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City Council of Peachtree City
AGENDA
August 164, 2012
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Recognize ONE Peachtree City Children’s Bookmark Contest Winners
Swearing In - Officer Justin Mobley

Presentation to DARE Program by Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City
Recognize Graduates of Fire Department Recruit Class

Recognize the Fire Explorer Post for Participation at lllinois Fire College
Recognize Ron Mundy - Supervisor of the Quarter

Report from Fayette County Development Authority — Matt Forshee

Public Comment

Agenda Changes

Minutes )

*August 2, 2012, Regular Meeting Minutes  (*Will be added to packet Tuesday)
August 9, 2012, Specnal Called’ Meehng Minutes

Monthly Reports

Consent Agenda ‘

1. Consider Alcohol License -~ NEW ~ My House Restaurant, 2775 Hwy 54 West

2. Consider Budget Amendments - FY 2012

Old Agenda ltems

New Agenda ltems

08-12-07 Public Hearing - Consnder Variance to Rear Setback - 305 Harcourt Place
Applicant desires to replace poho’ with deck that would extend 10 feet into building setback
08-12-08 Public Hearing - Consider Variance - 240 Masters Drive South

Applicant desires to cover & screen in existing deck, which currently extends into the rear building
setback

08-12-09 Consider Wayfinding Sign Program
Staff request to proceed with design & installation of six directional signs as part of a “test” program
08-12-10 Consider Request from Business Owner to Allow Food Trucks in Peachtree City

Staff is requesting guidance from Counc;l prior to researching & preparing ordinance

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




City Council of Peachtree City
Special Called Meeting Minutes
Avgust 9, 2012
7:00 p.m.

The Mayor and City Council of the City of Peachtree City met in special called meeting on
Thursday, August 9, 2012. Mayor Haddix called the meeting to order at 8:00 a.m. Other Councn
Members in attendance: George Dlenhor’r Vanessa Fleisch, Eric Imker, and Kim Learnard.

The purpose of the meeting was to consider adoption of the 2012 millage rate.

Financial Services Director Paul Salvatore addressed Council, asking for adoption of the rollback
millage rate for 2012 property taxes of 6.756 mills for Maintenance and Operation and 0.422 for
Bond.

Dienhart moved to postpone the pubhc hearing for two weeks. Learnard seconded the motion
for discussion.

Dienhart said he and Imker had items in the proposed budget they wanted to investigate,
adding that the rollback might not be needed. He felt it was important the City looked at those
items.

Imker asked what the legal implications were of postponing the public hearing and adoption of
the millage rate.

Salvatore said the advertising process would have to start again. State law required the hearing
for the millage rate be advertised two weeks prior, assuming what was adopted was either at
the rollback rate or lower. Otherwise, the law required three public hearings and a notice of tax
increase. The ad could run in the Saturday, August 11, edition of Today in Peachiree City. The
earliest date the hearing could be held was August 27. Salvatore said he needed a specific
date for the ad. Council consensus was August 27 at 8:00 a.m.

Imker said Council needed to know the big picture before voting on anything. He had not
heard any alternative plans fo the proposed budget or millage, adding Council needed to look
at the following years and what would happen. If Council did not rollback the millage rate this
year the $635,000 shortfall in revenue in FY 2013 due to the decrease in the tax digest, the loss
would be $3 million when it was all added up. He wanted someone else on Council to take the
lead in looking at where $3 million could be cut and bring those ideas to the August 21
workshop.

Haddix said a needs assessment had to be done before cutting that much from the proposed
budget. Council needed a concrete knowledge of what was wanted and needed before
moving forward on a long-term basis. The budget could not be timmed here and there without
something firm in place to know where the City wanted to go. They did not have that.

Learnard noted the college and career academy project she was working on with local
businesses and the Fayette County Board of Education. It had started in March when she was
talking to industries and leaming there might be a hiring problem or disconnect. There was a
misalignment between what the schools were pufiing out and what was needed in the
workforce. She brought in the industry and education system leaders, as well as some
politicians. It did not take many months to pull something together that benefited everyone.




City Council Minutes
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Page 2

Learnard said it might be time for Haddix to pull his ideas together, adding that staff was
stretched thin and leadership was needed to pull things together.

Haddix said he could put a committee together, but it would not be an instantaneous thing. He
applauded Learnard's efforts with the school and wanted it to continue. Work had been done
on a similar idea in 2008 and 2009 that had started moving forward and fell apart. He wanted it
to succeed no matter who was heading it up. Haddix said he could definitely pull a committee
together, but it would take time. Learnard applauded Haddix for his willingness to pull things
together and examine things, adding that he had ideas that needed to come to the table.
Haddix said he would get with staff to formulate a request to the community and pull together
the correct people. Learnard said she had done everything on her own, and there was no
need to give staff homework. Haddix said he was only talking about the advertising portion.

Fleisch said there was no need to advertise. She worked on the partnership with Fayette Senior
Services for seven months prior to bringing it to staff. Her concern was that Haddix wanted a
needs assessment done in August when staff started working on the budget in January, which
was when forming a needs assessment committee should have happened. Haddix said he had
requested it earlier but had gotten no feedback from Council. The work with Fayette Senior
Services actually began years ago; not this year. There was a lot already formulated to move
forward on, making it easier. Fleisch disagreed, saying they needed to move on.

Dienhart said they needed to get back on track and talk about the budget. He applauded
Haddix for moving forward with the committee.

Imker said the City Manager and staff had given Council a proposed budget, which was what
staff said they needed to do the job Council set up for them to do. He was dumbfounded with
the referral fo needs. There had been a budget workshop and public hearing, and there had
been minimal input from citizens. They were trusting Council to do its job and determine how to
spend their tax money. Council determined what needs to present to the citizens. It was up to
Council o determine the priorities of what was needed versus what was wanted. He had held
his own citizen workshops in the past. He had gotten very good support from those workshops.
The last hour request for a needs assessment from the citizens was outrageous. Council needed
to come back to the next few meetings with recommendations on where to cut the budget.
The citizens trusted them to do the right thing, and if they did not, the citizens would change
things next year.

Haddix said it was not a last minute request. He had requested it in pervious years. The
distinction was he could form a committee, and he was going to do so.

Council consensus was to continue the public hearing to August 27 at 8:00 a.m. The motion
carried unanimously,

There being no further business to discuss, Imker moved fo adjourn the meeting. Dienhart
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:13 a.m.

Pamela Dufresne, Deputy City Clerk Don Haddix, Mayor




City Event Calendar

July August September
8/11 - Billy Ocean @ The Fred 913 - Labor Day, City Offices Closed
8/16 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm 9/4 — Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
8/21 - Council Budget Workshop, 6:30 p.m. | 9/6 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
— Primary Runoff Election 9/15 & 16 — Shakerag Arts & Crafts Festival
8/27 - City Council Special Called Meeting, | 9/20 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
8:00 a.m.
October November December

10/2 - Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
10/4 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
10/18 - City Councit Meeting, 7 pm

11/1 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

11/6 — General Election (County, State,
Federal)
- Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30

11/15 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

11/22 & 23 - Thanksgiving Holiday, City
Offices Closed

12/1 — Hometown Holiday

12/4 — Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30

12/6 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm

12/20 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

12/24 & 25 - Christmas Holiday, City Offices
Closed ' e

2013
January Febr‘u‘am" N March

111 — New Year's Day, City Offices Closed
113 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

1117 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

1121 - MLK Day, City Offices Closed

2/5 - Council Works

hop (Tentative), 6:30
2/7 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
2/21 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

3/5 — Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
3/7 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
3/21 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

April

May

June

4/2 - Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
4/4 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
4/18 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm

5/2 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

5/7 - Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
5/16 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
5/27 - Memorial Day, City Offices Closed

6/4 — Council Workshop (Tentative), 6:30
6/6 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
6/20 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

Note: ltems in BOLD are new additions

Updated 7/10/2012




Administrative Services
‘ Monthly Report

Human Resources & Risk Management

Workers Comp Claims &
Vehicle/Equipment Accidents

e \Workers Comp Claims

e Vehicle/Equipiment Accidents

Employee Resignations/Terminations

Turnover Rate (Annual)

FY 2012 (YTD) FY 2011
10.34% 12.76%

NOTES: FY 2012 includes 4 retirements. Figures do not
include RIFs or seasonal positions.

Municipal Court

Citations Issued vs Closed

memngpmnsn Cltations lssuad

it Citations Closed

Fines Assessed*

- Jail Fund Balance**
$129,869.21
as of July 31, 2012

$10,000.00
' $5,000.00
$0.00
-$5,000.00
-$10,000.00

* Approximately 33% of the Municipal Court Fines Collected
reflect mandated add-ons that pass through to State and
other agencies. The monies reflected above are not the
actual revenues received; for revenue received, please
refer to Financial Services report "General Fund Revenues
Received: Fines & Forfeitures”

** A positive Jail Fund Balance reflects a credit with the
County based on jail fees paid versus number of prisoners
housed




Administrative Services
Monthly Report

Public Information

Pub!iq Co,n,tact,l Cpmments[ Questiqns & o ; Open Records / Discovery Requests
18
1
h
8
g 3
2 4
0 e
I m—ipmsna Re10 Packet Requests seeiieeeee TOTAL Public Contact l
NOTE: Packet Request form added to web si’ré 3/21/2011
City Clerk
New Businesses Registered ’ ‘ Quarterly Sanitation Franchise Fees
s10000 2% 89904 49791 30,831 39810
$9,500 +i{- e
$9,000
$8,500
$8,000
- Ny ~ v o
X & 3 -d X
s < L & &

i Registered Businesses
(with current employment figures)

-4 Exempt / Non-Profit
339 employees

== Home Occupations
1.011 employees

«awges= Non-Home Based 11,661
employees

PN S LS L U O
P T W Y

Note: April - June finalizes the annual registratibn and eliminates closed businesses for previous year. New businesses
are added as they register. “

Top 10 Employers by # of employees (no changes):

NCR, Cooper Lighting, Panasonic , Hoshizaki, Wal-Mart, Kroger (Kedron), Kroger (Braelinn), World Airways, Alenco,
Randstad ‘




il HIPPY ‘Sjood ‘s3ouad ale spusaed shoaueflaosyy ,

929'z$
e
00}$
[e253
|oss
|e8zs
[ooes
T

|450'pc8
92r've

1095'9z$
|0zZv've

€28 10/6'V1$

218 {L0e'818
YLy 7'

OL¥'be

" LIVHD NOSTIVARGS

HOLYIHD
HVIA Y08

HOSIAYIANS
| INIWIMYd3g

¢l0Z/01/80 4o sy




"spun4 Aouaby pue ‘(pund AN Je)emwiols ay Buipnjous)
spund Arejaudold ‘spund ao1A1eg 1gaQ ‘spund sjoslold [ejde) ‘spung snusaay jeioads apnjoul spund Jaylo :9JOoN

pun4 uoisuad J0lid —w— Spung IayjQ 10ud —e— pung |esouds olid —m—

PUNS UOISUS cummellfimmm SpUNy JI9YJO cem@u pund [ei3UdD), g =

000°000°C$

®- -9 000°000'v$

000°000°9%

A ;
] =
ﬂ/ = > - 000°000°8$

N R — - - —f 000°000°01$

\ 000°000°21$

000°000'v1L$

A 000°000°9L$

- 000°000°8L$

000°000°02$

(aailianvNn)
SIONVIVE LNJIWLSIANI/HSVYOI ONIANI ATHLNOW
(seyewnso teaf Jualing pue uosiedwod jeak Joud PIM) Z10Z ¥VIA TVOSIH

ALID 33¥1HOVAd 40 ALID



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
MONTHLY REPORT

GENERAL FUND AND HOTEL/MOTEL TAX FUND

BUDGET COMPARISON (UNAUDITED )
FOR THE TEN MONTHS ENDED JULY 31, 2012

l

PERCENTAGE OF BU,D;GET',YEARQQMP;I;EIEDj’83,.’3%"(ACTUAL TRANSACTIONS STILL PENDING)

