to order at 6:30 p.m. Other Council
Members present: Vanessa Fleisch, Eric Imker, Kim Learnard, and Doug Sturbaum. Staff present:
City Manager Jim Pennington, Public Services Director/Stormwater Manager Mark Caspar,
Police Chief Skip Clark, and City Engineer Dave Borkowski,

The purpose of the workshop was to discuss traffic concemns at Peachfree Parkway/Loring Lane
(Kedron Hills) and the Dividend Drive pavement evaluation.

Caspar began with an overview _of how the fransportation concerns of Dividend Drive and
Cooper Circle were determined. Historically roads throughout the City were evaluated once
every three years, resulting in a score between 1 to 100 to determine if the road needed to be
repaved or overlayed. Normally anything with a score of 70 or below received priority and only
selective miling was done if overlay had been done too many fimes. Caspar would lke to
begin prioritizing paving using road classifications as well.  Higher priority would be given to
collector and industridl-type roads. Typically residential or commuter traffic did not have as
great of an impact on the road. The higher loads/volumes of the 18-wheeler and concrete
trucks had a much greater effect of degradation of the roads. He felt that if a repair was
needed and completed then s’rcsz could keep the road up. This would result in a better
management of money.

Dividend Drive was on the Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) list for the year as an
overlay project, which just put asphalt on top but did not address the subgrade issues.
Integrated Science and Engineering {ISE) and Piedmont Geotechnical were hired to evaluate
the subgrade issue on this road because it was an industrial collector, had high tratfic volume, a
higher ioad, and this road was rcn‘ed as the worst in the City at 59.

Caspar stated that there was also a section of road on Cooper Circle that was degradated. This
was the distribution area where trucks entered and exited. In addition, Sany would be coming
on line at the end of the year so it was important fo complete the work prior o that fime.
Cooper Lighting shut down their distribution center two days a year in October so it would be
important fo coordinate the road closure with those dates to have a minimum disruption.

Caospar added that ISE and Piedmont Geotechnical identified and evaluated pavement areas
that showed distress. They looked at several possible solutions that would also allow for the
Stormwater Department to look at the stormwater system undereath the roads to avoid
additional repdirs at a later time.

There were 84 areqs assessed on DMdend Drive. The findings ranged from moderate, damaged
and full failure. Leamnard asked that full failure be defined. Rich Gruel from ISE replied that full
failure was basically the povemen’r separating, big cracks, ruts and lcrge potholes. Caspar
contfinued to state that issues were found on over 60% of the length of Dividend Drive. Thirty-
eight core samples were also taken with only six of them appearing to be in good condition.
Two sampies were also taken from Cooper Circle and confirmed that the main stress was at the
truck entrance.

Caspar stated that, from the 40 locations tested, the areas varied widely. Seven locations were
very weak, 10 locations were marginally weak and the remaining subgrade conditions were
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ranked as acceptable. Caspar was surprised that in 23 of the 40 core locations, a stone base
course was not encountered. Leamnard asked who built the roads and how old were they.
Caspar responded that staff had résearched but had been unabie to find when the road was
overlayed. He also stated that an indicator of the age of the road was Tho‘r Dlwdend Drive had
been SR 74. There was an evidencé of widening that had taken place.

Caspar continued that, based on ’rhe data, three rehabilitation options were determined. The
first option was to mill and top the road which would take off the existing asphalt and Iy new
asphatt. This would only be a cosmetic fix that would only last for three to five years. The second
option was to cut and patch the road. This would involve saw-cutting the pavement, digging
out and removing, then replacing with new material. This would provide a longer life of the
patched area but the potential | of weakenmg the' surroundlng areas might increase their
weakening and require patching sooner. This would be a good option in a localized area such
at Cooper Circle. The third and final option was a Full Depth Reclamation (FDR). ‘During fhis
process, the existing pavement wduld be milled and removed. The remaining asphalt, stone
base and subgrade would be pulverized in place. A binder (cement) would be added
depending on the condition. The mixture would be compacted providing a new roadway
subgrade, which after the cement has cured, provided a new road surface. Casper went on to
say that a new road would have a minimum life expectancy of 10 years. Sturbaum asked if this
would be a stronger foundation for the heavy frucks. Caspar responded that it would be
designed to have an adequate bqse to bridge the heavy loads. An example of an FDR was
Redwine Road which was completed a'few years ago. '

Casper stated that, based on the work needed, three rehabilitation cost options had been
determined. The first option was for Dividend Drive to Paschall Road to SR 74 with a cost of
$1,048,408. Option two was Dividend Drive to Paschall Road to SR 74 with the cut and patch at
the cost of $835,607. Cooper Circle adjacent to the truck entrance atf Cooper Lighting with the
cut and patch would be a cost of $31,324, Option three was for Dividend Drive to Paschall
Road to Kelly Drive for an FDR would be a cost of $190,179. Dividend Drive to Kelly Drive to TDK
Boulevard for an FDR would be a cost of $787,316 and Dividend o TDK Boulevard to GA Hwy 74
for an FDR would be o cost of $451,209. There would be an additional $121,000 needed for
required stormwater work at Paschalt Road and Dividend Drive along with drainage system at
TDK Boulevard that would be paid for from the Stormwater Utility. Caspar scid  staff

recommended to cut and patch Cooper Circle and perform the FDR on Dividend Drive. He felt

that these options would be the l:)€$1L time value.

Casper stated that two large D|v=dend Drive contracts were previously brough’r before Council in
the last two years. There was remaining money in the amount of approximately $150,000 along
with other funds to offset the cost. He also stated that there was $2,418,288.59 left in SPLOST that
was only allocated for road repairs and did not include line items for cart path paving. In
addition, if the FDR proceeded with the full road, the total would be approximately $1,460,028
which included curbs, gutters and striping. Over $1,000,000 would be leftover for the 2012 list.
The estimate for 2012 was below that estimate and roads would be looked at with the new
process. He stated that FDR would not be needed for all road projects; it would be on a cdse-
by-case basis.

Sturbaum asked how long the projécl‘ would take to be completed. Gruel responded that FDR
would take a couple of days and would have no redl impact to indusiry. In addition the road
could be used after it set, but would not be smoaoth until the overday was completed.
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Haddix stated that he was not a fqi;n of disturbing a structure or road and felt that the FDR was
the right choice. Learnard asked to bé reminded what FDR stood for and how deep did it go.
Caspar responded that FDR meant Full Depth Reclamation and it was 12 inches deep.

Sturbaum asked if staff would idenfify the industries affected like the UPS Distribution Center and
the fime. Caspar confirmed that when staff received the direction to move forward they would
coordinate with anyone that would be impacted.

Learnard asked with the rating system, what eise could be expected with the road assessment.
Caspar stated that a geotechnical evaluation would not be done on every road. Staff's intent
was to not let the roads get to a rdfing like that of Dividend Drive. Once the road was in good
shape, staff could keep it in good shape. Learnard inquired as o what the Urgency was now,
would this be a City liability in'a week, a winfer, when waos it enough. Caspar responded that
when an evaluation says full failure that should be enough. Learnard responded that she drove
down Dividend in her finy Honda and felt the road was fine. Caspar stated that if one was to
walk behind a tfruck and felt the road moving that showed thé problem with the support.
Caspar stated that one would not want their home to be on & bad foundation and fhe same
should be for a road. Borkowski stated that staff wanted to address this while the money was

available. If the City waited five years from now to try to gef another SPLOST, the road would be B

in worse condition and the cost fo repair would be higher. In addition the industrial Park was the
City’s economic engine and staff was hoping to keep the road good so that it could possibly
spur development.

Fleisch asked if Sany would be using Dividend. Caspoar replied that he did not know.

Gruel stated that the failure point of a road was not the problem but what became an
unacceptable road. Potholes could be filled frequently, but would result in addifional costs and
maintenance.  Scott Edwards from Piedmont stated that if the repairs were not made sooner
than iater the subgrade would be damaged, which would result in the need for a full
replacement. ’

imker stated that he had driven the road in both directions and found that he southermn portion,
which was between TDK Boulevard and SR 74, was rof as bad off as the rest of Dividend Drive.
He felt that the southem section could last another five years. Imker stated that he did agree
that an FDR was needed for the Kelly Drive and Paschall Road section. “The areas should be
evaluated separately. He dlso felt that the repairs to Cooper Ciréle were no problem. ' '

Gruel stated that the roads were broken down in different groups because they had different
design standards. TDK Boulevard to SR 74 did not have the amount of volume as the other roads
and could be reevalvated, '

Council agreed that Cooper Circle was the most time sensitive issue and needed to go forward.

Mary Giles asked if Sany had given any indication what route their trucks would take. She saw
one on SR 54 West coming back towards Peachtree City. If these improvements were made,
she asked if Sany would want to use that as alternate route from their plant as opposed to going
up SR 74 and cutting across the 74/54 intersection. Imker stated that would not be an
advantage for them. Giles asked if the volume and direcfion could be questioned. Haddix
stated that he did not remember the fotal but it was not a monstrous amount since part was by
rail, straight fruck, and normat travel. Giles also asked if an addition of a multi use path had
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been discussed as well as widening the road. Borkowski replied that widening was not taking
place, only the repair of the existing road.” '

Haddix asked what the logic for repdiring the whole road was. Cruel replied that there was
enough damage fo ever half of thé road. Cut and patch could be done but in the end the City
would spend more money than doing an FDR. Gruel said that he would look at the findings
again,

Caspar said to recap —staff would clarify with Sany the route they would take fo transport to and
from their location. In addition, they would provide a cost assessment to provide a cut and path
or overlay in the southern section. Imker replied there was no need to touch that areq; just keep
the good good. Caspar asked if he thought the best option was to leave it alone. Imker said
keep it good with possibly  repave and go forward with Cooper Circle. '

Borkowski came forward to discuss "rrqffic concerns at Peachtree Porkwdy and Loring Lane and
Tinsley Mill on the north end of town. Also Ron Osterloh of Pond and Company, the consultants,
was present,

Borkowski stated that both Loring Lane and Tinsley Mill were on the original 2004 SPLOST list. The
idea was to provide left tumn lanes for southbound travelers to turn for level of service purposes.
Borkowski stated that, in the 2010 Transportation Plan, Loring Lane was listed as a major accident
location. Eleven accidents took pldce at Tinsley Mill and 13 at Loring Lane with a predominance
of those being rear-end collisions. He admitted that the volume did meef the design guidelines
for turn lanes but he felt that the turn lanes would increase the speed on the Parkway where
drivers would not have to slow down. o B

Borkowski stated that staff had worked with Pond and Company to come up with alternafives,
An option was a paved shoulder for drivers to go around, an all way stop and o compact
roundabout as a traffic calming feature.  Other typical options were namowing the lane, or
doing a combination of turn lane and iraffic calming. Sturbaum asked how the visibility was for
Loring Lane fo tum left.  Borkowski replied that frees had been timmed in various locations
along the Parkway and that he believed that site distance had been met for the posted speed
limit.

Borkowski showed various concepts and stated that, if a compact roundabout was used, it was
typically 40 - 50 feet wide versus o traditional roundabout being 80 = 100 feet wide,  There was
diso the consideration of median islands that could be landscaped with grass or small shrubs.
Osterloh stated that locations would be chosen to slow down through traffic before reaching
the intersection ' ' S

Borkowski also presented photos fro:_m a Gwinnett County location. Osterloh stated that he did
not recommend any device that needed mowing. Borkowski stated that another reason of not
instaling left furn lanes on Peachiree Parkway was because that was desighated as a scenic
route. Staff has tried fo preserve the character on the Parkway and preserve the green belts. A
three-way stop could even cause significant backups during peak travel time.

Imker asked if there were any numbers showing the success rate of the calming devices.
Osterloh responded that there were ndtional studies available but he would confact Gwinnett
fo see if they had accumulated any data.
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Sturbaum asked if signs would be installed to let the driver know what calming device they were
approaching. Borkowski replied yes, advanced warning signs would be installed,

Borkowski recommended the option of installing me’dians’os a traffic i;_c:lr_ning device in the
center of the road. Left tum lanes could be installed in the future if needed. The cost would be
approximately $68,000. In addition, the funds could come from the SPLOST funds which could
be taken from the Redwine and Robinson Road intersection project. Currently $110,000 was
budgeted for design.

Sturbaum asked Chief Clark what the Police Deparfment’s response was to the options. Clark
feit that fraffic calming medians/devices were effective ot first but once a driver became
familiar with the road their speed would increase. Fleisch asked if signs would work but Clark
responded that signs did not work once drivers become immune to the visual frash.

A resident of Kedron Hills stated thdt he doubted tum lanes would work. He considered rumble
strips but the homeowners would chploih about the noise. '

Sturbaum asked if a traffic study hcd been done. It seemed that some issues were being
addressed but not all. Borkowski stated that car backup had been checked and after a car

tumed it dissipated. A speed study had nof been done.

Imker asked, if the road was going to be repaved eventually, whether the project could wait

unfil that point to determine if the project was necessary or not. Something to slow down traffic
on the Parkway was warranted but not at this time. S ‘

Borkowski stated that he understood for a traffic calming device to work it required a physical
correction to the path as well as visual constrictions having psychological effect. Staff would
retumn at a lafer time with crash, speed reductions and speed studies to present to Council to
coincide with the repaving projects. ' '

There being no further discussion, the meeting adjourned at 8:00 p.m.

Cinnamon Mack, Recording Secretary " Don Hoddfx,'Moybr




City Council of Peachtree Cify
Minutes of Meeting ‘
August 18,2017

The Mayor and Council of the City of Peachiree City met on Thursday, August 18, 201 1,in City
Hall Councif Chambers. Mayor Don Haddix called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Council
Members presenf were: Vanessa Flgisch, Doug Sturbaum, Kim Learnard, and Eric Imker,

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Haddix presented a proclamation for Nafional Payroll Week,

Citizen Comment
There was none.

Agenda Changes
There were none.

Minutes ) . . e ; _ ,
Haddix noted an additional document on the dais, amendments to the August 4, 2011, regular
meeting minutes by Council Member Figisch. ' o -

Learnard moved o approve the m‘i'nu’res of the Juné 7, 2011, City Cbuh’cil/Pidnning Commission
workshop. Feisch seconded. Motion carried 4-0-1 (Sturbaum).

learnard moved to approve the August 4, 2011, regular meeting minutes ds‘ qmen'dye'd.
Sturbaum seconded. Motion canied unanimously. ‘

Monthly Reporis

Consent Agenda : \

1. Consider Request to Surplus Obsolete Technology Equipment

Learnard moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Sturbaum seconded. Motion carried
unanimously,

New Agenda ltems ; , o
08-11-01 Consider Reclassification of Code Enforcement Officer Positions

Human Resources Adminisirator Ellece Brown addressed Council, nofing that Code Enforcement
had been included in of the reorganization of the Recreation Department.” The Pdrks Monitor,
Municipal Code Enforcement Officer, and Housing Code Official positions had been moved
under the Police Department and reevaluated, and staff had found greater efficiencies by
making all the positions the same. The recommended new grade was a 275, which was one
grade higher than the current Code Enforcement positions, higher than Parks Monitor position,
and one grade lower than the Housing Code Official position. ' ' '

Sturbaum moved to approve the reclassification. Imker seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

08-11-02 Consider Reclassification of Public Works Positions _

Brown said this proposal was also part of the reorganization. The positions transferred from the
former Leisure Services Division to Public Services had been reevaluated and updated with new
responsibilities. Four positions moved up and two moved down. Staff was recommending that
the former Maintenance Technician posifions {1, Il, dnd 1il) be reclassified as Buildings & Grounds
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Maintenance Technician positions, with a grade increase pér level; 'The'FociIiﬁ‘es‘ Maintenance

Manager be reclassified to Building & Grounds Manager with a two-grade incredse: the Sign
Technician and Lead Sign Technical posifions be reduced one grade; that three Crew Leader
positions (Grade 274) be eliminated and replaced with one new Buildings Maintenance
Supervisor position and one new Grounds Mdintenance Supervisor position {Grade 277).

