
City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda

August 16, 2007

7: 00 p.m.

I. Call to Order

II. Pledge of Allegiance

III. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Remind Attendees to Turn Off Cell Phones

IV. Public Comment

V. Minutes

July 30, 2007, Special Called Meeting Minutes- a. m.

July 30, 2007, Special Called Meeting Minutes-p. m.

August 2, 2007, Regular Meeting Minutes

August 6, 2007, Special Called Meeting Minutes

VI. Consent Agenda
1. Alcohol License - Change in Licensee & License Representative - Rite-aid

11778, # 11779, and # 11780
2. Consider FY 2008 Official Intent Resolution
3. Consider Appointments to the Planning Commission - Martin Mullin, Theo Scott,

Lynda Wojcik (Alternate)

VII. Old Agenda Items

07- 07-08 Public Hearing - Consider Increase in Mayor and Council Salaries

VIII. New Agenda Items

08- 07- 01 Public Hearing - Consider Rezoning - Stephens Tract (21. 120 acres),

GI to GC

08- 07- 02 Public Hearing - Consider Rezoning - Haynes Tract, ER to R-43
08- 07-03 Consider Local Government Lighting Project Agreement for

Multi-use Tunnels at the SR 74 Sports Complex and Rockaway Road
08-07-04 Consider Approval of Peachtree City Tourism Association FY 2008 Budget
08-07- 05 Consider Master Lease Agreement - Draw #5, 2007 Police Vehicles
08- 07-06 Consider Lease Agreement for Police Department

IX. Council/ Staff Topics
Planning Commission Update
Update on City' s 50th Anniversary Celebration

X. 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
Minutes of Special Called Meeting

July 30, 2007

8: 30 a.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a special called meeting on Monday, July 30,

2007, in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at

8: 30 a. m. Other Council Members present were: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, and

Cyndi Plunkett. Judi Rutherford was out of town.

The purpose of the special called meeting was to conduct a public hearing to discuss the

millage rate for 2007.

Finance Director Paul Salvatore said the proposed millage rate for the 2007 tax year was

5. 533 mills, the same as last year' s rate. The millage rate for 2007 was now broken out

into two components - maintenance & operation (M&O), 4.985 mills; and bond, 0.548

mills. ( A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in the official meeting file.)

Salvatore continued that the 2007 tax digest had increased by approximately $ 79 million,

or 4.49% over 2006. This increase would generate approximately $ 439, 999 in additional

tax revenue. Sixty percent of the digest increase was due to new growth, and 40% was

due to reassessments of existing property. The increase in the tax revenue that came from

reassessments ( approximately $ 175, 000) was considered a tax increase, although the

combined millage rate would remain the same.

Salvatore showed a comparison of the City' s tax rate to the Fayette County school tax

22.146 mills), Fayette County incorporated tax ( 5.432 mills), and the state tax ( 0. 250

mills). The total tax would be 33.361 mills, which was a 0.264 mill decrease over the

2006 rate of 33. 625 mills. Salvatore said the decrease in the overall tax bill would be

approximately $21 for a property valued at $ 200, 000.

Boone asked if the County' s rollback was due to the EMS tax district. Salvatore said it

was one of the factors, and he would have more information at the next public hearing.

No one from the public spoke for or against the proposed millage rate.

There being no further business to discuss, Kourajian moved to adjourn the meeting.
Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8: 36 a.m.

Betsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Special Called Meeting

July 30, 2007

6: 30 p. m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a special called meeting on Monday, July 30,

2007, in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at

6: 30 p.m. Other Council Members present were: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, and

Cyndi Plunkett. Judi Rutherford was out oftown.

The purpose of the special called meeting was to conduct a public hearing to discuss the

millage rate for 2007.

Finance Director Paul Salvatore said the proposed millage rate for the 2007 tax year was

5. 533 mills, the same as last year' s rate. The millage rate for 2007 was now broken out

into two components - maintenance & operation ( M& O), 4. 985 mills; and bond, 0. 548

mills. ( A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in the official meeting file.)

Salvatore continued that the 2007 tax digest had increased by approximately $ 79 million,

or 4.49% over 2006. This increase would generate approximately $ 439, 999 in additional
tax revenue. Sixty percent of the digest increase was due to new growth, and 40% was

due to reassessments of existing property. The increase in the tax revenue that came from

reassessments ( approximately $ 175, 000) was considered a tax increase, although the
combined millage rate would remain the same.

Salvatore showed a comparison of the City' s tax rate to the Fayette County school tax

22.146 mills), Fayette County incorporated tax ( 5.432 mills), and the state tax ( 0. 250

mills). The total tax would be 33.361 mills, which was a 0.264 mill decrease over the
2006 rate of 33. 625 mills. Salvatore said the decrease in the overall tax bill would be

approximately $21 for a property valued at $ 200, 000.

Tim Lydell said he was glad that the bonds would be broken out separately on the tax

bill. He asked how, if the bond referendum for The Gathering Place and the Baseball

Soccer Complex was approved in November, the interest would be paid for FY 2007-

2008. Salvatore said the accrued interest on the bond would offset the interest payment
that would be due before the end of the fiscal year. The remainder would be taken from

the cash reserve. Lydell said it was good to use any additional reserve funds. He

continued that he and the Mayor had discussed zero-based budgeting for the City. The

City' s biggest expense was people. He said Council had to look at staffing, develop more

of a strategic plan, and look at adding new staff in more detail. He said he, and other

members of the public, would be willing to help do that. Boone said he was also

concerned about that, and that staff would be looking at the matter. He felt a good budget
was in place.

Lydell said he was not opposed to higher taxes, but the City should do what it had money
to do. He suggested that there be funds set aside to better advertise the budget hearings
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and millage rate hearings. He continued that other vehicles to publicize the hearings
might be needed. He did not believe that people just did not care. Boone agreed and said
he would like to see the chairs filled. Plunkett added that five people of the 85, 000 in

Fayette County attended the County' s budget and millage rate hearings. Logsdon noted
that there were funds in the FY 2008 budget to mail the City newsletter every month. He

hoped that mailing the information would provide a better chance for residents to look to

keep up with what was happening. Kourajian pointed out that, even when the newsletter
had been mailed out before, no one attended the budget and millage hearings.

There being no further business to discuss, Boone moved to adjourn the meeting.
Kourajian seconded. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 6: 51

p.m.

Betsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting

August 2, 2007

7: 00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, August 2, 2007, in the City Hall Council
Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at 7: 03 p.m. Other Council Members

present: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, and Cyndi Plunkett.

Announcements. Awards. Special Recol!nitions

Mayor Logsdon read a proclamation of appreciation for Danen Clarke, who lost his life, Brett Boot,
and Brock Gardner, who received the Boy Scouts of America' s Honor Medal with Crossed Palms
for their efforts to save a friend. The proclamation was accepted by their parents. The parents
presented the City with a copy of the Congressional Record from the day the young men' s names

were read for receiving the honor. Mayor Logsdon, Captain Stan Pye, and Major Mike Dupree
recognized the graduates of the Citizens Police Academy.

Election and Oath of Office for Mavor Pro- tem

Boone nominated Kourajian for the office of mayor pro- tem. Logsdon seconded the nomination.
The motion carried unanimously. Logsdon administered the oath of office.

Public Comment

There was no public comment.

Minutes

Kourajian moved to approve the June 14, 2007, budget workshop minutes; the July 12, 2007,

workshop minutes; and the July 19, 2007, regular meeting minutes as written. Boone seconded.
The motion carried unanimously.

Monthlv Reports

Logsdon asked if Peachtree City 101 was on the calendar. Acting Administrative Services
Director/ City Clerk Betsy Tyler said the first class would be held on September 25, and was

included on the calendar. Logsdon explained that Peachtree City 101 was a leadership program
about the City' s government. The program would have five sessions.

Consent Al!enda

1. Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Pizza Hut
2. Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Moe' s Southwest Grill
3. Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Kroger # 422
4. Consider Budget Adjustment

Boone moved to approve Consent Agenda items 1- 4. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried

unanimously.

Old Al!erida Items

07- 07- 08 Public Hearing - Increase in Mayor and Council Salaries

Logsdon noted that this agenda item was primarily for public comment. There would not be a vote

at this meeting.

Plunkett said she had received some e- mails with questions, including one from Lynda Wojcik, who
asked if police officers had the same cost ofliving increase, whether their salaries would have kept
up. Plunkett said she asked Finance Director Paul Salvatore, who reported that the beginning salary
for a police officer in 1985 had been $ 13, 314. Salvatore had applied the CPI inflation index factor
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and determined that the 1985 figure in 2006 dollars would be $ 24,912. Plunkett continued that an

uncertified police officer hired today was paid an average of$30, 942.

Plunkett said that another resident asked why the Council needed a pay increase for three one- hour
meetings a month. She had asked the executive assistant to find the total number of hours for
Council meetings held between June 15 and July 15, which included the budget workshops. The
total for public meetings was 28. 75 hours. During that time period, Plunkett also received and
responded to 175 e-mails and a number of phone calls, for which she had not kept records. She
continued that there were also five days of training out of the City. According to the Georgia
Municipal Association ( GMA), the average salary for council members in the state ( cities of all
sizes) was $ 12, 363. 68 for council members and $ 19, 203.37 for mayors.

Tom O' Toole, Juan Matute, Richard Spain, and Dan Skelly spoke during the public hearing. Their
comments included:

The comments generally favored a salary increase.

It was a matter of public service. Perhaps there were employee benefits, such as

retirement plans or insurance, that could be extended to Council rather than a straight
salary increase.

It was obvious that serving on Council took a lot of time, but there needed to be a good
explanation to the residents and employees regarding compensation in other cities.

There was concern as to what hope an increase in Council' s salary offered to public
safety employees.
The Mayor and Council and public safety salaries should be at the top of the mark.

The increase should not be extended out to 2012, but should have a two- tiered phase- in.

There were questions on whether public comment would be accepted at other meetings.

There was also discussion on the required procedure for the pay increase. City Attorney Ted
Meeker went over the timeline and the required legal notice publication. The vote would be taken
at the August 16 Council meeting following a second public hearing.

Kourajian said an increase would not affect him, except in the taxes he paid. He had looked over

Plunkett's research. He supported an increase, but not immediately. He would like to see a certain

percentage increase in the 2010 budget, with the remainder in the 2012 budget. It should be voted
in for the next Council, not anyone currently serving. It would not be much of a hit as far as the

budget, but would still be a 100% increase.

Logsdon said he was not prepared to take a position yet. He continued that state law looked at the
matter exhaustively, including the time period during which it could be done, which took out a lot
of concerns.

New Al!enda Items

07- 07- 01 Adopt FY 2008 Budget Resolution

Salvatore said there had been several workshops, and the required public hearings had been held. It
was time to adopt the budget resolution. The supporting documents for the resolution were the
same as presented at the public hearings. There had been no changes as a result of the public
hearings.
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Kourajian moved to adopt the FY 2008 budget resolution and confirm the supporting budget
summaries. Plunkett seconded.

Boone said he wanted to make it perfectly clear that the City was not increasing the millage rate.

The budget was very aggressive with public safety and had included new public safety personnel,
full- time and part-time, and increased pay for beginning police officers through the rank of

corporal, which cost money. The Police Department was currently short seven officers. The
increase in starting pay would, hopefully, stabilize attrition. Also, an additional person would be
added to the Finance Department due to new audit requirements. He challenged Salvatore and City
Manager Bernard McMullen to monitor the budget closely and keep it in line with what was

programmed. Boone said staff had done a fine job in developing the budget, especially with the

input and guidance from Council.

The motion carried unanimously.

08- 07- 02 Presentation from Peninsula Subdivision Homeowners Concerning Traffic and

Golf Cart Paths

Anthony DiNota spoke on behalf of many residents in the Peninsula and Stoneybrook subdivisions,
and other subdivisions along Peachtree Parkway North, regarding Safe Travel on Peachtree

Parkway ( STapp) for automobiles and golf carts. ( A copy of his PowerPoint presentation is
included in the official meeting file.) He said the objective was to restore the quality oflife that was

desired by moving to the City, by ensuring safe driving, walking, and cart path availability for our

children. The goals and objectives included improving vehicle flow entering and exiting the

PeninsulalStoneybrook subdivisions, improving cart crossings and cart access for homeowners,

reducing vehicle speed on the Parkway, and presenting problems and solutions. He said there
should be a comprehensive look at the northern portion of the Parkway from SR 54 to SR 74.

DiNota continued there was a high volume of vehicles using the Parkway, and speed was a serious
concern. The topography led to the increased speed. It was a cut through to avoid the SR 74/ SR 54
intersection. The increase in traffic was getting critical with the expansion of the Kedron Village
commercial area. The cart crossings were not keeping up with current traffic and were a significant
safety risk. Law enforcement was an effective tactical solution when the Police Department was

able to patrol the area. The subdivision residents could not exit their subdivisions safely based on

the traffic flow and speed.

DiNota looked at the conditions that led to the current situation, including the fact that the north end
of the Parkway was designed for a much smaller population, commercial development, the original
assumptions were no longer valid, the population around the City' s perimeter had grown, more than
10, 000 golf carts used the paths, and 15- year olds did not make the best choices. Safety must be

designed into the process.

The recommendations for vehicle traffic included a four-way stop, which would have the lowest
financial impact, but resulted in the highest traffic queuing; a traffic light, which was expensive, yet
highly effective, but deteriorated the residential feel of the area; and roundabouts, which were

reasonably priced, maintained the natural look, reduced queuing, and fit in the existing space.
DiNota added that roundabouts also did not slow EMS vehicles when well designed and could

provide an effective, attractive and high quality solution by adding textured pavement, split
medians, and landscaping.
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DiNota suggested that the next steps include adding the PeninsulalStoneybrook vehicle issue to the
traffic study group analyzing problems on the Parkway; investigating permit/approvals for an

additional path bridge at Lake Kedron ( wooden, at an estimated cost of $91, 000); budgeting
resources for new cart paths along both sides of the Parkway to eliminate the need for most of the

crossings; exploring federal/state financial grants, including the Georgia Safe Routes to Schools
100, 000 to $ 500, 000); agreement on the issues; and developing a timeline for corrective action.

DiNota said the Safe Routes to Schools program was designed to get kids out of cars and targeted
areas within two miles of a school. DiNota added that they wanted to be part of the discussion and
understood any solution would be long-term.

Logsdon told DiNota that the issues were real, and he realized the residents were not " crying wolf."
He had also suggested building a bridge for carts on the east side of the road. Staff needed to get
involved to see what could be accomplished.

Plunkett asked if the City had the necessary right-of-way to four- lane the road. McMullen said the

City had the right-of-way. Plunkett said the City then had the right- of-way needed to put in a path
on the east side. She asked the cost. McMullen said it was approximately $ 75 per linear foot.

Kourajian asked that staff come back with an accurate answer.

Boone asked if the same permitting required for the other current projects would be required to

build another bridge over the lake. City Engineer Dave Borkowski there would be several issues

involving a bridge, including buffer and wetlands permits. He added that City standards required a

steel bridge as opposed to a wooden one, and the cost estimate would be more in the $ 300, 000

range. He said he would meet with the homeowners, so both parties would be educated on what
was needed.

Logsdon directed staff to get with the homeowners and come up with some options. Plunkett asked
McMullen if he had a timeline. McMullen said they could get the initial report to Council in two

months. Council asked for the report at the first meeting in October.

08- 07- 03 Discussion on Establishing a Franchise Agreement for Trash Service

Tyler noted that Council last looked at the possibility in January 2006. The issue had been hotly
discussed, and Council did not pursue a franchise. At that time, the Preferred Provider had
cancelled the agreement with the City because of the limit on price increases. With a franchise, the
trucks on the roads would belong to one company. The wear and tear on the City' s road would
decrease, as would the cost of the road repairs. Staff was asked to look into the issue again due to

changes in the services offered by some of the local providers.

Tyler went over the results of the citizen survey ( a copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included
in the official meeting file), which was advertised in newspapers, on the web site, and through the e-

mail subscriber list. The survey was also available online, and hard copies were available to anyone
who came to City Hall. A total of 82 surveys were submitted.

Tyler continued that the questions on the survey included whether or not the City should look at

contracting with a single company for lower fees and increased services. The answers were Yes,
62. 20%; No, 31.71 %, and Don't Know, 6. 10%. The survey also asked which current provider was

used and the satisfaction level. Forty- two Allied Waste customers responded to the survey, 70% of
them favored a single contract, and approximately 50% rated Allied Waste' s service fair or poor.
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Tyler added that many Allied Waste customers called City Hall with complaints, and their

neighbors also called when Allied Waste was late for a pickup. Allsouth Robertson customers sent

17 responses, 53% of those favored a single contract, and all rated the service as excellent or good.
CLM had 12 customers respond, 50% favoring a single contract, and all rating the service as

excellent or good. Three Peach State customers responded, 67% favoring a single contract, and all

rating the service as excellent or good. Peach State served a limited area.

Tyler continued that the survey also compared the possible change in services ifthe costs decreased.

Approximately 68% desired weekly service, and approximately 85% had weekly service.

Approximately 5% desired weekly service with two cans and currently had weekly with two cans.

Approximately 5% had twice weekly service, and approximately 23% desired it. Currently,

approximately 2% had back door service and 4% desired it. Thirteen percent currently recycled,
and nearly 37% desired it. Approximately 5% had yard debris pickup, and 39% desired it.

Currently, approximately 6% had bulky items picked up, and 28% desired the service.

The current rates and services offered included Allied Waste, $ 45. 60 per quarter for weekly pickup,
24 for yard debris, and they were not accepting new recycling customers. Tyler added that, since

she had collected the information, Allied Waste had stopped picking up yard debris. Allsouth

Robertson services were $ 42. 63 quarterly for weekly pickup and $ 60.63 quarterly for twice weekly.
CLM services were $ 36. 00 quarterly for weekly service, free recycling, and $ 4 per bag for yard
debris. Peach State had a limited service area and charged $ 46. 50 and $ 49. 50 quarterly for weekly

pickup.

Tyler said that staff would move forward if directed by Council.

Plunkett noted that she had received an e-mail from a Bob Adams community resident with private

streets that already had an agreement in place for the subdivision. She asked how those situations

would be addressed by a franchise. Tyler said those issues could be addressed in the Request for

Proposal ( RFP). She did not have an answer, but there were other neighborhoods with private

streets that expressed similar concerns.