GENERAL FUND REVENUES BY MAJOR CATEGORIES

2012 YTD Dollar Percentage -
Description Budget Actual Difference To-Date
General Property Taxes $ 11,766,742 | $ 11,389,106 | $ (377,636) 96.79%
Franchise Taxes 2,655,660 2,475,657 (180,003) 93.22%
Local Option Sales Tax 6,520,000 5,574,038 (945,962) 85.49%
Other Sales & Use Taxes 704,550 605,796 (98,754) 85.98%
Business Taxes 2,254,651 2,059,412 (195,239) 91.34%
Licenses & Permits 641,637 596,991 (44,646) 93.04%
Intergovernmental/Grants 300,020 255,915 (44,105) 85.30%
Charges for Services - Other 898,584 823,158 (75,426) 91.61%
EMS Billings 502,988 419,902 (83,086) 83.48%
Fines & Forfeitures 1,252,070 946,577 (305,493) 75.60%
Investment Income 76,974 43,525 (33,449) 56.55%
Other Revenue 106,320 106,215 (105) 99.90%
Other Financing Sources 750,682 811,000 60,318 108.04%
Total General Fund Revenues $ 28,430,878 | $ 26,107,202 | § (2,323,586) 91.83%
Surplus Carryover (948,093)
Total General Fund $ 27,482,785
GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES BY DIVISION AND/OR TYPE
2012 YTD Dollar Percentage
Division and/or Type Budget Actual Difference To-Date
Executive Services $ 475148 | $ 288,014 | $ 187,134 60.62%
Administrative Services 1,282,850 903,740 379,110 70.45%
Financial Services 1,289,513 1,058,453 231,060 82.08%
Police Services/Code Enforcement 6,984,352 5,627,474 1,356,878 80.57%
Fire/EMS Services > 6,505,341 5,406,242 1,099,099 83.10%
Public Works/Buildings & Grounds/Engineering 4,531,002 3,645,308 885,694 80.45%
Community Services 4,322,993 3,123,835 1,199,158 72.26%
Non-Divisional:
Unemployment Insurance 48,000 13,813 34,187 28.78%
Council Contingency - - - 0.00%
Non-Profit Organizations 26,757 26,757 - 100.00%
Transfer to Development Authority 7,500 7,500 - 100.00%
Transfers to Other Funds 2,406,899 1,565,535 841,364 65.04%
Liability Insurance 89,243 90,275 {1,032) 101.16%
Litigation Services 100,000 134,459 (34,459) 134.46%
General Administration/Miscellaneous 46,318 11,645 34,673 25.14%
Budgeted Savings (633,131) - (633,131) 0.00%
Total General Fund $ 27,482,785 | $ 21,903,050 | $ 5,679,735 79.70%
HOTEL/MOTEL FUND REVENUES ‘
2012 YTD Dollar Percentage
Description Budget Actual Difference To-Date
Total Hotel/Motel Taxes $ 796,280 | $ 711,978 | § (84,302) 89.41%
HOTEL/MOTEL TRANSFERS OUT o o
2012 YTD Dollar Percentage
Type Budget Actual Difference To-Date
- | Transfer to General Fund $ 265,427 | $ 237,326 | $ 28,101 89.41%
Transfer to Tourism Association 530,853 474,652 56,201 89.41%
Total Hotel/Motel Transfers Out $ 796,280 | $ 711,978 | $ 84,302 89.41%




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
FINANCIAL SERVICES
MONTHLY REPORT
(UNAUDITED)

AS OF JULY 31, 2012

SUMMARY OF OVER $10,000 EXPENDITURES APPROVED BY CITY MANAGER
JULY 2012

Description Vendor Award Date

None to Report

PURCHASING REPORT
FOR MONTH ENDED July 31, 2012 AND July 31, 2011

Activity

Fiscal Year
2012

Fiscal Year
2011

Purchase Orders / Requisitions Processed

189

224

City Store Requisitions Processed 10 14
Sealed Bids Requested 1
Requests for Proposals

Bids Awarded

Requests for Proposals Awarded
Contracts Prepared

Electronic Auction

Fixed Assets Purchased

QOO0
OO 20000




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
DONATIONS RECEIVED
JULY 2012

None to Report

TOTAL MONTH OF JULY 2012




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

LITIGATION SERVICES
FISCAL YEAR 2012

PAID AS OF JULY 31, 2012

Litigation Services (100-1505-579130)

Vendor Month Paid Project Amount

*  Sumner/Meeker October 2011 ADA Claim 440.00
* October 2011 - Pathways 621.65
Sumner/Meeker November 2011 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 77.00
November 2011 Pathways 183.00

November 2011 Worley 44.00

Sumner/Meeker December 2011 FMLA/ADA 165.00
December 2011 Pathways 44.00

December 2011  Worley 275.00

Sumner/Meeker January 2012 ADA Claim 385.00
January 2012 Pathways 165.00

January 2012 Worley 506.00

Sumner/Meeker February 2012 Alzate 946.00
February 2012 Mrosek 3,882.49

February 2012 Pathways 55.00

February 2012 Worley 66.00

Sumner/Meeker March 2012 Alzate 165.00
March 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 400.84

March 2012 Mrosek 3,981.20

Sumner/Meeker April 2012 Alzate 510.84
April 2012 Breedlove 440.00

April 2012 Mrosek 572.00

April 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 1,182.65

Sumner/Meeker May 2012 Alzate 719.64
May 2012 BCS 1,441.00

May 2012 Breedlove 1,556.65

May 2012 Mrosek 3,351.16

Sumner/Meeker June 2012 Alzate 154.00
June 2012 Lawsuit - EEQOC Claim 462.00

June 2012 BCS 995.65

June 2012 Cruz 264.00

June 2012 Lawsuit - EEQOC Claim 1,806.62

June 2012 Mrosek 1,435.65

June 2012 Pathways 22.00

June 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 220.00

June 2012 Triad Construction 792.00

Sumner/Meeker July 2012 Abdul-Karim 55.00
July 2012 BCS 352.00

July 2012 Cruz 264.00

July 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 1,173.51

July 2012 LOST 715.00

July 2012 Mrosek 1,575.92

July 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 308.00

July 2012 Self 55.00

July 2012 Triad Construction 2,458.85




Litigation Services (100-1505-579130)

Vendor Month Paid Project Amount

GIRMA October 2011 Vehicle Accident ' "65.00
October 2011 Vehicle Accident 649.40

October 2011 Vehicle Accident 1,926.45

October 2011 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 1,016.55

GIRMA November 2011 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 58.40
November 2011 Vehicle Accident 116.00

November 2011 Water Damage Claim 25,000.00

November 2041 Zoning Claim 4,522.66

GIRMA December 2011 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 59.40
December 2011 Vehicle Accident 139.34

December 2011 Violation Clean Water Act - Mrosek 600.00

GIRMA January 2012° Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 198.00
GIRMA February 2012 Violation Clean Water Act - Mrosek 16,431.13
February 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 59.80

GIRMA March 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 140.80
March 2012 Vehicle Accident 845.74

GIRMA April 2012 Vehicle Accident 128.00
April 2012 Violation Clean Water Act - Mrosek 472.02

April 2012 Lawsuit - Mayor 9,969.40

GIRMA May 2012 Violation Clean Water Act - Mrosek 6,746.85
GIRMA June 2012 Vehicle Accident 6,195.07
June 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 110.00

GIRMA July 2012 Lawsuit - EEQC Claim 15,960.50
July 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 1,168.00

July 2012 Lawsuit - EEOC Claim 4,464.44

Elerbee Thompson November 2011 Lemacks 339.50
Henderson & Hundley March 2012 Prince 5,622.00
Henderson & Hundley June 2012 Prince 756.60
BBP Reprographics January 2012 Mrosek 24.00
February 2012 Mrosek 106.50

* 139,177.67
Less Amount Charged to Fiscal Year 2011 (4,719.05)
Amount Reported - July 2012 Monthly Report to City Council 134,458.62
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PEACHTREE CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT
2012 MONTHLY REPORT

JULY 2012 JUNE2012 = 2012 2011

Calendar Year to Date Calendar Year to Date

PART 1 CRIMES Criminal Homicide, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Aggravated Assault, Arson, Motor Vehicle Theft,

" "Theft, Burglary
TOTAL PART I CRIMES 44 A 50 ‘ 275 226
DUI ARRESTS 8 : 13 79 107

DRUG ARRESTS: Marijuana, Methamphetamine, Cocaine, Other (opium, heroin, etc)

TOTAL DRUG ARRESTS: 11 7 58 56

OTHER ARRESTS

PROPERTY CRIMES 30 20 144 109

PERSON CRIMES 14 13 67 35

TRAFFIC OFFENSES 17 24 127 172

OTHER 17 32 210 258

CALLS ANSWERED: %358  *3,700 32,096 39,505
TRAFFIC:

CITATIONS ISSUED | 460 488 4,348 5,383
CITY ORDINANCES 35 52 | 334 312
WARNINGS 721 606 6,132 7,047
ACCIDENTS 104 107 661 615

TOP 5 ACCIDENT LOCATIONS - MONTH

HWY 74 /HWY 54 8

HWY 54 / PLANTERRA | 3

HWY 74 /HOLLY GROVE N 3

PEACHTREE PARKWAY /GEORGIANPARK 2
HWY 54/ WILLOWBEND ROAD ; 2

*Because of issues with the new CAD software, this number does not accurately reflect the number of calls for
service for the months of May, June and July, 2012. ‘ -




Peachtree City Code Enforcement Monthly Report 2012

Jan-12  Feb-12 Mar-12  Apr-12 May-12  Jun-12 Jul12 Aug-12  Sep-12 Qct12  Nov-12  Dec-12 2011 YTD
Case Summary ’ ‘
Cleantiness of Premises (Grass) i
New Cases . 0 1 87 s 152 40 69 ~ ) i ) o 326
NOVs Reactive 0 0 2 8 "3 6 6 ) - e 29
NOVs Proactive 0 1 85 171 149 a3 62 oo S 296
Citations ) 0 ) 0 1 0 0 0 ) ) ) - 3
Unfounded 0 0 [ 1 9 1 1 ) T (]
Cleaniiness of Premises (Trash)
New Cases 25 49 25 27 28 18 21
NOVs Reactive 3 5 6 -3 7 4 2
NOVs Proactive 22 39 18 23 20 13 19
Citations 0 2 0 ) 0 0 0
Unfounded 0 4 1 1 1 1 0
Cleanliness of Premises {Auto)
New Cases 76 45 37 32 19 19 11
NOVs Reactive ) 2 0 3 0 2 1 0
NOVs Proactive 73 45 33 32 16 16 11
Citations ) 1 0 0 ~0 1] 0 [
Unfounded 0 0 1 "0 1 2 1]
Parking Restrictions
New Cases 15 17 30 24 29 21 29
NOVs Reactive 4 2 12 "2 4 1 3
NOVs Proactive ] 11 15 17 22 24 20 24
Citations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Unfounded 0 0 1 ] 1 0 2
Accessory Use to Dwellings
New Cases 16 22 22 19 19 14 16
NOVs Reactive 0 0 2 2 0 0 1
NOVs Proactive 15 22 20 17 19 14 15
Citations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Unfounded 1 0 0 0 0 0 [}
Sign Violations
New Cases 8 7 16 18 25 16 18
NOVs Reactive 1 1 2 "0 1 5 1
NOVs Proactive 7 [} 14 "17 23 10 17
Citations 0 1 "0 0 1~ 0 0
Unfounded 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Rehabs
ew Cases 0 2 3 2 4 2 1
OVs Reactive 0 2 2 2 4 2 1
NOVs Proactive 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Citations 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0
Unfounded [ 0 0 0 0 4] ]
Miscellaneous
New Cases 7 ~ 12 17 26 186 32
NOVs Reactive ] 4 3 13 7 15
NOVs Proactive 7 4 9 8 117 13
Citations 0 0 0 2 1 2
Unfounded 0 4 5 3 1 4
Totals :
New Cases 147~ 155 237 325 302 316 197
NOVs Reactive 10 14 32 25 34 26 29
NOVs Proactive 135 132 197 294 259 283 161
Citations 1 3 0 1 3 1 2
Unfounded 1 9 8 5 [ 6 7
Signs Confiscated 71 63 141 “212 136 156 305
Parks Checked 143 416 118 ‘114 127 102 110




Public Works Monthly Reports

Activit Descri

once notified

Average tlme to complete vandahsm repaurs ‘

Days 2.0

Average time to respond to a citizen
complaint and assign action
= B e T

Sree\tvétc\:h‘i\hé'

Days 1.6

1017

Ft. | 3.316

Street Crack Sealing Hrs. 0 435
Street General Maintenance Hrs. 436 4,458 2,000
Storm Water Maintenance Hrs. 180 3,140 12,480
Street Sweeping | Ft/MIs 1,512/27.7 679,424/66.7 360

21 ,000

Cart Path General Maintenance
il =

Average time to respond to fraffic sign
maintenance issues

Hrs. , 344

Days 1.0

Cart Path Paving 15,297
Cart Path Litter Rem0va| . Hrs. 105 1,307 1,250
Time to remove trees on paths once reporteq Days 1.0 1.1 2
Cart Path Drainage Maintenance - Hrs. 0 2,529

‘ 4,276

Signs Changed over to new reflectivity ahhd
mixed letter standard (completion date 2018)

Time for contractor to remove trees once

Each 35

and debris from road once notified.

Average time to complete a preventatiye

notified Days 4.0 3.0 3
Time for landscaping and mowing contractor

to fix an issue once notified ' Days 1.5 13 2
Time for contractor to remove dead an:rqals Days 10 1

maintenance versus other repair items .

Hrs, | 395

maintenance on a Light Car/Truck Hrs 50 34 3
Average time to complete a preventative

- . Hrs 4.1 6
maintenance on a Heavy Truck 7
Average time to complete a preventative

- . : Hrs 3 6
maintenance on a Heavy Equipment N/A
Ratio of time spent on preventative 0

Note: General maintenance line items include

) Hrs’ 375

not limited; storm clean up, litter remova| curb repalr etc.

not included in paving

Sports Complex Maintenanc 1,877 2,500
Parks General Maintenance Hrs., 159 591 435
General Maintenance ™~ - Hrs. 76 582 2,000
Vandalism i Hrs. 0 23 0
Litter Removal Hrs. 294 1 497 2,000
Building Maintenance - 375 2,500

s. These include butare’
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Cour;g'l “

VIA: City Manager

FROM: Deputy City Clerk{l>

DATE: August 1, 2012

SUBJECT: Alcohol License - NEW — My House

August 16, 2012, Redular Meeting

Recommendation: :
Staff recommends that Council approve the alcohol license for My House.

Discussion:

My House Restaurant, a full-service restaurant to be located at 2775 Highway 54 West, has
submitted a request for a new alcohol license. Mr. ‘Michael J. Ray has requested he be
appointed as the Licensee and License Representative.

Budgetary Impact:

The budgetary impact of the alcoholic beverage license will be positive. The applicant will be
required to pay the annual fee for the consumption sale of distilled spirits, beer, and wine, which
is $5,000, plus an additional $500 for Sundoy Sales.