Sturbaum moved fo approve the reclassifications as recommended by staff. Imker seconded.
Motion carried unanimously. '

Learnard asked if the motion needed to include theé ofher changes proposed, élimihoﬁng
positions and replacing them. Meeker confirmed the motion covered the entire proposal from
staff, '

08-11-03 Consider Elimination/Replacement of Positions in Recreafion & Special Events
Department. ) . ;

Brown said this proposal was the final element of the reorganization.  Staff recommended

eliminating the Office Administrator position (Grade 275) in the Recreation and Special Events

department and replacing it with a'Recreation Services Specialist position (Grade 274).

Fieisch moved to approve the elimination and replacement of the position. Learnard
seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

08-11-04 Consider Adoption of Millage Rates _ , _

Financial Services Director Paul Salvatore said staff was recommending that Council adopt a
millage rate of 6.384 for Maintenance & Operations, and a rate of 0,399 for Bonds. These were
the same rates as adopted for 2010 and reflected a 1.7% tax decrease based on the reduced
tax digest. The rates would generate an estimated $200,000 less than generated in 2011, and
the budget had been adjusted to reflect the reduced revenue.

Salvatore then said that, for a Peachtree City property tox bill, the school system made up 62.7%

of the total. The millage rate for the County had increased, and an E-911 tax had been added. o

Overall, the bills would show about a 0.5 mill increase from the Counfy and E917, resulfing in a
$5.58 increase for a $257,000 home.,

Imker clarified that Peachtree City taxes were under $700 per year for that same price home,
which was less than the average arinual sewer bill and less than a lot of homeowner association
fees. That amount covered dll the departments and services provided by the City, and Imker
said he felt the City was really holding the line on taxes. -

Sturbaum moved to adopt the Millage Rates as presented. Learnard seconded. Mofion carried
unanimously. '

08-11-05  Consider Resolutions for Adoption of FY 2012 Budgef and Commitment of Fund
Balance

Salvatore said the City held several workshops and the required public hearing for the budget,
so Council could now take action to adopt the budget.  Salvatore ‘said the only changes
included the most updated tax digest and debt service figures. ” Council had directed a few
changes that had been made, including cutting an additional $100,000 in deparfiméntal
budgets, the elimination of one police vehicle in the replacement schedule, and a reduction in
the PIP contingency reduction by $35,000,
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The resolution for commitment of fund balance supported the City's five-year model and the
20% reserves policy for revenue stabilization.

Haddix noted three changes made in the budget and asked who on Council supported the
reduction of the police car replacément. All four Council Members expressed their acceptance
of the change. ' '

Learnard reviewed the highlights of the budget and scid no line item had been overlooked or
taken lightly. Departmental expenses had incredased over FY 2011 because $1.6 million due to
the defined benefit pension plan for employees that was not expensed for FY 2011 (it had been
paid in 2010 to take advantage of down market). The remaining $1 milion increase was for
computer upgrades, employee pay in lieu of salary after several years of no salary incredses,
healthcare increases, the 2011 election, and legal fees. :

Leamard continued that the City's millage rate would be remaining the same’in a year when
the tax digest had decreased, meaning less money would be coming in fo the City. Under state
law, the City could have raised the millage rate to maintain the same revenue and not called it
a fax increase. However, Council redlized that the citizens shared the financially difficult
situations. The proposed budget also added $1.378 million fo reserves, which put the City in o
long-term financially stable situatioh to maintain at least 20% reserves in coming years to help
balance the budget when the Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) funds were
depleted and if Local Option Sales Tax (LOST) funding decreased.

Learnard said the City expected revenues from reserve investments to increase due fo a policy
change in 2011. The City had also refinanced three debts for an estimated savings of over
$200,000, and had reduced future loan payments by about $54,000 by paying off the
Development Authority of Peachtree City bonds early.

The reorganization had alse played a big role, and the goal was to achieve cost redyctions
without reducing service, and possibly to achieve increased service levels. Learnard concluded
that, after that night, Council colld start working to eliminate the projected 0.213 millage
increase for 2012. She congratulated staff and Council for their work on the budget.

Imker said he began reviewing the 2012 budget the previous August after the FY 2011 budget
had been adopted. He felt this was one of the best budgets the City had put foerward in many
years and said staff and the new City Manager had watched ouf for every dollar. Last year,
Imker had asked the major department heads to review budgets line item by line item, and was
satisfied that there was no waste and the City was operating in as lean a manner as possible.
The FY 2012 budget was a confinuation of that process.

Haddix said he was ready to approve the budget, and Council could make adjustments as
needed if the economy continued to decline.

Imker said he would like to recommend that the employee pay in lieu of salary be staggered by
paying one percent in December and the second percent in May after o review of the financial ‘
situation as a precaution against problems with the budget mid-year.” Imker said he would like
to consider this as an amendment to the budget resolution. Fleisch asked Salvatere what the
implementation cost would be tfo split the payment. Salvatore and A'ssis'ffqnf'_F’ihche_,Dir'eéfo’r
Janet Camburn said staff ime and check stock were the only real costs, but they did not have a
specific number. Salvatore noted the spiit payment could be accomplished via direction 1o
staff versus changing the budget resolution. Imker withdrew his recommendation to include the
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item as part of budget resolution and asked if Councrl could consrder it at the meeting in_
November prior to the December distribution.

Haddix asked if there were any damaging legal implications to splitfing the payment. Vrana
said employee morale was the only real issue. Fleisch asked if Council could make the decision
to split the payment or make the entire two percent payment in November. Meeker said the
budget reflected a full two percent, so a reduction to one percent would require a budget
amendment.

Sturbaum moved to adopt the resoiu’non for the FY 2012 budget, with all supporting schedules,
and the resolution for the Commitment of Fund Balance as presented. Imker seconded. Motion
carried unanimously.

08-11-06 Consider Adopfion of Resolution Approving Iniergovernmenral Agreemenf with
Public Facilities Authority '

Haddix noted that Council had an amended version of the resolution on the dais, which had

been adopted by the Public Facllifies Aufhorr’ry earlier that evening. 'Ledmard moved to adopt

the amended resolution. Fleisch seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

08-11-07 Consider Extension of Contract with Parker Wrecker

Police Chief H. C. "Skip” Clark addressed Council, saying staff was requeshng ¢ one—yec:r
extension to the confract entered in 2008. Polrcy adllowed for the extension before going back
out for bid, and staff had a good worklng history with the firm.

Sturbaum moved to approve the contract ex'rensron with Porker Wrecker Learnard seconded.
Motion carried unanimously.

08-11-08 Consider Ordinance Amendment - Alcohol at City Facilities
Public Information Officer/City Clerk Be’rsy Tyler explained that the prewous month, Council had

amended the alcohol ordinance relating to distances from churches and schoodls. That chonge .

allowed the City to consider allowing alcohol at private events at The Gathering Place, which
had been discussed for two years.

Since the ordinance change in July, a veterans group had asked staff to bring forward an
ordinance amendment allowing alcohol ot The Gatheéring Place for an event that fall. Mokrng
such a change required an oddmonol amendment fo the Recreation Ordinance, which limited
“alcohel to the Amphitheater cnd Tennis Center under specific condifions. Staff was
recommending adding a third ms’ronce under which Council could grant o Quclrfymg Location
Permit as was being requested for The Gathering Place. Tyler also noted that the ordinance had
oufdated verbiage related to the former Tourism Association, which had been updcred o
reflect the new Convention & Vrsn‘ors Bureau.

Tyler said, prior fo the current Qualifying Location and Special Event alcohol license process,
previous Councils had approved alcohol at two private events on City property, at City Hall and
at Drake Field. Both those events wWould now require the Qualifying Location Permit authorized
by Council and a separate Specrorl Event Permit. Similarly, a private special event at The
Gathering Place would still need ro obfain a Specrcl Event Permit before alcohol would be
alflowed.

Sturbaum asked Meeker if he hod any legal concerns about the ordinance change, and
Meeker said he had reviewed the ordmonce
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Leamard moved fo approve the amendment fo the Recreation Ordinance regarding alcohol af
City facilities per staff recommendation. Sturbaum seconded. Mofion carried unanimously,

08-11-09 Consider Qualifying Location Permit Application - The Gathering Place
Leamnard moved to approve the Quadlifying Location Permit for The Gathering Place. Fleisch
seconded. Motion caried unanimously.

Council Staff Topics o .
City Manager Jim Pennington commended Salvators for the work he had put in on the budget.

Pennington scid there were several issues thart would be brought up at the September 1
meeting, including the Library repair plan.

Haddix thanked staff for their hard work during the year.

Meeker said Council had several ’r:cdpics for executive session. Sturbaum’ moved to convene in
executive session for acquisition of real estate dnd"rhregfe_ned or pending litigation at 7:40 p.m.
Fleisch seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

Imker moved to reconvene in regular session at 8:20 p.m. Learnard seconded. Mofion canied
unanimousty.

There being no further business, Sturbaum moved to adjourn the meeﬁng{ Learnard seconded.
Motion caried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m. '

Betsy Tyler, City Clerk ' ' Don Haddix,- Mayor. 7 7




City Council of Peachtree City
Special Called Meeting Minufes
August 25, 2011
B:30 a.m.

The City Council of Peachtree Cify met Thursday, Augus’f 25, 2011, in the City Holl Council
Chambers. Mayor Don Haddix called the meeting to order at 8:32 p.m. Council Members
present: Vanessa Fleisch, Kim 'Learho'rd, and Doug Sturbaum,

The purpose of the meeting was to consider/discuss incentives for an industrial expansion.

Haddix noted there was one agenda item - o resolution for “Project 7."

Fleisch thanked Atlanta Regional Airport-Falcon Field for offering additional incentives for the
industrial expansion. .

Sturbaum moved to approve the resolution of infent to offer a job creation grant for the “Project
Z" expansion in the Peachtree City Industrial Park. Learnard seconded.  The motion caried
unanimously.

There being no further business ’ro‘_’disc'u_ss,_'Leqm‘c':rd moved to adjoumn. Sturbaum seconded.
The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourmned at 8:34 a.m.

Pam Dufresne, Deputy City Clerk : Don Haddix, Mayor




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

S

VIA: City Manager
FROM: Administrative Services Director N
DATE: August 25, 2011

SUBJECT: Non-Profit Funding Agreement — Promise Place
September 1, 2011 Council Agenda

Recommendation; _ _

That Council authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement for services and non-profit funding
support for Promise Place (formerly Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence) for a time
period of October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012.

Discussion: _ -

At the May 19, 2011 City Council meeting, Council approved the request for funding from

Promise Place for $7,500 for FY 2012. The attached document is the required agreement

between Promise Place and the City for services to be provided by Promise Place for residents of

Peachtree City as relates to domestic violence. For continued consideration of support, the non-
- profit funding request needs to be submitted by Promise Place on an annual basis for

consideration to be included in the next FY budget as is outlined in CAR 8-3.

--Budget Impact; _
The budget impact to the City would be $7,500, and funds have been included in the FY'12
budget for this item in account 100-1505-572020.




STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE

AGREEMENT

This Agreement entered into this day of ,» 2011, by and
between FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC., D/B/A
PROMISE PLACE (hereinafter “PROMISE PLACE”), and the CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,
GEORGIA (hereinafter “City”).

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE provides services to residents of Fayette County,
Georgia, including residents of Peachtree City, Georgia who are victims of domestic violence;
and

WHEREAS, in providing such services, PROMISE PLACE assists the Police
Department of the City; and

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE has requested funding assistance from the City so as to
continue to provide such services to residents of F ayette County and the City; and

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE is a qualified non-profit corporation pursuant to Section
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code; and '

THEREFORE, and in consideration of the mutual terms and conditions contained herein
the parties hereto agree as follows: '

L.
In exchange for the services provided by PROMISE PLACE to the City and residents of
the City, the City hereby agrees to pay the sum of $7500.00 for the period October 1, 2011
through and including September 30, 2012.

Executed the day and date first above mentioned.

FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON _ CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC. GEORGIA
D/B/A PROMISE PLACE

By: President By: Donnie O. Haddix, Mayor




VI

VII.
VHII.

Xl

Xil.

Call to Order

City Council of Peachtree City
ABBREVIATED MINUTES =
May 19, 2011
7:00 p.m.

. Pledge of Allegiance

. Announcements, Awards, Spebial Recognition

Swearing in of Police Officers Courtney Lumpkin and Christopher Dukes
Acknowledge Donations to the City

Citizen Comment

Agenda Changes

Minutes ,

May 5, 2011, Regular Meeting Minutes Approved, 5-0

Monthly Reports

Consent Agenda ‘ , _ _ . :

1. Consider Local Maintenance and Improvement Grant (LMIG) Contract Approved, 5-0

Old Agenda Items ‘ _ _ _

04-11-01 Consider Amendments to Cutdoor Display Ordinance Regulating the Use of
Walking Advertising Approved as amended, 5-0

04-11-04 Consider False Alarm Ordinance _ . Approved 4-1 (Fleisch)

05-11-02 Discuss/Consider Changes to CAR 9-3 Investment Policy Approved, 5-0

05-11-04 Consider Recommendation for New Air Supported Structure Contract for Kedron /
Report on Concrete Testing Continued indefinitely

New Agenda ltems

05-11-06
05-11-07
05-11-09
05-11-10

05-11-11

Consider Non-profit Funding Request for FY 2012 from Fayette Senior Services
Approved, 5-0
Consider Non-profit Funding Request for FY 2012 from Promise Place
o Approved, 5-0
Consider Request from NorSouth to Abandon a Portion of Newgate Road

_ _ Motion to proceed approved, 5-0
Consider Fire Station 84 Renovation/Expansion & Sewer Extension

; | T .. Approved, 5-0
Consider Amendment to Chapter 66 Related to Film Industry Signage

' ' Approved as amended, 5-0

Council/Staff Topics
Hot Topics Update

Executive Session

Members Present: Mayor Haddix, Vanessa Fleisch, Eric Imker, Kim Learnard, Doug Sturbaum




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor and Council
VIA: Jim Pennington, City Mﬁn@
FROM: Nikki Vrana, Administrative Services Director 0) s ) <
. = (%

DATE:  May12,2011 - WF <o AZ\
SUBJECT: Non-Profit Fundifn'g Request — Promise Place _ MQ 1 (QOO

May 19, 2011, Cify Council Meeting ¥ L
Recommendation: ;' Ven doy: 2437

That Council provide direction 011 the amount of non-profit funding for Promise Place to include
in the FY 2012 budgst.

Discussion:

For the past several years, Council has approved finding in support of Promise Place in
accordance with CAR 8-3 (attached). Per the terms of the policy, Promise Place provides
services the City does not that meet the basic needs of some of our residents who are victims of
domestic violence, including emergency shelter; support groups, assistance in obtaining
emergency protective orders, and in providing domestic violence and teen dating education
programs. Peachtree City residents comprise approximately 32% of those served by the agency.

Attached is the request from Promise Place Executive Director Vanessa Mottley for the annual

amount of $7,500 to support the ongoing efforts of the organization. The requested amount
meets the terms of the policy.

Budget Impact:

This item will have a budgetary impact of $7,500, which will be inciudﬁd in the proposed FY
2012 Budget to be presented on J u;;’ge' 1 pending Council approval of the request.

Attachment (s)




May 5, 2011

Director of Administrative Services
151 Willowbend Rd '
Peachtree City, Ga 3026¢

To Whom it May Concern:

The Fayette County Council on Don@esﬁc Violence, Inc. d/b/a Promise Place wishes to take this
opportunity to thank Peachtree Cit\} for its continued support of our organization. in 2010, Promise
Place provided intervention services to 1,892 victims of domestic violence. Of those clients, 947 were
Fayette county residents with 332 cliénts residing in Peachtree City. In addition, Promise Place provided
shelter to 40 women and 36 children from Peachtree City, 38 of our clients were Fayette County
residents but did not identify their ¢if§f of re_éidehé:_e. 148 women attéride{d our support groups in
Peachtree City. 222 victims of doméStic violence were provided legal advocacy. Our Teen Dating
Violence Prevention program reached 2,880 students and our domestic violence awareness events were
[resented to 2,910 community members. ' '

The breakdown of cur services in Fayette County alonhe By city is as follows:

Direct Services " No. of Clients % of F.C.