Kourajian said he believed strongly in the capital market system, but prices kept going up. There

were also a lot of trucks leaking fluids and losing trash going in and out of the neighborhoods. He

was interested in getting more information to see if a franchise would make sense.

Logsdon asked what the next step was. McMullen said staff would prepare the bid documents for

Council' s review. The documents would include how private streets, existing contracts, and other

issues would be addressed, as well as liquidated damages for poor performance. There would also

be information on the criteria used in making the decision to award the bid. McMullen said staff

would not recommend any bid that was significantly higher than what people were already paying.

Logsdon said a franchise had to be a good deal for the citizens and the City. McMullen said that

Council could always deny the franchise.

Boone asked how long a franchise contract would be. Meeker said the standard agreement was

year- to- year with an automatic renewal. Tyler noted that the preferred provider agreements

automatically renewed for a total of three years as long as the City was satisfied. Logsdon said this

would be a sole source contract.
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Plunkett asked if a citizen would be able to opt out or did 100% of the residents have to use the
service. McMullen said everyone would have to be with the provider. If residents wanted to opt
out, then the City would be in the same situation as today. Kourajian noted some residents might
want to take their own trash to the County landfill. Plunkett said people needed to know they could
not opt out under the criteria that would be set up. McMullen agreed with Kourajian that people
would have the option to take their own trash to Fayette County. Plunkett said she would only
consider a franchise that showed a significant savings. Kourajian said that was important, but
Council also had to consider the traffic and safety issues. With one provider, the City would know
which company was dripping hydraulic fluid. McMullen said another big problem was trash on the

highways. A lot of it came from the garbage trucks, and a franchise would help in that situation
since there would be only one company providing the service.

Logsdon said staff should proceed with the bid certification information and bring it back to

Council.

Dan Skelly asked for the rates to be shown again. He asked for clarification on whether the costs

were monthly or quarterly. Tyler noted that the rates were quarterly, and she had gotten the rates a

few weeks prior to the meeting. A resident said that AllSouth now charged $ 90 for twice weekly
service. Kourajian asked how many residents had twice a week pickup. A representative from
AllSouth said they had very few. Tyler noted that less than 5% of those who responded to the

survey had twice weekly service.

08- 07- 04 Consider Ordinance Amendment - County Board of Health Rules

Tyler noted that the ordinance assigned certain powers to the Fayette County Board of Health for
enforcement, and the City had received a request asking for ordinance amendments that removed a

section addressing nursing homes, which was now handled by the state, and added a section on

septic systems.

Kourajian moved to adopt the ordinance amendments regarding the rules and regulations of the

County Board of Health. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

08- 07- 05 Consider Approval of Land Lease Agreement with Fayette County
Kourajian asked Meeker if the agreement was acceptable to him. Meeker said it was. The

agreement renewed the lease ofland adjacent to the Fayette County Animal Shelter for five years to

allow for removal of the septic drain field.

Kourajian moved to approve the renewal of the intergovernmental agreement for the Animal Shelter
land lease and authorize the Mayor to sign it. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

08- 07- 06 Consider Agreement with Fayette County for 2007 Election
Boone moved to approve the agreement with Fayette County for the 2007 election and authorize the
Mayor to sign. Kourajian seconded.

Kourajian asked if the cost was always $50,000. McMullen said the budget line was for the election
and the run-off. Kourajian asked what the cost would be if it was just for an election with no run-

off. McMullen said the cost would be approximately half. Kourajian asked how much it would be
the City elections were held during the General election. Plunkett asked if it cost the City more to
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have the Presidential election. Tyler noted the County ran those elections. She added that state law

required municipal elections be held in odd-numbered years.

Plunkett asked if the amount was reasonable. Tyler said there was not a significant increase

compared to the cost when the City conducted the municipal elections. The cost included access to

the required voting equipment, and the County had the annual experience. The City was paying the
hard costs of an election.

The motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics
McMullen noted that the final public hearing and adoption of the millage rate was scheduled on

Monday, August 6, at 7: 30 a. m. Applications for the vacant Council seat would be taken from

August 6- 10.

Plunkett asked if there was any progress on the CSX cart bridge on SR 54. Borkowski said the

right-of-way plans had been submitted to the DOT. Comments on the construction plans had been
returned, so the City was able to proceed with the right-of-way plans. It was moving forward, but
the delays were a good example of what often happened with grant projects.

Boone asked for an update on Huddleston Pond. Borkowski said the process was rounding the
corner. The City had received the green light on the Corps of Engineers' permit and was waiting on

the permit. A legal notice for the wetlands variance for the 25- foot buffer requirement would have
to run for 30 days. The construction bids were due August 28, and the bid award should be on the

September 6 agenda. During the time the legal notice ran, the City would be getting comments that
would have to be addressed to the satisfaction of the Environmental Protection Division. All
comments should be in by September 21, and staff would have one week to answer them. They
hoped to receive the variance from the EPD on October 12. The target to start construction was

October. It would be a three- month project, and the dirt-moving needed to be done before January
when the wet season started.

Kourajian moved to convene in executive session for threatened or pending litigation and personnel.
Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Kourajian moved to reconvene in regular session. Plunkett seconded. The motion carried

unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, Logsdon moved to adjourn. Kourajian seconded. The
motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 9: 22 p.m.

Betsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Special Called Meeting

August 6, 2007

7: 30 a.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a special called meeting on Monday, August 6,
2007, in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at

7: 30 a.m. Other Council Members present were: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, and

Cyndi Plunkett.

The purpose of the special called meeting was to conduct a public hearing to discuss the

millage rates for 2007 and to consider adoption of the 2007 millage rates.

Public Hearing - Millage Rates for 2007

Finance Director Paul Salvatore briefly went over numbers that supported the proposed
millage rate. ( A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in the official meeting
file.)

Boone asked if the Fayette County millage rate had increased. Salvatore said there had

only been a millage increase for all County residents except Peachtree City due to the
establishment of the EMS special tax district, but the City' s portion of the County' s

millage rate had rolled back. He continued that, if any component of the millage rate

went up, then it was considered a tax increase. Salvatore added that the bond portion of
the tax rate had also gone from 0 mills to 0. 5 mills, which was the reason a tax increase
had been advertised. City Manager Bernard McMullen noted that, technically, the City' s

tax rate was also increasing due to the reassessments.

Boone asked if the lower amount for reassessments was due to the down turn in the real
estate market. Salvatore said he had called the tax assessor to ask about that. The City
had been averaging a $ 70 million increase in the tax digest due to reassessments, but this

year the increase had only been $ 30 million. He said it was probably a function of the
market. Boone said that would have an impact on future revenue. McMullen said that
the model for next year would be a bigger challenge. The City would either have to raise
the millage rate or cut expenses. Hopefully, there would be an increase in other revenue.

Logsdon estimated that approximately 25% of the revenue was from property taxes.

McMullen said it was closer to 35% and accounted for $ 10 million of the $ 28 million

budget. Logsdon said his objective this year was to get the Point of Sale legislation
passed, which should increase the sales tax revenue next year. McMullen said the ad
valorem tax was 36% of the budget, Local Option Sales Tax ( LOST) was 27%, other
taxes were 12%, and franchise fees were 8%.

Boone said the saving grace for next year would be turning dirt on the West Village.
McMullen said the thing that would hurt the City next year was that the Westside
annexation would not get to the Department of Justice in time to be included in the tax

digest for 2009. The deadline was November 1, 2007. Plunkett asked if the City could
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counter sue the citizen suing the City for loss of income. McMullen said the delay would
cost the City over $ 100, 000.

The public hearing opened. There were no members of the public present. The public
hearing closed.

Consider Adoption of the 2007 Millage Rates

Kourajian moved to consider adoption of the 2007 millage rates - M& O ( Maintenance &

Operation) of 4.985 mills, bond rate of 0. 548 mills, with 0.2 mills of the M& O millage
rate dedicated to the Development Authority of Peachtree City, and to authorize the

Mayor to sign the certification. Plunkett seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, Kourajian moved to adjourn the meeting.
Boone seconded. The motion carried 3- 1 ( Plunkett). The meeting adjourned at 7:45 a.m.

Harold K. Logsdon, MayorBetsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM: Acting City Clerk

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA:

DATE: August 8, 2007

SUBJECT:Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Eckerd # 2026

Rite Aid #11778)

August 16, 2007, Regular Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends Council consider the attached application for a change in the

licensee, license representative, and store name.

Discussion:

Eckerd Drugs # 2026, 2228 Highway 54 East, has submitted an application for a

change in the alcoholic beverage license. As you may know, Rite Aid has

purchased the Eckerd Corporation. The store is owned by the Eckerd Corporation,
but the name is changing to Rite Aid # 11778. Mr. Michael Podgurski has

requested he be appointed as the Licensee. Mr. Michael W. Morgan has requested
he be appointed as the License Representative. He will attend the meeting on

Thursday, August 16th, to answer any questions you may have.

Budg:etarv Impact:

There is no impact to the budget due to the change in alcohol license.

BT:pd

Attachments
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161 WlUowbend Road
Pllohlree CIty, ~ 30269
Phone: n0-487. 7867
Fax: 770.e31- 2605
WII'W.peeohtreHlly. org

State of Georgia

City ofPeachtree City:

I, James V. Murray, Chief ofPolice for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Michael Podgurski
Name

1125 W Powderhorn Road Mechanicsburg PA 17070

Address

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

ofnolo 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 ofthe

application for this license.
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161 W1IJowbend Road

Peechtree CIty, ~ 30269

Phone: 770-487. 7667

FlIlC 770.631- 2605

peeohtree-clty.org

State of Georgia

City ofPeachtree City:

I, James V. Murray, Chief ofPolice for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Michael Wayne Morgan
Name

1519 Crestwood Drive Griffin. GA 30223

Address

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.

dj- ' 7r .;;;l(JO 7
Date

r;'."J At.m. ~.~
Witn ss



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA: City Manag

FROM:. Acting City Clerk

DATE: August 8, 2007

SUBJECT:Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Eckerd # 3458

Rite Aid #11779)

August 16, 2007, Regular Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends Council consider the attached application for a change in the

licensee, license representative, and store name.

Discussion:

Eckerd Drugs # 3458, 101 City Circle, has submitted an application for a change in

the alcoholic beverage license. As you may know, Rite Aid has purchased the

Eckerd Corporation. The store is owned by the Eckerd Corporation, but the name

is changing to Rite Aid # 11780. Mr. Michael Podgurski has requested he be

appointed as the Licensee. Ms. Donna Elaine Groover has requested she be

appointed as the License Representative. She will attend the meeting on Thursday,
August 16th, to answer any questions you may have.

Budeetarv Impact:

There is no impact to the budget due to the change in a1cohollicense.

BT:pd

Attachments
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State of Georgia

City ofPeachtree City:

I, James V. Murray, Chief of Police for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Michael Podgurski
Name

1125 W Powderhorn Road Mechanicsburg PA 17070

Address

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.
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State of Georgia

City ofPeachtree City:

I, James V. Murray, Chief ofPolice for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Donna Elaine Groover

Name

45 Vinevards Drive Newnan, GA 30265

Address

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.
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

VIA: City Manager

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Acting City Clerk

DATE: August 8, 2007

SUBJECT: Alcohol License - Change in License Representative - Eckerd #6743

Rite Aid #11780)

August 16, 2007, Regular Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends Council consider the attached application for a change in the

licensee, license representative, and store name.

Discussion:

Eckerd Drugs # 6743, 1232 South Highway 74, has submitted an application for a

change in the alcoholic beverage license. As you may know, Rite Aid has

purchased the Eckerd Corporation. The store is owned by the Eckerd Corporation,
but the name is changing to Rite Aid # 11780. Mr. Michael Podgurski has

requested he be appointed as the Licensee. Ms. Melody Barnhart has requested she

be appointed as the License Representative. She will attend the meeting on

Thursday, August 16th, to answer any questions you may have.

Budl!etarv Impact:

There is no impact to the budget due to the change in alcohol license.

BT: pd

Attachments
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CIty Hall
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State of Georgia

City ofPeachtree City:

1, James V. Murray, ChiefofPolice for the City ofPeachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Michael Podgurski
Name

1125 W Powderhorn Road Mechanicsburg PA 17070

Address

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.
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State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

1, James V. Murray, Chief of Police for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Melody Bamhart

Name

30 Vallevbrook Drive Newnan. GA 30265

Address

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 ofthe

application for this license.
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA:

DATE:

Bernard J. McMullen, City Mana

Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Services Dire or t:Janet I. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director
U

August 9, 2007

FROM:

SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2008 Official Intent Resolution

Reimbursement Resolution)

August 16, 2007 Council Consent Agenda

Recommendation:

As a housekeeping item, that City Council adopt the attached Official Intent Resolution

Reimbursement Resolution) that allows the City to seek reimbursement through the

financing process ( lease/ purchase) for budgeted expenditures made prior to the actual

financing arrangements.

Discussion:

Following the adoption of the annual budget, the City prepares an Official Intent

Resolution for Council adoption in order to include in future financing any moneys paid
directly or indirectly by the General Fund. This resolution, in an amount not to exceed

1, 050, 000, covers those lease/ purchase items approved in the 2008 budget that are

expected to be financed in two or three separate draws against the Master Lease

Agreement beginning in fiscal year 2008. These separate financing arrangements
draws) will be brought back to City Council for final approval during subsequent fiscal

years.

Budaet ImDact:

There is no specific budget impact in approving this resolution. Budget has already
been approved as part of the 2008 budget adoption to cover the debt service payments
for these projects when the actual financing occurs.

Council/ August 16, 2007/ jic



OFFICIAL INTENT RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City ( the " City") expects to obtain
Lease/ Purchasing financing ( the " Obligations") through the Peachtree City
Governmental Finance Corporation, Inc., in a principal amount not to exceed $ 1, 050, 000
in fiscal year 2008 to finance the costs of acquiring and/ or installing a fire engine, police
vehicles, and simulated firearms training equipment ( collectively the " Project"); and

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

expenditures; and

WHEREAS, Treasury Regulation Section 1. 150- 2 requires the City to declare its

intent to use proceeds of the Obligations to reimburse its General Fund or moneys used
to pay expenditures related to the Project;

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

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

1. The City declares its intent to use proceeds of the Obligations to reimburse its

General Fund for moneys used to pay expenditures related to the Project.

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

DULY ADOPTED THIS day of 2007.

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

SEAL) By:
Harold K. Logsdon
Mayor

Attest:

Ann E. Tyler
Acting City Clerk



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM: City Mana

TO:

DATE:

SUBJECT: CONSIDER APPOINTMENTS OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS
Consent Agenda, Angust 16, 2007

The Selection Committee, composed of Mayor Harold Logsdon, Council Member Steve
Boone, Planning Commission Member Patrick Staples, and myself, considered five applicants
for the vacancy on the Planning Commission.

It is the recommendation of the Committee that Martin Mullin and Theo Scott be re-appointed
to terms that would begin on 10/ 1/07 and expire on 9/30/ 10. We further recommend that

Lynda Wojcik be appointed to serve as an alternate from 10/ 1/07 through 9/ 30110 to fill any
vacancy that may occur when an unexpired term has less than 12 months remaining.

Copies of their applications are attached for your review.

BJM: nv

Attachments
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PLANNING COMMISSION l. U i JUL 1 9 2007 i 1..:J
APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT I
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PEACHTREE CITl'
CiTY H/:i. L

Thank you for your interest in being considered for appointment to the ' lannmg commission.

Applicants must be a legal resident of the State of Georgia and have been a resident ofPeachtree

City for at least six months prior to the date an application is submitted. Elected officials of any

governmental jurisdiction in the County and City employees are not eligible for appointment.

The Planning Commission is comprised of five members appointed to three-year terms.

Meetings are held on the second and fourth Monday of each month at 7:00 p. m. Members are

required to attend a minimum of eighty percent ( 80%) of all meetings. Applicants are

encouraged to attend as many Commission meetings as possible in an effort to become

familiar with the responsibilities of the Commission. Appointees will also be required to

attend various Planning Commission Training classes and meetings prior to the begimling of

their term. The Commission is responsible for assisting in the administration of the City Zoning
Ordinance and Land Development Ordinance and for reviewing site plans and landscape plans
for commercial and industrial development.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and answer the questions on the reverse

side of this form and return it with a resume, if available, to Nikki Vrana, Peachtree City Hall,

151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5: 00 p.m., on Friday, July 27, 2007. The

City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

If you have any questions, please call 487- 7657.

Information provided on this form is subject to disclosure as a public record under Georgia
Open Records Law.

Evening)

t1a("~,", }
I\,,\h^

D'5' ~ un)r\. c.O:It"'-T-

c~tree. c.~"hf. b A ,? oU,q

770' ~ 7- 85'Te

77tr~ ~ '? 76B

r.i1'A . 3101 ~ 884(,

NAME

ADDRESS

TELEPHONE ( Day Time)

Fax No:)

Email:) I"YlIAt. 11 arGI1; tec."'" e "~I/S. v+ h . ' 1e: r

C ' rJ1.Jl.Slg e

7/ 1~
a e



How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?

5 ,€ ar&1

Why are you interested in serving on the Planning Commission?
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What qu~ ifications and experience do you possess that would benefit the Planning Commission?
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position. _ 
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Do you have any past experience relating to City planning? If so, describe.
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Have you attended any Planning Commission meetings in the past year and, if so, how many?
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Are you willing to take continuing education classes?
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Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and you serving on

the Planning Commission?
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PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTME

O~ @~ QW~

m
JUN 1 3 2007 i!J

Thank you for your interest in being considered for appointment to e PlanniJf&WiWniWion.
Applicants must be a legal resident of the State of Georgia and have been a res! en 0

City for at least six months prior to the date an application is submitted. Elected officials of any
governmental jurisdiction in the County and City employees are not eligible for appointment.

The Planning Commission is comprised of five members appointed to three- year terms.

Meetings are held on the second and fourth Monday of each month at 7: 00 p.m. Members are

required to attend a minimum of eighty percent (80%) of all meetings. Applicants are

encouraged to attend as many Commission meetings as possible in an effort to hecome
familiar with the responsibilities of the Commission. Appointees will also be required to

attend various.Planning Commission.Training. classesandrneetings prim: to.-the beginning-of._.
their term. The Commission is responsible for assisting in the administration of the City Zoning
Ordinance and Land Development Ordinance and for reviewing site plans and landscape plans
for commercial and industrial development.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and answer the questions on the reverse

side ofthis form and return it with a resume, ifavailable, to Nikki Vrana, Peachtree City Hall,
151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5: 00 p.m., on Friday, July 27, 2007. The

City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

Ifyou have any questions, please call 487-7657.