Attachment




N ~.
FPEACHTREE \CITY

PLAN TO STAY™

CITY HALL

PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD ¢

PHONE: 7704877657
FAX: 770-631-2505 ;
WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG !

Application For Alcoholic Beverage License

Business Name:

My e Kesnotart

Business Location:

1705 HuwSH dest, PTe

Nature of Business:

Fullsecyic restaolant

Mailing Address

| L"“G»\/\QAUJxC'kBC Far®

Business Phone Number:

Ho4 ~-Hp2 TS

\
Mzmae( 3 Qa\j

Name of Licensee: Home Address: Home Phone Number:
. 3 o Ak Dr | o oz
Mechael 3. Ra [ 1Al Chedwick Dy | god o283
Name of License Representative: Home Address: Home Phone Number:

141 Cladwiek ™

Heu. 062 X9GGK

_ PleaJe indicate type of licenses applying fovr‘:‘

Retail Copsumption Dealer Retail Package Dealer ‘Wholesale Dealer
>< Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beverage
X Wine ‘Wine Wine
x Distilled Spirits 3 Distilled Spirits | Distilled Spirits

~ Please complete information below (use separate sheet if necessary):

NAME

Individual Owner’s Name, Partners’ Names,
Corporation Name and the name of the name of a
Contact Persor regarding License Changes, Taxes, etc.

ADDRESS

Please provide Home Addresses for the
individuaals Iisted:

PHONE NUMBERS

Please provide Home and
Business Phone Numbers for
individuals listed:

N« d-\'\ae.\ Y Q%Lf

oy HoZ 5999

M Chaduw ek Of, Pra

Debo Caln %Lf

M Cheddiek V09T 104102995

If YES, Piease Provide Name of Employee:

Is any person who owns an interest in the license an employee of the City of Peachtree City? YES NO




’_\

~.

TN
PEACHTREE \CITY

PLAN TO STAY™

CITY HALL

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD
PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
PHONE: 770-487-7657

FAX. 770-631-2505
WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City

I, H.C. “Skip” Clark II, Chief of Police for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Michael Joe Ray
141 Chadwick Drive
Peachtree City, GA 30269

has been investigated and found not to have been convicted of, nor to have entered a plea of nolo

contendre, to any felony or misdemeanor relating to the sale or use of alcoholic beverages or illegal

narcotics or drugs within five (5) years prior to the date of the application for this license.

F0g—

H.C. “Skip” Clark IT
Chief of Police

2z
Date




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTERCFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor& Council Members

VIA: James L. Penningfon, City Manager
FROM: Paul Salvatore, Financial 8ervices Director Q%

Beverly Waldrip, Assistant Finance Direcior@D
DATE: August 9, 2012

SUBJECT:  Budget Amendménis - Fiscal Year 2012
August 16, 2012 City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

It is Staff's recommendation that City Council approve the attached budget
amendments to amend the 2012 budget resolution.

Discussion:

Attached please find amendments to the General Fund budge’r (12-031) for
fiscal year 2012 submitted for your approval. The first entry increases both
budgeted donation revenue and repair expenditures to account for the receipt
of a donation from the Peachtree City Running Club for drinking fountain repairs.
The second entry increases revenue budgets for unanticipated receuo’rs from the
sale of fixed assets and for unanticipated miscellaneous revenues. This
additional revenue and the budgeted amount for IT contingencies are used to
increase the IT budget to cover un-anticipated expenditures associated with the
outsourcing of IT maintenance and support services.

Budget Impact:

The proposed budget amendment will increase both the General Fund revenue
and expendifure budget by $120,500.




CITY OF PEACHTRE‘ECITY

I —BUDGET AMENDMENT | ]
NUMBER 12-031
DATE 08/09/2012
[ ACCOUNT PROJECT 'WON INCREASE | [ DECREASE |
100-9999-371000 Donations 6,000.00
100-1566-522200 Equipment Repair & Maintenance 6,000.00

To increase the General Fund revenue and expense budget by $6,000 to account for the Peachtree City Running
Club donation for water fountain repairs.

100-6122-381003 Facility Rental - Kedron 9,000.00

100-6110-347909 Facil Maint Fees - Athl Assoc 5,000.00
100-6122-573103 Kedron Program Expenses ' 14,000.00
100-9999-389000 Other Revenue 18,000.00
100-0000-392100 Sale of Fixed Assets ‘ 88,500.00
100-1535-531180 IT - Computer Supplies ' 2,974.00
100-1505-574000 Bad Debt Expense ' 3,026.00
100-1535-521300 IT - Technical Services 125,500.00
100-1505-579142 Contingency - Information System 25,000.00

Amend General Fund Budget to recognize un-anticipated revenue collections and expenses




- POSITION PAPER

Proposed Variance: 305 Harcourt Place %e// A\
Lo’r 7. Sagamore subdivision

Planning and Zoning Admlms’rro’ror()w\

August 7, 2012

Situation:

Mr. Sam Holoviak and Mrs. Catherine Stephenson (“Applicant”) own the property
located at 305 Harcourt Place within the Sagamore subdivision. The subject tract is
10,926 SF (0.25 acres) in size. The rear property line abuts a cn‘y -owned greenbelt
separating the subdivision from SR 74. The overall subdivision is zoned GR-4 General
Residential and is designated as SFC Single-Family Cluster on the city’s Land Use Plan.

The subject lot is “pie-shaped” and is located on a cul-de-sac. The property line
adjacent to the cul-de-sac is 40" in length, while the rear property line is opproxmotely
140" in length. The rear buﬂdmg setback is measured at 20' from the rear property line.
The home is 22.2' from the rear proper’ry line.

The Applicant desires fo replace an existing patio on the rear of the home with an
open-air deck. The patio extends 12' off of the main living room of the home. The
deck would extend 22’ from the rear of the home and would be 25' in width. Based on
the location of the home in relation to the required 20' rear building setback, the
proposed deck would extend 10’ into the building setback.

In order to permit this encroachment, the Applicant must first secure a variance from ‘
the city. The variance application is included as Attachment “A”.

Facts:
1. The Sagamore subdivision is zoned GR-4 Residential, which permits up to four (4) lots
per acre.

2. The Sagamore subdivision is designated as SFC Single-family cluster on the city's
Land Use Plan.

3. Lot7islocated ona cul—de—sdc and is 10,926 SF (0.25 acres) in size.

4. The GR-4 zoning district was established with a minimum front building setback of
15" {20 for front entry garages) and a minimum rear building setback of 20'.

5. The existing home complies with these setbacks. However, because of the irregular
shape of the subject lotf, the Applicant's home was constructed 43.4' from the front
property line. The rear of ’rhe home is 22.2' from the rear property line, or 2.2’ inside
of the rear building setback.




Proposed Variance: 305 Harcourt Place
August 7, 2012 '
Page 2

6. The rear property line is 140" in length and abuts a city-owned greenbelt. The
greenbelt separates the chcmore subdivision from SR 74.

7. The existing home was constructed such that the front door and garage are level
with the grade of the street.

8. The rear patio extends 12' off of the main living area info ‘Thé back yard.

9. Itis apparent the subject lot was filled to accommodate construction of the home,
as the property falls approximately é-8' in grade from the edge of the rear patio to
the adjoining greenbelt.

10. The Applicant desires to replace the existing patio with a deck, and extend the
deck beyond the edge of the patio to create a larger activity area off of the rear of
the home. Because the rear of the home was constructed 2.2' from the rear
property line, the proposed deck would extend 8’ into the rear building setback.

11.The Applicant has provided letfters from the adjoining property owners indicating
their support of the proposed variance.

Discussion: , ,

The Applicant desires to increase and enhance the size and usability of their home by
constructing a deck off of the main living level towards the rear property line and
adjoining greenbelt. As designed, the proposed deck would extend 8' into the rear
building setback. "

The subject lot is iregular in shape, and the rear property line abuts a city-owned
greenbelf. The existing elevation drops approximately 6-8' in grade from the edge of
the patio towards the adjoining greenbelt. The proposed deck would not be visible
from either of the adjoining lofts.

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 properfy of privileges enjoyed by other property in the
vicinity and under |denhcal zoning district classification;

Staff findings: ,
o The subject tract is iregular in shape, and ranges in width from 40' along the
front property line to 140" along the rear property line.




Proposed Variance: 305 Harcourt Place
August 7, 2012
Page 3

(b)

(c)

The rear property line abufs a city-owned greenbelt.

An existing patio extends 12’ off of the main living area of the home.

The subject fract falls approximately 6-8' in grade from the edge of the rear
patio to the rear property line.

The rear of the home was constructed 2.2' from the rear building setback line.
As such, no additions can be consfructed along the rear of the home without
first securing a variance.

The strict or literal mferpreiahon and application of this ordinance would result in
practical difficulties or unnecessary 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

The established rear building setback within the Sagamore subdivision is 20°.

The existing structure complies with all required building setbacks.

Expanding the existing sfructure towards the rear property line would be limited
fo 2.2’ without first obtaining a variance.

The Applicant desires to replace the existing patio with an open air deck to add
functional space off of the main living area of the home.

While possible, increasing the size of the existing patio would be costly, as a
significant amount of fill would need to be brought in to create a level area for
the patio. Bringing in fill would create an even greater change in elevation from
the edge of the patio fo the rear properfy line. In addition, it would be difficult, if
not impossible, to bring fill into the rear yard based on existing conditions on the
property.

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 comp|y|ng with existing reguiations;

Staff findings

The subject tract is within a cluster subdivision and is 10,926 SF (0.25 acres) in size.
Because of the iregular shape of the lot, the home was constructed 43.4' from
the front property line.

The front of the home IS level with the grade of the sfreet. The lot drops in
elevation from front to back. Itis evident the rear of the home was consfructed
on fill, which creates a 6-8' drop in grade from the rear of the home to the rear
property line.




Proposed Variance: 305 Harcourt Place
August 7, 2012
Page 4

(d)

(e)

)

The main living level of the home is at grade with the sireet. The Applicant
desires to expand the functional space off of the main living level by replacing
an existing patio with an open-air deck.

The rear property line abuts a city-owned greenbelt.

The proposed deck would encroach 8' into the established rear building
setback.

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

Staff findings

The Sagamore subdivision is considered a cluster subdivision. As such, the lots
are smaller and the homes are closer together.

Because of the size of the lots, many of the homes were constructed at either
the front building setback line or the rear building setback line, or both. There is
little room for expansion of these homes due to the size of the lofs.

The Applicant’'s home was constructed 22.2' from the rear property line, or 2.2'
from the rear building setback.

The subject lot drops in grade from the sfreet to the rear property line. The rear
of the lot was filled to provide a level area for the home.

The proposed deck would not impact the homes on the adjoining property.

The granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to 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 Sagamore subdivision was developed in the mid 1990's and is fully

developed.

The proposed deck would allow the Applicant to expand and enhance the
usability of the main level of the existing home.

There is no active Homeowner Association within the Sagamore subdivision.

The Applicant has provided letters of support from the adjoining property owners

indicating their approval of the variance request.

The granting of such vqriance will not create inconsistencies with any objective
of the Comprehensive Plan.

Staff findings:

The Comprehensive Plan encourages the protection of the character of existing
neighborhoods as well as redevelopment and reinvestment within these
neighborhoods. : ,

The Applicant desires to enhance his property with the proposed deck.




Proposed Variance: 305 qué;‘ourf Place
August 7, 2012
Page 5

e There will be no defrimen}fql impact to the existing home or the neighborhood.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the variance be approved subject to the following
understandings and conditions:

1. The variance shall be Iimifed to an encroachment of no more than 8’ into the
rear building setback. There shall be no additional encroachments permitted
without first securing additional variances.

2. The Applicant shall provide an updated Foundation Survey identifying the exact
location of the home as a part of the Building Permit process.

3. Following completion of construction and prior to issuance of the Certificate of
Occupancy, the Applicant shall provide a revised Foundation Survey identifying
the location of the new deck. The purpose of this survey is to ensure the new
construction does not encroach any further into the building setback than
permitted by this variance.