Brooks S 47 5%

Fairburn 28 3%
Fayetteville/Unincorp.F.C. ) 445 _ o 47%

Peachtree City - 332 35% —

Tyrone : 57 6%

Unknown F.C, _ 38 4%
Prevention/Awareness Services - __ Participants  No.of PTC

Teen Dating Violence Prevention Program 2,880 720 > 317,

Community Awareness Presentations ' 2,910 1,052

Promise Place collaborates with the Peachtree City Police Department as well as the other law
enforcement agencies in Fayette Coupnty to ensure that domestic violence vict_ims are given our -
information at the time of a violent ihcident and that police officers are able to contact us for assistance.
We believe that this is an important S:’emice' becéuse when we are able to assist DV victims in escaping

~ violent homes, we help reduce the number of 911 calls to officers, alleviating their volume of calls and-

www.promisepiace.org e askus@promisepiace.org




P.O. Box 854 + Fayefteville, GA 30214 » Telephone (770] 461-3839  Fax [770) 460-6594

-

reducfng the dangerfo tﬁém in .respofid'i"hg to DV carl;si. In '20'10,' Promise :F;Iace received 3,821 calls to our )
emergency hotline which was a tremendous increase from 1,160 calls the previous year.

Our domestic violence shelter provi'dés immediate safety for victims of domestic violence and their
children. Promise Place provides servi"c_:es and resources for the families while in shelter to maintain their
éafety until it is safe for them to resume life on their own. Promise Place provides for all emergency
needs while the women and children are in shelter. Promise Place pays for all utilities, security and
maintenance costs and must kéep the'fac‘slity's’caffed 24 hours a day year round. Additionally, Promise
Place provides counseling services and many other programs to both the victim and her children as they
heal from the trauma that they have éxperienced. :

Because of your continuing support, Promiée Place is making a difference_in the lives of abused women
and their children in Peachtree City; To help continue this much needed service, we are requesting
$7,500.00 from the FY2012 Annual Budget’s designated funds for nonprofit crganizations, We hope that
the Peachtree City Council will contini_ile to support us in our work and grant our request in the amount
of $7,500.00. '

Vanessa Mottley
Executive Director

www. promfsépfa'ce. org - cskus@promr‘se}oloce. org




‘ e _ W\ | Funding Request
- PEAC HTRE NCITY For Non-Profit Organizations

Organization Infor ation: .

Organization Name: ﬁVZHZCDMY‘d‘ 1 CDM""&CJJ OﬂDOMﬁth\/ M A/&/Q @N%
addressi 2O BL‘?}Q 654 Jﬁ‘\wgﬁ‘ 2uille (o, 222014

Phone #: ”7’)0/‘% S%J‘K _ Fax# '7’? O/H éo é;54/

Contact Person: _ \/ Anessa M DILHQ“’{

Title: &&zw"ﬁ\/@ D i1 @QL@'\’

Financial Information: ‘
Total Annual Budget: $4Ll' ;’79\0 09, \} 55 _— tﬁ\% '497 O

Total Chents Served Annually .7682 a!ﬂ ;S&!!%“ 8?2 PYQVM]DY\ 5790

Peachtree City Residents Served Annually 2104- DYQC:{" Serw, ceé“ 332 ?Yaferd']l?h 7.

-

Funding Request Infor. ation .
Funding Amount Requested: % ‘} 500 © D

Funding Use(s): IOOU’OV‘A\@ G D%h&\/‘ 1 @ﬂCé/ 55 Yy f/é:) ’b Vié L/'h

1, domzﬁhr VoIl ynthe cmmmnm
Additfonal Information on Organization/t ervmes

pmm SLTIAE T)vﬂfi S Chsio Saivices GF\A&WZ{ Zne 3
QJ«W '}yb( Vi d‘\rh% o# dmaééh@\/ }chz, Iy ?@z/i\h/_fé_

%ogmva& ﬂdvomé‘—\v ar\ci’d)v'esemLﬁ‘»ﬂ%eAO Qﬁwﬂ moléma

n:?@\m i TS
ED A’I"I'ACHME TS: “‘dch non- prot' t organizatio ustcp%cvxde a clgtpii of the pgv1ous

‘ calendar yéar form 990. Other non profts must provide a current fiscal year budget )

Date Council Amount
- Submitted: Approval Date: Approved:

R v g 44 448 ks 31 mraver e+ s s e




SCHEDULE O Supplemental Information to Form 990

COMB No. 1545-0047

{Form 990) 2009

Complete to provide information ‘es 1o specific quesi; —
oot o s B 590 or & phaae onresponses to specific questions on e
Inte%aT%vgnueeSersiacseu Y X > A_Itach to Form 934, . . In:
Name of the organization FAYETTE COUNTY COUNC&L T T Employer identification number

ON_DOMESTIC VIOLEN'CE:’ o ) i G ,:w.458.~1826445

-~ -FORM.220. PART IIL LINE 1 - ORGANIZATION WssioN_________ e
-8 FRYEUIE_COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE EXTSTS T PREVENT DOMESTIC_VIOLENCE _
~_ THROUGH AWARENESS z&o..s;_RaM.:s;...E..b;v.@;a;rzgﬂzx;-Jlﬁgggzsys&_;é@;.z&o;f;.ar._ws.»...snézg;ﬂm.mwzs__--..
~--FOR _THE VICTIMS AND THEIR FAMILIES UTTLIZING LEGAL_ADVOCACY, EMERGENCY SHELTER, AND ___

TRANSITIONAL HOUSING. .

__-.._.‘.,_.._._..._......_._—._._-—-.--._.-_.-.-.-_-._——_——.-.u..._...———m-._——___—-——-_—-—_-—._-..—.—___...———

-~ FORM.920. PART VI, LINE.2: BUSINESS OR FAMILY. RELATIONSHIP OF OFFICERS DIRECT

_._._._......._..__.__.......-.._.._——-_.._-.._._...———u-.————-.m———

_.._g-..”...._...-..,_..-,...‘...._..._‘._-.;..-.._._._._‘-_...._..__.._......_..__‘_ :

....__-.—w._-_-._—_-........_...—_—-m...—.-—_._-.-._m.‘—._ - o

o e e o —-.-—w.—_...—..-...._....._..-—-...._._w_-—..-....-.._—..__a..—-__._

REVIEW_AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO FILING.

T T e e i e e e e e b e e s

FORM 990, PART VI, LINE 12€ - EXPLANATION OF MONITORING AND ENFORC

A G s P e e v b e oy i

THE POLICY IS REVIEWED ANNUALLY, 'ANY ISSUES ARE BROUGHT BEFORE THE BORRD OF

R T e o e wn i ——

e mm e s s B e e, - hy -+

-...—....-.-.-_...._._.__—_.-..u....-._._--.-‘--.—__..-._.--.»..___._m.—_.-.——........--.—-_q.....___..-......__._—--_m...._—_._.‘_q._

L s Y i e e B " ey i = e

INSPECTION. THIS COPY IS AVAILA

T T e e i e i st e s i i e o i b i

.__..—_.-..-..__-—_——.—...-—._-..._..._—_—-.—.w_-.—-—.......—._-.—*-.-._-—..____,
..'...a‘-'m'..._'.‘.;"—"\—".i.'_.'_._—...-........_..._-....-.-..—.-_.-.....-.-_-...._...m.—_....__...._...
.....-».--....__._..._...___._...-._..._....__...._._.___....n.-..._._.__-..-..._._..._-.h_._.._—....__....—_...___-..—....___.——...

..__..__....v......__..._........._..__.__.,____‘...._;._...._._..ﬁ_..._.._.._..................

' TEEAOIL 0717108 . Schedule © (Form 990) 2008

FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION

- BAA Foe Privacy Act and paperwork Reduetion Act Notice, s the Ill‘l-f_igljlrtqtions for Forv'q' 930,




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
SR

VIA: City Manage
FROM: Administrative Services Director (\
DATE: August 25, 2011

SUBJECT: Non-Profit Funding Agreement — Fayette Senior Services, Inc.
September 1, 2011 Council Agenda

Recommendation: - _ -

That Council authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement for services and non-profit funding
support for Fayette Senior Services, Inc. for a time period of October 1, 2011 through September
30, 2012.

Discussion: _

At the May 19, 2011 City Council meeting, Council approved the request for funding from
Fayette Senior Services, Inc. for $19,257 for FY 2012. The attached document is the required
agreement between Fayette Senior Services, Inc. and the City for services to be provided by
Fayette Senior Services, Inc. for residents of Peachtree City as relates to providing
transportation, meals and social functions for those who are senior citizens. For continued
consideration of support, the non-profit funding request needs to be submitted by Fayette Senior
Services on an annual basis for consideration to be included in the next FY budget as is outlined
in CAR 8-3.

Budget Impact: ; : _
The budget impact to the City would be $19,257, and funds have been included in the FY12
budget for this item in account 100-1505-572020.




STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE

AGREEMENT

This Agreement entered into this day of _ , 2011, by
and between FAYETTE SENIOR SERVICES, INC. (hereinafter “FSS”), and the CITY
OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA (hereinafter “City”).

WHEREAS, FSS provides services to residents of Fayette County, Georgia,
including residents of Peachtree City, Georgia who are senior citizens including, but not
limited to, transportation, providing meals, and social functions; and

WHEREAS, FSS has requested funding assistance from the City so as to continue
to provide such services to residents of Fayette County and the City; and

WHEREAS, FSS is a qualified non-profit corporation pursuant to Section
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code; and

THEREFORE, and in consideration of the mutual terms and conditions contained
herein the parties hereto agree as follows:

1.
In exchange for the services provided by FSS to the City and residents of the City,
the City hereby agrees to pay the sum of $19,257.00 for the period October 1, 2011
through and including September 30, 2012.

Executed the day and da{e first above mentioned.

FAYETTE SENIOR SERVICES, INC. CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,
' GEORGIA

By: Prfc'sident By: "Donnic O, Haddix, Mayor




V1.

VI,
VHI.

XI.

Xl

. Call to Order

City Council of Peachtree City
 ABBREVIATED MINUTES
May 19, 2011
7:00 p.m.

. Pledge of Allegiance

. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Swearing in of Police Officers Courtney Lumpkin and Christopher Dukes
Acknowledge Donations to the City

Citizen Comment

Agenda Changes

Minutes : _

May 5, 2011, Regular MeetinngEnutes Approved, 5-0

Monthly Reports |

Consent Agenda o

1. Consider Local Maintenance and Improvement Grant (LMIG) Contract Approved, 5-0

Old Agenda ltems S | 4 _

04-11-01 Consider Amendments to Outdoor Display Ordinance Regulating the Use of
Walking Advertising Approved as amended, 5-0

04-11-04 Consider False Alarm Ordinance oo ... Approved 4-1 (Fleisch)

05-11-02 Discuss/Considér Changes to CAR 9-3 Investment Policy ~ Approved, 5-0

05-11-04 Consider Recormmendation for New Air Supported Structure Contract for Kedron /
Report on Concrete Testing Continued indefinitely

New Agenda ltems

05-11-06
05-11-07
05-11-09
05-11-10

05-11-11

Consider Non-profit Funding Request for FY 2012 from Fayette Senior Services
;_ ' Approved, 5-0
Consider Non-profit Funding Request for FY 2012 from Promise Place '
' : N _ | Approved, 5-0
Consider Request from NorSouth to Abandon a Portion of Newgate Road
' Motion to proceed approved, 5-0
Consider Fire Station 84 Renovation/Expansion & Sewer Extension
- o  Approved, 5-0
Consider Amendment to Chapter 66 Related to Film Industry Signage
T Approved as amended, 5-0

Council/Staff Topics
Hot Topics Update

Executive Session

Members Present: Mayor Haddix, Vanessa Fleisch, Eric Imker, Kim Ledmard, Doug Sturbaum
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY U e\
A5, 30

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: | Mayor and Council: S OsS

VIA: Jim Pennington, Cify Manﬁge _
FROM:  Nikki Vrana, Admixistrafive Services Director Y W\jw\' 4
| P\

DATE: May 12, 2013

SUBJECT: Non-Profit Funding Request — Fayette Senior Serﬁc_es

May 19, 2011, City Council Meeting N N4 11

Recommendation:

That Council provide direction on the amount of non-profit funding for Fayette Senior Services to
include in the FY 2012 budget. :

Discussion:

For the past several years, Council has approved funding support of Fayette Senior Services in
accordance with CAR 8-3 (attached). Per the terms of the policy, Fayette Senior Services provides
- services the City does not that meet the basic needs of some of our residents in the form of home
delivered meals, congregate meal programs, in-home personal care/homemaker services, voucher
transportation, and non-medical fransportation services for seniors. The CAR stipulates that the
amount of funding shall be the lesser of the amount requested, the annual budget used to serve
Peachtree City residents, or $7,500. In this case, the $7,500 is the lesser of the amounts.

"OM, oM g . )
In FY09 and FY 10, Council approved additional amounts in funding to help address shortfalls in the
home delivered meals programs due to the increased demands for services and higher costs of
providing services to avoid a reduction in service as is ouflined under paragraph G of the policy.
Peachiree City residents comprise approximately 36% of the citizens who receive services from
Fayette Senior Services. I - o

Attached is Ms. Britt’s request for funding for the FY 2012 budget. The request is for $19,257 to
continue to provide social services. It is noted that the revenue shortfall is directly attributed to the
increase demand for service; the higher costs associated with providing services, and decreased
revenue as a result of the current economic conditions, B

Budget Impact:

This item will have a budgetary impact of $19,257, which will be included in the proposed FY 2012
Budget to be presented on June 1 pending Council approval of the request. '

Attachment (s)
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EAVETTE SENIGR SERWICES - o Board of Birectors

Life Enrichment Genter Vil Pt

s,
o Vicki Turner, Past-Chair

s "y _ Chris Mallon, Vice Chaivman
‘ !,MW"%B%7‘W Thomas Cagle

Lamar Feagans

- Janice Folsom
Stony Lokr
Frances Reeves
Chris Snell
Debbie Steele
Bob Truitt
Rogina Williams

April 27,2011

Dr. Jim Pennington

City Manager, City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

RE: FY2012 Request for Funding

Dear Dr. Pennington,

For more than 30 years Fayette Senior Services, Inc. has been providing a wide variety of social services to
Fayette County’s older adults that enable them to meet their basic needs, improve their quality of life, and help
them remain living independently with dignity and respect.

On behalf of Fayette Senior Services Board of Directors, [ respectfully submit a request for funding in the amount
of $19,257 for services to be provided during the period October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012. The total
request includes a continuance of $15,630 FY11 funding plus $3,627, which is a prorated share of the projected
FY12 social services budget shortfall and the increased demand for services from Peachtree City residents.

In consideration that Fayette County has thie third fastest growing senior population in metro Atlanta, which is
projected to grow by 450% by 2040, the continued financial support from our local governments is essential, With
your support and our commitment to énharce 6ur strategy for a sustainable future we can better meet the diverse
needs of our aging population. Together, we can ensure that Peachtree City’s older adults can live well and age

well in our community.

We sincerely appreciate the long-time su}ipo_rt from the city of Peachtree City. We look forward to continuing our
mutually rewarding partnership, which has truly made a meaningful difference in the lives of Peachtree City’s
older adults.