Information provided on thisform is subject to disclosure as apublic record under Georgia
Open Records Law.
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How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?
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Why are you interested in serving on the Planning Commission?
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Do you have any past experience relating to City planning? If so, describe.
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Have you attended any Planning Commission meetings in the past year and, if so, how many?
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PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT

Thank you for your interest in being considered for appointment to the Planning Commission.

Applicants must be a legal resident of the State of Georgia and have been a resident of Peachtree

City for at least six months prior to the date an application is submitted. Elected officials of any

governmental jurisdiction in the County and City employees are not eligible for appointment.

The Planning Cornmission is comprised of five members appointed to three-year terms.

Meetings are held on the second and fourth Monday of each month at 7: 00 p.m. Members are

required to attend a minimum of eighty percent ( 80%) of all meetings. Applicants are

encouraged to attend as many Commission meetings as possible in an effort to become

familiar with the responsibilities of the Commission. Appointees will also be required to

attend various Planning Commission Training classes and meetings prior to the beginning of

their term. The Commission is responsible for assisting in the administration of the City Zoning
Ordinance and Land Development Ordinance and for reviewing site plans and landscape plans
for commercial and industrial development.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and answer the questions on the reverse

side of this form and return it with a resume, if available, to Nikki Vrana, Peachtree City Hall,

151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5: 00 p.m., on Friday, July 27, 2007. The

City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

Ifyou have any questions, please call 487-7657.

Information provided on this form is subject to disclosure as a public record under Georgia
Open Records Law.

NAME Lynda Wojcik

ADDRESS 412 Taberon Road

Peachtree City, GA

ml~ 
@ ~ 0 w ~! Inl

uU~~
PEACHTREE CITY

CITY HM.L

TELEPHONE ( Day Time) _ 7704868741_

Evening) _ 7704868741

Fax No:) 770 486 8367

Emllil:) _ Wojcik@bellsouth. net

pf-;r~- -
dA/~..A:

Ignature h tJ/ Zoo/

Date
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How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?
10 years

Why are you interested in serving on the Planning Commission?

I care about Peachtree City and would like the opportunity to serve. Though I currently do have

full time employment, my personal responsibilities are minimal so I can devote the needed time

to this endeavor.

What qualifications and experience do you possess that would benefit the Planning Commission?

I do not have directly related experience. However, I have lived in five different states, nine

different cities and have traveled on behalf of my employers to numerous other locals. I know

the good of what I see elsewhere and some pitfalls. I understand that most business decisions

require a willingness to work together to achieve the best possible scenario and that compromise
is usually needed.

List major jobs you have held during your working career to include name of company and

position.
National Account Manager
Simon & Schuster

NY, NY ( since 1985)

Do you have any past experience relating to City planning? If so, describe.

No

Have you attended any Planning Commission meetings in the past year and, if so, how many?

Yes. .. approximately 10- 12

Are you willing to take continuing education classes?

Yes

Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and you serving on

the Planning Commission?

No

Describe your current community involvement.

Mostly church related (Christ Our Shepherd Lutheran), and have adopted Kedron Drive in the

city' s litter initiative.



LYNDA DIANE WOJCIK

412 Taberon Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269 770- 486- 8741

PLANNING COMMISIONER

Resourceful, results- driven sales management professional with solid 30

year background in sales, management, strategic business development
and customer service. Self starter/ negotiator with knack for

identifying untapped sources of potential new business and designing
effective marketing strategies to capture business and expand market

share. Computer literate with excellent verbal and written

communication skills.

National Account Manager
1984- present

Simon & Schuster

New York, NY

Originally hired as consultant and then recruited for District Sales

Management position by Regional Manager for Simon & Schuster, the

oldest mass market publishing company and one of the largest publishing
companies in North America. In 1996 promoted to National Account

Manager with primary responsibility for The News Group. Solely
responsible for The News Group Eastern and Central Divisions to expand
sales, marketshare, settle disputes, monitor products through
wholesale/ retail network, and assist account to meet expansion goals.
Point person to The News Group Corporate Headquarters, responsible for

all national presentations, coordinating national programs, updating
national business reviews. Liaison between various News Group
divisions, Simon & Schuster representatives and Simon & Schuster home

office.

Over career have continuously increased and retained marketshare on

all product lines with accounts. Overall marketshare increase has

averaged approximately 5% with individual line increases of up to 50%

in some areas.

Over tenure, 95+% of accounts exceeded their individual goals every

year. Successfully averted traditional down- year cycle.
Continuous record of cost effective management. Effectively

operated within travel and expenses ( T& E) when budget with was reduced

by 20% while territory expanded 30%.

Recognized for ability to build profitable long- term customer

relationships by monitoring their needs and quickly resolving problems.

MERCHANDISING REPRESENTATIVE

1985

Warner Lambert

Morris Plains, NJ

Hired by Divisional Manager for newly created part- time sales

representative position for Warner Lambert, a Fortune 500

pharmaceutical company. Responsible for increasing retail awareness of

companies products, creating secondary product displays and servicing
accounts.

Increased retail marketshare 40% in territory within six

months.

Greatly increased demand at retail level by negotiating for

floor displays that highlighted products and kept them moving
through the pipeline system. High volume sales and customer
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awareness/ interest in products led to expansion of regularly
allotted space.

VICE PRESIDENT

1983- 1985

Book Fairs of Florida, Inc.

Miami, FL

With managing partner, created new book jobber company, Book Fairs of

Florida, Inc., which held semi- annual book fairs at local elementary
and secondary schools. Primary responsibilities were purchasing, and

financial management. Worked with partner in catalog creation,

advertising, marketing and sales. Sold interest to partner after

second year.

During first year, company achieved sales of $ 80, 000 and

profits of approximately $ 30, 000.

CITY SALES REPRESENTATIVE

1979- 1983

Dell Distributing, Inc.

New York, NY

Recruited by District Sales Manager for Dell Distributing, one of the

oldest and largest book publishing companies, to assume sales

representative position. Acted as liaison between home office, local

wholesaler, jobbers, retailers and chain offices. Responsible for

distribution and display of product lines in retail outlets.

Increased product presence with major area jobber 30% that

significantly increased sales.

Developed highly successful strategy to promote specialty line

product. Researched and identified potential market with history
of being hard to penetrate. Developed a reverse marketing
strategy which delighted the previously unapproachable buyer.
Gained entry to high visibility outlet and ensuing sales came to

represent 25% for the total area.

AGENCY CONTROL MANAGER

1977- 1979

Globe Communications, Inc.

Boca Raton, FL

Hired by Globe Communications, the second largest tabloid publisher in

the nation, to manage a staff of five, soliciting new accounts and

upgrading old accounts. Regulated the flow of periodical product lines

through wholesaler to assure proper distribution to accounts.

Successfully launched a major new product line which very

quickly became the industry standard replacing a competitor' s

product.
Developed solid working relationships with wholesaler and

chain buyers, which gave Globe a competitive edge in marketing
product lines. Continually able to negotiate with retail chains

for better and expanded product treatment.

Initiated an innovative solution to prOblematic ordering
system. Devised system, which much improved response time to re-

order situations which in- turn significantly increased sales.

Education:

B.L.S. Barry University
Miami, FL

o



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

Mayor & Council Members
I J;J

CityManag~~

August 10, 2~'~ lI'
1'

DATE:

SUBJECT: Public Hearing - Increase in Mayor and Council Salaries

August 16, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council hold a final Public Hearing for input on raises in the Mayor and City Council

annual salaries, determine the amount and timing of any increases, and adopt the attached

ordinance amendment reflecting the decision.

Discussion:

At the August 16 meeting, Council held the first of two Public Hearings on this issue. The legal
advertising requirements have been met for Council to consider salary increases up to $ 18, 000

per year for the Mayor' s salary, which is currently $9, 000 per year, and up to $ 12, 000 per year
for the City Council salaries, which are currently $6,000 per year.

Budl!et Impact:

This item will increase the Mayor and Council budget by a maximum of $33, 000 per year,

depending on the final increase adopted.



ORDINANCE #

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTED PURSUANT TO THE MUNICIPAL HOME RULE
ACT OF 1965 ( Ga. L. 1965, p. 298, ~3) SO AS TO AMEND SECTION 2- 23,

SALARIES; REIMBURSEMENTS, OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE
CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY TO PROVIDE FOR THE SALARIES OF THE
MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS; TO PROVIDE FOR AN EFFECTIVE
DATE; TO REPEAL CONFLICTING ORDINANCES; AND FOR OTHER

PURPOSES

BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of

Peachtree City, Georgia, and by the authority thereof:

Section I. That Chapter 2, Administration, of the Code of Ordinances of the

City of Peachtree City, Georgia, as amended, is hereby further amended pursuant to the

Municipal Home Rule Act of 1965 ( Ga. L, 1965, p. 298 et. seg.) by deleting Section 2-

23, Salaries; reimbursements and by adding a new Section 2- 23 to said Chapter to read as

follows:

Section 2- 23. Salaries: reimbursements: expenses."

a) The Mayor shall receive ..J
paid to the Mayor in 12 equal monthly installments.

federal, state, and local taxes.

aJ111ually, ", hicl1 shall ~e..... . (~~ i~~;~9;~oooo;::"]
This compensation is subject to all

b) The council members shall receive >.$ aJ111ually,u .. (

il;;i;;t;;d: $6.000.00...)

which shall be paid to each council member in 12 equal monthly installments. This

compensation is subject to all federal, state and local taxes.

c) The Mayor and council members are entitled to reimbursement for all

expenses incurred in the exercise of their responsibilities on behalf of the city. The

Mayor and council members shall follow the procedures established by the city for all

city employees for reimbursements.

d) As part of the budget process. Citv Staff shall conduct a review lmd
comparison of Mavor and Council Salaries with other Georgia municipalities of similar
size every four years. beginning in 20 I o.

Section 2: This ordinance shall become effective January 1, 20_.



Section 3: Should any phrase, clause, or section of this ordinance be deemed

unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such determination shall not affect

the remaining provisions of this ordinance, which provisions shall remain in full force

and effect.

Section 4: All ordinances or resolutions, or parts thereof, which conflict with

the provisions of this ordinance are, to the extent of such conflict, hereby repealed.

DONE, RATIFIED and PASSED, by the City Council of the City of Peachtree

City, Georgia on the 16th day of August, 2007, in regular session assembled.

ATTEST:

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Betsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk

REVIEWED:

Theodore P. Meeker, III, City Attorney
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Proposed Rezoning
Stephens Tract ( 21.12 acres), SR 7 th .:-\.~

City Planner/ Zoning Administrator \)\ tI~
August 8, 2007

Situation:

Mrs. Cathryn Redwine Stephens owns two tracts of land on SR 74 South across from the
Wilshire Pavilion retail center. Rockaway Road bisects the combined 123. 871- acre parcel,
which is zoned GI General Industrial and designated as SFM single- family medium density on

the city' s Land Use Map. The overall property contains approximately 45.45 acres of

developable property and 78.42 acres of floodplain.

As a part of Phase 2 of the SR 74 South road-widening project, the Georgia Department of

Transportation ( GDOT) plans to realign Rockaway Road from its current intersection with SR 74

to the existing traffic signal at Holly Grove Road. This realignment has been a part of the city' s

Thoroughfare Plan for many years and was included in the recent update to the city' s

Transportation Plan. It is our understanding GDOT has not yet acquired right-of-way for the

Rockaway Road realignment.

Columbia Properties has 21.12- acres of the Stephens tract under contract and is requesting that

this portion of the property be rezoned from GI General Industrial to GC General Commercial.

The purpose of the rezoning would be to create several outparcels adjacent to SR 74 and develop
them with a variety of retail and commercial uses.

The subject tract has approximately 1, 585 feet of frontage along SR 74 and ranges in depth from
385 to 711 feet, which is similar in size to the Wilshire Pavilion retail development across SR 74.

Because the right-of-way for Rockaway Road has not yet been acquired, the Applicant has

provided two schematic site plans for the property - one with and one without the right-of-way
for the Rockaway Road realignment. Should Rockaway Road be constructed as planned, the

developable portion ofthe site would be reduced to 16. 96 acres. However, the Applicant desires
to rezone the entire 2l. l2- acres to accommodate a retail and commercial development.

Because the property is not currently zoned for this type of development, the Applicant is

requesting that it be rezoned to an appropriate classification. A copy of the Request for Rezoning
application is included as Attachment " A".

Facts:

1. The property known to us as the Stephens tract is 123. 871 acres in area and is currently
zoned GI General Industrial. The property owner, Mrs. Cathryn Redwine Stephens, has
owned the property for many years.



Stephens Tract (21.12 acres)

August 8, 2007

Page 2

2. The Stephens tract adjoins the floodplain associated with Flat Creek to the north (zoned

GI General Industrial), a similar floodplain in Coweta County to the west ( zoned AG

Agricultural), and the city' s recycling center and Meade Field complex to the south ( both

of which are zoned OS Open Space).

3. The city' s Land Use Plan designates the Stephens tract as SFM single- family medium

density.

4. The Applicant has 21. 12 acres of the overall property under contract and desires to rezone

the property to accommodate retail and commercial use.

5. GDOT has included the realignment of Rockaway Road in their construction plans for the

SR 74 South road-widening project. However, GDOT has not acquired the right- of-way

to accommodate this realignment.

6. The Applicant has provided two schematic site plans for the proposed development

identifying internal circulation and potential building layouts. One plan ( Attachment

A") shows the new right-of-way and realigned Rockaway Road and the other plan
Attachment "B") assumes Rockaway Road would not be realigned at this time.

7. The Applicant is requesting that the 21.l2-acre tract be rezoned to GC General

Commercial ( Attachment " D") to accommodate a retail and commercial development,
which would include no more than eight ( 8) outparcels. The zoning of the remaining
102. 75 acres would remain GI General Industrial.

8. The proposed development would have no more than three ( 3) curb cuts on SR 74, one of

which would be the existing SR 74/ Holly Grove Road intersection. The other cuts would

include one right-in! right-out and one full access drive across from the existing full-

access drive into the Wilshire Pavilion development.

9. At their meeting on June 23, 2007, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to

recommend that the proposed rezoning be approved ( Attachment " E").

IO. During discussion with Staff, the Applicant and a representative from the Wilshire

Estates subdivision, the Planning Commission further recommended that use restrictions

be incorporated into the actual zoning of this property. These restrictions are identified in

the zoning ordinance prepared for this tract of land (Attachment " F").

Recommendation:

Through the years, the city has reviewed a number of rezoning requests for the overall Stephens
tract, ranging in uses from residential to retail and commercial. In each of these requests, there

has been a retail and commercial component fronting on SR 74 as a transition between the

highway and the development at the rear of the property.

The retail and commercial component proposed by Columbia Properties would complement the

existing retail and commercial uses across SR 74 within the Wilshire Pavilion retail



Stephens Tract ( 21.12 acres)

August 8, 2007

Page 3

development. It should be noted that Staff supported the rezoning of the outparcels adjacent to

SR 74 on the previous site plan presented by Columbia Properties.

It is the City' s understanding that GDOT plans to realign Rockaway Road from its current

location to the signalized Holly Grove intersection as a part of Phase 2 of the SR 74 South road-

widening project. In fact, GDOT committed to the city that the realignment project would be one

of the first components of the overall road- widening project to occur once a construction contract

is awarded.

The Applicant is requesting that the entire 21.l2-acre tract of land be rezoned to GC General
Commercial to accommodate no more than eight ( 8) outparcels. The Applicant has presented a

schematic layout of the overall subdivision as well as schematic site plans for three of the

individual lots. Rezoning the property as requested would not include approval of the concept
plat or any of the individual site plans. Each of these plans would need to go through the site

plan review process and then be reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission prior to

approval.

Staff recommends that the rezoning of 21.12- acres of the Stephens tract be approved subject to

the following understandings and conditions:

I. Prior to approval of the conceptual site plan, the Applicant must provide documentation

from GDOT indicating whether or not they plan to proceed with the realignment of

Rockaway Road. Should the realignment move forward, a minimum 50- foot tree save

and landscape buffer shall be required for any parcel with frontage on Rockaway Road. It

is understood this buffer may be reduced to no less than 30- feet in width pursuant to the

city' s Buffer Ordinance. Additionally, a 60- foot tree save and landscape buffer shall be

required on all parcels fronting on SR 74, and this buffer shall be measured from the

future right-of-way of SR 74. It is understood this buffer may be reduced to no less than

40- feet in width pursuant to the city' s Buffer Ordinance.

2. Any lot having a property line adjacent to more than one public street right-of-way or

private street shall be deemed a multiple frontage lot. Any rear or side setback that also
fronts on a public right-of-way or private street shall have a setback depth equal to the

minimum front setback depth specified for the appropriate zoning district.

3. The architectural design, exterior building materials and color selection of all buildings
shall be similar to those used within the existing Wilshire Pavilion development.
Additionally, each building shall follow the design and signage guidelines established for

that retail center as well as the guidelines set forth within Division 4 of the city' s Land

Development Ordinance.



Stephens Tract ( 21.12 acres)
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Page 4

4. Approval of the zoning shall in no way imply approval of any specific site plan features

other than the basic concept of developing retail and commercial uses on a 21.l2-acre

portion of the Stephens tract.

5. A subdivision plat for the 21. 12- acre tract must be submitted to City Staff for review and

approval prior to recording this document with the Fayette County Tax Assessor. The

plat must be recorded prior to approval of the final site plan for the initial development.
6. The Land Use designation of this portion of the Stephens tract shall be changed to COM

Commercial.



REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change the zoning classification of the following described property:

ApproximatelY 20 acres of real property along and south of Georgia Highway 74

This property is presently zoned: General Industrial

The proposed zoning classification is: General Commercial

I certify thatI am the owner, or the duly authorized agent of the owner, of the property described above

Signature:

Owner:

s~ ~

print) Rockaway Partners LLC

print) Dan O' Neill

1355 Terrell Mill Rd. Bldg 1478. Suite 200. Marietta. GA 30067 .

770- 953- 6262 Date: { IlL/' h :7
I /

Agent:

Address:

Phone:

This request,. along with the required fee ($ 600 + $ 25/ acre) and supplemental documents, has been

properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the Planning Commission and the City

Council:

Signature:

Title:

Date: O~- ; 1,"01

Request Number: 1,001 ~ 01
D. teOfP~ C<mmri";= Puhli' H-"~~ ~ .