Affachments




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

Receipt # 240143
VARIANCE APPLICATION | pateried 1/ 11 /12
EACHTREE A-20\L-02

CI Y 153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30263 Case #
’ Lt P 770-487-5731 F: 770-631-2552 Office Use Oniy
WWW.PEACHTREE CITY.ORG

Please use blue or b!ack mk o ﬁH oui this form

"U\

Name 5,4/»’1 //d /a ViM+ &7/5@:\!& 9«, Lé Vi

g Street Address 305 Harcourt Place Ze
£ Peachtree City, GA 30269 Eﬁ‘g" Phone _ 679 -5 26 -602Z 9
8 N <
J | zoning District: 25 | email _Sgrn H0 Jo via k(P Emigil. Conl
9 Residential L3 Multi-Family 3 CommercialIndustria\Office
© | variance Type:
g Administrative [ Special Exception Variance (check one below) E o Subdivision: \.j46/4' /W O£ é_
< : FEET
4 | variance from which ordinance: 2/ az ?
o - . [~]
§ {1 sign I3 Fence [ Land Development Zoning z = | Phase: /} £ A’ Lot # —f
- Please submit the following evidentiary items in support
= | Name Sam Holoviak and Catherine Sultivan [ of this application an?igthe requesrh‘;é va:iancesl.’po
-4 i B Z ﬁ (Plezse check off the items that are attached fo this application)
« | Address 305 Harcour Place 2 .
Py — — ki Site plan (with property lines and proposed work)
¥ | City, State, Zip Peachtree City, GA 30269 S £ | [ A detailed report justifying the requested variance
% Phone # B78-576-6020 & g Letters of support from adjacent property owners
€ | £mail semholovisk@gmail.com # & | [ Digital Photographs \ Renderings (CD or Email)
] Other Items Demonstrating Need (topo. Survey, etc)

1.) Is a current survey included with me‘é”ppiicétion? ves [ o Bﬂgﬂgpifgf;?ﬁ why this Va““ﬁgﬁ?ﬂ?;sg};‘;ﬁﬁ?&
2.} Doas the application pertain o a zoning setback? Yes [INo | Please seg a3 ?faci] "auré )

3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? ] Yes No
4.) How long has the violation existed? - Years
5.) What is the required setback? 20 Feet
6.) How much of a variance is being requested? 18 Feet
7.) Were you the owner of the property when the

viplation occurred? (If not, who was?) 0 Yes . No

1.) Is a current survey included with the application? | [J Yes {]MNo | Br 'eﬂY descr |be WhV thlS variance is bemg requested

(A separate detailed report 19 stii] req) to be to this app
» g 2.) Has property been rezoned or deed restrictions? dvyes no
< 21 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? [dyes INo
g 214 Application for a bldg setback, fence, or parking? (Circle One)
@ §<" 5.} What is the required setback, height, or spaces?
W 6.) How much of a variance is being requested?
w | Ploass review the ordinances and ifaﬁmcﬂé‘ns on the back of this page. | B ‘32’3’0; i?;gfﬁ gﬁ?btgﬁeﬁgaé‘fagcﬁfﬁg‘:ﬁ:ﬂpﬂ‘ﬁiﬁfﬁd5
2 1s a current survey included with the application? ves [InNo Flipos SBec ATTRdN0  LeTTEL
g 2.) How much of a variance is being requested? 16 Feet o~ Exp/niaTien] .
< | 3.) Were you the owner of the property when the R
- viplation occurred? (If not, who was?) e [ Yes No _, /

I hergby certify that I am the
provided as a part of this apy

Signature of Owner/Aseie

OFFICE ONLY
7/

] Signature:

Dai¢ of Acceptance: | o L . DatgofHearing: %‘;‘;Z:::’::i with g:;:;ed

-

4

Date ;3f Arccpu;nx.e 01 \ \A‘ \1— Dale’ot’ Pl,‘i{'ﬁtc '1earmg O ?} (ﬂ___!

WWW, Deachtree -city.org

Fax: 770-621-2552




VARIANCE APPLICATION

Sam Holoviak and Catherine Sullivan 05 July 2012
305 Harcourt Place
Peachtree City GA 30269

Peachtree City
Zoning and Planning Committee

Dear Committee Members

Just a few years ago my wife Catherine and I chose to downsize our living and
purchased a house at 305 Harcourt Place as our “Retirement” home. It is a wonderful
home with just what we needed for space. However the exterior patio leaves much to
be desired. It is a small simpie siab with no real room to do what most people do when
having family or friends visit. That is to take advantage of the wonderful environment
Peachtree City offers. As you can see from the attached plat photo document, we adjoin
one of the many city green spaces filled with tall trees which provide a nice seclusion
and an appreciation for our environment.

In our research we found that the house is situated such that the back yard patio slab is
located just inches from the start of the 20’ setback which slopes downward toward the
city green space. So if one was to construct any deck at all outside the existing patio
area, a variance would be required.

It is our desire to enhance our living here in Peachtree City by building an open air deck
that will increase the amount of functional room available in our back yard. This
expansion will not encroach on any adjacent properties on any side; it will just expand
into the setback at the rear of our home which is adjacent to a very large green space
facing highway 74. As you can see from the attached plat map, building a deck
anywhere behind our house requires encroachment into the setback and building to the
side of the house is not practical.

Key points:
There is NO active Homeowners Association in our development.
- Both adjacent property owners have given letters of support for variance request.
- The location of the house on the lot is so close to the setback line that any
construction of a deck requires encroachment into the rear setback.
- Building to the side of the house is not practical or desirable.

Therefore we respectfully request an encroachment variance to build a deck up to a
maximum of 15 feet into the 20 foot rear setback space which is adjacent to the large
permanent green space behind our home.

Kindest regards




303 Harcourt Place
Peachtree City, GA 30269
July 5, 2012

Planning and Zoning Administration
Peachtree City, GA 30269
Dear Zoning and Planning Committee:

My home is located adjacent "f{ the house at 305 Harccm‘t,maﬂcc,k I,,,su.pport the variance
request of Sam Holoviak and Catherine Sullivan to add a deck to the existing patio

behingd their home.

Sincerely,




306 Harcourt Place
Peachtree City, GA 30269
July 5, 2012

Planning and Zoning Administ?a,tion
Peachtree City, GA 30269 "

Dear Zoning and Planning Committee:

My home is located adjacent to the house at 305 Harcourt Place. I support the variance
request of Sam Holoviak and Catherine Sullivan to add a deck to the existing patio
behind their home.

(‘/om%
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Parcel ID: 073513007
Property Address: 305 HARCOURT PL
Legal Description: LOT 7 SAGAMORE
Subdivision: SAGAMORE

Deed Book-Page: 3683-57

The information provided on these web pages is for informational zse only.
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POSITION PAPER

<
Proposed Vononce 240 Masters Square South ’K/ /;)

Lot 37, The Fairways subdivision
i\

Planning and Zoning Administrator Q
August 7, 2012

Situation: ;

Mr. Brian LaBrecque (“Apphcom‘") owns the property located at 240 Masters Square
South within The Fairways subdivision. The subject tract is rectangular in shape and is
7,979 SF (0.18 acres) in size. The overall subdivision is zoned GR-6 General Residential
and is designated as SFC Single-Family Cluster on the city's Land Use Plan.

The rear building setback within the subdivision was established at 20’ from the project
boundary or greenbelt. The existing home was constructed 21.3' from the rear property
line, which abuts the Braelinn Golf Course.

The front entrance and garage of the home were constructed at grade. The lot slopes
from the street towards the golf course property, and the home was constructed with a
partial basement. A deck was constructed off of the main living area of the home. The
existing deck encroaches 3’ into the required 20’ rear building setback.

Our records show a Certificate of Occupancy was issued for this home on October 17,
1994. At that time, the City's Building Department did not inspect decks that were
added to a home after the foundation survey was submitted to ensure they did not
encroach into minimum building setbacks. We have rectified this situation and have
procedures in place to avoid these types of encroachments.

Because the Applicant was not the original homeowner when the deck was.
constructed, we can address ’rhns encroachment through the Administrative Variance
process.

The Applicant desires to cover and screen the existing deck. Because the deck
extends intfo the rear building setback, a variance would be needed in order fo permit
this encroachment.

In order to permit this encroachment, the Applicant must first secure a variance from
the city. The variance application is included as Attachment "A".

Facts:

1. The Fairways subdivision is zoned GR-6é Residential, which permits up to six () lotfs per
acre.

2. The Fairways subdivision is designated as SFC Single-Family Cluster on the city's Land
Use Plan.




Proposed Variance: 240 Masters Square South
August 7, 2012
Page 2

3. Lot 37 isrectangularin shopé,f and is 7,979 SF (0.18 acres) in size.

4. The subject lot backs up fo property owned by the Braelinn Golf Course. The
property is separated from the 12 Fairway by a stand of trees.

5. The plat for the subdMSIon was recorded with the stipulation the rear building
setback would be established at 20' from the project boundary or greenbelt. The
rear building setback for Lot 37 is established at 20’ from the rear property line.

6. The Building Permit for the home on Lot 37 was issued on April 4, 1994, and the
Certificate of Occupancy was issued on October 17, 1994, When the home was
constructed, the City's Building Department did not inspect decks that were added
to a home after the foundation survey was submitted to ensure they did not
encroach into minimum building setbacks.

7. The existing deck extends off of the main living area. The existing deck encroaches
3" into the rear building sefback. This encroachment can be addressed through the
Administrative Variance process.

8. The Applicant desires to cover and screen the existing deck. Because the existing
deck encroaches 3' into the rear building setback, the new structure would also
extend 3' into the rear building setback. Prior to submitting a Building Permit
application, the Applicant rYjusT first secure a variance to permit this encroachment.

9. The Applicant has indicated they have the support of The Fairways Homeowners
Association. They have also provided letters of support from the adjoining property
owner as well as the Braelinn Golf Course.

Discussion:

The Applicant desires to enhance his home by covering and screening the existing
deck. Because the existing deck encroaches into the rear building setback, the
proposed structure would also extend into the rear bU|Id|ng setback.

The Applicant was not the orlgmol homeowner when the encroachment occurred.
Their desire is to enhance and improve the livability of the existing home by covering
and screening the existing deck. The proposed structure would only be visible from the
adjoining neighbor and the golf course, both of whxch have provided letters indicating
their support.

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: ' '




Proposed Variance: 240 qu’rers Square South
August 7, 2012 ‘
Page 3

(@)

(b)

(c)

There are special circumstances applicable to the property, including location,
shape, size, surroundmgs or topography so that the shict application of this
ordinance denies the property of privileges enjoyed by other properiy in the
vicinity and under identical zoning district classification;

Staff findings:

The majority of the lots within The Fairways subdivision that abut the Braelinn Golf
Course are 111.02" in depth. The subject lot is located on a cul-de-sac and is
98.02' in depth. ,

Because of the cul-de-sac and associated front building setback, the rear of the
home is located closer, and actually encroaches 3' into the rear building
setback. ;

The rear of the lot abufs_the Braelinn Golf Course and is separated from the.
fairway by a stand of trees.

The Applicant intends fo rectify the existing encroachment through the
Administrative Variance process.

The strict or literal mferpretahon and application of this ordinance would result in
practical difficulties or unnecessqry 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

The rear building setback established for the lots abutting the perimeter of The
Fairways subdivision is 20'..

The rear of the home was consfrucfed 21.3" from the rear property line.
Following the preparation of the Foundation Survey, a deck was added to the
rear of the home. The deck encroaches 3’ into the rear building setback.

The Applicant desires to cover and screen in the existing deck off of the main
living area of the home.

There are exceptional or exircorqury 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 complylng with existing regulations;

Staff findings

The subject tract is locon‘ed within a cluster subdivision and is 7,979 SF (0.18 acres)
in size.

Because of the subject tract being located on a cul-de-sac and the associated
building setbacks, the existing home was located 10-15' deeper into the lot than
most of the homes that back up fo the golf course.




Proposed Variance: 240 Masiers Square South
August 7, 2012
Page 4

(d)

(e)

The lot drops in elevation from the streef to the golf course. The main living area
is at-grade with the front yard. The home is constructed over a partial
basement. The basement has at-grade access to the back yard.

The existing deck was constructed off of the main level of the home. The
Applicant desires fo expand the functional space off of the main living area by
covering and screening in the existing deck.

The proposed covered and screened porch would be consfructed over an
existing deck that encroaches 3’ into the rear building sefback. There are no
further encroachments planned.

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 Fairways subdivision IS considered a cluster subdivision. As such, the lots are
smaller and the homes are closer together.

The majority of the lots backing up to the golf course are 111.02" in depth. The
homes on these lots are setback 20' from the back of curb, which provides a
larger backyard. ‘

Because the subject lot is located on a cul-de-sac, the depth of the lof was
reduced to 98.02°. The home maintains a setback of 20’ from the back of curb,
which reduces the size of the backyard. As such, there is litfle, if any room to
expand the home without securing a variance.

The Applicant’s home was constructed 21.3' from the rear property line. The
deck was constructed off of the rear of the home and extends 3' info the rear
building setback.

The proposed screened in porch would not impact the home on the adjoining
property or the golf course.

The granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the public
health, safety, or genera[ welfare nor injurious to property or improvements in the
zone or neighborhood in WhICh the property is located.

Staff findings

The Fairways subdivision was developed in the mid 1990's and is fully developed.
The proposed covered porch would allow the Applicant to expand and
enhance the usability of the main level of the existing home.

The Fairways Homeowners Association has indicated their support of the
variance request.

The Applicant has prowded letters of support from the adjoining properfy owner
as well as the golf course indicating their support of the variance request.




Proposed Variance: 240 Masters Square South
August 7, 2012
Page 5

4] The granting of such varibnce will not create inconsistencies with any objective
of the Comprehensive PIQn.

Staff findings:

e The Comprehensive Plan encourages the protfection of the character of existing
neighborhoods as well as redevelopment and reinvestment within these
neighborhoods.

o The Applicant desires to enhance his property by covering the existing deck
There will be no demmenfc! impact to the existihng home or fo the
neighborhood.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the variance be Opproved subject fo the following
understandings and conditions:’

1. The Applicant must secure an Administrafive Variance to correct the existing
encroachment into the rear building setback.

2. The variance shall be limited to an encroachment of no more than 3’ info the
rear building setback. There shall be no additional encroachments permitted
without first securing additional variances.

3. The Applicant shall provide an updated Foundation Survey identifying the exact
location of the home and existing deck as a part of the Building Permit process.

4. Following completion of construction and prior to issuance of the Certificate of
Occupancy, the Applicant shall provide a revised Foundation Survey identifying
the location of the new sfructure. The purpose of this survey is to ensure the new
consfruction does not encroach any further into the building setback than
permitted by this varionce.