IS

Sincerely,

kit fp

Debbie Britt
President & CEQ

Ce: Nancy Meaders
Jack Bowdoin

rOC. PaudS

Fayeite Senior Services, inc. | 4 Center Drive | Fayetteville, GA 30214 | 770-461-0813 |"www.Fa\)etteLifeEnrichment.org




Funding Request
For Non-Profit Organizations

P g
:F;I:":;C;'\I‘EEE \ CITy

Organization Inforn_:at_ion:

Organization Name: Fayette Senior Services, Inc,

Address: __4 Center Drive, Fayetteville, GA 30214

Phone #: 770-461-0813 _ Fax # __770-461-2448

Contact Person: Debbie Britt

Title: _President & CEQ

Financial Informaﬁon: .

Total Annual Budget: $1,359,1‘32.:. >5(p /- — #Ll'?q L AT 53

Total Clients Served Annually: See attached

Peachtree City Residents Served Annually: See attached

Funding Request Information: -
Funding Amount Requested; $19,257

Funding Use(s): _Management and delive of social services to include Meals On Wheels Transporation,
Congregate Meal Program, and In-home Personal Care/Homem ker services.

Additional Information on Organi_iatibn/Services:

Since 1978, Fayette Senior Services has been providing a wide variety of social services to Peachtree

City's older adult population yvthc basic.‘needs are most at-risk. Such support includes services

that help seniors improve their quality of life and enable them to remain living independently
with dignity and respect 25 = e e dhdaatsimake? 4

REOUIRED ATTACHMENTS: 501c3 non-profit organizations must provide a copy of the previous
calendar year form 990. Other non-profits must provide a curfent fiscal year budget. ‘

Date Council Amount
Submitted: Approval Date: Approved:




FYi2
FY11 Y7D FYi1 PROJECTED
FY 10 Number of Number of | Projected { Number of Percentage
, Persons Served Persons thru end of Persons of Use
Municipality/County Served FY | Served
Peachtree City 172 200 266 412 35.84%
Unincorporated Fayette County {incl Woolsey) 226 194 260 299 34.77%
Fayetteviiie 123 138 188 211 24.73%}
Tyrone 21, 21 21 23 3.76%
Brooks 10 5 5 7 7. 0.90%]
Total No. of Persons 552 558 740 952 100.00%]
|Number of Peachtree City Clients by Service: |
Avg No. of
FY 2011 (Jul- | Cost per {Units per
Mar) No.of | Unitof [Clientper | Total No.
JService PTC Residents| Service [Yr - of Units | Total Cost
JHome Delivered Meals:{Meals on Wheels} 70 3 5.37 260 18,200 $ 97,734.00
- lin-Home Personal Care/Homemaker Services 11 $ 21.50 260 2,860 $ 61,490.00}
{Congregate Meal Program 11 $ 14,50, 204 2,244 $ 32,538.00 |
[Transportation NET 75 s 3264 2601 |$ 84,896.61.5,
|Transportation Vouchers 33 $ 30.44 1,397 $. 4252468 |
‘ITotal Cost for Basic Needs Services 200 $319,183.32 |



Percentage of Clients by Service
0.6 054 ’
0.4 )
& Home Delivered Meals
03 B Transportation {Voucher/N.E.T.)
02 - | Congregate Meal Program
W In-Home Persenal Care/Homemaker Services
0.1 '+
Home Delivered Meals ~ Transportation Congregate Meal - .In:Home Personal
{Voucher/N.ET.) - Program - Care/Homemaker .
o . Services
Non-Emergency Medical (N.E.T.) Trips for PTC Residents
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0.25 -

0.2 4

0.15 ¢

0.1 - , - ——

0.05 004_ .63

Rehab Centers  Physicians Hospitals  Dialysis Clinics Dentists Radiation  Other Medical
Treatment




FAYETTE'SENIOR SERVICES, INC.
FY 2012 REQUEST FOR FUNDING
CATEGORY COST |NO. OF UNITS FEDERAL/STAYE OTHER* F8S MATCH REQ'D COUNTY SHORTFALL | TOTAL COST
Congregate Meals $14.49 7,057 $87,377 o] $9,708 $14,826 $112,011
Home Delivered Meals $5.36 36,857 $72,706 55,9424 $6,815 $118,907 $204,370
Aduit Day Care $9.24 6,548 $50,610 56,610 : $3,256 560,476
Case Management $63.46 1,270 $46,717 427,538 35,410 5863 $80,528
Information & Assistance $18.05 2,148 $31,187 $3,465 $4,122 . $38,774
Trans {Non-emerg med $33.00 4,732 $32,178 $83,366 $30,000 $10,648 $156,192
Trans Vouchers 327.71 5,440 $18,140 $130,133 $2,474 $150,747
VolGnteer Dev $0.83 19,854 $7,449 $8,200 5828 516,477
In-Home Services $21.50 3,442 363,628 Saa] 54,632 $5,738 $73,998|
_|Senior Rec {Life Enrich Ctrj** $465,559 e _$465,559[
TOTAL $193.64 87,348 $409,992 $727,348 $33,332 $174,556 $13,904 $1,359,132f

*includes $15,630 projected PTC funding
**Revenue generated from £SS only

Narrative Summary:

An FY11 increase in funding from Fayette County government and the continuance in fundi
shortfall from $139,802 in FY11 1o a projected shorifall of §$13,904 for FY12. This significa
new, or improve existing, revenue streams and lower our operatin
(fiscal YTD) and we have reduced personnel expenses by 7.5%.

operating costs by 11%.

g costs. As a result of our efforts we have realized a 40% increase in program fees
In addition, FSS's continuous improvement efforts have reduced general

ng from PTC was a considerable factor in reciucing the budget
nt accomplishment can also be aftributed to FSS's focus to identify




PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor éf;nd City Council
VIA: James L Pennington, City Managét/w)
FROM: Paul J. Salvatore, Finahciél'éervfces Director ?ﬁ'
Janet |, Camburn, Assistant Finance Directo
DATE: August 23, 2011 | |
SUBJECT: Official Iﬁténi éésol'ution (Reimbursehﬁ‘é‘nf Re‘sblﬁtion)

Government Finance Corporation; Inc. Lease/Purchase

September 1, 2011, City Council Agenda

Recommendation:

That City Council adopt the attached Official Intent Resolution Eﬁeimbursemeht
Resolution) that will aflow the City to seek reimbu_rsement__through__i;he Government
Finance Corporation financing’ process for budgeted expenditures ‘made prior to the
actual financing arrangements.

Discussion:

Following the approval of the f_ifééal ;yeaéit.r 2012 budget; this Official Intent Resolution is
presented to Council for adoption in order to include in future financing any moneys paid
directly or indirectly by the General Fund prior to the actual financing of expenditures for

projects to be financed under a 2011 or 2012 lease/purchase agreement. The
resolution in an amount not to exceed $1,600,000 is attached,

Budget Impact:

There is no specific budget impéact in approving the resolution.- The budget impact has
occurred with the approval of the fiscal year 2012 budget.

HIC72011 MEMOS/INTENT RESOLUTION/GOVERNVMENT FINANCE ComporaTion ~




OFFICIALINTENTRESOLUTIQN T N

WHEREAS, Peachtree City (the “City”) expects to obtain financing (the
“Obligations”) through the Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, inc., in a
principal amount not to exceed $1,600,000 to finance the costs of acquiring a bobcat
loader, dump trucks, dump beds, technology_ ‘equipment, software systems, fire

apparatus, and police vehicles (the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, the City has used or will use, before the issuance of the Obligations,
moneys in its General Fund t6 pay expenditures related to the Project and reasonably
expects to use proceeds of the Obligations to reimburse its General Fund for these
expenditures; and

WHEREAS, Treasury Regulation Section 1.150.2 requires the City to declare its
intent to use proceeds of the Obligations to reimburse its General Fund or moeneys used
to pay expenditures related to the Project;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Peachtree City,

and is hereby resolved by authority of the same, as follows:

1. The City declares itsj_intent to use proceeds of the Obligations to reimburse its
General Fund for moneys used to pay expenditures related to the Project.

2. This Resolution shalii take effect immediately upon its édoption.

DULY ADOPTEDTHIS ' dayor 2011,
PEACHTREE CITY
(SEAL) B:
- Donnie O. Haddix
Mayor
Attest:
AnnE. Tylef
City Clerk




STATE OF GEORGIA

FAYETTE COUNTY

l, ANN E. TYLER, City Clerk of Peachtree City, DO HEREBY CERTIEY that the

foregoing page constitutes a true and correct copy of an official intent resolution adopted
by the City Council of Peachtree City (the “‘Governing Body") at an open public meeting
duly called and lawfully assembled at p.m., on the ‘ day of
, 2011, the original of such resolution being duly recorded in the

Minute Book of the Governing Body, which Minute Book is in my custody and control.

I do hereby further certify that the following members of the Gov_erning. Body
were present at such meeting:”

and that the following members were absent:

and that such resolution was duly adopted by a vote of-
Aye Nay

WITNESS my hand and the official seal of the Peachiree City, this the _____day
of ., 2011,

Ann 'E. Ty‘!'e'rﬂ T
City'CIekk

(SEAL)




TO: Mayor and City Council o

VIA: James.L. Pennington, City Manager ’@7

FROM: Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Services Director 73
Janet I. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director

DATE: August 23, 2011

SUBJECT: Supplemental Resolution Relating to Issuance of Series 2011
Revenue Bond ang Reimbursement Resolution

Public Facilities Authority Bond Issue”

September 1, 2011, City Council Agenda

Recommendation:

That City Council adopt the attached Supplemén_tal Resolution Relating to Issuance of
Series 2011 Revenue Bonds and Reim_byrggme_p;__ Re_gqjgti‘gn_‘that:_will allow the City to
seek reimbursement through the PUBlic Faciliies Authority financing process  for

budgeted expenditures made prior to the actual financing arrangements.

Discussion:

Following the approval of the fﬁscal year 2012 budget, this resolution is presented to
Council for adoption in order to include in future financing any moneys paid directly or
indirectly by the General Fund prior to the actual financing of expenditures for projects to

be financed under the 2011 Public Facilities Bond Issue. The resolution in an amount
not to exceed $3,000,000 is attached.

Budget Impact:

There is no specific budget impféct in approving the resolution. The budget impact has
occurred with the approval of the fiscal year 2012 budget.

JIC/2011 MEMOS/INTENT RESOLUTION/FACILITIES AUTHORITy o7 s v e




SERIES 2011 REVENUE BONDS o
: AND '

REIMBURSEMENTRESOLUTION S

WHEREAS, Peachtrée City (the ‘City”) expects to obtain financing (the
“Obligations”) through the Peachtree City Public Facilities Authority, in a principal

amount not to exceed $3,000,000 to finance the costs of acquiring, constructing, adding
to, extending, improving, equipping, holding, operating, maintaining, leasing, and
disposing of buildings, facilities, and equipment (see attached listing) necessary or
convenient for efficient operation of Peachtree City, Georgia, or any department, agency,

division, or commission thereof (the “Project”); and

expenditures; and _

WHEREAS, Tfeasury ﬁegUIétion Secfion 1.150-2 requires the City to declare its
intent to use proceeds of the Oblig_at_ion‘s to reimburse its General Fund or moneys used
to pay expenditures related to the Project; :

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by fhe Gity Council of Peachtree City,
and is hereby resolved by authprity of the same, as follows:

1. The City declares its intent to use proceeds of the Ob_ligatibns to reimburse its
General Fund for moneys used to pay expenditures related to the Project.

2. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

DULY ADOPTED THIS__day of | 2011,
PEACHTREE CITY
(SEAL) ' By:
_ . Donnie O. Haddix
Mayor
Attest:
Ann E. Tyler

City Clerk




STATE OF GEORGIA
FAYETTE COUNTY

CITY CLERK'S CERTIFICATE =~

called and lawfully assembied at p.m., on the o day of
_ ., 2011, the original of such resolution being duly recorded in the
Minute Book of the Governing Body, which Minute Book is in my custody and control.

I 'do hereby further certify that the following”members of the Governing Body
were present at such meeting: : .

and that the following members: were absent:

and that such resolution was duf_ly adopted by a vote of:
Aye | Nay

WITNESS my hand andjt'he official séaf of Peachtree City, this the day of
, 2011, :

A Tyle S
City Cierk

(SEAL)

City of Peachtree City




2011 Public Faciliies Authority Revenue Bond lssie
Project List _— : .

Bulk Oil Storage Repair & Relocation _
BSC Building Maintenance Facility Improvements
Public Works Breakroom & Restroom Renovation
Tennis Center Covered Court Roofs '
Amphitheater Building Improvements

Library Exterior Wall Sealing -

Kedron Large Pool Resurfacing

All Children’s Playground Reslrfacing

Battery Way Boat Dock Replacement

Expand BSC Parking Lot N

Fire Station 81 Driveway & Parking Lot Repairs
Fire Station 82 Exterior Wall Sealing

Fire Station 82 Roof Remodel :

Fire Station 81 Exterior Wall Sealing

Fire Station 81 Driveway & Parking Lot Repairs
Additional Projects to be Determined




(INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

MEMO TO: Mayor an_j&i"C'ity C(.)'uncil'

VIA: James L. 'F’ennington, City Manager
FROM: Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Servia Director £s.

Janet |. Camburn, Assistant Finafice Director
DATE: August 25,2011

SUBJECT: Budget Amendment — Fiscal Year 2011

September 1, 2011 _City Council Consent Agenda ’

i i b R A

Recommendation:
necommendation:

It is Staff's recommendation that City Council approve the attached budget amendment to amend the
2011 budget resolution. .

Discussion:

Attached please find budget am'endr;ién_tfﬁ-qz'_‘:’i submitted for your approval. This amendment covers

the emergency purchase in fiscal year 2011 of the Email & Archiving System Replacement that was
approved by City Council on August 18, 2011 for purchase in fiscal year 2012. Due to recent issues
regarding the City's email system, it Is necessary to replace this equipment now and not wait until after
October 1, 2011. ,

Budget Impact:

Funds to pay for this emergency purchase will be advanced from the City’s General Fund to the 2011

Capital Projects Fund and will be reimbursed during fiscal year 2012 when the City enters into a

It you have any questions, please contact either Paul Salvatore or Janet Cémburn.
Thank you for your attention to this méttef.
Attachment

JIC/BUDGET AMENDMENTS ~ FY 11 — 9/1/2011 — CONSENT AGENGA




[Account ]

'NU'MBER 11023

331-1511-54

[T be determined

T JEmail_Archiving System 37,000
331-0000-393500] |To be determined Capital Leases Loan Proceeds 37,000

To cover the emergency purchase in fiscal
was approved by City Council on August 1

year 2011 of the Email & Archivi

ing System Replacement that
8, 2011 for purchase in fiscal year 2012,

Entered

Approved

ot
e ——




INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM =~~~

TO: Mayor & Council Menm

FROM: City Manager

DATE: August 26, 2011

SUBJECT: Consider Modificafion of JobCreatmnGrantResolutmn S

September 1, 2011, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council consider the amended resolution increasing timeframe for the creation of eligible
jobs from 12 months to 18 months.

Discussion:

On August 25, the Mayor and Council unanimously passed a resolution for a Job Creatlon Grant
in the amount of $500 per job created by “Project Z,” up to a total of 100 jobs and $50,000 in the

12-month period following the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy for the expansion.

The Georgia Department of Economic Development has contacted the Fayette County
Development Authority to request that the term of the grant be extended to 18 months following

the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy. A revised version of the resolution reflecting this

change is attached.