Date of City Council Public Hearing: ~~

Attachment " A"



COMMERCIAL BOUNDARY LEGAL DESCRIPTION

All that tract or parcel of land lying and being in Land Lots 29 and 30 in City of

Peachtree, Fayette County, being more particularly described as follows:

To find the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, commence at a point at the intersection of

the on the southerly right of way of State Route No. 74 (100' R/W varies) and the

northerly right of way of Rockaway Road (R/W varies); Thence run along Rockaway
Road South 01 degrees 15 minutes 08 seconds West a distance of68.91 feet to a point;
Thence continue along said right ofway South 35 degrees 51 minutes 08 seconds West a

distance of 841.25 feet to a 1" pipe found, the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence run along said right ofway along an arc of a curve to the left with a distance of

49. 04 feet to a point (said arc being subtended by a chord South 36 degrees 14 minutes 30

seconds West a distance of 49. 04 feet); Thence leaving said right of way and run South

85 degrees 30. minutes 07 seconds West a distance of 720.20 feet to a point; Thence run

North 04 degrees 29 minutes 53 seconds West a distance of285.72 feet to a point;
Thence run South 85 degrees 30 minutes 07 seconds West a distance of798. 29 feet to a

point; Thence run North 00 degrees 36 minutes 14 seconds East a distance of385. 52 feet

to a Yz" rebar found on the southerly State Route No. 74 ( R/W varies); Thence run along
said right of way North 76 degrees 32 minutes 17 seconds East a distance of 271.39 feet

to a point; Thence continue along said right of way along an arc of a curve to the right
with a distance if361.69 feet to a point (said arc being subtended by a chord North 80

degrees 32 minutes 40 seconds East a distance of 361.34 feet); Thence continue along
said right of way North 85 degrees 21 minutes 28 seconds East a distance of 951.45 feet

to a 5/ 8" rebar found; Thence leave said right of way and run South 00 degrees 36

minutes 28 seconds West a distance of711.27 feet to a 1" pipe found, the POINT OF

BEGINNING.

Said Tract contains 21. 120 acres more or less.

569042. 1



III.c.

The reason for requesting this rezoning from General Industrial to General Commercial is

for the purpose of developing a local shopping center to complement Wilshire Pavilion

across Highway 74 and to serve the adjacent neighborhoods.



ZonIng Categories
Office Institutional

Commercial

Open Space
Low Density Residential

Medium Density Residential

Industrial

Multi-Family I High Residential
Water Bodies

ABBREVIATIONS
AI

AA

ER
GC

GI

GR
LC

LI
LUC

LUI

LUR
01

os
Rl

LrR10R12
R15

R22
R43

VR

AIRPORT
AGRICULTURAl. RESERVE
ESTATE RESIDENTIAl.
GENEAAL COMMERCIAL

GENERAL INDUSTRIAL

GENERAL RESIDENTIAL ( UNITS PER ACRE)

LIMI1ED COMMERCIAL
LIMITED INDUSTRIAL

LIMITED USE COMMERCIAL

LIMITED USE INDUSTRIAL

UMITED USE RESIDENTiAl

OFFICE & INDUSTRiAl

OPEN SPACE

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAl.

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAl. (MIN. 10.000 SF LOT SIZE)

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (MIN. 12. 000 SF LOT SIZE)
ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ( MIN. 15.000 SF LOT SIZE)

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL {MIN. 22,000 SF LOT SIZE)

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTiAl ( MIN. 43. 000 SF LOT SIZE)

VILLA RESIDENTIAL

N
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Fayette County
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1 Peachtree City Water & Sewage Authority
2 Peachtree City
3 Dorothy Black

PO Box 2371, Peachtree City, GA 30269

PO Box 2371, Peachtree City, GA 30269

139 Charlotte Place, Fayetteville, GA 30215
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Coweta-Fayette
Electric Membership Corporation
807 Coltil1SWOrth Road. Palmetto, G' otgio 30268. 9442 . Phone 770- 502-0226 . www.utilily.olg

August 4, 2006

Wendy Auerbach

Colwnbia Properties Incorporated
Building 1478

Suite 200

1355 Terrell Mill Road

Marietta, Georgia 30067- 9483

RE: Availability Letter for

Columbia Properties Incorporated

Dear Miss Auerbach:

This letter is to verify that Coweta- Fayette BMC has electric utilities available to serve

the proposed retail development located on two tracts orland at the inter5ection ofHwy
74 and Rockaway Road in Land Lots 29 and 30 of fth District, Peachtree City, Fayette
County, Georgia.

Ifyou have any questions or if additional information is needed, please do not hesitate to

call me at 770-502- 6 ext. 4243.

j
1
1

s S hens, PE

Manager ofEngineering
Coweta-Fayette BMC

A~ Eoor.:"_~ .

Il!:.":"'~ a.u-. J(.M. Sp~ 1<t. y""c.w....:,:J.N<sISh<p..l.J'. s-..,.r_ Mld...l'C. ~,~ d-~
WI"".. .. _.., ..... ~.... .._.. "
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Atlanta Gas Light
508 Gt; ofgi.. Hwy 1313

FivEm:lt;iie. GA 30274

no 900 58':.(..\ pr,on8

770 909 c>3BU f~)(

ww, a!~.: IT""! Tllga$>hght , r:cm

August 14, 2006

Wendy Auerbach

Columbia Properties, Inc

1355 Terrell Mill Rd

Bldg. 1478, Suite 200

Marietta, GA 30067

Ref: Peachtree City Village
Hwy 74 & Rockaway Rd

Land Lot 29 & 30 of the

6th District

Fayette County, Georgia

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter will serve to certify that there is a 6- inch high pressurc steel main 011 Hwy 74 to

serve this project. There is no main on Rockaway Rd.

This is to further advise you that natural gas service can be made availablc to the above

referenced project in accordancc with the Rules and Regulations governing our operations
on file with the Georgia Public Service Commission at the time said service is requested.

If you need additional information, you may contact mc at 770 909- 5861.

Sincerely,

2 .) ~1, .' ..
0 ''gU~- /l/Mu.'

Gloria Daniel

Account Executive
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Peachtree City Water and Sewerae:e Authority
f

s-
O$

S'IV'CRA()~
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August 23, 2006

Columbia Properties
Wendy Auerbach
1355 Terrell Mill Rd.

BId. 1478 Suite 200

Marietta, GA 30067-9483

RE: Sewer Availability at Land Lots 29 and 30 6th District Peachtree City, GA

Dear Ms. Auerbach,

This is to certify that the Peachtree City Water and Sewerage Authority does have

sanitary sewer capacity available at the Rockaway WWTP for the above referenced

property. The Authority will require a complete analysis of flows required for the project
as well as a detail ofproposed sanitary sewer lines to serve property.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

f~
Nathan B. Brooks

Construction Coordinator

Peachtree City Water & Sewerage Authority



FROM : FAYETTE CD WATER SYSTEM FAX NO. : 7704601493 Aug. 08 2l1Il1I6 02: 53PM P2

GEORGIA

Q~ Q..~ ~.. ,I .e<l"~te

A Ilgu.'lt 8, 21106

Wendy Auerbach

BuildiIlg 1478 Suite 200

1355 Terrell Mill Rond

Mlltict.tJ;t, GA 30067- 9483

Dear Wendy Auerbach:

SUB]ECl: WATERAVAILABII1' lY

Water is aw.ilable to TJ:llCf: 1 lllong State Route No. 74. TheJ:e is not a wal:e.t line 011 Rocknwny Rd.

There is sufficient capacity to !Ueet the needs of It cOlDJnercia1 utail development. The property ia

IOClltcd in Land. Lots 29 and 30 of the 601. Dist:ri.ct, Pca.chttcc City, GCl>1:gia. If you hoye additional

questions, my office nutn!": t ia 77U- 461- 1146, ext 6102.

Sincerely,

y-.&;
Assistailt Dh:ector

Fayette County Water System.

lUt

ce: Tony Parrott
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DemographicsNow Page 1 of8

Date: 12/ 06/ 06

Current Geography Selection: ( 3 Selected) 1, 3, 5 mile radii: HIGHWAY 74 S &

ROCKAWAY RD, SENOIA, GA 30276

NPOLUMBIA PROPERTIES INCORPORATED

Lat: 33.341850 Long: - 84. 536870

City: peachtree City Pop: 36, 652

County: Fayette County Pop:
103, 468

Zip: 30269 Pop: 37, 381

Demographic Detail Comparison Report

1 Miles: 3 Miles: 5 Miles:

2006 DemQgraphics

Total Population 1, 862 17, 260 36, 886

Total Households 608 5,503 12, 231

Female Population 958 8, 694 18, 597

Female 51. 5% 50.4% 50.4%

Male Population 903 8, 566 18, 289

Male 48. 5% 49. 6% 49. 6%

PopUlation Density ( per SQ. Mi.) 592. 6 610. 5 469. 7

Age:

Age 0 . 4 4. 9% 5. 9% 5.5%

Age5- 14 16.6% 17. 3% 15. 3%

Age 15 - 19 8.5% 9. 0% 8.9%

Age 20 - 24 7. 0% 6. 1% 6. 9%

Age 25 - 34 11.6% 10. 3% 10. 8%

Age 35 - 44 14. 9% 16. 3% 14. 7%

Age 45 - 54 15. 5% 16. 5% 16. 9%

Age 55 - 64 10. 1% 9. 8% 11.4%

Age 65 - 74 6.7% 5. 5% 5. 8%

Age 75 - 84 3. 5% 2.7% 3. 0%

Age 85 + 0.7% 0.7% 0.9%

Median Age 36. 2 36. 2 37. 2

Housing Units

Total Housing Units 670 6. 022 13, 350

Owner Occupied Housing Units 64. 2% 77. 6% 78. 9%

Renter Occupied Housing' Units 26. 4% 13. 8% 12. 7%

Vacant HOUSing Units 9. 4% 8. 6% 8.4%

Race and Ethniclty
American Indian, Eskimo, Aleut 0. 1% 0. 1% 0. 1%

Asian 5.5% 4. 1% 3.6%

Black 11. 3% 8. 2% 7. 5%

Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 0. 0% 0.0% 0.0%

White 79.5% 84.7% 85. 9%

Other 1.8% 1. 1% 1. 1%

Multi- Race 1.8% 1.80/0 1.8%

Hispanic Ethnic/ty 7. 3% 4.2% 4. 2%

Not of Hispanic Ethnicity 92.7% 95. 8% 95. 8%

Marital Status:

Age 15 + Population 1, 461 13,265 29, 1%

http://www.demographicsnow. comlOnX WriteReport.srct 12/ 6/ 2006







DemographicsNow Page 4 of8

Income $ 100, 000 " $ 124, 999 15. 1% 13. 7% 13. 5%

Income $ 125, 000 " $ 149, 999 9.4% 12. 6% 10. 8%

Income $ 150, 000 + 18. 2% 21.8% 19. 1%

Average Household Income $ 94, 731 $ 104, 478 $ 101, 281

Median Household Income $ 89, 924 $ 96, 463 $ 90, 474

Per Capita Income $ 32, 050 $ 33, 180 $ 33, 362

Vehicles Available

o Vehicles Available 0.6% 1.0% 1.4%

1 Vehicle Available 29.4% 19. 6% 19. 8%

2+ Vehicles Available 69. 9% 79.4% 78. 90/0

Average Vehicles Per Household 2. 30 2. 50 2. 50

Total Vehldes Available 1, 403 13, 562 30, 601

1 Miles: 3 Miles: 5 Miles:

2000 Census Demographics

Total Population 1, 631 14, 799 30, 647

Total Households 543 4, 802 10, 377

Female Population 842 7, 489 15, 529

Female 51.6% 50. 6% 50. 7%

Male Population 790 7, 310 15, 118

Male 48.4% 49.4% 49. 3%

Age:

Age 0 - 4 5. 8% 6. 6% 6.4%

Age S - 14 21. 7% 21.8% 19. 5%

Age 15 " 19 7. 7% 8. 0% 8. 1%

Age 20 - 24 3. 5% 3. 1% 3. 7%

Age 25 - 34 10. 1% 9. 1% 9.9%

Age 35 - 44 20.6% 21.7% 19. 7%

Age 45 - 54 15. 2% 16. 1% 16. 8%

Age 55 - 64 6. 8% 6. 6% 8. 1%

Age 65 - 74 5. 0% 4. 1% 4.5%

Age 75 - 84 3. 2% 2.4% 2. 7%

Age 85 + 0.4% 0.4% 0.6%

Median Age 35. 8 35. 8 36. 5

Housing Units Trend

Total Housing Units 570 4,978 10, 731

Owner Occupied Housing Units 66. 6% 81. 6% 82. 9%

Renter Occupied Housing Units 28. 7% 14. 9% 13. 8%

Vacant Housing Units 4. 7% 3. S% 3. 3%

Race and Ethnicity
AmerJcan Indian, Eskimo, Aleut 0. 2% 0.2% 0. 2%

Asian, and Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander 4.0% 3. 0% 2. 6%

Black 9. 7% 6. 5% 5. 9%

White 83.4% 88. 2% 89. 3%

Other 1.3% 0.8% 0. 8%

Two or More Races 1.4% 1.3% 1.3%

http://www. demogra]Jhicsnow. com/OnX WriteReport. srct 12/ 6/ 2006











REZONING REQUEST
20 ACRES FRONTING HIGHWAY 74

Weare requesting to rezone the existing property from General Industrial to General

Commercial (" GC") for the purpose of developing a retail shopping center including

outparcels.

Should the property be rezoned to GC, the City of Peachtree City would benefit from

receiving taxes based on a higher millage rate. The estimated tax benefit on an annual

basis for our proposed shopping center will be approximately:

8, 000,000 ( estimated value) x 40% ( assessed) x 33. 62 mills = $107, 584.00

The commercial development will not have any demand on public education.

Emergency services are provided by Station #83 located at 450 Peachtree Parkway.

Commercial uses tend to have less of a demand than residential uses for medical, fire and

police services.

There will be no undue burdens on transportation. The widening of Highway 74 and the

re-alignment of Rockaway Road will happen concurrently with the development of the

shopping center. The shopping center will include neighborhood oriented uses and will

serve the residents in the immediate vicinity.

The utility providers are Atlanta Gas Light, Peachtree City Water and Sewerage

Authority, Fayette County Water System and Coweta-Fayette Electric Membership

Corporation.

The topography of the land is ideal for commercial development. The topo survey and

soil tests have indicated that there are no environmental issues at the site.

The proposed commercial development will not impact recreational programs in

Peachtree City but will be located adjacent to the Jim Meade Recreation Park allowing

residents to go shopping and to the park in one convenient location.

Overall, the development will be an asset to the City of Peachtree City in that it will

provide amenities and convenience to the adjacent neighborhoods.
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Sec. 1006. GC general commercial district.

1006. 1) Intent of district: It is intended that the GC zoning district be established and

reserved for general business purposes. The regulations that apply within this district are

designed to encourage the formation and continuance of a stable, economically healthy and

compatible environment for businesses to serve city and regional commercial needs. These

regulations are also intended to accommodate businesses which benefit from being located in

close proximity to each other, and to discourage any encroachment by other uses capable of

adversely affecting the basic commercial character of the district. It is further intended that

these regulations will reduce traffic congestion, provide for adequate off-street parking, and limit

the development of "strip" type business areas.

The city council does hereby find that, based upon studies conducted on behalf of the

city and by other cities, big box developments, typically over 32, 000 square feet for an individual

business, and developments with over 150, 000 square feet of retail space, can have negative
impacts on a community. In particular, such developments can have a negative impact on the

scale of retail development in the community, and can also adversely impact existing retail

businesses in the city. Additionally, such developments can result in an over-supply of

commercial development within the city, thereby shifting the economic focus of the community.
Employment opportunities may also be adversely affected by such developments. Finally, such

developments are contrary to the city's comprehensive plan, as well as the goals and objectives
of providing public safety services to the city' s residents. For the foregoing reasons, the city
council has determined it to be in the best interests of the city to provide that such

developments may only be established pursuant to a special use permit, subject to the terms

and conditions for the application and approval thereof set for in this section.

1006. 2) Permitted uses: The following uses shall be permitted in any GC zoning district:

a) Retail business involving the sale of merchandise on the premises, provided no single
tenant, owner, occupant, or business occupies more than 10, 000 square feet.

b) Business involving the rendering of a personal service on the premises.

c) Office for governmental, business, professional or general purposes.

d) Commercial recreation facility located entirely within a building on the premises.

e) Publicly owned building, facility or land.

f) Building, facility or land for the distribution of utility services.

g) Building, facility, or land for noncommercial park, recreation, thoroughfare or open

space purposes.

h) Private or semiprivate club, lodge or social center.

i) Building, facility or land for off-street automobile parking.

U) Hotel or motel.

k) Commercial trade or vocational school.

I) Radio and/ or television station, not including a transmission tower.

m) Wholesale business involving the sale of merchandise on the premises.

Attachment " D"



n) Newspaper publishing facility.

0) Accessory use: See section 908.

1006. 3) Conditional uses: The following uses shall be permitted in any GC zoning
district on a conditional basis:

a) Retail business involving the sale of merchandise on an individual zoning lot where an

individual tenant, owner, occupant, or business occupies more than 10, 000 square feet

subject to the following conditions:

1) In addition to the conditions set forth in this subsection 1006. 3. The maximum

aggregate size of any commercial development shall be 150, 000 square feet of

floor area.

2) No single commercial tenant, owner, occupant, or business shall occupy more

than 32, 000 square feet of floor area.

3) No three commercial tenants, owners, occupants, or businesses shall occupy a

combined floor area of more than 80,000 square feet.

4) No more than six commercial tenants, owners, occupants. or businesses shall

occupy more than 10, 000 square feet of floor area each.

5) All exterior building elevations that face public streets and/ or customer parking
areas shall be designed so that there are no large expanses of blank walls. This

requirement can be met by employing the use of architectural features including
but not limited to the following: doors, windows, pilasters, columns, horizontal

and vertical offsets, material and color variations, decorative cornices, awnings,
canopies, murals, and graphics. In order to assure conformance with this

requirement, exterior building elevations must be reviewed and approved as a

part of the overall final site plan review process.

6) Any tenant, occupant, or business that occupies more than 10, 000 square feet

shall provide the city attorney with a copy of the rental agreement between such

tenant, owner, occupant, or business and its landlord which contains a contract

provision prohibiting such person or entity from voluntarily vacating such

premises or otherwise ceasing to conduct its retail business on such premises
while simultaneously preventing the landlord, by continuing to pay rent or

otherwise, from leasing the premises to another person or company who will

operate a permitted business on the premises. If such a tenant, occupant or

business voluntarily vacates such premises or otherwise ceases to conduct its

retail business on the premises, the landlord shall be free to market and lease

such premises to another person or company.