Attachments




Admin. Variance Fee: $25.00

TN .
PEACHTREE

CITY

Please use blue or black mk to f' I out thls form

VARIANCE APPLICATION

153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30269
v P 770-487-5731

F:

Rece‘l:aatr;ance F‘Z \525&6’
Date Fited O’\ 7—0 / ‘7—
Case #\[ “2-0 \?- O 3

Office Use Only

770-631-2552

¥

WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

g Street Address 240 Masters Dnve South r Name Bryan and Pam LaBrecque
: H o ,
= Peachiree City, GA30269 : & g Phone 770-487-4789
<
O Zoning District: . g © | Email btlabrecque@gmail.com
9 Residential 0O Mutti-Family O Commercial\Industrial\Office
& | variance Type: : )
5 [1 Administrative [ Special Exception [ Variance (check one below) E o Subdivision: Fairways
) Variance from which ordinance: e ) g E .
< 1 sign {1 Fence L'.I Land Development 1 zoning x Phase: Lot #
> o
CEmmm— Please submit the following evidentiary items in support
IE Name Bryan LaBrecque . Own of this application and the requested variances.
b, Address 240 Masters Drive South E E ) (Piease check off the itém's that are attached to this application)
O % e [W] Site plan (with property lines and proposed work)
H | City, State, Zip Peachtree City, GA 30269 9 § [ A detailed report justifying the requested variance
& Phone # 770-487-4789 g 8 [ Letters of support from adjacent property owners
< | Email bisbrecque@gmail.com i» 0| M Digital Photographs \ Renderings (CD or Email)
‘ [ Other Items Demonstrating Need (topo. Survey, etc)
& | 1.) Isa current survey included with the application? | []Yes [ No | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
b R R . A (A separate detailed report is stilt required to be attached to this application}
= | 2.) Doesthe application pertain to a zoning setback? [Tdyes [1No
‘é & 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? O yves [OnNo
x;-;) % 4.) How long has the violation existed? Years
?z-»; %| 5.) Whatis the required setback? . Feet
E § 6.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
o 7.) Were you the owner of the property when the
< violation occurred? (If not, who was?) Oyes [ No
1.) Is a current survey included with the application? |U=*Yes M No | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
> 2 ) Has pro erty been rezoned or deed restf}ictidns’? D Y. E No (A separate detailed report is still required to be attached to this apph?(t:on)
2813 1 hp 'plt‘ isting setback violation? ‘2468 ON crcent dedd exceeds ewoh +3G
ZE| 33 1o ol spaog stk st \ETes D0 | St i € reieconcats g bl
15.‘8 ’ PP . - g ac s ! ‘p ng: ( rceﬁgne) We ch\me‘ )"\_ 5("txn—\f\ -HAL
% x| 5.) What is the required setback, height, or'spaces? A d‘“ K tom curiend r! R
2. = Py [ t
w 6.) How much of a variance is being requested? g / (s ?v)
w |__Please review the ordmances and instructlons on the back ef this pege. Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
[} o (A separate detalled report Is still required to be attached to this application)
> | 1.) Isa current survey included with the apphcatlon’? [dyes [INo
£ | 2.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
°<: 3.) Were you the owner of the property when the
> violation occurred? (If not, who was?) [ Yes D No

I hereby certify that I am the owner of the property on whlch a variance is belng requested and that aII mformatlon

provided as a part of this appli

Signature of Owner/Agent:

n is true and’cogrect.

e e,

iz

Date

X’v’]ﬁ/ﬂ
/ v

/

OFFICE ONLY

ADMIRISTRATIVE VARIANCE Signature:

Date of Acceptance: Date i)f Hearing:

] Approved {1 Denied

- l__ Asg}rcvee thh "cnd:teons

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS
& VARIANCE FRGM ORDINANCES

This application, along with the required fee and all necessary supp!emental documents has been
property submitted and is herby accepted for consideration by the City Council at a public hearing in

the City Councnl Chambers at 7:00 PM on the date shown below

Date of Acceptance: Q l - w - \ Z Date of Public Heanng O%' \ -

sgreere \JIWNOL T, ?{M

www, peachtree-city.org




Peachtree City Special Variance Application
Detailed Description

July 16, 2012

Overview

We purchased our Bob Adams home in the Fairways in the fall of 2010. The
house is a ranch style on a full basement and sits at the end of the Fairways
subdivision adjacent to a greenbelt on one side, a residential home on the other
and the Braelinn Golf Course in the back. Although considered a Golf Course
location, hole #12 takes a sharp “dog-leg” left, prior to reaching our home and
the one next to us. As a result there is a fairly deep stretch of wooded area
between our backyard and the fairway. We anticipated covering and screening
our existing back deck so that we could sit out there without worrying about
mosquitoes and other insects. Unfortunately we found (after researching for our
building permit) that our current deck appears to violate the current 20ft setback
requirement. This application requests that a variance be given to allow us to
construct a screened in porch on the dimensions of our existing deck.

R T o R 0TS SN S RS TS SRR

Special exemption variance info:

The variance requested will only impact the immediate neighborhood and
adjoining golf property and greenbelt. The one residential home owner has
provided a statement that indicates that she does not consider such a variance to
be detrimental to her living or view (note attached to submission).

The requested variance reduces the setback from the required 20ft to 15 ft which
is no more that 25% of the minimum building setback.

There is no other possible location for a screened in porch on the property that
would not encroach into the established setback.

Additionally, there are several other screened in porches in the subdivision and
the HOA has provided their approval of such a construction at our location




July 16, 2012

To Whom It May Concern:

| currently reside at 239 Masters Drive South in the Fairways subdivision. Recently, my neighbors -

the LaBrecque family - approached me concerning the addition of a screened porch located on their
existing 29 story deck. Please accept this letter of support for such construction. The screened porchin
question would enhance the nature of our subdivision and would not in any way impede my view of the
surrounding area. | therefore, heartil{/ endorse their proposal.

Respectfully,




Canongate I
White Oak

Flat Creek
Braelinn

Planterra Ridge
Whitewater Creek
Chapel Hills
Mirror Lake
Summer Grove
Healy Point

Sun City Peachiree

"

CANONGATE GOLF CLUBS

To whom it may concern,

Heron Bay
River Forest
Georgia National
Pinecrest
Hamilton Mill
Traditions
Windermere
Eagle Watch
Olde Atlanta
The Woodlands
Bentwater

The Braelinn Golf Course has recently been approached by the LaBrecque family, who own a house
adjacent to hole #12 on our golf course. Mr. LaBrecque is interested in submitting a variance request to
allow a screened porch to be built on‘the same dimensions as the current deck. We understand that
this current deck sits inside the normél 20ft setback from the golf course property. We have reviewed
his request and do not oppose his application for variance.

Respectfully,

Steve Soriano
PGA Member
Canongate Golf Club

100 Flat Creek Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

T0:
VIA: .
| , leib\
FROM: Planning and Zoning Administrator
DATE: August 8, 2012

SUBJECT:  Consider Approval of Directional Signage Program
August 16, 2012 City Council Agenda

Recommendation:
That Council authorize Staff ’ro proceed with the design and installation of no
more than six (6) directional signs within the city.

Background information:

The concept of developing Gh ‘overall Wayfinding Signage Program for the city
generated from commen‘rs,remcelye,d,,qﬂr,_”rvbg_lhr]‘n‘v|gj, public meetings held as a part
of the update fo the city’s Comprehensive Plan. There was consensus the
development of an updated signage and graphics program would enhance
not only the village concept but the aesthetics of the community. It was also
felt this program would help to create a “sense of place” for visitors, residents
and businesses.

Staff has developed and presented numerous concepts for potential
wayfinding and directional signage through the years. Our latest concepts
were presented at a joint Planning Commission and City Council workshop. At
that meeting, Staff was directed to solicit feedback from the community as a
part of the ONE Peachtree City open houses. While there were questions raised
with the design and appearance of the monument and special events sign
concepts as presenfed, ’rhere was considerable support with the concept of
directional sighage.

Staff has confinued to research wayfinding signage programs from other
communities as well as state and federal requirements, which specify what is




Consider Approval of Phase One of Wayfinding Signage Program
August 8, 2012 ‘
Page 2

and is not permitted within city and state-owned right-of-way. We have also
met with and sought guidoncé from various sign contractors.

A comprehensive Wayfinding S|gncge Program could ultimately be designed to
include “gateway” signs at city entrances; “highway directional” signs along
state highways; “local directional” signs along local roadways; “destination”

signs within parks and city facilities 1o identify specific buildings or venues;
“special event"” signs to identify and promote city-sponsored and civic events,
as well as the implementation of a street banner pole program fo promote city
and civic events. We are not proceeding with, nor are we requesting approval
to proceed with ’rhe development of an overall Wayfinding Signage Program at
this time.

We are, however, requesting approval to proceed with installation of no more
than six (6) directional signs within the city. These signs would be located along
Peachtree Parkway as well as SR 74 and SR 54, the intent being to direct visitors
and residents to facilities within_the Mcintosh Trail Recreafion Complex. We
would also use these signs as a “test cose” ’ro gauge feedback from the
community before reques’nng c:u’rhorlzchon for oddmonol signage.

Should Council authorize us to proceed, the next step would be to refine the
specifications for the signs, including materials, graphics, fext, colors and
installation requirements. Our plan is fo finalize these details within the next 7-10
days and then solicit quotes to design, fabricate and install the signs.

Budget impact:

Funding is available in Account 358-4110-54127 through proceeds received from
the Georgia Department of Tronspor’rchon as a part of Phase 2 of the SR 74
South road-widening project.

Aftachments




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor & Council Members.
VIA: City Manager
Community Services Director 2 / ‘}\ @
FROM: Planning and Zonlng Admlnlstrqfor W\
DATE: Avugust 8, 2012

SUBJECT: Consider Request to Allow Food Truck Lot
August 16, 2012 City Council Agenda

Recommendation:
That Council provide guidance as to whether or not they might support an
ordinance amendment allowing a "Food Truck Lot"” in Peachtree City.

Background information:

Mr. Jimmy Daniel is the owner and operator of Grazing Here, which operates a
food ftruck at the Peqc_hjgeqwqty Farmer's Market on Wednesdays and
Saturdays. Mr. Daniel is an approved vendor at this location. Grazing Here
serves 100% grass-fed beef burgers that are organically raised and free of
antibiotics and hormones. ‘

Mr. Daniel desires to establish a designated “Food Truck Lot” and operate with
other food trucks on specific days of the week. He has identified a potential
location as well as potential Qpera’rional guidelines.

Staff has informed Mr. Danie| that our Outside Display Ordinance would prohibit
this use as currently proposed In order to permit this type of activity, we would
need to amend our Outside Display Ordinance and include provisions similar to
the farmer's market.

Budget impact:
There are no budget lmpoc’rs associated with this request.

Aftachments




August 2, 2012

David E. Rast ‘

City Planning and Zoning Administrator
153 Willowbend Rd

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re: Request to allow Food Trucks in Peachtree City
Dear Mr. Rast.

| would like to place our request to allow food trucks in Peachtree Gity on the agenda of the
next available City Council meeting. Please let me know if you need additional information.

Sincerely,

i
!

"}mmy Daniel (
wner and Operator Grazing Here
678-416-6364 '




Proposed Peachtree »Ci{:v Food Truick Par‘,‘s,,..L_D@af@ipn,.

Grazing Here Propertlesﬂand or Hol
to estabhsh a foqg . Iot __0 acco

| The parklng lot traffic
‘entering the first entr: |
;__i P_ar*kmg for 34 cars,is re dily . available \

ermitted throtigh the Fayette |
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June 28, 2012
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City Council of Peachtree City
- REVISED AGENDA
August 14, 2012
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognifion
Recognize ONE Peachtree City Children's Bookmark Contest Winners

Presentation to DARE Program by Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City
Recognize Graduates of Fire Depariment Recruit Class

Recognize the Fire Explorer Post for Participation at lllinois Fire College
Recognize Ron Mundy - Supervisor of the Quarter

Report from Fayette County Deyelopment Authority — Matt Forshee
Public Comment

Agenda Changes

Minutes

August 2, 2012, Regular Meeting Minutes

August 9, 2012, Special Called Meeting Minutes

Monthly Reports |

Consent Agenda

1. Consider Alcohol License — NEW — My House Restaurant, 2775 Hwy 54 West
2. Consider Budget Amendments - FY 2012

Old Agenda ltems

New Agenda ltems

08-12-07 Public Hearing ~ Consider Variance to Rear Setback - 305 Harcourt Place
Applicant desires to replace patic with deck that would extend 10 feet into building setback
08-12-08 Public Hearing ~ Consider Variance - 240 Masters Drive South.