Budget Impact:

This item should have no additional budgetary impact.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
STATE OF GEORGIA

REsojL'unON # |

A RESOLUTION OF INTENT TO OFFER ATOB CI}EATION "GRANT EOR TH
“PROJECT Z" EXPANSION TN‘THE PEACHTR%‘E”&WWWWW"’%?‘“

WHEREAS, the City of Peoch’rree Cl’ry strives to provide The highes’r quality of life possible

forits citizens; cmd

WHEREAS, an important componen’r of 1h|s quality of life i zs G’r’rrosc’rlng cmd momtcunlng
quallfy employers to the city to prowde a stable tax base and job oppon‘unmes in the areq; and

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City, in partnership with fhe Fayette County
Development Authority, have worked together to attract and refc:m businessesin the Peochfree' '
City |ndus’rr|c:l Park; and

WHEREAS, the company known as “Project 7" hos become an zmportom‘ member of
Peachiree City's business communn‘y ond

WHEREAS, by expanding its curren’r operation, “Project 7" will bring additional quohfy jObS
to Peachiree City during a time of nohonol ond global economlc uncer‘romty and |

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City has designated fundmg for continued efforts in
economic developmen’r to moum‘cnn the qudlity of life important to ’rhe community and to
increase job cpportunities for its re5|dem‘s

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and City CoUncil of Peachtres City. that:

Section 1. The City hereby extends fo “Project 2" in the Peachites Gty indusiial Parka =~
Job Creation Grant in the amount of $500 per job created due fo the ¢ompany's

planned expansion; and




Secﬂon 2. Such Job Crea’rECn Gron’r wm be exfended for up ’ro 100 new jObS crecn‘ed wn‘h
a base salary of $80,000 per yeor or more. ond '

Section 3. The Job Crec’rron Gronf will cpply to jobs created in the 18-month penod
following receipt of the Cer’rlflccﬁe of Occuponcy for the expcmsnon and

Section 4. The Job Creation Grant will have o maximum amount of $50.000: and

Sechon 5. That the Job Crecn‘lon Grant will be pcycble upon documen’ro’non submlﬁed

by “Project 7" to the City of Peoch’rree ley chmcml Services Division conflrmsng thatthe

terms of the job creation requwemenfs have been fulfilled.

ITIS SORESOLVED this___dayof " 2011 by the City Coundil of the

City of Peachtree City.

ATTEST:

* Don Haddix, Mayor |

Betsy Tyler, City Clerk T Hicimker Council PosH

- Mayor Pro-Tem

Sous S*Urbcum; EéUhC” POS* 2 8 S S

Kim Learnard, Council Post 3

anessaFIelschCouncnPos’rtl




POSITION PAPER

Proposed Variarice: Stratton residence, 213 Morgan’s Turn

Lot 12, Hunters Glen subdivision U e
Planning and Zoning Administrator W\b\
. August 25, 2011
Background information: ' o SRR

Mr. Robert Stratton owns the home located at 213 Morgan’s Turn. The subj ect tract is 0.11 acres in
size and is located within the Hunters Glen subdivision, which was developed in a portion of Section
I of the overall Fetlock Meadows subdivision in Glenloch Village. The’ concept plat for Hunters
Glen identified a cluster home subdivision with single-family detached homes developed with zero
lot lines. Fences were to be installed along the property lines to separate the homes from one
another. Hunters Glen became one of the city’s first cluster home subdivisions.

The subdivision was zoned RA, which according to the 1970 Zoning Ordinance, was designated as a
single-family attached residential district. The purpose of this zoning district was “a medium-density
residential district for attached or detached singlé-family’ dwelling units intended to be owner-
occupied.” '

The overall Fetlock Meadows sub_di_\irisi'on was approved as a Planned Community District (PCD),
which according to the 1970 Zoning Ordinance, was intended “to allow for the overall planning of
large areas of land which could any and all of the types of developments permissible by this zoning

district.” The Hunters Glen subdivision became a smaller component within the overall PCD.

The initial site plan for the Hunters Glen subdivision was approved by the Planning Commission on
February 23, 1974. The site plan was later amended, and what we know as the Site Plan/
Development Plan/ Master Grading Plan for the Hunters Glen subdivision was approved by the
Mayor and City Council on February 9, 1976. The minutes of this meeting state that as a part of
approval, this plan was to be “filed, noted and used as the development plan and the sane retained for
public record in the Office of the City Clerk of the City of Peachtree City; that said site plan be used
for the issuance of building 'permitsf’ and construction; that the remaining development shall be
constructed with the exterior treatment and fences used in the existing developed lots; that
construction plans for each model be filed with the construction inspector; and that any deviation
from the approved plan be referred to the Planning Commission for a recommendation to City
Council.” :

The Stratton residence is also identified as Lot 12 within the Hunters Glen subdivision and is
included within the approved Site Plan/ Development Plan/ Master Grading Plan.  The home was
shown as the Malibu model with a front setback of 31° and a rear setback of 16°. The home would
be located 0.5’ from the adjoining Lots 10 and 11 (zero lot line). The freestanding carport would be
located 0.5” away from the adjoining Lot 13.




Proposed Variance: Stratton resrdence, 213 Morgan’s Turn
August 25, 2011
Page 2

The Building Permit for the home on Lot 12 was issued by the city on June 5, 1975, There are no
other documents in our files. To the best of knowledge the home was constructed in accordance with
the approved site plan. -

The city’s Housing Code Official 1ssued a v1o]atron notice to the Apphcant on August 6, 2010, and
identified numerous Property Malntenance Code violations that would need to be addressed. Asa
part of her investigation, the Housmg ‘Code Official” determrned that an addrtlon ‘had’ been ‘_
constructed on the rear of the home wrthout a Building Permlt

The applicant submitted two (2) Building Permit applications on December 1, 2010 to install a two-
rail fence between the home and the side property line and to replace ‘and repair the existing roof
over the deck on the rear of the home

At that time it was discovered the city did not have a record of a Building Perm1t being issued for the
building addition or for the adjomlng deck.” Tt was also discovered that the add1t1on may have been
constructed within the rear building setback. The Applicant was notified we could not permit any
further improvements on the property unti] these issues were resolved. '

In order to determine what course of action might be needed the Applicant was instructed to provide
an updated survey of the property which identified the property boundaries and the location of the
exrstlng structures on the property.

The Foundation Survey confirmed the initial home was constructed in accordance with the approved
master plan with a front setback of 31" and a rear setback of 19°. The home touches the property line
of the adjoining Lots 10 and 11 (zero lot line). The freestandmg carport shown on the 1n1t1a1 master
plan was not constructed or has smce ‘been dismantled and removed from the ; property.

The roof of the covered deck extends the rear of the home to within 3.8” of the rear property line. A
wooden deck was constructed from the former deck and encroaches 4 1nto the rear yard of Lot 13.
There is no record of a Building Permrt being issued for the deck.

Within their application, the Applicant indicates they purchased the property in 1988. They also
indicate their survey showed a fence along the rear property line, Wthh also included a fence
separating Lots 12 and 13; and the : survey for Lot 13 showed the same property separation, The
referenced survey cannot be located, ©

In the mid 1990’s, the Applicant indicated they hired a contractor to cover and enclose the ex1st1ng

deck, which had fallen into disrepair, and add a new deck on the rear of the addition. The Apphcant o

states they were led to believe the contractor had secured necessary permits from the city. There are
no permits for these renovations.

The variance application is included as Attachment “A”.




Proposed Variance: Stratton resfde‘nce, 213 Morgan’s Turn
August 25, 2011
Page 3

Items for consideration . _

The addition appears to have been in place for approximately fifteen (15) years. Until the property
was placed under a Property Rehabilitation notice, the city was unaware any code violations existed
on the property.

The Property Rehabilitation notice identified numerous code violations on the property, including
the fact the addition was built without first securing a Building Permit from the city. All of the
property maintenance code violations have been addressed except for the encroachment into the
setback. '

The Applicant submitted their variance application on July 22, 2011. TheVA‘ppl_icant also provid_ed

letters of support from eleven (11) neighbors within the Hunters Glen subdivision.

A portion of the deck on the rear of the home extends beyond the property line and ericroaches onto
Lot 13. Without obtaining an easement or acquiring a portion of Lot 13 and replatting the property
boundaries such that the deck would be on Lot 12 only, the portion of the deck extending beyond the
property line would need to be removed.

Review criteria:

Based on the review criteria establisfh(e'd Within Section 1207 of the city’s Zdﬁiﬁg“Ordiﬁahcé,‘ Clty co

Council shall not grant the request unless all of the following findings can be made:

(a)  There are special circumstances applicable to the property, including location, shape,
size, surroundings, or topography so that the strict application of this ordinance denies
the property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity and under identical
zoning district classification; =~ o '

Staff findings.:

* Thesubject tract is 0.11 acres in size and is rectangular in shape. _

*  The subject tract slopes gently from the rear property line to the street located at the front of
the property, ; ' ' ' '

* Hunters Glen was approved utilizing a zero lof line concept such that structures could be

located on or adjacent to the side property lines. _
» The approved Site Plan/ Development Plan/ Master Grading Plan established the front and
rear setbacks for the lots within the subdivision. : _
s The initial home appears to have been constructed in accordance with the approved master
plan. ' '

(b)  The strict or literal interpretation and application of this ordinance would result in

practical difficulties or unnecessary hhi‘dﬁhi}'ié'ii‘ibdﬂéi‘s’&é’hf;W’i"fﬁ“’fﬁeD'“g'"éwnéfﬁlf'j)ﬁ"fﬁdsé” S

and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, or would deprive the Applicant of privileges
granted to others in similar circumstances; S . \




Proposed Variance: Stratton resid’enpg, 213 Morgan’s Turn
August 25, 2011
Page 4

Staff findings

» The addition to the home was constructed approximately fifteen (1 53) years ago and has been
in use since that time.

o Until the Property Maintenénce Code violations were identified, there had been no code
violations related to the addition. - - ' '

* The Applicant has provided leiters of support from eleven_ (11) neighbors within the Hunters
Glen subdivision. o o '

(c) There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable to the
property involved or the intended development of the property which preclude the
applicant from complying with this ordinance and that do not apply generally to other
property in the same zoning district and which prevent the applicant from complying
with existing regulations;

Staff findings - e e

* Other than the fact the addition has been existence for approximately fifteen (15) years,
there are no exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable to the
property involved or the intended development of the property which preclude the applicant
Jrom complying with this ordinance and that do not apply generally to other property in the
same zoning district and which prevent the applicant from complying with existing
regulations. '

(d)  The granting of such variance will not constltutethe granting of special privileges
inconsistent with the limitations on other property in the same zoning district; and

Staff findings

* Because of the way the master plan for the Hunters Glen subdivision was approved, property
owners would be required to secure a variance from the city in order to expand the existing
structures into the front or rear setback. _ e

*  QOur records indicate there h'c:g'i'ze been no other variances granted for expansions of existing
structures within the Hunters Glen subdivision. o -

* It is unclear without analyzing years of Building Permit records if any permits have been
issued for expansions of homes within the subdivision.

(e) The granting of such variaﬁc'e will not be materially detrimental té the public health,
safety, or general welfare nor injurious to property or improvements in the zone or
neighborhood in which the property is located.

Staff findings _

»  The addition to the home was constructed approximately fifteen (15) years ago and has been
in use since that time. . _ i .

*  The Applicant has provided letters of support from eleven (11) neighbors within the Hunters
Glen subdivision. o ‘ '




Proposed Variance: Stratton resiidence,_’213.' Morgan’s Turn
August 25, 2011 -
Page 5

) The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any objective of the
Comprehensive Plan. '

Staff findings: . : :

* The Community Assessment prepared as a part of the update to the Comprehensive Plan
identifies there are aging res_idential areas throughout the city. To encourage redevelopment
within these areas, the document identifies the Jollowing opportunities:

¢ The city should adopt policies to encourage redevelopment of existing residential
areas and to implement design standards throughout the community.

»  The city should develop policies to protect the character of existing neighborhoods.

* The city should adopt policies dealing with redevelopment and mdintenance of
existing residential areas, especially those where large numbers of rental units are
located. ' _ o _ o

*  The city should encoyrage homeownership to minorities and low-income residents to
assist in stabilizing neighborhoods.,

Recommendation: - _ o

Staff recommends that the variance for the encroachment into the rear setback for the property
located at 213 Morgan’s Turn within the Hunters Glen subdivision be approved subject to the
following understandings and conditions: '

1. The Applicant shall apply fér a Bui]dipg Permit prior to beginning construction on any
repairs related to the addition.

Staff does not support allowing the existing deck to remain, as it e.;xyt'ends,beyon'd the property line
and encroaches into the rear yard of the adjoining property. Staff recommends that the Applicant be
required to remove the existing deck within thirty (30) days of action by the City Council,

Attachments




Admin. Variance Fee: $25.00
Variance Fee: $250.00

/N ' . Receipt # ﬂ / 1 M
R e U > VARIANCE APPLICATION = | oateFied D/ )]
PE ACHTREE Y CITY 153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30269 cose s

Please use blue or black ink to fill out this form,

20807
P: 770-487-5731 " F; 770-631-2552 ' Office Use Only
i WWW, PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG L — —

i

it i

- ~ - ’,._ ‘ i i e . ; = iy v z
Z | street Address_2 13 MO REANS [ N Name RO&@T STRATTON
S P —— - Y BT ,
< PEACKTREE CITy, GA 30267 &2 | phone 770> (o3|~ |28 @O/Q |
. % Q / Y A — -~
& | Zoning District: : &0 i () [ lzf \T O TMAIL.CO
8 i} Rgesidentiar I Mutti-Family [ Commmiercial\Industriah\Office | = Em ail B B < S L OCKEII H «Le /’(
] Variance Type: . . s o .. I
g | Admin?;g'ative [ Special Exception  [J variance (check one below) E o Subdivision: H UM t:-,R.S G‘J L[-:f\l
& | Variance from which ordinance: : o E-E . ‘Z
; 1 sign O Fence " O tand Developfrent ~ . [J Zoning £ Phase: Lot #
~ - : P bmit the foliowing evidentiary ftems in o ort
; [vome Rodier SrrRarron g | e e e 0P
i y 5 - woo RV - (Please chetl off the'items that are attached to this ap_plhzt!ori)

5 Address l L k{ 1 ib_\G‘L' o ) ) Q'\;‘\" E E [] site plan (with property lines and propased work) )
H | City, State, Zip \4 /0 OM 1 OCIC CWA _SD 88 o § ] A detailed: report justifying the requested variance
& | phone # 7 ~ (03 ]-‘ l & & & Letters of support from adjacent property owners
o. , : S S0 o .
< | Email ’B OR, Sﬁmmﬂ @ ROCKE'TM i .Co }/l i a | [ pigital Photegraphs \ Renderings (CD or Email)

‘ . [ other Itemns Demonstrating Need (topc. Survey atc)

i A e S AR g Kb

1) Isa current survey included with the application? | [] Yes [} No | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:

g y 2.) Does the ap_plication perta'ih‘ to'a 'zbn:ihg‘”'sé'tb;a‘tk? [:I Yes D No (A separate detalled report Is strlf required to be attached to this application)
§ % 3.) Is the violation an existing setback viola':j:ion?' Oves CiNo

;‘5 ﬁ 4.} How long has the violation existed? ) Years

= 5:: 5.) What is the required setback? - ] Feet

; >| 6.) How much of a variance Is being reques:ted? . Feet

o 7.) Were you the owner of the propérty whén the

= violation occurred? (If not, whowas?y [ [JYes [JNo

oo it 5 i S R e L T

1.) Is a current survey-included with the application? | [Jyes []No | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
) I (A separate detalled report Is still required to be attached to this application)

2,) Has property been rezoned or deed restrictions? O yes [No ‘

3.) Isthe violation an existing setback violation? Cyes ONo

4.} Application for 3 bidg setback, fence, or’parking? (Circie One)

5.) What is the required setback, height, or spaces?

6.) How much of a variance is being requested?

SPECIAL
EXCEPTION

i S B R i
g requested:

this variance is bein

i L s S

why

be

Briefl

Piease review the ordinances and instructions on the ba

ck of this page.