7) The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a traffic management plan which

identifies the traffic problems that will be generated by development on the

premises and which presents reasonable solutions to those problems. The plan
must be prepared by a qualified professional traffic planner at no cost to the city,
and it must be approved by the city engineer prior to the approval of the

preliminary site plan or the issuance of a land disturbance permit or building
permit, which ever occurs first.



8) The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a water management plan which

identifies the water management problems that will be generated by
development on the premises and which presents reasonable solutions to those

problems. The plan must be prepared by a qualified professional engineer at no

cost to the city, and it must be approved by the city engineer prior to the approval
of the preliminary site plan or the issuance of a land disturbance permit or

building permit, which ever occurs first.

b) All conditional uses permitted in subsection 1005. 3 for LC zoning districts shall be

permitted as conditional uses in the GC zoning district, subject to the same conditions

set forth in subsection 1005. 3 and any additional conditions set forth in this subsection

1006. 3.

c) Open setback depth for the sale, rental and/ or storage of materials or equipment,
excluding junk or salvage materials, provided that the area is entirely screened from the

street and adjoining properties by a suitable fence or wall at least six feet in height
above finished grade. The above required fence or wall must provide for a reasonable

visual separation between the use and adjoining properties.

d) Commercial recreational facility or land where the use is not located entirely within a

building on the premises, on the following conditions:

1) The zoning lot is not less than one acre in area.

2) Except for golf courses or other passive recreation areas, the zoning lot is not

adjacent to or across the street from any residential zoning lot.

e) Transportation facility or terminal, provided service is primarily for passenger

transportation rather than freight transportation.

f) Community hospital, including customary accessory functions, provided the zoning lot is

not less than ten acres in area.

g) Church or other legitimate place of worship, including a one- family dwelling for a

minister, on the following conditions:

1) Notwithstanding any other requirements in this section, the following conditions

shall apply to all churches regardless of zoning district:

2)

3)

4)

TABLE INSET:

IBUildingParking

Minimum zoning lot area is three acres.

Minimum lot width is 100 feet.

Minimum setback area, front:

140
feet

20 feet

5) Minimum setback area, side: 15 feet. If adjoining a residential lot, the building
setback shall be 75 feet.

6) Minimum setback area, rear: 30 feet. If adjoining a residential zoning lot, the

building setback shall be 75 feet.



7) Maximum building height: As approved by the fire department.

8) All zoning lots shall have direct access onto an arterial, major collector road or

have access to an arterial, major collector or industrial/ commercial road via a

minor collector.

9) No parking shall be permitted within 20 feet of the property line of any adjoining
residential zoning lot.

10) Parking and/ or service areas shall be separated from adjoining residential lots by
a suitable fence or wall six feet in height or a suitable planting screen six feet in

height at time of planting. The required fence, wall, or screen must provide for a

reasonable visual separation between properties. No fence or wall in excess of

four feet may be placed in a setback area adjoining a public street.

11) One non- illuminated sign not greater than 32 square feet in area for each panel
of a double- sided structure is permitted.

12) Parking: See section 909.

13) Lighting: See section ( 1005A. 4)(n).

14) Any existing church in any zoning district may comply with either the requirement
existing prior to enactment of this ordinance or they may comply with the

conditions of this section. They shall not be permitted to comply with various

sections of both requirements.

1006.4) Special Use Permit: Certain uses, because of their unique characteristics or

potential impacts on adjacent land uses, are not generally permitted within the GC zoning
district as a matter of right, but may, under the right set of circumstances and conditions be

acceptable in certain specific locations. These uses are permitted only through the issuance of

a special use permit by the mayor and city council after ensuring that the use can be

appropriately accommodated on the specific property, will be in conformance with the

comprehensive plan, can be constructed and operated in a manner which is compatible with the

surrounding land uses and overall character of the community, and that the pUblic interest and

general welfare of the citizens of the city will be protected.

No inherent right exists to receive a special use permit; such permits are a special
privilege granted by the city under a specific set of circumstances and conditions, and each

application and situation is unique. Consequently, mere compliance with the generally
applicable requirements may not be sufficient and additional measures, occasionally
substantial, may be necessary to mitigate the impact of the proposed development. In other

situations, no set of conditions would be sufficient to approve an application, even though the

same request in another location might be approved.

1006.4( a) Applicability: The following uses may be permitted within the GC zoning
district following issuance of a special use permit by city council:

a) Commercial and/ or retail developments with more than 150, 000 square feet of general
commercial uses.

b) An individual retail business involving the sale of merchandise on an individual zoning lot

where an individual tenant, owner, occupant or business occupies more than 32, 000

square feet subject to the following:



1006.4( b) Application: The city planner shall prescribe the form( s) on which applications
for a special use permit are made. Applications shall include the name and address of the

applicant, the name and address of the owner of each zoning lot involved, and the relationship
of the applicant and property owner in connection with the application. If the applicant or

property owner is an entity other than an individual, the application shall also include detailed

information regarding the principals of the entity. The city planner shall prescribe any other

material that may reasonably be required to determine compliance with this article, with

sufficient copies for necessary referrals and records.

Applications for special use permits shall not be deemed complete until each of the

following items have been submitted to the city planner:

a) Application package. One copy of the appropriate application form and all necessary
documentation must be fully completed and signed by the property owner or duly
authorized agent with power of attorney.

b) Fees. Appropriate application fees as identified by city council shall be attached to the

application package. Checks should be made payable to the City of Peachtree City.

c) Property deed. Two copies of the property deed( s) for all properties included in the

application.

d) Boundary survey. Two copies of the boundary survey for each property included in the

application shall be prepared by a certified land surveyor or licensed civil engineer and

shall contain the following information:

1) Bearings and distances with a scale of 1" = 100' or less, for all property lines and

existing and proposed zoning district lines.

2) Area of land proposed for consideration, in square feet or acres.

3) Scale and north arrow.

4) Names of boundary roads or streets and width of existing rights- of-way.

5) Geographic parcel identification number ( GPIN).

6) The land use and/ or zoning classification of adjacent properties.

7) An electronic copy of the legal description for each parcel included in the

application.

e) Written narrative. The written narrative is a description of how the proposal relates to the

relevant chapters of the comprehensive plan and should address the following elements

at a minimum, as applicable:

1) Land use. Whether the proposed zoning and/ or land uses are consistent with

the long- range land use designation, as well as:

a) Proposed uses and impacts on public facilities.

b) Proposed maximum number of dwelling units.

c) Maximum height of all proposed structures.

d) Mitigation of impacts on neighboring properties, including vehicular

access plan, landscaping and screening, setback and buffer



requirements, and transitioning of density/ intensity of land use.

e) Proposed special amenities including a commitment to landscaping with

indigenous, drought tolerant species.

f) Proposed phasing of development and their relationship to supportive
utilities, facilities, transportation, and service components to

accommodate the impacts of the development.

2) Community design. How the proposal will address the principles and standards

of community design including, but not limited to:

a) How the project fits within the village concept of the city as set forth in the

city' s comprehensive plan.

b) Providing multi- use path connections between residential and commercial

properties and community facilities.

c) Incorporating crime prevention principles into site and building designs.

d) Providing parking at the rear of commercial buildings.

e) Locating structures close to the street edge.

f) Eliminating or limiting large parking lots between public streets and

building entrances.

g) Preserving natural resources on the site.

h) Incorporating natural storm water management designs as wet ponds
and as architectural features of new developments.

i) Protecting and restoring the natural terrain, drainage, and vegetation.

0) Aligning new roads to the natural contours of the land.

k) Building architecture, signs, landscaping, lighting, and retention of natural

vegetation along roadways and property boundaries.

I) Preserving andlor providing open space.

3) Economic development. Identify whether or not the proposed use is an existing
county- based business or targeted industry, as identified by the Fayette County
development authority and/ or the development authority of the city. Provide an

estimate the development will have on the city' s tax base.

4) Fire and rescue. Discuss how fire safety will be addressed:

a) Impacts of the proposal on established level of service ( LOS) standards.

b) Additional mitigation measures such as sprinklers and fire- rated
construction if outside travel time.

c) Proposed improvements, including possible transportation improvements
to achieve a satisfactory LOS.

5) Potable water. Describe how water will be provided to the site:

a) Relationship of the proposed development to supportive public utilities.



b) Improvements proposed, especially if the proposal relies on groundwater
or recharge areas.

6) Sewer. Describe how sanitary sewer service will be provided to the site:

a) Relationship of the proposed development to supportive public utilities,

where consistent with the comprehensive plan.

b) Proposed improvements to accommodate development.

7) Transportation. Describe measures to achieve level of service ' D' or better. The

limits of any traffic study shall be determined by the city engineer and the city' s
traffic consultant and shall include:

a) Impacts of the proposal on established level of service ( LOS) standards.

b) Improvements proposed, both motorized and non- motorized.

c) Address connectivity of sidewalks and/ or multi- use path system to

adjacent properties, as well as the connectivity of internal roads to

adjacent properties.

f) Schematic site plan. Ten full size, one 11" x 17" reduction and one electronic copy of

the schematic site plan shall be submitted as a part of the application package. All

graphic plans shall be prepared at a scale of 1" = 1 00' or less and on a sheet size not to

exceed 24" x 36". If prepared on more than one sheet, match lines shall be cleariy
indicated where the sheets join.

The schematic site plan shall be prepared by a registered landscape architect, architect

or civil engineer licensed to practice in the state, and shall identify the existing features of the

property such as existing structures, vegetation, and watercourses, and provide a schematic

presentation of its intended use in a graphic, visual, and written format. The schematic site plan
shall include specific site plan features of the proposed development including layout of internal

roads, lots, and open space. At a minimum, the schematic site plan shall include the following:

1) Vicinity map at 1" = 2, 000'.

2) Owner and project name.

3) Parcel identification numbers, name, present zoning, and zoning and use of all

abutting or contiguous parcels.

4) Property lines with bearings and distances, and existing and proposed zoning
district lines.

5) Area of land proposed for consideration, in square feet or acres.

6) Scale and north arrow.

7) Names of boundary roads or streets and width of existing rights- of-way.

8) Any easements and encumbrances on the property.

9) Topography, indicated by contour lines with an interval of not more than five feet.

10) Proposed roads, with right- of-way width, including those identified in the

comprehensive plan that will connect with or pass through the subject property.



11) General locations of proposed major access points to existing streets and to

future rights- of-way identified in the comprehensive plan.

12) Both sides of existing rights- of-way, with all existing and planned curb cuts

shown.

13) Tabulation of all building square footage proposed on the property.

14) Location of any open space and buffer areas, storm water management facilities,

and community and public facilities.

15) Location of existing and proposed utilities.

16) Vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan, including current and projected traffic

counts and typical street sections, right- of-way improvements, access points,
travel ways, parking, loading, stacking, sidewalks, and multi- use paths.

17) Layout and orientation of any current and/ or all proposed buildings and lor

improvements, building use, height restrictions and building setback lines.

18) Location and design of screening and landscaping.

g) Environmental constraints analysis. The environmental constraints analysis shall provide
a description and generalized mapping of natural site conditions, with an emphasis on

those significant environmental features that could be affected by the proposed
development, and those that will be retained upon completion. A quantification of the

acreage and percentage of the environmental features should also be included.

The analysis shall include a written description and generalized mapping of natural site

conditions, with an emphasis on those significant environmental features that could be affected

by the proposed development and those that will be retained upon completion of the project.
The analysis shall also describe avoidance efforts and/ or mitigation techniques to minimize the

environmental impacts of the proposal.

The following information shall be addressed by a graphic plan and accompanying text:

1) Areas having slopes of 15 percent and greater, clearly indicated by separate
shading devices ( or written indication of " no areas having slopes of 15 percent
and greater").

2) Estimate the amount and extent of impervious and proposed pervious surfaces

show in tabular form). Identify general locations of impervious surfaces and

estimate maximum impervious surface amounts upon completion of a

development.

3) Delineation of the areas of the property that will remain in a natural or

undisturbed state upon completion of the project.

4) Watercourses, to include the approximate location of the 1 DO- year floodplain, if

applicable, based on FEMA maps ( or written indication of " no floodplain"), and

proposed buffers along the watercourses.

h) Traffic impact analysis. A traffic impact analysis shall be submitted with each application.
In addition, requests for a special use permit shall include the following:

1) Detailed transportation information identifying how the proposed development



will interconnect with adjoining commercial andlor residential properties or

developments, including, but not limited to, internal streets, sidewalks, multi- use

paths, etc.

2) A traffic impact analysis.

3) An estimated parking tabulation for both on- and off-street parking, including an

assessment for shared parking, which may supersede the requirements of the

city' s parking ordinance.

i) Schematic land use plan. This plan shall depict land areas within the overall

development, including proposed land uses, buffers, open space, building setbacks and

density.

U) Phasing plan. This plan shall identify the order in which development, public facilities,

improvements, and amenities will be provided, constructed, dedicated, or reserved.

k) Community facilities and infrastructure plan. This plan shall identify the impact on

community facilities and infrastructure, such as police and fire protection facilities,

utilities, and other public use elements, and how the plan will address these issues.

I) Urban design guidelines. These guidelines shall address in narrative andl or graphic
form those characteristics relating to proposed buildings and structures, including
heights, massing, setbacks, etc.

m) Streetscape and landscape plan. This plan shall demonstrate the planting concepts
intended to be implemented within the proposed development.

n) Emergency response plan. This plan shall address how the various components of the

development will be accessible in the event of an emergency, and shall be coordinated

and acceptable to the city' s fire and police chief.

0) Architectural program. This plan will identify the proposed architectural design, building
materials and other aesthetic components of the overall development. The plan will also

include details on the exterior lighting, site lighting and signage.

p) Any information submitted by the applicant which references an impact on the city shall

also set forth the mitigation measures to be implemented by the applicant to offset,

reduce, or eliminate such impacts.

1006.4( d) Review procedures. Application for the establishment of special uses shall be

submit.ted to the city planner and, upon determination that such application contains all

necessary elements, shall be deemed received by the city and referred to the planning
commission for its review and recommendation.

The planning commission shall report to the mayor and city council its recommendation

as to the approval or disapproval of such application and any recommendation for

establishment of conditions, in addition to those set forth in this article, deemed necessary to

protect the public interest and welfare.

In considering applications for special use permits, the planning commission and city
council shall use the standards set forth in section 1305 of this appendix and shall consider the

following criteria:

a) Compatibility of the proposed use and location with the policies established in the



comprehensive plan.

b) Compatibility of the proposed use with the character of adjacent properties and the

surrounding neighborhoods and with existing and proposed development.

c) Availability of, or ability to provide, adequate utilities, drainage, parking and loading
space, lighting, screening, landscaping and open space.

d) Provision of safe and convenient vehicular, pedestrian, bicycle, and alternate modes of

transportation.

e) Compatibility of the proposed use with the intent and function of the GC zoning district.

f) Compliance with applicable performance standards and requirements as set forth in the

city' s land development ordinance.

In approving any application for special use permit, the city may by resolution:

a) Impose such reasonable standards, conditions or requirements, in addition to any

specified within this chapter, as it may deem necessary to protect the public interest and

welfare. Such additional standards may include, but are not limited to, special setbacks,

buffer requirements, increased screening or landscaping requirements, and standards

pertaining to traffic, circulation, noise, lighting, hours of operation and similar

characteristics.

b) Require that a performance guarantee, acceptable in form, content and amount to the

city be posted by the applicant to ensure continued compliance with all conditions and

requirements that may be specified.

c) Specify time limits or expiration dates for any such special use permits, including
provisions for periodic review and renewal.

1006.4( e) Procedures applicable to permits. Unless otherwise specified by the

conditions of the permit, failure to establish the special use authorized by the permit within two

years from the date of approval by the city council shall cause the permit to terminate

automatically. In the case of uses involving the construction of new buildings or other

structures, the use shall be deemed " established" if all necessary foundation work has been

completed within the two-year period and construction work is continuously and diligently
pursued thereafter under a valid building permit. In the case of uses involving occupancy of

land or an existing building, the use shall be deemed " established" only if the land or buildings
have been occupied and the proposed activity conducted within the two- year period.

Unless otherwise specified in the conditions of a permit, the initial term of each special
use permit shall be for one year from the date of approval. Upon compliance with those

conditions and restrictions imposed by the city council and all relevant city ordinances, the

special use permit shall, without application, be renewed automatically for additional successive

one- year terms. However, a special use permit shall not be so renewed and shall expire at the

end of the term or current renewal thereof if notice of noncompliance with any material

condition or restriction is mailed by certified mail to the permittee, at the address shown on the

application for the permit or any new address of which the city planner subsequently receives

written notice, more than 30 days before the end of the term or the renewal thereof then in

effect and such noncompliance is not corrected within 30 days to the satisfaction of the city
planner.



The provisions of this section are cumulative with the power of injunction and other

remedies afforded by law to the city and, further, shall not be so interpreted as to vest in any

applicant any rights inconsistent or in conflict with the power of the city to rezone the subject
property or to exercise any other power provided by law.

Once a special use permit is granted, such use may be enlarged, extended, increased

in intensity or relocated only in accordance with the provisions of this section unless the city
council, in approving the initial permit, has specifically established alternative procedures for

consideration of future expansion or enlargement. If the use that is the subject of the special
use permit becomes a use permitted as a matter- of-right through subsequent amendment of

this chapter, the special use permit conditions shall be voided but only to the extent they are

more restrictive than those conditions applicable generally to such by- right use.

Uses in a district for which a special use permit is required, which were legally existing
without such a permit at the time of adoption of this chapter or an amendment thereto which

required such a special use permit, shall not be deemed nonconforming uses, but shall, without

further action, be deemed conforming special uses so long as they continue in existence. Such

special uses shall be subject to the provisions of subsection ( d) below with respect to any

enlargement, extension, and increase in intensity or relocation.

Where any special use is discontinued for any reason for a continuous period of two

years or more, the special use permit shall automatically terminate without notice. A use shall

be deemed to have been " discontinued" when the use shall have ceased for any reason,

regardless of the intent of the owner or occupier of the property to reinstitute the use at some

later date. The approval of a new special use permit shall be required prior to any subsequent
reinstatement of the use.