Applicant desires to cover & screén in existing deck, which currently extends into the rear building
setback

08-12-09 Consider Wayfinding Sign Program

Staff request to proceed with design & instaliation of six directional signs as part of a “fest” program
08-12-10 Consider Requést from Business Owner to Allow Food Trucks in Peachtree City
Staff is requesting guidance from Council prior to researching & preparing ordinance

08-12-11 Consider Appoiniment of Board of Ethics Members for Ethics Complaint

Council/Staff Topics
Hot Topics Update

Executive Session

This agenda is subject to change at any time up o 24-hours prior to the scheduled meeting




Monthly Reports

Recreation
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“Monthly Reports
o - Facilities Bond
_CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY D

FUND 380 (FACILITIES AUTHORITY)
JULY 31, 2012

" Current Amended Previous To Date Encumbered
Budget . Budget Budget FY FY12 as of
Project 06/30/2012 Adjustments  07/31/2012 | Expenditures Expenditures = 07/31/2012
Fire Department
Station 81 Driveway & Parking Lot £0,000 - 50,000 - - -
Fire Department Parking Resurfacing 25,055 - 25,055 ' - (25,055) -
Station 82 Exterior Sealing 30,000 - 30,000 : - - -
Station 82 Roof Remodel - - - : - - -
Station 81 Exterior Resurfacing 40,000 - 40,000 - - -
Public Works -
BSC Building Improvements 12,000 ~  (12,000) - - - -
PW Breakroom & Restrooms - v - - - - -
ceremne NN E WG] Purnp. Canopy 60,000--.- 60,000 = {920
Bulk Oil Storage 50,000 - 50,000 - - -
Culture & Recreation . - .
Gathering Place Improvements ' 60,000 - 60,000 - (59,394) -
Recreation Admin. Building Upgrade 79918 - 79,918 - {4,918)
All Children's Playground - - - - - -
All City Pools Electrical Upgrade 5000 - 5,000 - - -
BMX Tower/Pavllion Upgrade 40,000 - 40,000 - ‘ {3,741) -
BSC Parking Lots - - - - - -
BSC Irrigation Pump 60,000 - 60,000 - (5,877) (56,136
Battery Way Boat Docks - - - - - -
Braelinn Field Upgrade 80,000 - 80,000 . (341) (13,651
Cast House Roof Repalr 50,000 - 50,000 - (10,114) -
City Tennis Court Upgrades 260,000 - 260,000 - - (226,270
Tennis Center Roof 208,662 - 208,662 - (33,762) {174,900
Amphitheater Improvemenis 100,000 - 100,000 - (23,646) (32,783
Mcintosh Sanitary Sewer 210,000 - 210,000 - (12,989) (14,489
Meade Field Electrical Upgrade 20,000 - 20,000 Co- - -
Recreation Administration Bldg. - - - - - -
Riley Field Sewer Upgrade 39,000 - 39,000 - v - (1,400
Kedron Large Pool Resurfacing 40,000 . - 40,000 - - -
Kedron Small Poo! Resurfacing 20,000 - 20,000 ) - - -
Kedron Bubble Replacement 666,699 - 666,699 {107,908} (559,597} -
Library Exterior Sealing 121,000 - 121,000 . - -
Library Building Repairs 56,586 - 56,596 (8,133) {48,463)
Library Roof Replacement 215,000 - 215,000 - - (3,773
PIP Contingency $ 425375 12,000 437375 | $ - 3 - $
+$:3,024:308% - i W $ (116,041) 3 (787,897) §  (599,682) :
GA Pubilic Library Grant 100,000
Interest Earnings (through July) 1779

Proceeds of $5,774,330 consisted of $5.4-7?,000 (bond par value) & $299,330 (premiumkdn bonds)
Costs associated with retiring debt consisted of the following:

Premium on Bond Redemption $18,532
2007 Brick & Mortar Principal (Note~  $1,853,215
2006 Lease Principal {Energy Perfot $725,773 |

2007 B&M Interest %5504
$2,603,024
Costs associated with issuance $159,001

Balance left for projects 3;012;305
. $5,774,330 -




August 2 Minutes

City Council of Peachtree City
~ Meeting Minutes
August 2, 2012
7:00 p.m.

The Mayor and City Council of the City of Peachtree City met in regular session on Thursday,
August 2, 2012. Mayor Haddix called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Other Council Members
in altendance: George Dienhart, Vanessa Fleisch, Eric Imker, and Kim Learnard.

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognlho

Mayor Haddix proclaimed September 3 — 7, 2012, as National Payroll Week in Peachtree City.
Wilma Parker and lrena Mill from the Atlanta Chapter of the American Payroll Association
accepted the proclamation. Police Chief H.C. “Skip" Clark and Corp. Chris Hyatt presented
Chelsea Tumer with a “Saved by the Belt" award. Turner was wearing her seatbelt when she
was in an accident on March 9 which kept her from being thrown from her car. The
commanders of American Legion Posts 50 and 105, Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 9949, and the
Clyde Thomason Detachment of the Marine Corps League recognized Becky Kimble for her
work with the local veterans groups during the City's Memorial Day observance and the Fourth
of July festivities. George Martin of the Peachtree City Running Club gave the City $6, 000 to
replace and maintain the drinking won‘er fountain at City Hall Plaza. o

Public Comment 4 , ,

Penny Hunter addressed Council concerning safety at the City's crosswalks, saying they needed
to be clearly marked, identified, and protected. She continued that it was important to protect
pedestrians, especially children, using the crosswalks. Hunter also asked Council to consider
putting a restroom at the Battery Way park, noting it was a health hazard. Many people used
the park, and the City should be a friendly community for people who used its parks.

Inge Guha-Biswas addressed Council concerning The Gathering Place, saying the money being
spent on upgrading the Recreation Administration building for senior activities would be better
spent upgrading the senior center. She asked Council to reconsider their decision. Guha-Biswas
said she was delighted to see the appreciation given that night to a City employee and would
like to see it given to other volunteers in the community.

Minutes

July 12, 2012, Workshop Minutes |

July 12, 2012, Regular Meeting Minutes

Learnard moved to approve the July 12, 2012, workshop minutes and the July 12 2012, regular
meeting minutes as written. Fleisch seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

Consent Agenda
1. Consider Letter Notifying Safebuilt of Termination of Agreement for 2013

2. Alcohol License ~ NEW - Walgreens, 100 S. Peachiree Parkway

3. Consider Police Department Mutual Aid Agreements - Fairburn, Newnan, Senoia, Tyrone,
Fayetteville, Fayette County, Coweta County

Haddix pointed out that the termination of the Safebuilt agreement was not fo get rid of

Safebuilt, but to open up the process for a new Request for Proposal (RFP).

Learnard moved to approve Consent Agenda ifems 1, 2, and 3. Fleisch seconded. Motion
carried unanimously.




City Council Meeting Minutes
Avugust 2, 2012
Page 2

Old Agenda ltems «
06-12-01 Discuss Request from Resident to Consider Seliing a Portion of Platted Greenbelt

Learnard said it was time for a clean slate. Some of the information Councyily had been given
had been incomrect and was later corrected. Learnard had met with both neighbors and
looked at both lots. She asked for Qouncil o be given all the information at this time.

Planning & Zoning Administrator David Rast gave a brief history of the situation. Ming Lu, the
homeowner, had requested that Council consider selling him a portion of the greenbelt to allow
him to make improvements to his home and yard. The Centennial subdivision had been platted
in seven or eight phases, and the property, 706 Bostonian Place (Lot 144), was in Phase B, which
was recorded on July 23, 2002. One of the subdivision's stormwater detention ponds was
located in the greenbelt area behind the property. In 2005, the developer asked the City fo
extend the length of Lot 143 (Lu’s neighbor) from 90 feet to 100 feet; the buillder was having
issues placing the house with a deck on the tract without extending info the rear building
setback. The request was rev:ewed and taken through the approval process, and the plat was
recorded with the additional property. When the current situation came about, staff realized
the plat for Lot 143 had been recorded in eror. The 10-foot swath of land added fo the
neighbor's property extended into fhe greenbelt that had been deeded to the City earlier.

Rast said the building permit for Lot 144 was approved in August 2005, and the Certificate of
Occupancy was issued in May 2006. He continued that Lu was not the original owner of the
home, and wanted to make some improvements to the house and the yard. Rast said Lu was
asking Council fo consider selling him approximately 420 square feet of the greenbelt.

Lu thanked Council for reconsidering his request, noting that his reasons for asking for the
additional property were the same as his neighbor's and that the timelines were also similar. He
asked Council to approve his requesf There was a steep drop-off in the backyard, making it
unusable. He understood his neighbor's replatting had been approved in error.

Imker asked Rast if selling the property would change the size of the detention pond. Rast said it
would not affect the capacity, adding that access to the detention pond for maintenance was
in another location. Imker asked if the neighbor had paid anything when the amendment was
made to his plat. Rast said he had not. Imker asked Lu if he was willing to pay for the additional
10 feet. Lu said he had been willing to, but he wanted to be treated fairly based on what had
happened with his neighbor. Imker asked how many lofs in the area were developed that were
under 100 feet in length. Rast said only the only lots platted with less than 100 feet were Lot 143
and the common property line with 144. The average of the other lots was 120 feet or more.
Imker recapped what had been scud noting Lu was asking for the same thing his neighbors had,
and he did not see why Council could not approve selling Lu the greenbelt area. Imker said this
appeared to be a unique situation, and he did not see approval as precedent-setting.

Dienhart noted Lu had said he would rather not pay for the extension, asking City Attorney Ted
Meeker for his opinion and whether it could be done. Meeker said there was process under
state law that had to be followed, and it usudlly involved getting a value for the property.
Dienhart said that, if Council approved moving forward, he needed to know Lu would be willing
to pay for the iand. '

Imker noted that the appraisal of ’rhe area might cost more than the land itself. Fleisch agreed.
Imker asked Lu if he was willing to poy for the appraisal and the land, saying it would probably
be hundreds of dollars rather than thousands. Rast said most of the lots were initially appraised
at $30,000 - $35,000, and the sale’ ‘could add 400 square feet to the lot. An oppronsol had not
been done, but that was his guess based on the initial information..




City Council Meeting Minutes
August 2, 2012
Page 3

Fleisch said the developer had made a mistake by not squaring off the lots. - However, Georgia
was a “buyer beware" state, and Lu had had plenty of time to get a survey done and ook at
the house prior to purchasing it.

Imker said the developer should have replatted both lots at the same time, and it should have
come before Council. Fleisch said, when builders had a lof that was less desirable, they usually
built a “spec house” on it with all the bells and whistles to compensate for the lot, which had
been the case with his lot. The original sale on Lu's lof closed before the sale of Lot 143, which

was a custom-built house. The neighbors and the developer had realized the footprint for the

custom home was oo big for the lot, and that was when the developer asked the City fo
extend the lot.

Fleisch continued that Lu’'s home had all the bells and whistles to compensate for the odd lof.
Most people would have passed on the house if they had not liked the backyard. She said
approving the sale of greenbelt would be precedent-setting. She referred to a similar situation in
Southem Shore, and Council had riot agreed to sell that homeowner any land. She continued
that many residents had bad backyards with steep drop-offs. It would be difficult to approve
replatting a lot or selling greenbelt to one homeowner and then deny another one. Fleisch said
she could not support selling greenbelt. Council could not mqke‘d bad decision for one person,

and it was not a good idea for the City. ' - \

Haddix agreed with Fleisch, saying many people had come before Council wanting to put in
swimming pools, basketball courts, or tennis courts. They all said their backyards were not big
enough, asking for variances to encroach into the building setbacks. Anyone could ask for
more land. It would set a precedent. Staiff errors did not set precedent. The City had been to
court in the past due to precedent set by Council. How Councils had voted on requests in the
past set law. In the past, Councll had required homeowners fo restore greenbelt they had
cleared and claimed as their yard.

Robert McQueston, Lu's neighbor at 708 Bostonian Trace (Lot 143), asked if Council would be
considering approval of the sale that night. Meeker said it would not be to approve the sale,
but to authorize staff to move forward with the process. There were certain state requirements
that had fo be met prior to bringing asale to Council. R '

McQueston asked what the purpose of a greenbelt was. Rast said approximately 30% of the
City was platted as greenbelt, and greenbelts provided naturail buffers between subdivisions to
protect green buffers and watersheds. Some of the areas were originally platted as greenbelt to
give more profection and prevent other developers from encroaching. There had been issues
of over-clearing within those areas platted as undisturbed buffers, which meant they were to be
left untouched. McQueston asked what would happen if the greenbelt were removed from an
area. Rast said the greenbelt was to protect the stormwater detention pond, which was the
area that cleaned the water befp;re it got to the wetlands area leading to Line Creek. The City
was responsible for maintenance of detention ponds in subdivisions, and in some areas, the
greenbelfs were used for access to the ponds, although not in this greenbelt. Rast said Lu's plan
included filing in the proposed area of sale to create a level play area for his children. Even
with that, the pond would sfilt maintain its capacity.

McQueston asked what criteria would be used to make a decision. Meeker said, from a legal
standpoint, it was up to Council’s discretion in unique situations. McQueston asked if it mattered
whether the reason for the request would determine whether the request was granted. Meeker
said the criteria were need-based, whether the property was serving a current purpose or there
was a hardship. EE e
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McQueston said he did not feel the information presented was accurate. The memo said Lu's
ot was the only one with a back line of 90 feet. Rast said Lofs 143 and 144 were the only lots
staff could find with a depth of 90 feet. McQueston said there was one side of Lu’s yard that
was 108 feet deep. He asked Rast why the lot on the opposite side of Lot 143 had not been
extended since its depth was not 100 feet. Dienhart agreed, asking what would stop that
property owner from also asking for an extension. Rast said the placement of the front of the
homes in the area were mostly along the setback from the edge of pavement. The way the
home on Lot 145 was angled gave room for the deck and a larger yard. He did not know what
would preclude them from asking for the same thing. Haddix said that, if Council approved the
sale of the greenbelt, Lu's yard would fall under all the normal ordinances. McQueston asked
whether the purpose of buying the area would be part of the decision. Haddix said it could play
a part in how it impacted each member's thinking. Haddix said he could not get past the
precedent it would set.

McQueston said he had not seen any decks that extended along the entire back of a house.
He was not sure about Lu's, but he could not see it from his yard. He thought Lu could rebuild his
deck and square it off so he would not have fo encroach into the greenbelt. McQueston said
Lu also wanted a larger area for his children to play, but one of the good things about
Centennial was the amount of greenspace and areas for children to play. He thanked Council
for their consideration. '

Imker asked whether Council was wiling fo get the property back that McQueston had
acquired without due process. Dienhart said Council could not correct past errors. Fleisch said
it would take forever fo correct every past mistake. The eror was made during construction.
Plating was not an exact science; Fleisch said, based on the dates, the spec home had sold
very QUICKly. ; ne gaies, Nis s IR

Imker did not think selling the greenbelt would be precedent-setting. ‘The neighbor's property
had been extended for the same reason. Council needed fo accommodate the request.
Haddix said any fime Council voted fo sell a piece of property it set a precedent. Imker said
precedent was set when the greenbelt was given to the neighbor. Haddix disagreed, saying
staff made an error and that was not precedent-setting.