§ 1 ) Is & current survey included with the ap.ﬁ{icétioh? E Yes D No (A separate detailed report Is stilf réquired to bé attached te this application}
i 2.) How much of a variance Is being requested? Feet

s 3.) Were you the owner of the property when the

> violation occurred? (If not, whe was?) X Yes [JnNo

I hereby certify that I amthe .ownel’- of the p'rd erty on which a variance IS being ‘féqhésted and that all information
provided as a part of this appli j/i?ni]t%. ‘
Signature of Owner/Agent: ’ Date 7/ I 3/'2'0 1 ‘

__OFFICEONLY

Signatiire:

; ‘ Deni
Date of Acceptance: . : Date of Hearing: D":pp:‘:\l:ee?{with Cr—:lm d?:il::s

Date of Public Heafing: 0 ‘O {" —1
Variance Application _ www.peachtree-city.org

Revised /2008 o : ‘ - Fax: 770-831-2552

Signature: . . . Date of Acceptance:
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We need a variance to the property zonmg settmg the dxstance of the setback from the rear
property line at twenty feet, The rear room of the structure currently and for over 15
'years has been located within the- area of the sethack. Thls has caused problems for
'1bsolutely no one for all of this txme

We purchased the resndence at 213 Margans Turn, Peachtree City, Georgia in the year
1988, When we purchased the property, our survey showed the Pproperty line at the loeatlon ’
of an existing fence between our property and the one behmd us, located on Grenoble '
Drive. We viewed the neighbor’s survey ‘behind us, and it shows thls same sxtuatlon _‘
Several years later in the mid 1996’:5, we hired a construction company tu convert an
existing deck that had fallen into disrepair on the back of the house into an addmonal room

with an attached porch.

We were led to believe the company had gotten all the proper permits for the job. For over
the next 15+ years, nothing was ever mentioned about the addition as to the vahdlty of the "
project. Now after all this tlme, we have been mformed by the Peachtree City Bulldmg N
Department that the company we hired did not get the proper bmldmg permits and we
would either have to remove the back section of our house or get a proper building permit.
The problem lies in the fact that the addition falls into the sethack from the back property
line. We were then informed that y we would require a variance 1ssued by elty councll to be
able to get the proper building permit. My suspicion is that the orxgmal contractor was
aware of this and did not want to take the chance of losing the Job, s0 he simply did the job,
tcilmg us that the proper permit was issued. :

This section of the city is an old subdmsmn where there are zero lot lines on the sides and
only setbacks from the front and rear of the property. Zoning allowed ten properties per
acre as opposed to the standard of today showmg setbacks from all 51des and only four
properties per acre. Therefore, allowing this variance would not affect the great majority
of homes in Peachtree City. It only applies to the subdlwsmns built baek in the 1970’s with
these liberal zoning restrictions. We have spoken to our nelgthrs on all sides of us,

including those directly behind us that would be affected the greatest, showmg them the
Iznd surveys and walked Lo e uDouL whiai must e done. They have ugreell thut rhey have
no problom with the location of the structurc (our homc) and grant their upproval for tbc
variance to be given leava our addmon in Dlace.




THIS PROPERTYDOES NOTLIE WITHIN A FL oD _-f
HAZARD AREAAS PER REFERENCEPLAT. ~~ M

THIS SURVEY DOES NOT CONST[TUTE A TITLE

CLOSURE DATA

FIELD CLOSURE=1'IN 10,000+ ,
ANGLE POINT ERROR=< 20" o
- EQUIPMENT USED=E.D.M. & THEODOLITE ="
"ADJUSTMENT METHOD=COMPASS RULE
PLAT CLOSURE=1'N 100,000+

REGARDING RECORD EASEMENTS, ADJOINERS

AND OTHER DOCUMENTS THAT MIGHT AFFECT  §
-~ THE QUALITY OF TITLE TO TRACT
... WERE NOT SUPPLIED TO THIS OFFj

DECLARATION IS MADE TO ORIGINAL PURCHASER)
OF THE SURVEY. ANY USE BY THIRD PARTIES IS A
o O  ATTHER OWNRISK™

SURVEY IS VALID ONLY IF PRINT HAS ORIGINAL |8

Lot 12
0. 1‘| Acres
l '

AS PER REFERENCE BLAT

CURVETABLE
LEGEND CURVE | LEN&THY RADIUS | CHORD |CHORD_BEARING
IPF=IRON PIN FOUND C1 ,ﬁ’ 73.13 | )275.00 72.91 521°0042"W
IPS=IRON PIN SET - - -
CTP=CRIMP TOPPIPE S~
LL=LAND LOT )
L.L.L=LANDOTLINE o GR/-\PHIC SCALE ™~

R =PROPERTY LINE 7
. 4 =CENTERLINE o 1 0 /

EP= EDGE OF PAVEMENT C :

RMSRIGHT OF WAY - ' !

MAG= MAGNETIC - -




To whem it may concern,

{ understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,

Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgxa is app}ymg for a building permlt variance to allow |
the house to remain in its currenf configuratlon I further understand that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property line.

This document is to acknowledoe that 1 have no objectlon for the house to remain intact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure bemg allowed to stay in its present
location. Im addition, I have no objectlon that the house remams in 1ts present posxtlon
within the rear setback from the property Tine.

_ The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
‘does not cause a problem in the nelghborhood In addition, T feel removal of any part of
this structure could lower property values in surrounding propertles I glve my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permit be lssued N |

Simerely,

wiearine__ Shannon Cone
saaves /25 Grenoble R,
b/~ /2=




To whom it may concern,

i understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgla is applymg for a bunldmg permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configuration. I further understand that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property line.

This document is to acknowledge that T have no objectlon for the house to remam mtact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure belng aﬁowed to stay m its present
location. In addition, I have no objectlon that the house remains in its present position
within the rear setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
does not cause a problem in the nelghborhood In addition, I feel remova! of any part of
‘this structure counld lower property vaiues in surroundmg propertles I give my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the bunldmg permit be issued.

Simereﬂy,

Printed Name:

Address: ‘ I 2,7 C—] /B 1776 & @f : _ L
‘t}ate: | e 7 ~ / Z . 2 D” e




~ To whom it may concern, -

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgna is applying for 8 bulldmg permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configaration. I further understand that the hotse is '
located within the rear sethack from the pruperty line.

This document is to aclmowledge that I have no objectmn for the house to remain intact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure being allowed to stay in its present
location. In addition, I have no olJJectlon that the house remams m 1ts present posmon

* within the rear setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
does not cause a problem in the neighborhood In addition, I feel removal of any part of
this structure could lower property values in surroundmg propertles I give my support

for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permlt be issued.

Sincerely, N
Signed: %”Ljﬂ/ ’m/m—/

Printed Name: %’V)@{ﬁ G)F&.hw

Address: 129 cfeﬂoklﬂ?&fl ?TC A%OZ@?

Date: Q/L(,ﬁm }2-. Q\O”
(/R A




To whom it may concern,

T understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgla is applymg for a building permit variance to allow _
the house to remain in its current configuratlon I further understand that the house is
iceated within the rear setback from the property line.

This decument is to acknowledge that I have no objection for the heuse to remain intact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure being allowed to stay in its present
location. In addition, I have no objectlon that the house remams in its present position
within the réar setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been i in p]ace for over fi fteen (15) years and
does not cause a problem in the neighborhood. In addmon, I feel removal of any part of
this structure could lower property values in surrounding propertles I gwe my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permit be issued.

Bincerely,

S
Sagned

Prmted Name: i\t = N@N\’&W\QL

Address: QAH(ZU’ Q)@eﬂ

‘Dete: 7!)8* \\\

\




To whom it may concern,

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgla is applying for a bmldmg permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configuration. I further understand that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property lme

This document is to acknowledge that I have no ‘objection for the house to remain mtact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure being allowed to stay i in its present
lscation. In addition, I have no objeetlon that the house remains in its present position
‘within the rear setback from the property lme

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over f' fteen (15) years and
does not eause a problem in the nelcrhborhood In addltlon, I feel removal of any part of _
this siructure could lower property values in surrounding properties. 1 give my support -
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permlt be issued.

Sincerely,

Signed: MKI/u? A CU"(JZM,«-»\

Printed Name: 118y S Atcheson

Address: ) |7 MO(‘j&nST(;(Q p&»c./,cf’ffﬁ—a*{!/@ﬁ 30269

Date: '7'}13"”)




]

- Te whom it may concern,

\ ‘ 4 \
E\L;kdemtamﬁ that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn, _
Peachiree City, Fayette County, Georﬂla is applying for a buﬂdmg permlt variance to allow‘
the house to remain in its current configuration. I further understand that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property line.

This decument is to acknowledge that [ have no objection for the house to remam mtact 7
with the reom addition on the rear of the structure bemg aliowed to stay in lts present ‘
location. In addition, T have no objectmn that the house remams m its present pos:tmn
within the rear setback from the property line.

¢ addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
d s not cause a problem in the nelghborhood In addition, I feel removal of any part of

s structure could lower property values in surrounding pr opertles I give my support
fez the issuance of the variance and ask that the buildmg permlt be issued.

Sincerely, , o T

Si§?3¢ﬂ= oé//\//% M 6/\‘4&344/&4% .
”Y ) |

Printed Name: L\Lj Nn < N . @\/MSC )\ f—t_{.:r

- Address: glo NOVJ&V& /Mrr’\_

Bate: Q’TA 'u [;/. QOH: |




To whem it may concern,

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn, '
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgia is applying for a building permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configuratmn I further understand that the house is
iocated within the rear setback from the property line.

This document is to acknowledge that I have no objection for the house to remain mtact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure bemg allowed tc stay in 1ts present
locatisn. In addition, I have no objectlon that the lmuse remams m its present posmon
within the rear setback from the proper'ty lime. '

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) vears and
does not cause a problem in the neighborhood. In addition, I feel removal of any part of
this structure could lower property values in surroundmg properties. I gwe my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permlt beissued. ‘

Sizﬁcerely, : ‘
Signed: WWM&M—/ \

Printed Name: MIF"J/\P/“P) ‘7//)_/ () /Vd[ E

y

Address: ’ 9\[ ! / \/[9&0\0!\5 71( Y\

4]
l

 Date: ‘7/ !
[




Te whom it may concern,

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213  Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgla is applymg for a bulldmg permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configuration. I further understand that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property line.

This document is to acknowledge that I have ne ob]ectmn for the house to remain intact
 with the room addition on the rear of the structure bemv allowed to stay in its present
_ E@eatmn In addmon, I have no ob]ectlon that the house remams m its present position
within the rear setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and

does not cause a problem in the neighborhood. In addition, Y feel removal of any part of

this structure could lower property values in surrounding properties. I give my support _
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building | permit be issned. -

- Sincerely,

Ad@ress 1/5 //%OVQM./S /Oigw ’ m

P/ ///




Te whom it may concern,

1 understand that the current owner of the property located at 21‘3 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgia is applying for a building permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current coln‘fi'guratidn. I further 'underst_a“nd that the house is
located within the rear setback flﬁpm the property line. o ‘

This document is to acknowledge that I have no objection for the house to remain intact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure being allowed to stay in its present
location. In addition, I have no objection that the house remains in its present position
within the rear setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
dees not cause a problem in the neighborhood. In addition, I feel removal of any part of
this strueture could lower property values in surrounding properties. I give my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permit be issued. '

st Aol & L1
i 31 %hcagm /Y

Date: fz [2;2: Z ﬂ 7




To whom it may concern,

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn, _
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georg:a is applymo for a buﬂdmo’ permit variance to allow

the house fo remain in its current configuration, I further understand that the house is
located w1th1n the rear setback from the property line.

This document is to acknowledge that I have no objection for the house to remain mtact ‘
with the reom addition on the rear of the structure bemg allowed to stay m its present '
iocation. In addition, I have no ob}ectlon that the house remams m 1ts present posmon -
within the rear setback from the property line.

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
dess not cause a problem in the nelghborhood In addition, I feel removal of : any part of
this structure could lower property va]ues in surrounding properties. I give my support

for the issuance of the variance and ask that the buﬂdmg permlt be 1ssued

s
Sincerely,

Sigued: ) ”"7/ . _
Printed Name: % ?4 Mﬁ/&/@// ~b/-’z"-(// ,’(

Address: gl& MOK?%Z,I/_C /Cf%’q/ —

pae_ ‘7/2, / 7




‘To whom it may concern,

I understand that the current owner of the property located at 213 Morgans Turn,
Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgia is applying for a building permit variance to allow
the house to remain in its current configuration. I further mjderstgn_d that the house is
located within the rear setback from the property lige.

This document is to acknowledge that I have no objection for the house to remain intact
with the room addition on the rear of the structure being allowed to stay in its present
 location. In addition, I have no objection that the house remains in its present position
within the rear setback from the prope'rty line. | B ‘

The addition on the rear of this structure has been in place for over fifteen (15) years and
does not cause a problem in the neighborhood. In addition, T feel removal of any part of
this structure could lower properfy values in s‘un"oimd'iri'g properties. I give my support
for the issuance of the variance and ask that the building permit be issued.

, Sihcereiy,

Sé‘gﬁﬁ&: @é QZ‘f . . P o e i v e e S N e R e A o B S S e R e

G;Lmny :j: IL/;Q; //

" Printed Name:

L

Address; 22T m?'.",‘ﬁ&"‘f durw pealcl Jrae c/;{? Gua

| Date: 7"/,'//

]




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

TO: Mayor & Council Mempers

VIA: City Manager
Interim Com

FROM: Planning and Zoning Administrator vm\'\
DATE: August 23, 2011
SUBJECT: Request to change the name of an existing public street (Codpe‘r Circle) to

SANY Boulevard 4
September 1, 2011 City Council Agenda

Recommendation:

That Council approve the request from SANY America to rename Cooper Circle to SANY
Boulevard; and that Council authorize Staff to work with representatives from Cooper Wiring to
name an internal private drive on their property to Cooper Circle.

Discussion: . S _

Cooper Circle extends from SR 74 South to the main entrance of the SANY America tract and
provides access for visitors and dignitaries as they enter the new assembly and corporate office
building. The road also serves as access to the Storage Xxtra development as well as Cooper
Wiring Devices and Cooper Lighting.

As a part of their landscape plan, SANY will be enhancing the landscaping along this road as
well as at the SR 74/ Cooper Circle intersection, the intent being to create a gateway into their

new facility from SR 74, SANY America has requested that the name of the existing road be
changed from Cooper Circle to SANY Boulevard.

Staff contacted Fayette County E911 to ensure the proposed name was not duplicated elsewhere
in the county. We also notified the Postmaster and each of the property owners who have
property fronting on Cooper Circle as to the nature of the request and identified the date, time
and place of the public hearing. To date, there have been no objections pertaining to this request.

Because Cooper Wiring Devices has an established address off of Cooper Circle, they have
requested that the private road connecting Cooper Circle to SR 74 be named Cooper Circle
which would allow them to maintain their existing address while providing a name for the

private drive in front of their development.




Request to change the name of a public street
August 23, 2011 :
Page 2

Budget impact:

There are no budget impacts associated with this request.




Peachtree City,
Georgia




“Sany America Inc,

Peachtree City, GA
PETITION

May 23, 2011

Sany America Inc. respectfully requests that the below property owner and or
business owner provide written approval to change the street name at our new
facility’s main entrance from COOPER CIRCLE to SANY BOULEVARD.

DATE: ( /. )'3///
PROPERTY OWNER: Qﬁﬁ/\%v\ \’\)\&RM\MM

PROPERTY ADDRESS: &‘Di
s% \Mmm AV AL

PHONE NUMBER: _7 20~ ¢ 3/~ > }13
E MAIL: ﬁgﬁzmg E fe ¥ @cwper,/snflvsﬁms Com

SIGNATURE: %/MO/ ‘Z&‘L,

B 15THer oo ik Ve mwu&&m\

(8) “Woo ondy, alpty B oo, s By Y e Sty N GiSRouee

Sany America Inc. Is very appreuatlve of your willingness to accommodate this
request. We thank you very much and we Eook forward to becoming your

neighbor in the very near future.
Kindest Regards, _ m

vt
L e el o

T ——




Sany America Inc.

Peachtree City, GA
PETITION
May 23, 2011

sany America Inc. respectfully requests that the below property owner and or
business owner provide written approval to change the street name at our new
facility's main entrance from COOPER CIRCLE to SANY BOULEVARD.