1006.4( f) Amendment of special use permits. An amendment is a request for any

enlargement, expansion, and increase in intensity, relocation, or modification of any condition of

a previously approved and currently valid special use. Amendments shall be processed as

follows:

a) Non- material and insignificant modifications, shifts in location, slight changes in size,

shape, intensity, or configuration may be authorized by the city planner provided there is

nothing in the currently valid permit to preclude such action, the changes comply fully
with other provisions of the permit and the Code, and that there will be a five percent or

less increase in either lot coverage or floor area over what was originally approved.

b) Minor enlargements, expansions, increases in intensity, relocations, or modifications of

any conditions of an approved and currently valid special use may, without public
hearing, be authorized, including the establishment or reestablishment of reasonable

conditions, by resolution of the city council provided that such minor changes comply
with the following criteria:

1) There will be a cumulative total of less than a ten percent increase in either total

lot coverage or floor area;

2) There will be no detrimental impact on any adjacent property caused by
significant change in the appearance or the use of the property or any other

contributing factor;

3) Nothing in the currently valid special use permit precludes or otherwise limits

such expansion or enlargement;



4) The proposal conforms to the provisions of this article and is in keeping with the

spirit and intent of the adopted comprehensive plan.

Any proposed amendment other than those provided for in subsections ( 1) and ( 2)

above shall be considered a major amendment of a previously approved and currently valid

special use and shall be approved in the same manner and under the same procedures as are

applicable to the issuance of the original permit.

1006. 5) Other requirements: Unless otherwise specified in this Ordinance, uses

permitted in GC zoning districts shall conform to the following standards:

a) Minimum zoning lot area: 30, 000 square feet.

b) Minimum lot width: 150 feet.

c) Minimum front setback depth:

1) Building: 40 feet.

2) Driveway/ parking: 20 feet.

d) Minimum side setback depth: Ten feet. If adjoining a residential zoning lot, the building
setback shall be 75 feet.

e) Minimum rear setback depth: 20 feet. If adjoining a residential zoning lot, the building
setback shall be 75 feet.

f) Maximum building height: The height of all buildings shall be limited to no more than 35

feet above finish grade.

g) Parking: Refer to section 909.

h) Signs: Refer to chapter 66.

i) Storage: No storage will be permitted on the zoning lot outside a fully enclosed building
unless the storage area is entirely screened from the street and adjoining properties by
a suitable fence or wall at least six feet in height above finished grade. The required
fence or wall must provide for a reasonable visual separation between the storage area

and any adjoining property.

U) Access: All zoning lots shall have direct access onto an arterial, major collector or

industrial/ commercial road or have access to an arterial, major collector or

industrial/ commercial road via an access street.

k) No automobile parking or service areas will be permitted within the required front

setback depth or within 30 feet of the property line of any adjoining residential zoning lot.

I) All parking and service areas must be separated from adjoining residential zoning lots

by a suitable planting screen, fence or wall at least six feet in height above finished

grade. The above required screen, fence or wall must provide for a reasonable visual

separation between the properties.

m) No outside loudspeaker systems shall be utilized.

n) All lights or lighting arrangements used for purposes of advertising, security or night
operations must be directed away from adjoining or nearby residential zoning lots.



o) The plan must be designed in accordance with the requirements identified within the

city' s vegetation protection and landscape requirements ordinance.

p) Items ( c) and ( 0) above shall be binding standards on all development after March 5,

1981. Development completed prior to this date will not need to meet such standards

now or in the future and will be limited to a 20-foot front setback depth.

q) No use permitted in this zoning district shall be allowed to cover more than 75 percent of

the zoning lot on which it is located with impervious surfaces.

r) All properties developed for commercial purposes, whether they are occupied or not,

shall be regularly maintained so they are not allowed to fall into a state of disrepair or

neglect; and they shall consistently present a neat and orderly appearance to the

general publiC as well as adjacent and nearby tenants and property owners.

Ord. No. 875, 3- 2- 2006)

Editor's note: Ord. No. 875, adopted March 2, 2006, repealed and reenacted S 1006 in its

entirety to read as herein set out. Formerly, S 1006 pertained to similar subject matter and

derived from Ord. No. 220, adopted November 6, 1980; Ord. No. 233, adopted April 2, 1981;
Ord. No. 268, S 1 ( C)(7) , adopted June 3, 1982; Ord. No. 366, S 19, adopted May 22, 1985; Ord.
No. 408, adopted August 21, 1986; Ord. No. 650, adopted November 16, 1995; Ord. NO. 7 43, S
1, adopted November 2, 2000.



UNAPPROVED EXCERPT OF MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

July 23, 2007

PH-07- 10 Proposed Rezoning, Stephens Tract (Columbia

Properties), SR 74 South and Rockaway Road, GI to GC

Mr. Rick Lindsey, Attorney at Law, was in attendance to present the proposed
rezoning of a 21.12- acre tract of land on SR 74 South across from the Wilshire

Pavilion retail center. Mr. Lindsey stated that if Rockaway Road was realigned, the

useable acreage would then be 16 or 17 acres. Columbia Properties had the tract of

land under contract and requested that this portion of the property be rezoned from

GI General Industrial to GC General Commercial. Another developer would be

coming forward at a later time to request a rezoning for a senior living community on

the remainder of the Stephens tract.

Mr. Lindsey stated that they wanted the proposed commercial development to

complement and augment the current Wilshire Pavilion development. He stated

they did not want any special conditions to the property and were not asking for

variances and would adhere to all setbacks and tree save areas. He also stated that

Columbia Properties had met with the Wilshire Estates Homeowners Association

and discussed the proposed tunnel that would connect the users to the multi- use

path system.

Mr. Lindsey stated that the current plan was for a pharmacy, a local small

hardware store and a bank. Other anticipated users would be restaurants,

boutiques and small mom and pop stores. No big box stores would be included.

The back portion of the property was in the IOO- year flood plain and would not be

built upon.

Mr. Lindsey showed slides of how the property would be affected with or without

the Rockaway Road alignment. If Rockaway Road was realigned, outparcels one

and two would be unbuildable, resulting in a smaller development.

At a recent meeting with the Wilshire residents, the following issues were raised:

Do not turn the area into a garage ( i.e., Jiffy Lubes, etc.)

Safety
Traffic safety - he did not anticipate the development having a regional
draw causing a lot of traffic

Multi- use path and tunnel connections

Attachment " E"



He also stated that the Wilshire homeowners were told to let him know if there

were any further concerns so they could consider what the equitable split of costs

would be on the projects.

Mr. Rast stated that he tried to reiterate in the position paper that the previous
rezoning request had commercial usage along Highway 74. Staff was in favor of

the rezoning as long as the total size of the development did not exceed the overall

size of the Wilshire Pavilion development.

He also stated that the Georgia Department of Transportation ( GDOT) had not

acquired the right-of-way for Rockaway Road but that should be taken into

consideration.

He said that design guidelines would also need to be in place for the architecture

and materials used so that this development would complement Wilshire Pavilion.

Three site plans had been shown. If the rezoning occurred, each parcel would

need to go through the conceptual site plan approval process.

Mr. Lorber came forward to ask if the " unbuildable land" would be dedicated to

the City at no cost to the citizens. Mr. Rast responded that there was discussion of

combining the parcel with the recycling center or expanding Meade Field.

Mr. Lorber also asked what buffer was required by the City between the two uses.

Mr. Rast replied that there was a 50' buffer and a 75' building setback.

Mr. Lorber also stated that the obvious place for the tunnel was towards Line

Creek because of the drop of the property. Mr. Rast stated that he would need to

confer with the City Engineer; several different options had been presented.

A member of the audience had a question but did not come to the microphone-
comments were inaudible.)

Ms. Laurie Farmer, president of the Wilshire Estates Homeowners Association

HOA), came forward and stated that she was not in support of or in opposition to

the proposed rezoning. She felt that the development was the gateway to the south

side of Peachtree City and felt that it should give a strong positive impression.

She referred to the inaudible question being that of an issue of pedestrian golf cart

connectivity and safety concerns. The proposed senior development would also

use the path and they were concerned about those crossing on Holly Grove. She

stated that she had met with the GDOT district manager and the golf cart tunnel

was discussed. She stressed to him if the GDOT wanted the HOA' s full support
and interest for any retail center, the residents would need to be able to travel



safely. She would like the Planning Commission to address the issue. Ms. Parmer

noted that the HOA did not have the level of interest that was there previously
with the big box issue. She felt this showed that the residents did not have a huge
level of concern with this development. She also stated that GDOT said that they
were the contractor and that the City dictated where the tunnel would go. They
would be willing to move the tunnel depending on what the City felt was best for

the community.

Ms. Phyllis Aguayo, a resident of Stoneybrook subdivision, stated that she was

concerned about the loss of industrial land to commercial. She felt that when the

City was planned, the industrial land was put there for a purpose. She was concerned

that a precedent would be set to change industrial land to commercial. Ms. Aguayo
also had a concern about the proximity to the airport and wondered if that would be a

problem. She was also concerned about traffic but recognized that this proposal was

better than the previous big box submittal. She felt that it would be wise to wait to

rezone the land until there was definite knowledge as to what businesses would be

there and if Rockaway Road would be realigned. She agreed that the area would be

the gateway to Peachtree City and should be aesthetically pleasing while reflecting
what was seen in the nicer parts of the City.

Mr. Lindsey stated that he had seen the conditions and they were in agreement.

Mr. Mullin asked why the zoning should be GC instead of LUC. Mr. Rast

responded that Wilshire Pavilion was GC and design guidelines were adopted. He

was not aware of restrictions on the property and it had been a successful

development.

Mr. Mullin asked if strip clubs and liquor stores or gas stations would fall under

GC. Mr. Rast responded that there was a broad spectrum and LUC would provide
leeway.

Mr. Mullin stated that he was pleased that the connector road was still shown as it

was in the previous plan. The 50' green buffer would separate this commercial

project from any future residential development. He also stated that all of the

outparcels would face Highway 74.

Mr. Lindsey stated that each site plan would be presented to the Planning
Commission for approval. He felt that GC zoning would provide flexibility. They
would like to have an overall architectural coordination with the proposed
development and with Wilshire Pavilion.

Mr. Mullin replied that he understood but he would prefer LUC zoning to better

control the development.



Mr. Mullin asked Mr. Rast about the uses that would be restricted in LUC. Mr.

Rast responded that it varied on the district but a few were:

Gas Stations

Massage Parlors

Liquor Stores

Adult Video Stores

Oil Change/ Quick Lubes etc.

Mr. Mullin asked if the Commission could approve GC zoning with conditions.

Mr. Rast responded that if specific use restrictions were adopted, it would become

an enforcement issue, especially if the property took several years to develop.

Mr. Andy Campbell of Columbia Properties came forward to speak from a

developer' s perspective. If the property were zoned GC with attached conditions

and someone else developed the property and built what was excluded in the

conditions, there would subsequently be a lawsuit. It would not make logical
business sense to build without research.

Mr. Campbell stated that his only concern with conditions was with the gas
station. Some businesses had contemplated adding gas pumps to their

establishment. There were no conditions to the zoning at Wilshire Pavilion. He

also suggested a zoning of GC with a list of exclusions. The gas station exclusion

should state " a business whose primary source of revenue was the sale of

gasoline." Mr. Mullin agreed that he liked the wording. It would keep someone

from coming along years later and installing a 20-pump gas station.

Mr. Rast stated that LUC would give the City assurances of what would be

developed on the parcel. Mr. Staples asked if LUC was used with the exception
mentioned, what pitfall would affect them as developers. Mr. Campbell replied
that they wanted the development to be user friendly. He felt that with LUC, they
would have to know who their tenants were prior to purchasing the property.

Mr. Rast stated that with LUC, you were adopting site plan, site specific zoning.
Mr. Mullin stated that the developers knew who they were shopping for. He also

stated that he did not want to see gas stations or adult video stores built there.

Mr. Mullin stated that the proposed tunnel should be on the other side of

Rockaway Road so that the residents would not have to cross Rockaway Road that

would be the main traffic generator. He would be curious to hear from the City
Engineer as to why the tunnel should be where it was noted. He also asked how

would the storrnwater management area outside of the hardware store would be

addressed if the realignment took place. Mr. Campbell stated that they would not



put a building there and lose it to condemnation. The site plan submitted was

based on information that they currently had. When the road was realigned, a

new site plan would be submitted. He stated that the intent was not to place storm

water retention there. They would not move forward with the outparcels that

could not be developed unless the GDOT did not proceed with their plans to

realign. The GDOT had not executed the purchase of the property as of yet.

Mr. Rast suggested that this discussion be continued to the August 13 Planning

Commission Meeting to work out the stipulations and restrictions for a GC zoning.

Mr. Mullin asked if the stipulations had to be worked out prior to being presented
to City Council. Mr. Rast stated that he would feel more comfortable with the

stipulations being worked out.

Mr. Campbell stated that he would not be available for the next Planning

Commission Meeting and did not understand why proposed conditions could not

be worked out and attached prior to going before City Council.

Mr. Mullin acknowledged that time was needed to define the stipulations and

conditions but he did not want to delay a vote for several months. Mr. Rast replied

that if they wanted to vote at this meeting that a condition could be added stating

that the developer would work with staff and the Wilshire HOA to define

stipulations.

A resident asked if the developer would have to submit a formal request for the

property to be rezoned to LUC before it would be considered. Mr. Mullin replied
that they would need to begin the submission process over again.

Mr. Staples asked what would happen if the parties did not agree on the

conditions. Mr. Mullin stated that he would not mind the vote being delayed but

he was optimistic that comprornises would be worked out. He also stated that he

felt Columbia Properties would like the right tenants there but they would need the

flexibility to do so.

Mr. Roach asked when the line was crossed from GC to LUC with conditions. He

wondered if this became spot zoning. Mr. Rast replied that LUC was more site-

specific zoning, and GC was more broad. He stated that to his knowledge there

was nothing that said the city could not adopt zoning for a parcel of land and then

apply certain conditions or exclusions if the applicant agreed to the conditions. If

the conditions were not agreed upon, there would be possible litigation. Several

Office Institutional ( OJ) zonings within the SR 74 North corridor were rezoned

with site- specific conditions.



Mr. Roach stated that he would like the City Attorney to specify if it was

acceptable to make stipulations to the nature of use opposed to a site plan.

Ms. Parmer stated that she appreciated the Commission addressing their concerns.

She was willing to work with Columbia Properties.

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Roach, seconded by Mr. Scott, and

unanimously adopted to forward to City Council the proposed rezoning for the

Stephens Tract ( Columbia Properties) at SR 74 South and Rockaway Road from

GI to GC with the noted condition that the City Attorney review the legality of a

use restriction and that the recommendation be subject to his findings. In addition,

both parties must be agreement with the conditions.

The following understandings and conditions were included as a part of the

recommendation for approval:

1. Prior to approval of the conceptual site plan, the Applicant must provide
documentation from GDOT indicating whether or not they plan to proceed with

the realignment of Rockaway Road Should the realignment move forward, a

minimum 50-foot tree save and landscape buffer shall be requiredfor any parcel
with frontage on Rockaway Road It is understood this buffer may be reduced to

no less than 30-feet in width pursuant to the city' s Buffer Ordinance.

Additionally, a 60-foot tree save and landscape buffir shall be required on all

parcels fronting on SR 74, and this buffer shall be measuredfrom the future right-
of-way ofSR 74. It is understood this buffer may be reduced to no less than 40-

feet in width pursuant to the city' s Buffer Ordinance.

2. Any lot having a property line adjacent to more than one public street right-of-
way or private street shall be deemed a multiple frontage lot. Any rear or side
setback that also fronts on a public right-of-way or private street shall have a

setback depth equal to the minimum front setback depth specified for the

appropriate zoning district.

3. The architectural design, exterior building materials and color selection of all

buildings shall be similar to those used within the existing Wilshire Pavilion

development. Additionally, each building shall follow the design and signage
guidelines established for that retail center as well as the guidelines set forth
within Division 4 of the city' s Land Development Ordinance.

4. Approval of the zoning shall in no way imply approval of any specific site plan
features other than the basic concept ofdeveloping retail and commercial uses on

a 21. 12- acre portion of the Stephens tract.

5. A subdivision plat for the 21.12- acre tract must be submitted to City Stafffor
review and approval prior to recording this document with the Fayette County
Tax Assessor. The plat must be recorded prior to approval of the final site plan
for the initial development.

6. The Land Use designation of this portion of the Stephens tract shall be changed to

COM Commercial.
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Ordinance Number ( GC)

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE

PEACHTREE CITY ZONING ORDINANCE
TO REZONE A 21. 12- ACRE PORTION OF THE

STEPHENS TRACT ON SR 74 SOUTH

FOR RETAIL AND COMMERCIAL USE,
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that a 21. 12-
acre parcel on SR 74 South be rezoned from its current designation of GI General
Industrial to GC General Commercial by adding Section 1006C Property rezoned to GC
and adding Section 1006C. 1 as follows:

Section 1 006C. 1) Stephens tract commercial.

a) The property described below shall be rezoned from its present classification of GI
General Industrial to GC General Commercial. Said property is more particularly
described as follows:

All that tract or parcel of land lying and being in Land Lots 29 and 30 in City of Peachtree,

Fayette County. being more particularly described as follows:

To find the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, commence at a point at the intersection of the on

the southerly right of way of State Route No. 74 ( 100' RM/ varies) and the northerly right of

way of Rockaway Road ( RM/ varies); Thence run along Rockaway Road South 01 degrees
15 minutes 08 seconds West a distance of 68. 91 feet to a point; Thence continue along said

right of way South 35 degrees 51 minutes 08 seconds West a distance of 841. 25 feet to a 1"

pipe found, the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; Thence run along said right of way along an

arc of a curve to the left with a distance of 49. 04 feet to a point ( said arc being subtended by
a chord South 36 degrees 14 minutes 30 seconds West a distance of 49. 04 feet); Thence

leaving said right of way and run South 85 degrees 30 minutes 07 seconds West a distance
of 720. 20 feet to a point; Thence run North 04 degrees 29 minutes 53 seconds West a

distance of 285. 72 feet to a point; Thence run South 85 degrees 30 minutes 07 seconds
West a distance of 798. 29 feet to a point; Thence run North 00 degrees 36 minutes 14
seconds East a distance of 385. 52 feet to a y," rebar found on the southerly State Route No.
74 ( RM/ varies); Thence run along said right of way North 76 degrees 32 minutes 17 seconds
East a distance of 271. 39 feet to a point; Thence continue along said right of way along an

arc of a curve to the right with a distance if 361. 69 feet to a point ( said arc being subtended

by a chord North 80 degrees 32 minutes 40 seconds East a distance of 361. 34 feet); Thence

continue along said right of way North 85 degrees 21 minutes 28 seconds East a distance of
951.45 feet to a 5/ 8" rebar found; Thence leave said right of way and run South 00 degrees

36 minutes 28 seconds West a distance of 711. 27 feet to a 1" pipe found, the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Said Tract contains 21. 120 acres more or less.