Learnard asked what the legal precedent would be. Meeker said he was not aware of the City
seling greenbelt in the past. A staff error was a bit different than a Council decision. Council
did not have to sell property just because someone asked. It might not set a definitive
precedent, but it would open a small door. Any time Council granted something new, there

was always the possibility of setting a precedent.

Imker said it was the same way every time Council made a decision. Haddix said that was not
an accurate statement. It,qu,gn%é thing when Council made a decision based on law, Zoni'ng,
ordinances, and past precedents. When Council did something that set a new precedent, a
new door opened. : '

Mary Giles told Council that the greenbelts and green areas were in the top five things that
were important to the City. Once the City started selling it and setting different rules for different
parts of the City, there would be a slippery slope for the City. The sale would be precedent-
selling. She asked Council fo retain the greenbelt it had.

Imker said seven of the nine properties that bordered the greenbelt went into the drainage

easement or the greenbelt. They were talking about 400 square feet to allow Lu to improve his
property and increase ifs value. He was sfrUginng fo ﬁnd why that could not be
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accommodated. Council denied liequests all the time; he wanted to find a reason to help a
citizen.

Fleisch said Council was helping the City by not going down the “slippery slope.” The City had
34,000 residents and going down that road would be bad.

Fleisch asked Lu about his homeowners association (HOA) and whether they knew of his plans.
Lu said he had checked with the HOA and was fold by the HOA that they did not need to know
about the issue. He had received an e-mail from the HOA manager. Haddix said the property
would need to be replatted, or he would have two separate tracts. Lu read from his e-mail,
which indicated he would not need HOA approval to acquire additional land. Haddix told Lu
inclusion in the HOA membership was a standard deed restriction. The land in the greenbelt
would have to be platted separately, outside the HOA, unless the HOA went through a legal
process to include the property. Dienhart asked Lu if it mattered fo him if he had two separate
deeds. Lu said it did not. '

Fleisch said she had checked when the certificate of occupancy (CO) was issued for Lu’s
residence and found the CO was issued on May 26, 2005, and the home had sold on June 16,
2005, adding Lu was not the original buyer.  The builder's permit for his neighbor's house had
been pulled on August 16, 2005. Fleisch said, presumably, the neighbor wanted a custom home
with a larger footprint that would have encroached into the building setbacks. Lu said the
builder should have had sufficient fime to replat his lot if his neighbor's lot was done after his.
Fleisch said a lot could be replatted if additional property was purchased, but the homeowner
would have to purchase the property.

Lu said that was why he had approached Council, to buy the property. Lu read from an e-mail
he received from Haddix, which said, “the bottom line issue here is that the prior plat changes
were made before the greenbelt was dedicated to the City. Af that time, it was still developer-
owned property, not City property. No plat yet existed. The plat had not yet been finalized and
become part of the zoning.” Haddix poinfed out that e-mail had been written prior to staff
discovering the error, which changed that aspect, but not the key issue of setting precedent. Lu
said he had a final plat, and his neighbor had a final plat that had been changed. Lu asked
what the difference was. Haddix reiterated that staff made a mistake in approving the change
in the neighbor's plat. They should not have changed the plat without a Council vote. Council
had not voted on the issue. A precedent was set by Council vote. Staff errors did not have the
elected authority by state law to set precedent. The error could be corrected, but it would be
difficult, and it was another discussion that Haddix said Imker could bring the issue to Council if
he wanted to. S '

Lu said his neighbor's house was very close to his. His concern was if his neighbor's home caught
on fire, it could bring his home down. Lu said his neighbor had finished the basement without
proper permits, and he did not know if the work complied with the City's code. Haddix told Lu
he should bring those concerns to City staff so they could look into them. Dienhart said that was
a separate matter. .

Learnard said she would like for Lu to develop his backyard, but she could not get away from
the idea that people were responsible for what they bought. " "Haddix said he meant no
disrespect, but Council was charged to make the right decision for the City, and sometimes that
was uncomfortable. This was one of those times.

Fleisch moved to deny selling a portion of the platted greenbelt at 706 Bostonian Trace in
Centennial subdivision. Haddix seconded. Motion carried 4-0-1 (Imker).
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New Agenda ltems

08-12-01 Consider Amendment to Purchasing Ordinance

Financial Services Director Paul Salvatore said the ordinance had not been updated since 1999.
There had been a recent flurry of activity due to the Public Facilities Authority bond. Currently,
sealed bids were required for any purchases over $10,000, and three written qguotes were
required for items between $5,000 and $10,000. Staff would like to increase the limit from $10,000
to $25,000 on sealed bids and update the written quote requirement to $25,000.

Imker said it would be good to amend the ordinance, but in a precautionary manner. He knew
staff had checked with other municipadlities to see what they did. Imker wanted to ensure the
department heads still communicated with Purchasing to get all the potential bidders, and that -
they all received the requests for bids. Imker continued that Council needed to know the three
required bids were received and documented so the reasons for the decision made were
documented. There also needed to be documentation ensuring the bidders had the same
information. To ensure the process had been implemented properly, Imker asked for an
audit/review of the confracts that were let in six months. He wanted staff fo take the
responsibility, and he trusted, but wanted to verify. ' R

Dienhart said he understood the reason for increasing the limit, but he felt the oversight was
good now and saw no reason fo change the ordinance. ‘

Learnard asked what the reasons were for the ordinance change. Imker said it was paperwork.

Salvatore added that quoted items could also be turned around in a much shorter time. The

average number of bids put out ahnually was usually 10 - 14. This year, 20 bids had been put

out, which was probably an anomaly due to the Public Facilities Authority projects. Generally, it
took approximately one week to put bids of this size out.

Salvatore went over the formal sealed bid requirements of other Class B cities, nofing that
Peachtree City was ranked at the bottom along with Valdosta and Rome with a limit of $10,000.
The remaining cifies had limits of $15,000, $20,000, $25,000, $40,000, and $100,000. No quotes
were required for items under $2,500 in Smyrma. Douglasville required three quotes on all
purchases under the $100,000 limit.

Learnard said the City had a staff of seasoned professionals, and if the amendment would help
them do their jobs, then she supported it.

Dienhart asked what the City would save by increasing the limit. Salvatore said it would save
staff and vendor time. Dienhart said there truly was not more freedom if the same process was
used. Salvatore said it would expedite the process since staff would not have to wait for the
sealed bids to come back. A director or chief would be required to get three written quotes,
but the process would move smd_ﬁer projects along more quickly. Dienhart said Council was
charged with being a good steward of the taxpayers' money, and he did not feel he could
support the increase. :

Learnard said staff was spread véry thin, and $25,000 was reasonable. There would still be
standardized procedures and practices.

Fleisch noted the reality was that brojects were being delayed by the current process. She also
wanted a review in six months fo see how things were going. noting it would include items such
as electrical panels. Council wanted fo keep tabs on the projects as well. '
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Dienhart said the City had a good staff now, but they could not predict the future. In 10 years,
someone could abuse the process, and Council should minimize the exposure.

Learnard moved to approve the qmendmen’r to the purchasing ordinance regarding sealed
bids and written quotes. Fleisch seconded. Motion carried 4-1 (Dienhart).

08-12-02 Consider RFP for IT Support Services ;

salvatore clarified that the Request for Proposal (RFP) was for the company that would maintain
the infrastructure, noting there were two contfracts on the agenda. He also pointed out that
Council had approved the agreement for the technology infrastructure earlier. This project was
for the managed services piece that would maintain the new infrastructure moving forward.
Salvatore asked Council to approve the conifract with Presidio for m}qnoged' services for
$143,480 for the first year, and two one-year renewals at $130,680 each, for a total of $404,840.
He also asked Council to approve a contract with Southern Technology Inc. for $23,900 to assist
in the transition to the new hardware and managed services environment. He noted that John
Hulsey of Presidio and Horatio Cyrus of Southern Tech were in attendance and could answer any
questions. :

Learnard asked if the contract tied the City to three yeqfs. Salvatore said there was a 60-day
out clause. Meeker said the contract went year to year. City Manager Jim Pennington added
the staff wanted to make sure the C;ity was not locked in.

Salvatore confinued that Southemn Tech's contract had been reviewed and approved by the
City Attorney. They would oversee the VC3 hardware installation, ensuring it was done correctly
before the City signed off. Southern Tech would assist in_the fransition between VC3 and
Presidio. Salvatore said the agreement with Presidio would retain the two remaining Information
Technology (IT) employees. Southern Tech would also ensure there was a c;lgq‘r:; understanding

-

of what would be done by the in-house staff and what would be done by Presidio.

Imker asked if the Southern Tech co;n’rroc’r would be for this fiscal year. Sqlvo’rore said it would,

Pennington clarified that Southern Technology would be used fo ensure a smooth blend and
would check VC3 and Presidio as they moved in. A new element had been added that day

because VC3 was requiring a total sign-off by the City on everything they did. Pennington said
Southern Tech would help with ’rhc’g.

Imker moved to award Presidio the managed information technology services contract for
$404,480 and to approve the Southern Technology contract in the amount of $23,900 to assist
with the transition. Meeker said the Presidio agreement had just been received that day, and
he needed time to review and ;jm_odify it, asking Imker to add the condition of a revised
agreement. Imker added the condifion to his motion. Learnard seconded. Motion caried

Sranimously. : AT e e bt it veh e AT Ak A

There was a short break from 8:32 - 8:38 p.m.

08-12-03 Public Hearing - FY 2012-2013 Budget
" Public Information Officer/City Cle(k Betsy Tyler read the protocol for public hearings.

Salvatore pointed out there was a triple threat to future revenue streams — decreasing tax digest
values, depletion/discontinuation of Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) funds for
transportation infrastructure, and _the loss of Local Option Sales Tax {LOST) revenue due fo
population shifts, with arbitration on LOST pending.
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Salvatore continued that the assessed property values in the City had declined over 11% since
2009, with an equivalent market value decline of over $540 million. The model had projected a
0% decline for FY 2013, but the actual decline reported was 5.13%, or a dollar value of property
tax revenue of $635,839. ‘

Staff proposed a 0.372 “roll-up” of the Maintenance & Operation {(M&O) millage rate to offset
the tax revenue lost from the property digest value decline. The adoption of the rollback
millage rate was not advertised as a tax increase because it was revenue neutral. The annual
loss from not adopting the roliback millage rate would be ongoing ($635,839 each year going
forward). Last year's digest decline cost approximately $200,000 a year. ‘ '

Salvatore said the 2005 County SPLOST had generated approximately $2 million per year for
transportation infrastructure, and dny remaining funds would be completed depleted by the
end of FY 2013. The regional TSPLOST vote on July 31 had failed. Staff now proposed a General
Obligation bond referendum for City voters in FY 2014 that would cover five years of paving
needs.

Staff had predicted a significant decline in LOST for many years due to the projected population
shiffs. The model currently projected a decline in the City's share of 1.45%, or approximately
$300,000. The matter was now going to arbitration, and the actual loss might exceed the
projected amount. Salvatore poinfed out that any loss had an ongoing impact on the model.

The expense challenges included the continuing demand for upkeep and maintenance of City
facilities and other infrosTru,cTure“‘q;nd the continuing need for technology upgrades for both
hardware and software. A pay study had not been conducted in over 10 years. Salvatore said
the future expense increqses projected in the five-year financial model were nominal at 1.5%.

Staff continued to look at ways to reorganize and/or economize on service delivery methods.
Salvatore said if revenues continued to suffer and there was no desire for millage rate increases,
there would need to be further adjustments to the way services were delivered and/or the levels
of services provided. Clear direction from the citizens and Council was needed on the
outcomes expected from the City budget process going forward. - -

The proposed budget now included a 2% cost-of-living adjustment (COLA) for employees,

totaling $262,169. The improvements to Police operations included a new full-time evidence

custodian and two new part-time court bailiffs to free up swomn officers to be available for
patrol, one additional motorcycle patrol unif, new records management software, and
improved surveillance and fingerprinting systems. City-wide technology infrastructure
improvements included Phase Il of the technology replacement project and an upgrade of the
city-wide wireless and phone systems. The emphasis on facility maintenance and infrastructure
included six new part-fime maintenance technicians, ongoing facility improvement projects,
and improved capital equipment for Public Works.

Salvatore looked at the FY 2013 uses of funds, noting that the $28,948,190 budget included
$7,235,586 (25%) for Police, $6,816,954 (23.6%) for Fire/EMS, $3,608,284 (12.5%) for Public Works,
$902,310 {3.1%) for Buildings and Grounds, $2,538.861 (8.8%) for Recreation and Special Events,
$1,000,041 {3.5%) for the Library, $1,176,763 (4.1%) for Administrative Services, $1,131,288 (3.9%)
for Financial Services/IT, $2,640,990 (9.1%) for Debt Service, $624,737 (2.2%) for Non-Divisional and
Transfers, $219.849 (0.8%) for Planning and Zoning, $348.524 ( 1.2%) for Stormwater (City bill),
$318,848 (1.1%) for Building Inspection, and $385,156 (1.3%) for Executive Services. The City taxes
on a property valued at $243,000 would be $656.62.
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Salvatore looked at the five-year financial projections, which included 0.2 mill increases in 2014,
2015, and 2016, adding that staff would continue to look for ways to reduce the fund balance
and do away with the future millage increases. o :

Haddix opened the public hearing.