DATE Lo/l /1]

PROPERTY OWNER: CDO{JM _

PROPERTY ADDRESS: e H;\e}kwaﬂ (Y Soub
Pe ackdree 1, GA 20269

ONE NUMBER; 770. ¥8L. Y Q0
AL AL C oDoer .“3. k*)vrv} _Corz,
SIBNATURE: /0/ /\"”’_““

Sany America Inc, is very appreciative of your willingness to accommodate this
request. We thank you very much and we look forward to becoming your
neighbor in the very near future.

Kindest Regards,

Michael )., Colapinto

seny America Inc., Construction Manager




POSITION PAPER

- Proposed Variance: SANY America
318 Cooper Circle

- \
Planning and Zoning Administrator UNJ
August 25, 2011

Sityation: _

SANY America has selected Peachtree City as the home for their North American headquarters.
The first phase of the development includes a 350,000 SF assembly building with an internal
office and research and development component. The building is currently under construction on
a 228-acre tract within the city’s industrial park. The primary access to the subject tract is from
Cooper Circle. The property does not have frontage or visibility from SR 74,

The design of the building includes ?xpansive glass curtain walls on the front and side elevations
such that natural light can enter the building. This also provides an opportunity for employees
and visitors to view the outside while inside of the building.

The main entrance to the building was designed to incorporate a large wall sign to identify the
corporate nature of the building. The wall sign was shown on the building plans, but was not
approved as a part of this permit. '

As a part of the ribbon cutting ceremony several months ago, which included local and state
dignitaries as well as government representatives from the Hunan Province in China, SANY
installed a temporary wall sign on the front building elevation that would emulate the size of the
actual sign they desire to install permanently. The proposed wall sign is approximately 660 SF,

The subject tract is zoned GI General Industrial which limits the building to one wall sign not to
exceed 150 SF in size. In order to permit the wall sign as proposed, SANY must first secure a
variance from the city. The variance application is included as Attachment “A”.

Facts: :
1. The SANY America tract is zonéd Gl General Industrial.

2. Within the GI zoning ordinance, the sign ordinance establishe_s the maximum size of the wall
sign based on the size of the building where it will be located.

3. Section 66-15(5) of the city’s sign ordinance states “for an industrial building with single-
tenant or multi-tenant occupancy and more than 30,000 SF of gross floor area, the wall sign
shall not exceed one square foot per linear foot of building frontage. The maXimum size of
the wall sign shall not exceed 150 square feet.” | - '

4. The SANY America building is permitted one wall sign not to exceed 150 square feet.




Proposed Variance: SANY America
August 25, 2011
Page 2

5. The temporary wall sign installéd_ as a part of the ribbon cutting ceremonies is approximately
660 SF. ' _

6. SANY desires to replace this sign with a permanent sign of the same size.

Discussion: , ‘

Throughout their presentations to City Staff and the Planning Commission, representatives from
SANY America have indicated their commitment to design and construct a first-class building
that would showcase their company, their product as well as Chinese culture. The design of the
building incorporates expansive glass curtain walls on the front and side elevations which is
uncommon on industrial buildings.

The recently approved landscape plan includes large canopy trees lining the entrance road as well
as the drive leading to the building entrance. The oval component in front of the building will
include display areas for equipment manufactured by SANY, which will be set in large expanses
of ornamental grasses. Walkways from the building will flow through large plantings of
perennials and wildflowers. The concentration of plantings as you enter the site have been
designed to lead the eye to the building entrance, where a reflecting pool will welcome visitors as
they enter the complex. '

The proposed wall sign has been designed with the appearance that it would “float” on the glass
curtain wall above the motor court. An open atrium would be located behind the glass wall such
that the interior lighting would shadow the wall sign at night. The sign would also be visible
from the inside of the building.

Review criteria:

Based on the review criteria established within Section 1207 of the city’s Zoning Ordinance, City
Council shall not grant the request unless all of the following findings can be made:

(a) There are special circumstances applicable to the property, including location,
shape, size, surroundings, or topography so that the strict application of this
ordinance denies the property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity
and under identical zoning district classification; ' ' ‘

Staff findings:

o The SANY America tract is located on a secluded tract of land behind Cooper Lighting
and Cooper Wiring Devices:.

» The subject tract is not accessible from a public street without first entering through
controlled security gates. ,

o The building is not visible from a public street or right-of-way.




Proposed Variance: SANY America
August 25, 2011
Page 3

* The wall sign would not be visible unless you entered the SANY America property.
* The adjoining tract of land is owned by the city and contains a significant floodplain.

(b)  The strict or literal interpretation and application of this ordinance would result in
practical difficulties or unfecessary hardships inconsistent with the general purpose
and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, or would deprive the Applicant of privileges
granted to others in similar circumstances;

Staff findings

* From the oulset, representatives from SANY America have indicated their desire to
design and construct a first-class building to house their North American headquarters.

* Asapart of the building design, the Architect incorporated expansive glass curtain walls
on two elevations as well as an entry feature at the motor court.

* The proposed wall sign was incorporated into the building design from its inception to
not only identify the name of the company but to be a part of the architectural feature of
the building from both the outside and the inside. ' '

(c) There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable to
the property involved or the intended development of the property which preclude
the applicant from complying with this ordinance and that do not apply generally to
other property in the same zoning district and ‘which prevent the applicant from
complying with existing regulations;

Stoff findings

* The SANY America building has no visibility from SR 74 or any public road. The only
way to access the site or 1o view the building is to enter the site through a controlled
security gate.

* The front elevation of the building is approximately 900’ in length.

* The size and location of the wall sign were incorporated into the initial presentation to
City Staff and the Planning Commission as well as the architectural design of the
building. In other words, the size of the sign was not an afterthought. '

e  While the sign could be consi‘ruc_te_d at the maximum size permitied, it is unlikely the sign
would have the same architectural impact as it would as currently proposed.

(d)  The granting of such variance will not constitute the granting of special privileges
inconsistent with the limitations on other property in the same zoning district; and

Staff findings

» The sign ordinance establishes the maximum number and size of both wall signs and
monument signs for all buildings within each zoning district.




Proposed Variance: SANY Amefica .
August 25, 2011
Page 4

*  On parcels that are zoned for indusirial use, the size of the wall sign is determined by the
gross square footage of the building. For buildings larger than 30,000 SF. the maximum
size of the wall sign cannot exceed 150 SF.

* There is no threshold in the city’s sign ordinance established Jor buildings that are larger
in size to permit a larger wall sign other than requesting a variance. In this case, the size
of the wall sign for the SANY America building, with a front building elevation of
approximately 900 LF, is calculated the same way as a building that is 30,000 SF in size.
The wall sign for both buildings would be limited to no more than 150 SF in size.

(e) The granting of such variance will not be materia]ly detrimental to the publick
health, safety, or general welfare nor injurious to property or improvements in the
zone or neighborhood in which the property is located.

Staff findings 7 4 _

¢ The subject tract does not have direct access from a major road, and the building is not
visible from a public street or right-of-way. The only way fo access the site or to view the
building is to enter through a controlled security access. ' '

» While it is rare for the city to grant variance requests, especially to the established sign
ordinance, the purpose of the variance process is to consider each application on an
individual basis and consider the merits of the application based on the impact to
surrounding properties and those with similar zoning designations. In this case, the
Applicant has demonstrated from the beginning of the development process their intent to
design and construct a first class facility and one that would showcase their company.
The site design, building orientation, architectural design, access and landscaping would
all complement one another and lead visitors and guests to the main entrance of the
building where the wall sign would be located.

()  The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any objective of
the Comprehensive Plan. '

Staff findings:

» The Comprehensive Plan encourages positive and innovative ; eéonomic development
while maintaining the character of the various zoning classifications within the city. The
Plan also encourages innovative building design and site planning.

Recommendation: - _ 7 _ ‘
Staff recommends that the variance for the wall sign at the SANY America building be granted
subject to the following understandings and conditions:

1. The variance shall permit the installation of a wall sign not to exceed 660 SF.




Proposed Variance: SANY America
August 25, 2011 )
Page 5

2. The variance shall be limited to the wall sign for the building under construction only.
Granting of this variance does not guarantee that variances Jor signage for any future
buildings will be supported and/ or granted by Staff or the City Council.

3. The Applicant shall submit all required documentation to the Planning and Zoning
Administrator as required by the Sign Ordinance. . '

Attachments




Please use blue or black ink to fill out this form.

Admin. Variance Fee: $25.00
Variance Fee: $250.00

"-\

/-\
PEACHTREE\CITY

P: 770-487-5731

VARIANCE APPLICATION
153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30269
) "~ F: 770-631-2552
. WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

Receipt # 3‘1\3&,0
Date Filed 0_6_/_.1 /J._‘_

Case # b
Office Use Only

k-
EE R

g Street Address 318 Cooper Cirdle x| Name Sany America Inc.
= Peachtree City, GA 30269 ° ﬁg Phone 678-251-2845
™4
U | Zoning District: : L ) ‘ go Email Meelapinto@sanyamerica.com
3 [0 Residential [0 Multi-Family W Commercial\IndustriaN\Office
3 Variance Type: )
F [ Administrative [ special Exception B Variance (check one below) E Subdivision:
< [+]
& | Variance from which ordinance: : g ‘é .
; ® sign [ Fence [ Land Development 0 Zoning x Phase: Lot #
S . R “ e Please submit the following evidentiary items in support
= | Name Sany America Inc. (Michae! Colapinto - Construction Manager) Un of this application and the reguested variances.
= Add 318 Caoper Circle ; E b~ (Please check off the iteéms that are"attached to this application)
5 dress - E E ] site plan (with property lines and proposed work)
H | City, State, Zip Peachtree City, GA 50069 S = | @ A detailed report justifying the requested variance
g_— Phone # 678-251-2845 8 8 [] Letters of support from adjacent property owners
<L | Email mcolapinto@sanyamerica.com » & | W Digital Photographs \ Renderings (CD or Email)
[1 Other Items Demonstratlng Need (topo Survey, etc)
w | 1.) Isa current survey included with the &pplication? | [] Yes [ No Brleﬂv describe whv this variance is bemg requested
= j . L . {A separate detalled report Is stift required to be sttached to this application)
& 2.) Does the application pertain to a zoning setback? | TJ Yes [ No
g bS] 3.) Is the violation an existing setback vidlation? [dYes [JNo
5 E 4.) How long has the violation existed? - Years
o @ | 5.) What is the required setback? Feet
E § 6.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
Q 7.) Were you the owner of the property when the
< violation occurred? (If not, who was?) Oves OnNo
1.) Is a current survey included with the application? | [JYes [J No B”Sﬂ! a?a'fffegf?? ‘Q’h.l'istﬂ.fﬁev?iﬁaﬂgfa t'S Egltngisreq"uegg;ed
O g 2.) Has property been rezoned or deed restrictions? | [JYes [ No " e e i e e
S| 3.) Is the violation an existing setback viglation? Cves [JNo
3 & 4.) Application for a bldg setback, fence, or parking? (Circle One)
& § 5.) What is the required setback, height, 6r spaces?
"1 6.) How much of a variance is being requested?
w |_Please review the ordinances and instructions'ch the back of this page, - BrlgfsleyP fﬁffeﬂ';?f g?ﬁfﬂf&f&aﬁ?ffat'tfmtif’t??msrfpﬂ.[iﬁsﬁ?d
N - . el i [
tz) 1.) Isa current survey included with the dpplication? | [J Yes [ No
2 12.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
E 3.) Were you the owner of the property when the
> violation occurred? (If not, who was?) [IYes [N
v

I hereby certify that I am the owner of the property on which a varlance lS being requested and that' all mformation

provided as a parl'of this application is true and correct.

Signature of Owner/Agent;

. Date

‘",4 - - =

. ; '
- OFFICE ONLY

ADMINISTRATIVE VARIANCE ' | gignature:

Date of Acceptance: Date of Hearing:

[} Approved {J Denied

[ Approved wrth Conditions

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS
& VARIANCE FROM DRDINANCES

This applicatlon along wcth the requ:red fee and all necessary supplementa! documents, has been o
properly submitted and is herby accepted for consideration by the City Councit at'a publ:c hearing in
the City Council Chambers at 7:00 PM on the date shown below:

Sigrature: DWU\(A X Rk

| Yy

~ Date of Acceptance: 0@ \

Variance Application
Revieed £/7008

Date of Public Hearing: D‘M_

WWW.pea chfree—cftv.orq
Fax: 770-631-7557

Attachment "A"




From: _ : ' . 08/26/2011 02:23 #422 P.002/003

SANY AMERICA INC.
318 Cooper Clrcie
Peachtree City, GA 30069

PEACHTREE CITY — FRONT WALL SIGN VARIANCE REQUEST REPORT

The foHowmg items address the just!f‘ ication for and condlttons that exist regarding our variance
request for a larger building wall sign at the Sany America site. These items address items (a) -
~ {f) of Section 1207 Review Criteria.

(a) Special circumstances applicable to the property — The ma]or factors which impact thrs
criteria is that the building is completely separated from public vnew from highway 74
and Cooper Circle. This facility and the subject sign can only be seen by people who are’
allowed to pass the main guardhouse. Also, architecturally the size of the sign
compliments the large size of the building. Another factor which we believe should be
considered is the fact that several of our neighbors, Cooper Lighting, Sigvaris and’
Gardner Denver all appear to have a building 5|gn thati is larger than city ordmance
technicaily allows.

(b) Practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships - Sany feefs that a sign that would fit
within the signage size hmltatlons would not architecturalty compliment the size and
stature of the facility and in fact would significantly impact the appearance of the
~ facility. Also, as stated above, it appears that our nearby nelghbors have wall signs that
may be larger than the city ordinance allows. _

~(¢) Extraordinary circumstances — Again the size of the facility architecturally needs a sign
of this size to compliment the design of the buliding. We also would request that since -
Sany, much like Cooper is having and will continue to have an extraordman!y positive
econhomic impact on the area which makes it different the other developments in the
area.

- (d) and (8) :

The granting of such variance will not constitute the grantmg specxal privileges
inconsistent with the limitations of other property owners in the same zoning district
............. and.................The grantmg of such variance will not be materially detrimental to
the publiic health, safety....nor injurious to property in the zone or neighborhood In

which the property is Iocated Both (d) and (e) are _]UStIﬁEd agam by the fact that
neither this facility nor the srgn we are applying for variance can be seen from highway
74 or from Cooper Circle. This facility can only be seen once an individual enters the
private property and gains access past the guardhouse that is located along the main
entry drive.




;

Fron: , | e - 08/26/2011 02:23  #422 .003/003

(&) The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any ob]ectlve of the
comprehensive plan.....Sany very much recoghizes and respects the stringent signage,
building design and landscapmg requirements which are in fact one of the very -
significant positive factors and reasons why Sany ultlmatety decxded to construct our -
state of the art corporate oﬁ“ ice and assembly facility. We fi rmly believe that this
signature project will enhance and strengthen the community and not in any way
adversely affect the community in any way especially since it is very much separated
from everyday public view. As you can see on the photographs and artist’s rendering of
the front facade, the wall sign we are requesting variance for is a very critical '
architectural feature of the building. We firmly believe that the size of the sign is
complimentary to the large size and architectural elements of the structure,
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PeachireelCity }

Date: August 23, 2011

To:

City Council

From: Peachtree City CVB Board of Director@

RE:

Executive Director—p P

Approval of FY 2012 Proposed Budget

Request:

The Peachtree City CVB Board of Direcyt_o'rs met on Wednesday, August 17, 2012 in aregular
scheduled meeting and approved the FY 2011 Proposed Budget. City Council is now asked to
approve the FY 2012 Proposed Budget as presented in the agenda packet.

Summary:

The FY 2012 Proposed Budget reflects the second full budget year of the Convention & Visitors
Bureau operations. This proposed budget demonstrates the focus of the Convention & Visitors
Bureau on marketing of the City of Peachtree City as a tourism destination for conventions, sports
events, and group travel. ‘

The following describes in more detail the line items in the FY 2012 Proposed Budget.