Attachment " F"
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b) The above-described tract is illustrated in the Boundary and Topography Survey
prepared by W. D. Gray and Associates, Inc. ( last revised December 8, 2006), a

copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by express
reference.

It is intended that the GC zoning district be established specifically for a multi-

building retail and commercial development to be developed substantially in
accordance with the following express conditions:

1 006C .1. 1) Permitted uses.

a) Retail business involving the sale of merchandise on the premises, provided
no single tenant, owner, occupant, or business occupies more than 10,000

square feet.

b) Business involving the rendering of a personal service on the premises.
c) Office for governmental, business, professional or general purposes.

d) No more than one freestanding restaurant with a drive-thru

e) Publicly owned building, facility or land.

f) Building, facility, or land for noncommercial park, recreation, thoroughfare or

open space purposes.

9) Hotel or motel.

h) Accessory use: See section 908.

1 006C. 1. 2) Uses not permitted.

a) Convenience- type stores.

b) Any business whose primary business is the sale of alcohol; provided that this
restriction shall not prohibit individual restaurants from selling beer, wine,

distilled spirits or other beverages.
e) Cocktail lounge, disco or dance hall.

d) Automobile repair, including oil change facilities and emissions testing
centers.

e) Automobile parts sales. The repair of vehicles on the premises by the

property owner, tenants, or customers shall be prohibited.

f) Automobile washing facilities.

9) Automobile sales and leasing ( new and used vehicles).

h) Boat sales and leasing ( new and used).

i) Establishments whose primary business is the sale of gasoline or diesel.

Ul Animal hospitals or veterinary clinics with outdoor kennel facilities.
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k) Adult novelty stores, book stores, entertainment centers, theatres, and

amusement facilities, peep shows and massage parlors, provided that this

restriction shall not prohibit a day spa from locating within the development.

I) Bingo parlor, bowling alley, pool hall, billiards parlor, skating rink and roller

rink.

m) Electronic gaming centers where the primary business is from game playing.
n) Pawn shops, second hand stores, closeout or liquidation stores, flea markets,

bankruptcy or fire sales, provided that this restriction shall not prohibit a

consignment store from opening within the development

0) Blood bank and plasma centers.

p) Tattoo parlors.

q) Check- cashing facilities.

r) Facilities for dumping, disposal, incineration or reduction of garbage or refuse.

s) A site for day laborers to congregate or to solicit work.

t) Transportation facility or terminal.

u) Self-service storage facilities, I.e., mini-warehouses.

v) Off-street auto parking facility.
w) Open yard for the sale, rental, and/ or storage of materials or equipment,

including junk or salvage materials.

1 006C. 1. 3) Conditional uses.

No conditional uses shall be permitted within this zoning district.

1 006C . 1.4) Other requirements.

a) Buffer requirements.

No less than a 60'-wide tree save and landscape buffer shall be provided on all lots
with frontage on SR 74 South. This buffer shall be measured from the right-of-way
of SR 74.

No less than a 50' tree save and landscape buffer shall be provided on all lots with

frontage on Rockaway Road. This buffer shall be measured from the right-of-way
of Rockaway Road.

No less than a 50' undisturbed buffer shall be provided between this development
and the adjoining Stephens tract.

b) Parking
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Parking shall be provided pursuant to city ordinances. Dumpsters, loading and
service areas shall not be located within any building setbacks and shall be

properly screened from view in accordance with city ordinances.

d) Curb cuts.

Pursuant to GDOT review and approval, the overall development shall be limited to

no more than one right- in/ right- out curb cut on GA 74 with appropriate turning
lanes. The teardrop island within this entrance must consist of stamped and/ or

stained concrete, brick or concrete pavers as opposed to plain concrete.

Pursuant to GDOT review and approval, the overall development shall be limited to

no more than two full- turning curb cuts from SR 74 with appropriate turning lanes,

including the proposed realignment of Rockaway Road.

e) Interparcel access.

Interparcel access shall be provided between each parcel and to the remainder of
the Stephens tract.

f) Architectural concept.

In addition to compliance with the city's Design Guidelines ordinance, the
architectural design, color selection and exterior materials for all buildings shall

comply with the Architectural Guidelines established for the Wilshire Pavilion

development. All sides of each building must include architectural detailing and
similar building materials.

g) Site lighting.

A complete site lighting plan, including all lighting proposed on the exterior of each

building, shall be developed and submitted to the City Planner for review and

approval prior to installation. All lighting shall comply with the city' s Lighting
Ordinance.

h) Signage program.

Signage shall be provided as set forth within the City' s Sign Ordinance and in

accordance with the approved Signage Program established for Wilshire Pavilion.

i) Landscape concept.

A complete landscape plan for the overall development shall be developed and

approved by the Planning Commission. The plan must provide for fully landscaped
entrances off of GA 74 and Rockaway Road, including meandering berms and
substantial landscaping as necessary to screen views to the individual tracts. All
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landscaped areas within the site must include an underground irrigation system
with a programmable timer,

All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby
repealed in their entirety.

Done, Ratified, and Passed this day of 2007.

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk





POSITION PAPER

1Proposed Rezoning: Haynes tract, Carriage Lane

City Planner/ Zoning Administrator

August 8, 2007

Situation

Mr. Thomas Haynes owns a 3. 82- acre tract of land on Carriage Lane. The property is currently
zoned ER Estate Residential and contains a single- family residence and a guesthouse, both of

which are permitted within the ER zoning district. Mr. Haynes desires to subdivide the property
into two parcels, each parcel containing one home. Because the current zoning would not permit
this subdivision, the Applicant is requesting the overall tract be rezoned to an appropriate
classification. A copy of the application is included as Attachment " A".

Facts

1. The overall tract is 3. 82 acres in size and is currently zoned ER Estate Residential, which

requires a minimum lot size of three acres.

2. The Land Use Plan designates the area south of GA 54 and east of Robinson Road to be

developed for low- density residential purposes with individual lots of at least three acres.

3. Shakerag Plantation was initially recorded in the early 1970' s as a 10- lot subdivision with

all lots exceeding three acres in size ( Attachment " B"). The overall subdivision complies
with the current zoning and land use designation.

4. The properties to the north and west are within the Shakerag Plantation subdivision and

are 3. 68 acres and 3. 98 acres in size and are zoned ER Estate Residential.

5. The Mascara property to the west is approximately 0. 95 acres in size and has been zoned

ER Estate Residential for many years. Access to this tract is off of Stagecoach Road.

6. The 31.75- acre tract to the east was rezoned from ER to LUR Limited Use Residential on

July 1, 1999, to allow a subdivision of 12 single- family detached residential lots

Attachment " C"). This property had been involved in litigation for many years and the

rezoning proposal was an attempt to resolve the outstanding problems and settle the

litigation. The lot immediately adjacent to the Haynes tract is 2. 0 acres.

7. The two lots that would be created if this rezoning were approved would be 2. 0 and 1.82

acres in size ( Attachment " D").

8. The Applicant filed a similar rezoning request in 2001 requesting that he be allowed to

subdivide the property into two parcels. The purpose of this request was to allow the

construction of an additional home on the newly created parcel. Staff recommended that

the rezoning request not be approved ( Attachment " E").
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9. At their meeting on June 11, 2001, the Planning Commission voted to recommend that

the rezoning request not be approved (Attachment " F").

10. At their meeting on July 5, 2001, the City Council voted to recommend that the rezoning
request be denied (Attachment " G").

11. Following the City Council meeting, the former City Attorney sent a letter to Mr. Haynes
notifying him that he could construct a guesthouse on the property as long as certain

conditions were met ( Attachment " H"). The Applicant applied for and received a

Building Permit and constructed a freestanding guesthouse on the property, which meets

applicable building setbacks and has been used as a residence for Mr. Haynes' son and his

family.

12. The Applicant initially submitted a rezoning application on January 5, 2007 requesting
that the subject property be rezoned to LUR Limited Use Residential to allow the

proposed subdivision. Following the Planning Commission meeting on February 12,

2007, where there was a unanimous vote to recommend that the rezoning not be approved
Attachment " I"), Staff discovered that the proposed LUR zoning classification would not

be appropriate as the overall tract was less than five acres in size as required by the LUR

zoning classification. The Applicant requested that City Council continue the Public

Hearing until they could determine if another classification would be appropriate for the

subdivision.

13. Mr. Haynes continues to desire that the property be subdivided into two tracts of land.

Because each tract would be less than three acres in size as required within the ER Estate

Residential zoning district, the Applicant is now requesting that the overall tract be

rezoned to R-43 Residential to accommodate the proposed subdivision.

14. At their meeting on June 23, 2007, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to

recommend that the rezoning request not be approved ( Attachment " J").

15. A copy of the ER Estate Residential and the R-43 Residential zoning classifications are

provided as Attachments " K" and " L".

Recommendation

City Staff recommends that the proposed rezoning not be approved. The subject tract is located
within an established subdivision of three-acre lots, and the rezoning would create a " spot zone"

within an established subdivision.

The overall 3. 82- acre tract includes a single- family residence and a freestanding guesthouse, both

of which are permitted and were constructed in accordance with the ER Estate Residential zoning
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district. Allowing the subdivision of this individual tract of land would set a precedent that could

open the door for similar subdivision requests throughout the Estate Residential zoning district.

Should the City Council vote to rezone the property as requested, Staff recommends that the

following understandings and conditions be included as a part of that recommendation:

I. There shall be no more than one single- family home on each zoning lot. The construction

of an additional guesthouse on either parcel shall not be permitted.

2. Should either of the homes be torn down and reconstructed, the new structure must

comply with the building setbacks identified within the ER Estates Residential zoning
district.

3. A final plat showing the new lot line configuration shall be prepared and recorded with

the Fayette County Tax Assessor.

4. The Applicant shall be responsible for paying the Glenloch Service Area impact fee for

the new lot created by this subdivision at the time the final plat is approved.

Attachments



ROSENZWEIG. JONES & MACNABB, P. C.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

32 SOUTH COURT SQUARE

POST OFFICE BOX 220

NEWNAN, GEORGIA 30264

MELISSA PARDEN GRIFFIS ( GA, AL)

June 19, 2007

TELEPHONE ( 770) 253- 3282

FAX ( 770) 251- 7262

e. mail mgriffis@rjm- pc.com

David E. Rast, ASLA

City Planner

City of Peachtree City Planning Department
153 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE: Mr. Thomas C. Haynes, Jr.

Approx. 3. 820 Acres Located on CalTiage Lane, Peachtree City, Georgia

Dear Mr. Rast:

The applicant in the above- described property ("the Property") in Peachtree City,

Georgia, hereby makes this application to rezone the Property from ER to R-43 which

provides a suitable environment for an R-43 district on Carriage Lane for those residential

uses which benefit from close proximity to each other, consistent with the Peachtree City

Zoning Ordinance.

As noted on the " Request for Rezoning for City of Peachtree City, Georgia" Form

enclosed herewith, the zoning designation requested is the most appropriate zoning for

the Property insofar as it is located in a residential neighborhood and currently has two

2) homes on one (1) lot. The adoption of the proposed zoning change will facilitate the

smart growth and development that is expected in Peachtree City.

For the reasons stated above, Mr. Haynes believes that this application is not only
consistent with, but advances the intent of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance.

Additionally, the proposed zoning designation and use will facilitate provision ofR-43

zoning in a manner consistent with principles of smart development so highly valued by
Peachtree City.

Mr. Haynes has, at attached Tabs ( A) through ( G), included all materials required

per the Application Form and applicable Ordinance provisions. As always, should you

have any questions about the material submitted, or should you require additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact me. Mr. Haynes, as applicant, and

George Rosenzweig or myself, as counsel for Mr. Haynes, look forward to working with

you and your staff as you review and analyze the enclosed Application.

RECEIVED JUN 2 1 2007
Attachment " A"
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I look forward to receiving Planner' s Recommendation in the near futme.

Yo

O~~
ehssa Darden Griffis

FOR MR. THOMAS C. HAYNES, JR.

MDG/kr

Enclosures

c: Mr. Thomas Haynes, Jr.



OWNER

REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change 1he zoning classification of1he following described property:
Land Lot 68 of the Seventh District of Fayette County, Georgia, and being known as

Lot 5, Block." B" of Shakeraq Plantation.

This property is presently zoned: ER

The proposed zoning classification is: . R- 43

I certifY that I am 1he owner, or 1he duly authorized agent of the owner, of 1he property described

above:

Owner: ( print) 
Thomas C. Haynes, r. ..

Agent:

Address:

Phone: .

print)

108 Carriage Lane, Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

770) 487- 9962
I>ate: lit//)7

I

This request, along with the required fee ($ 600+ $ 25/ acre) and supplemental documents, has been

properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by 1he Planning Commission and 1he City
Council:

Signature:

Title:

I>ate:

Request Number:

I>ate of Planning Commission Public Hearing:

I>ate of City Council Public Hearing:

07/01/ 01



ATTORNEY

REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change the zoning classification of the following described property:
Land Lot 68 of the Seventh District of Fayette County~ Georgia, and being known as

Lot 5. Block- " B" of Shakerag Plantation

This property is presently zoned: 
ER

The proposed zoning classification is: . R - 43

I certify that I am the owner, or the duly authorized agent of the owner, of the property described

above:

Signatme:

Owner:

Agent:

Address:

Phone:

Melissa D. Griffis, Esq.

32 South Court Square, Newnan, Georgia 30263

770) 253- 3282 Date: tllf/ OJ'.
f ..

this request, along with the required fee ($ 600 + $ 25/ acre) and supplemental documents; has been.

properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the PIlmnine Commission and the City

Council:

Signature:

Title:

Date:

Request Number:

Date ofPllmning Commission Public Hearing:

Date of City Council Public Hearin:g:

07/01/ 01
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STATE OF GEORGIA FAYETTE
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THIS iXD];N'I'lJlU!. Made this 23rd day of January

Ooe "I1iousaod. Nine Hundred a.n4Sevent;: y Eight . between

In theYeoEofoudoN

CRAFTMARK, INC.

Fayette and State of Georgia of the fust pm,'~

THC*!AS C. !:! AYNES, JR. AND GENEVA C. l:lAYNES

of the Ccu.ntjot Clayton and Scate of Georgia .. of the second pat:.
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Georg:t.a, and being known as Lot 5, Block " B" of Shake rag Plantation as showp. by

plat qf. survejdated September 25. 1972, prepared by R. A. Oslin. Jr., Registered
Surveyor, and recorded in Plat Book. 7, Page 75, in the office of the Clerk of the

Superior Court of Fayette. COlmty, Georgia. .

fthe~ cy of

Reference is made to the hereinabove described plat for' a !!lOre particular
descr:tption of said l.ot~ Said lot is sold subject 100 the Restrictive Covenanr:s

recorded inDeed : Book 158, l'age 255. Fayette County Records.

This. being the same property as convayed by Wa= anty Deed dated January 6, 1977,

f:rOD;l Errol A. J3rown to Craftmark, Inc.. filed- for record Januarjr 10, 1977,

and recorded ~ Deed Book 158. I'age 254, Fayette. County Records.
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Amended Statements as to the Reasons for the Proposed Rezonin~:

1. The rezoning proposal provides a suitable environment for an R- 43 district on Carriage
Lane from ER for those residential uses which benefit from close proximity to each other,

consistent with the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance.

2. The rezoning proposal would not adversely affect the existing use or usability of adjacent
or nearby property.

3. The rezoning proposal will not result in a use which will or would cause an excessive or

burdensome use of existing streets, transportation facilities, utilities, or schools.

4. The rezoning proposal will facilitate the principles of smart development so highly valued

by Peachtree City, Georgia.



NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL PROPERTY OWNERS

WITHIN 200 FEET OF THE BOUNDARY OF THE PROPERTY

Joe Jackson

106 Carriage Lane

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Ron Ranes

109 Carriage Lane

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Joseph Mascara

301 Stagecoach Road

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Hyde Properties, L.L.C.

100 Petrol Point

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269
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POSITION PAPER

Proposed Rezoning: Haynes property
Lot 5, Block B, Shakerag Plantation subdivision

City Planner . .\

June 8, 200 1 \)rJN\~

Situation:

The. owner of the property at 108 Carnage Lane has requested that the property be

rezoned from ER, Estate Residential to LUR- 9A, Limited Use Residential to allow the

subdivision of the property into two parcels.

Facts:

1. Shakerag Plantation was initially recorded in the early 1970' s as a 10- lot subdivision

with all lots exceeding three acres in size.

2. The Haynes property comprises 3. 82 acres and is currently zoned ER Estate Resi-

dential, which allows one- family dwellings on lots of at least three acres.

3. The Land Use Plan calls for the area south of GA 54 and east of Robinson Road to be

developed for low- density residential purposes with individual lots of at least three

acres.

4. The 31. 75- acre tract to the east was recently rezoned to LUR Limited Use Residential

to allow a subdivision of 12 single- family detached residential lots. This property had

been involved in litigation for several years, and the rezoning proposal was an attempt

to resolve the outstanding problems and settle the litigation.
5. The Mascara property to the west is approximately 0.95 acres in size and has been

zoned ER Estate Residential for many years. Access to this property is from Old

Stagecoach Road.

6. The properties to the north and west are within the Shakerag Plantation subdivision

and are 3. 68 acres and 3. 98 acres in size and are zoned ER Estate Residential.

Recommendation:

The Staff recommends that the prQPosed rezoning be denied because it is not in accor-

dance with the Land Use Plan. The Applicant is proposing an expansion of an existing
Limited Use Residential into an established subdivision of 3+ acre lots. This would set a

precedent that could potentially allow similar subdivisions within the Estate Residential

zoning district.

Attachment: Request Brochure
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REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change the zoning classification of the following described property:
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This property is presently zoned: E R

The proposed zoning classification is: \... u.. R

I certify that I am the owner, or the duly authorized agent of the owner, of the property described

above:

Signatur

Owner:

Agent:

Address:

Phone:

print)

print)
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Date: J;.- 30- 0 t

This request, along with the required fee ($ lO/acre, minimum $200) and supplemental documents, has

been properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the Planning Commission and the

City Council:

h/MiAJ/ S7/U170e.

t7/ 1" ~ I

Request Number: ~/ - tJ+

Date of Planning Commission Public Hearing:

Date ofCity Council Public Hearing:

Signature:

Title:

Date:

II. Z-9~/

S; ~/
11/ 17/ 00
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3. A statement as to the reason for the proposed rezoning:.