Joe Bowler referred to the proposed 2% COLA, saying he had just retired from Clayton State
University, and he had not had a raise in four to five years. He suggested the alternative of a
one-time bonus to minimize the cost to the City, as the payroll was around $15 million. He
added that 2% of that was approximately $300,000. o

Kim Westwood suggested adding a new stream of income, referring fo agenda item 06-12-01,
the request from a citizen to purchase a portion of a platted greenbell. She said that land was
of value to that one person, and the City should let them pay for the right of using it.

The public hearing closed.

Imker asked what the schedule would be to finalize the budget. Salvatore said Council usually
gave some final instructions based .on the public hearing. The millage rate would be set at the
special called meeting on August 9. Normally, staff came to Council with the budget resolution
at this time, but Salvatore recommended another workshop be held to discuss what Council
wanted in the final budget. Policy decisions were needed regarding service levels. Staff had set
the service level at what was perceived the cifizens wanted. ‘

Haddix asked when the information was needed to get the budget resolution ready for Council
consideration. Salvatore said a V\{prksh_op could be held in conjunction with the millage rate
meeting on August 9, or another workshop to hash everything out. Haddix asked if that would
work with the legal requirements_for posting the meeting. Salvatore said the milage rate
hearing had to be advertised two weeks prior to the meeting. Council could go ahead and
approve the millage rate on August 9, and they could continue to work on the budget. If the
numbers on the revenue side were a given, then they could work on the expense side. Haddix
asked if there was any objection to having a workshop on August 9.

imker said he wanted to meet with each director and chief prior to the workshop. The goal for
the was to provide the County with the millage rate on time, but the City's requirement for
budget approval was September 30, which meant it needed fo be complete by the second
meeting in September. Imker asked if there were any more required budget hearings that had
to be held. Salvatore said no. Imker said now it was up to Council to develop the budget and
approve it by September 30. He asked the directors and chiefs to consider more reductions in
their depariment budgets. He said every dollar not spent would help reduce or efiminate future
millage rate increase projections. He wanted to discuss cuts with the directors that would not
impact services too much. S o

Haddix said he did not see many more cuts to be made, and that the department heads had
said all they were going fo say. Dienhart said he supported Imker asking more questions, adding
he had questions he also wanted fo ask. Imker said there were items he had not noticed earlier
that he wanted fo point out one more fime. Some of the items in the budget were guesses. He
suggested August 21 for the workshop. R ‘

Fleisch asked for an update on the LOST negotiations. Meeker said they had gone to mediation
last month, and it had not lasted very long. The 60-day mediation period would end the next
day or Monday, meaning the municipalities had 30 days to file the arbitration. He did not know
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when a court decision would be made. Fleisch said that was part of the issue this year, as well
as the vote on the regional TSPLOST, which had been tumned down by the voters on July 31.

Imker said the proposed FY 2014 referendum had been added by staff depending on the

TSPLOST vote. The citizens did not want it, but the City still had maintenance needs for roads

and paths. There would be a new, County Commission in 2013 that would have to decide on
funding for its roads. He suspected the County might consider a proposal for the citizens to vote
on. The City should see what the County was going fo do before beginning work on the
referendum process.

Pennington said his budget message had clearly indicated staff had tried fo fake the needs of
all of the Council Members qn]d; blend them with the operational expectations of the
community. There could and would be changes. Once the budget was adopted, it was staff's
responsibility to administer it. The 2% COLA was very important. The City's major asset was its
employees. They were assets, not liabilities. He said Salvatore would need a week fo get the
budget resolution together after Council provided their final budget input. The time frame for
the budget was now between the middie of August to the middie of September.

Council consensus was to hold a dege’r workshop on Tuesday, August 21, at 6:30 p.m.

No vote was required.

This item is on the August 16 agend‘ddr‘iaﬂv;éé left on this agenda in error.

08-12-05 Consider Bid - Fagade Recoating/Restoration

City Engineer Dave Borkowski addiessed Council, recommending that the bid be awarded o
Holbrook Waterproofing Company of Georgia for an amount not to exceed $165,000 to
restore/recoat the exterior walls of the Library, Leach Fire Station 81, and Neely Fire Station 82, as
well as some other maintenance work.

The bid process had requested base bids for the exterior walls and alternate bids to include
painting the existing metal structure for the covered walkway around the Library and other
projects at the fire stations. Two bids were submitted, ranging from $173,000 to $222,000. Staff
recommended Council only approve the base bid work, with additional items 1, 3, 5, 6,7, 8, and
10. Additional items 9 and 11 would be completed by the Fire Department as self-help projects,
which resulted in a reduction in the bid cost of approximately $8,000. ’

Borkowski continued that the new total cost was $155,293, with the rest of the recommended
$165,000 funding set aside as contingency for the project. The budgeted amount had been
$191,000. Staff requested the funds come from the Facilities Authority bond.

Learnard moved to approve the bid from Holbrook Woterproning Company of Georgia for an
amount not to exceed $165,000. Fleisch seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

Pennington thanked the Fire Depariment for the work they would be doing, noting several
departments had been working fogether on projects recently.

08-12-06 Consider Ordinance Amendment - Parking on Stevens Entry, Prime Point, and
Petrol Point ; : e Sl bttt 8 ) ,

Chief Clark scid revisions were needed regarding parking around Mcintosh High School.

Sometime in 2000, the school had created 160 - 180 parking spots for golf carts. In 2008 — 2009,
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staff worked with the Board of Education to reconfigure the parking lot, and 200 parking spots
were available. Clark showed photos of Prime Point and Stevens Entry, poinfing out it was
difficult to get around to the businesses in the area because of the cars and golf carts parking
on the streets around the school.  The businesses were affected because it was difficult for
drivers to see when leaving the businesses due fo the parking along the curb. The school had
created additional golf cart parking near the football field for this year, possibly for another 200
carts. The school had also changed the permit parking from assigned spaces to first-come, first-
served. Freshmen and sophomores would also be able to get a parking permit mid-year. With
the changes made by the school, the carts and cars should be able to park on the school
grounds. All the businesses had been contacted, and they were either in complete support or
they were not against the idea of eliminating parking on the roadways, with the exception of
one business that would be oddress;gsd later,

Borkowski said staff had looked at the curb cuts on the three roads and evaluated the sight
distance, finding the majority of the roads needed to be open due to the number of curb cuts.
Street parking worked in only a few places around 300 Prime Point. There was still a desire for
street parking at Ashley Glen, the “assisted living facility. Borkowski said there was an area of
approximately 94 feet where on-street parking would work for the facility if one enfrance were
designated as “in” only. Staff recommended making no parking at any time on all three sireets,
but parking could be accommodated in some areas if there was an overwhelming desire.

Fleisch asked if the vehicles parked in the street had been counted. Sergeant Brad Williams said
Mike Satterfield of the Board of Education had counted anywhere from 200 to 215.

Clark said that, from the school’s 'perspecﬁve, it was better o have the vehicles on campus
where they were easier to regulate than having students enter through the back gate near the
football field where there was no sidewalk. There had been occasional break-ins in the street

parking area. Ashley Glen had said they were willing to make the changes to their facility at

their own expense. Mimi's Restaurant had also had an issue with froffic in and out, but the

restaurant had relocated and the parking should be fine for the expanded doctor’s office that

remained.

Public Information Officer/City Clerk Betsy Tyler said language could be added to the proposed
ordinance for Ashley Glen. Learndrd said she wanted to move ahead with the ordinance with
the understanding staff would continue to work with Ashley Glen. Clark said staff would
continue to work with them. Haddix asked if it would be better to blend Ashley Glen into the
motion. Clark said they had indicated they were going to make the modifications, but staff
wanted to make sure they would be able to have the on-street parking issue resolved before the
start of school. Meeker sugges'red!_}leoving any language out for Ashley Glen if it was not ready,
noting there were things that had to be done by Ashley Glen. The ordinance could be
amended later.

Learnard moved to adopt the attached ordinance to prohibit parking on both sides of Prime
Point, Stevens Entry north of SR 54, and Petrol Point north of SR 54. Fleisch seconded. Motion
carried unanimously ﬁ

Council/staff Topics

Hot Topics

Pennington referred to Ryan Chapman, the Boy Scout who addressed Council at the July 12
meeting, saying Chapman had béen confacted twice since the meeting regarding his online
complaint about the poor condition of the golf cart path in his neighborhood. Pennington said
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the path was scheduled for paving in the next day or two. The communication problem had
been resolved.

Pennington reported that work on f,’rhe easement from Camden Apartments for the golf cart
path had slipped through the cracks due to workload, but it was now moving forward.

Pennington said the communications between Mclintosh High School Principal Lisa Fine and the
Police Department were going very well. '

The site plan for the RaceTrac gas station on SR 54 West was under review. The Planning
Commission had asked RaceTrac for a start date. Staff hoped to have a consfruction schedule
by the next meeting. The plans were available on the City website. ' '

Initial discussions had been held on the Southemn Pines Plantation annexation request, but no
other documents had been submitted. There were issues that had fo be worked through

regarding the sewer and golf cart ~onnections with Southern Pines, the Somerby development,

and Meade Field. Staff hoped to héve a workshop on the issue in the near future.
Pennington said Fayette County Development Authority President/CEQO Matt Forshee would
report to Council on the partnership/employee at the August 16 meeting.

Pennington referred to an e—rn'qilk[_egerding the June lacrosse tournament. It was a very detailed
issue, and staff was putting everything in writing. Cost and revenue projections had been done
1o see the effect the tournament had on the City, and it had been posifive. N ‘

Five projects would be getting ready for construction over the next few months. Staff was
looking at potential impact fees. There would be more on the horizon.

North Peachiree Parkway paving would be done toward the end of the summer. Wisdom Road
had been completed, and Kelly Drive had been permafixed. Stormwater work was going on in
several neighborhoods.

Salvatore gave an update on VCS‘S implementation of the new computer equipment, which
had been ordered. The virtualization infrastructure was the real meat of the work, with hree

large servers. Work would then start on migrating the information from the current servers to the =

new ones. Test groups would be set up to ensure everything worked as it should. Most of the
equipment should be in and the first group moved over fo the thin clients by the end of August.
The Phase 1 activities should wrap up around the middle of September, which was when the
City would sign off on the work and Presidio would take over the management and working with
City staff on maintenance. The Phése 2 funds would be available October 1.

There being no further business ’rc}j discuss, Learnard moved ,’r‘o,_,‘c“ldjourn the meeting. Fleisch
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 9:49 p.m.

Pamela Dufresne, Deputy City Clerff( ‘ Don Haddix, Mayor
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City Council of Peachtree City
~ REVISED AGENDA
August 16, 2012
7:00 p.m.

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Recognize ONE Peachtree City Children’s Bookmark Contest Winners

Presentation to DARE Program by Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City
Recognize Graduates of Fire D‘:eparim‘enfRecruit Class

Recognize the Fire Explorer Post for Participation at lllinois Fire College
Recognize Ron Mundy - Supervisor of the Quarter

Report from Fayette County Development Authority - Matt Forshee

Public Comment
Agenda Changes

Minutes
August 2, 2012, Regular Meeting Minutes
August 9, 2012, Special Called Meeting Minutes

Monthly Reports

Consent Agenda ,
1. Consider Alcohol License - NEW - My House Restaurant, 2775 Hwy 54 West
2. Consider Budget Amendments - FY 2012

Old Agenda Items

New Agenda ltems ;

08-12-07 Public Hearing - Consider Variance to Rear Setback - 305 Harcourt Place
Applicant desires to replace patio with deck that would extend 10 feet into building setback
08-12-08 Public Hearing - Consider Variance — 240 Masters Drive South ,
Applicant desires to cover & screen in existing deck, which currently extends into the rear building
setback ,

08-12-09  Consider Wayfinding Sign Program

Staff request to proceed with design & installation of six directional signs as part of a “test” program
08-12-10 Consider Request from Business Owner to Allow Food Trucks in Peachiree City
Staff is requesting guidance from Council prior o researching & preparing ordinance

08-12-11 Consider Appointment of Board of Ethics Members for Ethics Complaint

Council/Staff Topics
Hot Topics Update

Executive Session

This agenda is subject to chqnge at any time up to 24-hours prior to the scheduled meeting




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

Mayor & Council Members

City Manager @
Public Information Officer/City Clerk M/

August 15,2012

SUBJECT: Select Board of Ethics

August 16, 2012, City Council Meeting

An Fthics Complaint was filed with the City Clerk’s Office on Monday, August 13, 2012, by Mr.

Steve Thaxton against Mayor Haddix. The City’s Ethics Ordinance requires that the board of

ethics to serve on a complaint be selected within 15 days after receipt of a complaint.

The Ethics Ordinance further states:

Sec. 62-73. - Enforcement and administration (c)(2)(c)

1Y)

2)

During a public meeting of the mayor and council the city clerk shall place nine
names of the pool members in a receptacle. The chairman of the board shall be pre-
selected by the pool at its annual meeting. The city clerk will then draw six names
from the nine in the receptacle. The first four pool members selected, plus the
chairman, shall constitute the board for consideration of the matter at hand. The last

two names selected shall be alternates in the event that some of the chosen members N

cannot serve.

The city clerk shall notify the selected members of their appointment by telephone the
following day and shall ask if there is any reason the member feels they cannot or
should not (due to a conflict of interest) serve on the board concerning the particular
complaint.

The chairman selected by a majority of the pool of candidates is Mr. Mike LaTella. The names
of the remaining pool members will be prepared for the drawing at the meeting on August 16.