The Hotel Tax Transfer from the City is budgeted to match the City's FY 2012 Approved
Budget with a projected increase in the Hotel Tax Transfer of 2%. '

The CVB expects to hold the International Festival next year with registration fees collected in
the amount of $3,000. The CVB has had great success selling merchandise this year with
the annual Christmas Ornament and Fourth of July T-Shirts and has increased the budget to
reflect this increase to $15,000. . ’

The CVB currently contracts with the City for Marketing and Administrative Services utilizing
three City employees and will upgrade the part time sales position to a full time person for
Marketing. The budgeted reimbursement of services is $182,777 which is comprised of 80%
of salaries and benefits for the Executive Director, 70% of salaries and benefits for the
Business Manager, 30% of salaries and benefits for the Event Services Coordinator and
100% of salaries and benefits for the Sales and Marketing Coordinator.

Sales, Marketing and Promotion expenses compromise 47 8% of the FY 2012 budget which
reflects the continued focus on the main goals of the CVB mission. This is a slight decrease
from last year due to funds being redirected to the staffing of a Sales and Marketing
Coordinator.

The Advertising budget includes print and web advertising that reaches out to Convention
Travel Sales, Sports Event Travel Sales as well as leisure travel. The CVB will also be
developing a new branding campaign and video for Peachtree City. '




Tourism Events include supporting the 2012 Fourth of July Festivities and marketing efforts of
the Great Georgia Air Show, Amphitheater, Internationa! Festival, and other miscellaneous
events. '

Included in Sales, Marketing and Promotion are travel to four trade shows during the year by
the Sales and Marketing Coordinator to recruit sports tournaments, conferences, and
reunions to Peachtree City.

Other Sales, Marketing and Promotion expenses budgeted include printing for the Visitors
Guide Brochures, Maps and other collateral, as well as promotional items for CVB events.

Administrative and General Operations expenses include audit, legal and insurance
expenses as well as reimbursement to the Amphitheater in the amount $18,726 for utilities
and other shared expenses such as the copier. -

The Airport Authority Transfer remains at 20% of the Hotel Tax received by the CVB.

The CVB has allocated $20,000 under Product Development for the purchase of a trolley for
tourism related tours. Theé CVB wili be requesting that the City enter into a Memorandum of
Understanding to apply for the GDEcD Product Development Grant in the amount of $20,000
to be a matching grant for the purchase.

The Peachtree City CVB presents a balanced budget per the State of Georgia Department of
Community Affairs guidelines.




Peachtree'City )
Comvnion o Visions By g9 ‘

' 20 11 Acco mplishments

Renovated & Opened new V!SltOI’S Center

New Web site and rebranding

Diva Drive Ribbon Cutting :

Named one of Atlanta Magazine Dream Cntnes -
Partnered w/ Rotary on Dragon Boat:Races & Internatlonal Festlval
Achieved GACVB Bronze Level Certification ,

Rand McNally & USA Today Most Patriotic Clty Finallst

Camera Ready Commumty

Location for Joyful Noise Filming : . Gamidn
Partnered with City to recruit Georgia: Planners Assoc.: Conference R
Recruited USA Track and. Field State Meet = : H T
Held first Family-Reunion. Workshop. - | e S

: oined forces with regional tourism partnere and deve!oped SMART
~_Alliance (South Metro Atlanta Regional Tourism) , , .

= “Developed Film Tour

- = Family Circle Magazine Top Ten Places for Families
= 13 RFP's Sent. 10 Sporting Events, 2. Mllstary, 1 Busmess

. ..__:;'j.?P:ck Up Room nghts $20,892




FY 2012 Budget
Revenues

Peachtree |

- Conviniien AN ViStors Buteau

FY 2011 ' B FY 2012
For Nine Months Ending June 30, 2011 i

Current : Total E % of

~ Budget Actual Projected  Actual " Budget—Request Budg__ .
- Revenues S ERRE o Y =

“Hotel/Motel Tax Transfer ‘520,445 $ 429,872 "$ 125,916 % 555,788, $ 530,853 - L 98.7%
Other Revenue 250 0 .% - - -1,906 : $. 1,969 . $ 250 © - 0.0% .
- Sponsorships - 4th of July 5,000 . . L L PSR S 00%
“-Registration Fees - International Festwat L 3,000 o PR 3 - $ 3,000  05% -
““Interest Income : 50 $§ -8 % -13.8 21 $ 50 - 0.0% -5
~'Merchandise Sales’ 3,000 °$ 12,579 “$ < 1,561. % 14,140 $ 15,000 -~ 27% &

“““TotalRevenues: 531,745 $ 444,365 §$ 127,553 $ 571,918 $ 549,153 -100.0%




FY 2012 Budget
Expenses

- FY 2011 ' . FY 2012
For Nine Months Ending June 30, 2011 : :
Current Total %of
Budget Actual Projected Actual Budget Request Budget

Exgenses
Personnel ExpensesIContractuaI Labor

130,321

95992 ;s ?45267 $141 259 ;~;;-,_,k$: (..:;'f'_f182777 3330/

250008
85000 §
127588 § -
©o20000 §

15000 %

0,000 T
6,100
10,000

- :Professional Services;Website;Mhintenant:e
AdvertismgIMarketmg
- Tourism Events :
Printing/Binding -
Postage - ‘ :
-OperatmgIPromotlonal Supplles
Dues & Fees

Professional Development :
* Trade Shows - o :
TotalSaIesiMarketmgIPromotton Lo $ 247,498

- 2500 0.5°/
65,0000 11.8%
- 137,000%° 24.9% Eh
120000 22%
250 05% -
9775  18%
11,250 2.0%
10700 19%
262,725 47.8%

;3-,950; g8 _15._550’ $ 5500 e
42461 $ 22539 . 65000
68,077 % 79511 $ 147,588 .
9446 ' 105554 $ 20,000
'1_806;_‘f$-j 7375 % 2481
3432778 “'6:568 $ 10,0000
6204 $ 1545 § 7,749

7512 $ 4500 $ 12,012

7S

142,888 § 127,142 $ 270,030




FY 2012 Budget
Expenses

FY 2011 L FY 2012
. For Nme Months Ending June 30, 2011
Current : . ‘Total

Pea}chtree \

(‘cmvmlm Ane Visnos Bunu\u

: Budget Actual Projected - Actual ~ Budget-Request Budget - '
“Administrative & General Operations . , : L sl
udit Services 6,500° $ %8280 %
‘Legal Services 10,000° $ - % 86 8
Administrative Services (Clty) 1;000- $ 500 750 %
~Equipment Rental 1,704 $ 426--$- - 2,086 .. §
-Amphitheater Rental ' 15503 5. $ 3876. & 15504 . - §
Liability Insurance 3,500 - $ 2750 $ 3535 - §-
- Communications . - 2280 "$% S $ 141008 1804 - §
Bank Fees 600 35 - $ 150 & 2652 7§ .
Office Supplies 2,250 -§ $ 563 ¢ 2,734 . ¥
‘Computer Supplies 3,700 3% $ 1399 .% 4339 $
“Cost of Inventory Sold . 1800 $ $ 800 § 9,223 - §
V‘Travel (mcl mlleage relmbursements) 1000 § $ 250 § 2070 - §
49,837 $ $ 12,124 $ 51,033 _$
~ ‘Product Development (Proposed Grant)- $ 20,000 = 3.6% .
Total Product Development : - $ - - 8 - $ 20,000 36% -
Transfer to Airport Authority 104089 $ 85075 § 25183 § 141,158 © 106,171~ 19.3%
Total Expenses: = . 531,745 _$ 363,764 § 200,716 § 573,480 . 9 625,974 114.0% -
General Fund Total Projected Sur__plusl(Deﬁ_cit):““f; - % 80,601 $ (82,163) $ . (1,562) $ (76,821) -14.0%
Prior Year Defici¢/Surplus B $ 78,383 $ 78,383 . $ 76,821 14.0% :
Total Surplus/Deficit - - s - § 158984 $ (82,163) $ 76 $ - 00%




PEACHTREE CITY

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: James L. Pennington, City Manager

FROM: Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Servi . Director / 9
Janet |. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director %'/

DATE: August 25, 2011

SUBJECT: Auditing Services

Council Agenda — September 1, 2011

Recommendation:

That City Council accept the proposal from the firm of Mauldin & Jenkins, LLC for professional
auditing services for Peachtree City for the fiscal years ending September 30, 2011, with the
option of auditing Peachtree City’s financial statements for the four (4) subsequent fiscal years
and to authorize the City Manager and the Financial Services Director to enter into annual
contracts for these services. ' ' '

Discussion:

The City issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for professional auditing services on July 29,

2011, by e-mailing the request to thirteen (13) auditing firms and placing the RFP on the City's

web site. On August 19, 2011, the City received proposals from the following firms:

Mauldin & Jenkins, LLC of Macon and Atlanta, Georgia

Moore & Cubbedge, LLP of Marietta, Georgia '

Williamson & Company, CPAs of Cartersville, Georgia

Rushton & Company of Gainesville, Georgia

Fulton & Kozak of Morrow, Georgia ‘

Albright, Fortenberry & Ninas, LLP of Columbus, Georgia

Cherry, Bekaert & Holland, LLP of Atlanta, Georgia

Bates, Carter & Co. of Gainesville, Georgia o

Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC of Atlanta, Georgia and Birmingham, Alabama

Purchasing Agent, evaluated the technical portion of the nine (9) proposals. This évaluation
included such things as the depth’ of the firm for governmental auditing staff, examples of the
firm’s clients similar to Peachtree City, and the firm’s audit approach. Mauldin & Jenkins of
Macon and Atlanta, Georgia, presented the best overall technical proposal and received 745 of
the possible 75 points allocated to the technical portion of the proposal. Moore & Cubbedge, the

The Financial Services Director and the Assistant Finance Director, with assistance from the




City's auditors for the last three years received the second highest point total for the technical
proposal. One firm, Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC failed to meet all the requirements of the technical
proposal. A detailed list of the points assigned to each firm for the technical proposal is attached.

Once the technical proposal was evaluated, the cost proposals were opened. Mauldin & Jenkins
provided the lowest cost for each of the five (5) years requested for the City and the Development
Authority audits, and therefore received the full 25 points ‘allocated for the cost portion of the
proposal. Carr, Riggs & Ingram were further eliminated from consideration after failing to follow
the cost proposal requirements.

Mauldin & Jenkins were the City's auditors for fiscal years 2002 - 2007, the Peachtree City Water
& Sewerage Authority auditors from 2007 — present, the Convention & Visitors Bureau (formerly
Tourism Association) auditors from 2004 — present, and the Development Authority auditors from
2001 - 2007. The firm is the auditor of over 185 governmental units and the largest
governmental practice in the southeast, auditing over 56 cities and providing over 60,000 hours of
services to governmental units on an annual basis, utilizing the efforts of over 65 full-time
professionals. City staff has worked successfully over a number of years with the partners and
senior staff that will be assigned to this audit. ' .

.Based on this information, City stajff recommends ehfe_ring into a One-yeyar'contra'ci with Mauldin
& Jenkins, LLC with the option of extending the contract four (4) additional years.

Budget Impact:

Funds have been budgeted in fiscal year 2012 to cover the annual costs associated with a

contract with Mauldin & Jenkins, LLC for the audit for fiscal year 2011. Please see attached
schedule for detail of cost proposals.

Attachment

JIC /2011 MEMOS / CITY COUNCIL / 9-1-2011 /AUD!TING SERVICES




~ PEACHTREE CITY

- AUDIT SERVICES
EVALUATION SUMMARY

Technical Cost Total

Proposal Proposal Points
Certified Public Accounting Firm {maximum 75 points {maximum 25 points)  {maximum 100)
Mauldin & Jenkins, LLC 74.50 25.00 99.50
Moore & Cubbedge, LLP ) 69.00 21.44 - 9044
Williamson & Company, CPAs 63.50 24,87 88.37
Rushton & Company 63.50 . 21.69 8519
Fulton & Kozak ’ " 55.50 18.27 73.77
Albright, Fortenberry & Ninas, LLP : 45.75 18.57 64.32
Cherry, Bekaert & Holland, LLP , 46.50 - 10.68 - 5718
Bates & Carter Co., LLP 3575 19.37 " 5512
Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC - Non-responsive Non-responsive N/A

. Cost Proposals *
- FY 2011 ' FY 2012 - 2015 Total

Certified Public Accounting Firm '
Mauldin & Jenkins, LLC $ 36,500 $ 151,000 3 187,500
Moore & Cubbedge, LLP 40,290 178,311 218,601
Williamson & Gompany, CPAs 39,180 149,320 188,500
Rushton & Company _ 42,530 173,540 216,070
Fuiton & Kozak 45,500 211,000 256,500
Albright, Fortenberry & Ninas, LLP ' 49,480 202,955 252,435
Cherry, Bekaert & Holland, LLP ' 82,615 356,290 438,905
Bates & Carter Co., LLP S 45,588 196,445 242,033
Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLC Non-responsive Non-responsive N/A

* Includes costs for City and Development Authority audits (both responsibility of the City).




_CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

VIA: City Manager 7
Administrative Sefvices ,DiFEQ_?QTN
FROM: Public Information Officer/City Clerk W
DATE: August 23, 2011
SUBJECT: Consider Fees - The Gathering Place

September 1, 2011, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:
That Council approve the following fees associated with The Gathering Place:

1. $300 refundable security deposit for ali rentals of The Gathering Place

2. A new fee for an off-duty city employee to be in attendance for ali Gathering Place
rentals that have alcohol, in the amount of $20.00 per hour (four-hour minimum), paid by
the event organizer directly fo the employee. ' :

Discussion:

Last month, the Mayor and City CQUncii approved The Gdthefing Place as a Qualifying Location
for alcohol at special events. Eligible events must be private and not open to the general public
to qualify for a permit,

Staff (including the Gathering Place Coordinator, Police Chief, Administrative Services Director,

arid City Clerk) reviewed the rules for The Gathering Place renfals determined that the current
refuncable security deposit of $100 does not adequately cover the additional cleanup and

damage repairss that have occurred af the facility during some rentals. Staff is recommending

that the refundable deposit for all rentals be increased to $300 fo cover these potential costs.

Additionally, staff is recommending that any events that will include a Special Event Permit for
Alchol be required to have a paid member of City staff present because The Gathering Place is
not staffed on evenings or weekends. Originally, staff considered a proposal to require an off-
duty police officer to fill this position, but upon review, felt an off-duty employee of the City
would be adequate for such events without infringing upon the events themselves.

The employee would have a check-list of duties, incﬁpding pre- qn'_d post-inspection of the
facility, ensuring the facility is locked and the key is returned. The employee would ciso be able
to call for police if the special events became unruly. The event organizer would remcin the




holder of the Special Event Alcohol Permit, so the employee would not be directly responsible
for this aspect. '

Staff recommends a $20/hour set rate for this service, with a 4-hour minimum to ensure that there
is an adeguate pool of candidates willing to cover these duties. o

Budget Imgact:

This item should be revenue-neutral and is designed to protect the City's property during events.
The deposit will be refunded if the facility is returned in its pre-rental condition.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY |

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

FROM: City Manager

DATE: ~ August 26, 201]

SUBJECT: Discuss and Consxder Prioritization of T-SPLO}ST Pro]ects for Peachtree
City/Fayette County ‘
September 1, 2011, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council determine whether the City wishes to request that the Fayette County
representatives restore the MacDuff Parkway Extension to the T-SPLOST projects list for
Fayette County and identify the project(s) for removal.

Discussion:

Peachtree City initially submitted the extension of MacDuff Parkway to Highway 74 North on
the list of prOJects for consideration as part of Fayette County S por‘uon of the T-SPLOST. The
project has since been cut. :

The Fayette County representatives have asked the City to confirm the priority of projects
submitted based on the current list. If Peachtree City wishes to restore MacDuff Parkway to the
list of projects, Fayette County will need to adjust the total projects list to cover the estimated
$7.2 million associated with the project.

Budget Impact:

Undetermined.