Statement

I, Thomas C. Haynes, Jr., and my wife, Geneva C. Haynes are

requesting rezoning of our property so that our son, Gary S. Haynes can

build his home nearby.

My wife had a stroke last year, and both ofus are under doctor's care.

We would feel more secure having our son live nearby, in the event of
an emergency.

mas~'
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EXCERPT FROM APPROVED MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION

June 11, 2001 meeting

PH- 01- 04 Proposed Rezoning, Lot 5, Block B, Shakerag Plantation Sub- division,

108 Carriage Lane, ER to LUR- 9A

Mr. Saunders opened the public hearing at 7: 30 p.m.

The property owner, Mr. Thomas Haynes, was in attendance to present the request to rezone this

3. 82- acre property at 108 Carriage Lane. It was zoned ER Estate Residential, and he was asking
that it be rezoned to LUR- 9A Limited Use Residential to allow the subdivision of the property
into two parcels. He stated that the reason for the rezoning was to allow their son to build a

home next to theirs so he would be close by in case of an emergency.

Mr. Haynes reviewed the rezoning history in the Carriage Lane area. He stated that they were

not concerned with the zoning district that would be assigned to their property as long as their
son would be allowed to build a home next to theirs.

Mr. Haynes referred to Amendment 14 to the U.S. Constitution which was dated 1868. He

highlighted several words used in this amendment and read their definitions from a Webster' s

Dictionary of 1847. He felt it was safe to assume the intent of this amendment based on these
definitions. They felt that a vote that deprived them of the right to build this home would violate
their rights under Amendment 14 to the Constitution.

Mr. Haynes noted that the Ordinance would allow them to build a guest house on their property.
He said they had considered this but, for financial reasons, would prefer not to.

Mr. Rast explained that this property was located within Shakerag Plantation which was initially
recorded in the early 1970' s as a lO- lot subdivision with all lots exceeding three acres in size.

The Haynes property comprised 3. 82 acres and was zoned ER. It conformed to the overall lot

sizes in the subdivision as well as the Land Use Plan which called for low- density residential

development with individual lots of at least three acres for the area south of GA 54 and east of

Robinson Road.

Mr. Rast reviewed the zoning classifications of the surrounding properties and explained that the
31.75- acre tract to the east was recently rezoned to LUR Limited Use Residential to allow a

subdivision of 12 single- family detached residential lots. This property had been involved in

litigation for many years, and the rezoning proposal was an attempt to resolve the outstanding
problems and settle the litigation. He explained that the reason the rezoning was approved was

because some of the lots within the subdivision were smaller than the three acres required under

ER zoning.

The Mascara property to the west was approximately 0. 95 acres in size and had been zoned ER

for many years. Access to this property was from Old Stagecoach Road. The properties to the
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north and west were 3. 68 acres and 3. 98 acres in size and within the Shakerag Plantation

subdivision. They were zoned ER and conformed to the Land Use Plan.

Mr. Rast stated that Mr. Haynes was proposing an expansion of an existing LUR zoning into an

established subdivision of 3+ acre lots. He added that, although Staff sympathized with Mr.

Haynes' desire to subdivide the property, the Staff recommendation was that the proposed
rezoning be denied because it was not in accordance with the Land Use Plan. It was felt this

would set a precedent that could potentially allow similar subdivisions within the ER zoning
district.

Mr. Joe Jackson of 106 Carriage Lane lived next door to the Haynes. He noted that Mr. Haynes
cited several portions of the Fourteen Amendment to the Constitution to support his request.

However, Mr. Jackson stated that for all of those same reasons, he opposed this proposal and

wanted the zoning to remain ER. He stated that he had been told that the reason they needed to

change the zoning of this property was because they could not have a kitchen in a guest house if

the zoning remained ER. His research had indicated that a kitchen would be allowed; in fact,

there would be no restrictions if they built a guest house. Consequently, he saw no reason to

change the zoning for the property which would negatively impact the quality of life of their

neighbors if other lots in the area were also subdivided.

Ms. Kelly Ranes of 109 Carriage Lane was also in attendance to speak in opposition to this

rezoning. She stated that she very much disliked having to speak out against the efforts of this

very good neighbor but felt an obligation to do so to protect the integrity of their neighborhood.
She did not object to the Haynes building a guest house on the property as zoned but opposed the

rezoning which she felt would open the door to the subdivision of other properties in their

neighborhood.

Mr. Ronnie Ranes of 109 Carriage Lane felt the main reason for the rezoning was so the Haynes
would not have to put all of their property at risk because of the mortgage on the new structure.

He stated that he also did not object to the house being built but did oppose rezoning the

property.

In response to a question from Mr. Haynes, Mr. Lindsey stated that the Zoning Ordinance

defined a guest house. It could not be rented out but could be used by relatives and guests. In

addition, he stated there was no restriction on having a kitchen.

The public hearing was closed at 8: 00 p.m.

Dr. Schumacher thanked Mr. Haynes for his research and felt his legal presentation was " the

most refreshing he had heard at a Planning Commission meeting in some time." He assured Mr.

Haynes that the Fourteenth Amendment was also very important to the Commissioners.

Mr. Finney noted that building a guest house seemed like the simplest solution because it would

not require rezoning and would also satisfy the desires of all parties involved.

Mr. Saunders pointed out that City Council would make the final decision on this matter.



After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Ames and seconded by Mr. Finney to forward the

proposed rezoning to City Council with a recommendation for denial. The motion passed by a

vote of 4 to 1 with Dr. Schumacher voting against it.



EXCERPT FROM APPROVED MINUTES

CITY COUNCIL MEETING

July 5, 2001

07- 01- 01 Rezoning Request - Haynes Property - 108 Carriage Lane

Lenox read the rules for Public Hearings, establishing time limits of 20 minutes per side for those

for and against the project.

Property owner Thomas Haynes addressed Council regarding his request to rezone the 3. 82- acre

property at 108 Carriage Lane. Haynes told Council he had lived in Peachtree City for 30 years, 25

years on Carriage Lane. Haynes told Council that Y. of his lot had never been used and that his

youngest son wanted a home on Carriage Lane. Haynes said he would like to rezone the parcel
from ER (Estate Residential) to LUR- 9A ( Limited Use Residential) so he could subdivide the tract

into two parcels. Haynes told Council he knew he could build a guest house according to City
Code, but preferred to subdivide the property so his son could have his own home. Haynes referred

to the rezoning of a 30- acre tract adjoining his property from ER to LUR. He said he thought by
these rezonings he should have an equal right to a rezoning. He said when Carriage Lane was

developed it had 10 tracts. He showed Council a plat of Carriage Lane which showed an 11th lot of

only 1.42 acres. He asked if that was a computer error. Williams told Council the lot could be

subdivided if the Councilor the Planning Commission subdivided it, but that staff didn' t consider

that lot subdivided and that if someone tried to sell the 11
th

lot they could be prosecuted. Haynes
said a creek ran down the middle of his property. If subdivided, the additional lot would be a two-

acre plat.

Kelly Ranes, Phyllis Aquayo, Joe Jackson, Ronnie Ranes, and Larry Manwaring spoke in

opposition to the rezoning. They were concerned that subdividing the lot could set precedence for

others to do the same.

Williams told Council that staffand Planning Commission had recommended denial of the rezoning
request. He added that Haynes had a perfect solution by building a guest house. He pointed out that

guest houses could not be rented or used for income, and were intended only for guests and/or

family and could not be sold separately.

McMenamin said that while she had a lot of empathy for Haynes, she could not approve the

rezoning. Fritz agreed and added that opening the door for one rezoning opened the door for

everybody else. Lenox said the precedence issue also worried him the most. He added that some

people would subdivide their ER lots just for the money.

Haynes told Council he would proceed to build a guest house and asked if he needed anything in

writing that said it was permitted for him to do so. Lenox said Council would forward a letter

stating that he had that right.

McMenamin moved to deny the rezoning. Fritz seconded the motion. The motion carried 4-0.

Tennant abstained due to a prior business relationship with Haynes.
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July 9, 2001

Mr. Thomas Haynes
108 Carriage Lane

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Dear Tom:

This letter is being sent to you pursuant to your request made of the City Council on July
5, 2001. As you know, your home is located in the estate residential zoning district (hereinafter
ER"). The permitted uses in the ER zoning district according to Section 1003. 2( a) and (b) are

one- family dwelling ( other than a mobile home), including a guest house facility" and " one-

family dwelling ( other than a mobile home) used primarily as a guest house or second home."
The definition of "guest house" found in Article VI of the Zoning Code is defined as follows:

Living quarters situated within an attached or detached accessory building located
on the same premises as the principal building; such quarters shall be used only by
bonafide non-paying guests or relatives of the owners or occupants of the

principal building and shall not be rented or otherwise occupied as a separate
dwelling.

Thus, according to the defmition of guest house and the requirements for the ER zoning
district, you may construct a guest house on your property for your son, Gary. Ofcourse, you
will have to comply with the remaining provisions of the zoning ordinances, building code, etc.

For your convenience, I have included a copy of the Estate Residential Zoning Ordinance.

I: IPTClCITYlRPL\ LettersIPTC - Property Matters\ Thomas Haynes - Guest House Matter. wpd
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July 9, 2001

Page 2

Best regards.

Sincerely,

Richard P. Lindsey

RPL:jmf
Enclosure /'

cc: Mr. Jim Williams,

City of Peachtree City

I:IPTCICITYlRPLlLettersIPTC - Property MatterslThomas Haynes - Guest House Matter. wpd



EXCERPT FROM APPROVED MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

February 12, 2007

PH-07- 02 Proposed Rezoning: Haynes tract, Carriage Lane ( ER to LUR).

Melissa Griffis, Esq., of Rosenzweig, Jones & MacNabb, P. C., was in attendance to present Mr.

Thomas Haynes' request to rezone a 3. 82- acre tract of land he owned on Carriage Lane in

Shakerag Plantation from ER Estate Residential to LUR Limited Use Residential. Mr. Haynes
was in the audience.

Ms. Griffis stated that there had been a previous request to rezone this property. She said this

request had been modified because the City recommended that, instead of rezoning the property,
Mr. Haynes build a guest house which was what he did. She noted that it met all applicable
setbacks and building codes and had been permitted.

Ms. Griffis explained that the property was currently zoned ER and contained a single- family
residence and a guesthouse, both of which were permitted within the ER zoning district. She

eXplained that Mr. Haynes desired to subdivide the property into two parcels, each parcel
containing one home.

Ms. Griffis stated that Mrs. Haynes had passed away and, due to his age and medical condition,

Mr. Haynes needed to sell his home and move to a smaller home on one level. It had been on the

market for over a year and had not sold. She stated that because both homes had to be sold

together, there was no market for them. Consequently, they felt the property had no economic

value or use as it was currently zoned. Ms. Griffis felt this property was unique in that it was the

only lot in the subdivision where the house was not built in the middle of the parcel. A creek

flowing in the middle of the parcel could naturally divide it.

Ms. Griffis stated that rezoning this property would have limited applicability to other ER lots.

However, they thought this was an unusual lot and property; and due to the special circumstances

and Mr. Haynes' situation, they were asking that the Planning Commission recommend that City
Council approve the rezoning. She requested that she be reserved some time to respond to

anyone opposing their request.

Ms. Griffis further stated that the LUR zoning was consistent with other properties in this area.

Over 30 acres to the east had been rezoned to LUR for the Hyde Park Subdivision, and most of

the lots in that subdivision were two acres, some of them less than two acres. She added that the

95- acre Mascara property was zoned ER, and the property directly east of it was also less than

two acres. Rezoning the property to LUR would allow Mr. Haynes to divide his property into

two lots, one of two acres and one of 1.82 acres.

Ms. Griffis acknowledged that the ER zoning required that lots be a minimum of three acres in

size but noted that there were other parcels in that area that were less than three acres. She also

pointed out that the property was unique in that the house was not built in the middle of the lot
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because of a spring that ran through the middle of the parcel. Therefore, it was thought that

would be a natural place to divide the property. Due to the special circumstances of the lot and

Mr. Haynes' health, they asked that the rezoning be approved.

Mr. Staples questioned Ms. Griffis about her statement that there was no economic use for the

property. He wondered if she meant there was " diminished" economic use. She said that they
were contending that there was no economic value because the house had been on the market for

over a year and there had been no offers to purchase it. He assumed the property had been listed

at multiple values and had been substantially reduced. Ms. Griffis said it did not matter what the

price, no one was interested in purchasing two homes.

In response to a request from Mr. Staples to describe the two homes on the property, Ms. Griffis

stated that the home where Mr. Haynes had lived for 30 years was a brick home; a portion of it

was one story but the bedrooms, bathrooms, and kitchen were on two floors and required Mr.

Haynes to go up and down stairs which was becoming difficult for him. The guest house was a

newer, vinyl-sided two- story where Mr. Haynes' son and his family resided.

No one else spoke in favor of the proposed rezoning.

Ms. Phyllis Aquayo of Stonington Drive stated that this was a difficult situation in that her heart

went out to Mr. Haynes. However, the obligation was to determine what was best for the City.
She stated that she was at the meeting when the previous request to rezone this property was

made. She recalled that at that time, both the Planning Commission and City Council had the

concern that allowing this rezoning would have a domino effect that would require approval to

subdivide properties in other areas of the City as well.

Ms. Aguayo further stated that there had been an effort to keep the ER zoning in this area for

many years. As a result, the family was permitted to build the guest house to accommodate their

son. One of the concerns with the rezoning request that was specifically mentioned by the

Planning Commission and City Council was that the property would eventually be sold as two

separate lots, and they wanted to avoid that happening. She noted that now that they had built

the extra house, they were saying that the property had less value. However, by building the

guest house, the City was able to accommodate their original request. She felt that to allow the

rezoning at this point would lead to requests elsewhere.

Mr. Randy Hough of Spear Road had lived at this address for 22 years and stated that he

regretted Mr. Haynes' situation but emphasized that the property was zoned ER. He had stood in

opposition to rezonings in this area many times in the past. He stated that when they purchased
their ER lots, they understood that the integrity of the zoning would be maintained. He stated

that somehow he was not aware of the fact that the Hyde property had been rezoned to LUR- 9 in

July 1999 but his concern now was what would happen next. He said there were rumors that

offers had been made to three property owners on Robinson Road near the Methodist Church and

Spear Road. If the rezoning of the Haynes' property went through, his understanding was that

the developer intended to raze those three houses and erect higher density housing in that area.



Mr. Hough appealed to the integrity of the Planning Commission and urged them to uphold the

zoning of this property. The residents in this area had made their land purchases based on a

promise that was implied by the zoning. That promise was that, whenever possible, the zoning
would be maintained.

Mr. Ronald Ranes, who also lived on Carriage Lane, stated that he also had been in Council

Chambers multiple times for issues like this where people wanted to spot zone for their own

benefit. He was at the meeting where the original rezoning request was denied. It was stated

during those deliberations that the reason they wanted to build a second house was so that Mr.

Haynes' son Gary could live next door to his parents. However, ER zoning allowed a guest
house to be built on the property. The real reason they wanted to split the property was so that

Mr. Haynes' house, which was almost paid off, would not be at risk because of the mortgage on

his son' s house.

Mr. Ranes said he was truly sympathetic with the Haynes' situation. However, he thought that

instead of rezoning the property, the current home could be remodeled so that it was on one

level. He noted that the Haynes had been trying to sell the property on their own and had not

hired a realtor. If they really wanted to sell the house and were having trouble doing so, he

thought it would be a good idea to hire a professional to sell it. He also noted that the " For Sale"

sign was actually in front of the guest house even though they said they were trying to sell Mr.

Haynes' house. Mr. Ranes pointed out that the Haynes knew before they built the guest house
that it could not be spot zoned, but they built it anyway.

Mr. Ranes further stated that the 32 acres that had been rezoned to LUR in 1999 reduced the

number of homes that could be constructed from 23 to 11. He noted that his home was also not

built in the middle of his property so if the rezoning was approved, he could spot zone his

property as well which was not the intent of the ER zoning. If approved, he felt the rezoning
would produce a domino effect. He also clarified that the City had not recommended that the

Haynes build the guest house; the City Attorney had only told them what they were permitted to

do.

Mr. Joe Jackson, who lived next door to the property proposed for rezoning, sympathized with

Mr. Haynes. He said he had discussed the situation with the Haynes prior to and after the initial

rezoning request and had told them he thought it was a bad idea. He had invested in ER property
and would like to keep it ER property.

Ms. Kelly Ranes said that she lived across the street from the Haynes and felt as if they had been

fighting a battle to keep from being closed in from both ends of their street ever since they
bought their house. She said she also had attended multiple meetings opposing rezoning requests
in this area. Although rezoning the Hyde property to LUR had been mentioned as a precedent
and therefore a justification to rezone the Haynes property, she personally felt the zoning should

have remained ER. She pointed out, however, that the LUR zoning considerably reduced the

number of homes that could be built on the property and also provided a pond, a park,
greenspace, and open space, amenities which somewhat made up for the fact that the lots were a

little smaller than the ER zoning required. She stated that this would not be the case with this

property.



Ms. Ranes also noted that she had spoken with another neighbor, Mr. Grutt, who also was very
much against the rezoning. She pointed out that there were only six or seven families in this

neighborhood and 50 percent of them were in attendance at this meeting.

No one else spoke in opposition to the proposed rezoning.

Mr. Rast gave a brief overview and history of the property to give some perspective as to where

the lot was located and how it fit into the area. He stated that the lot abutted a 2- acre lot in Hyde
Park and the . 95- acre Mascara lot which had been zoned ER for many years even though it was

also less than the three-acre minimum. He also noted that the Hyde Park rezoning was the result

of a lengthy litigation process.

Mr. Rast further explained that after the previous rezoning request was denied, the City Attorney
sent a letter to the Applicant telling him that they could be accommodated by designing the

second house as a guest house. He noted that the guest house was constructed and Mr. and Mrs.

Haynes' son and his family had lived on the property since then.

Mr. Rast stated that the Land Use Plan designated the property south of Highway 54 and east of

Robinson Road as Single- Family Low Density Residential. He added that the homes in this area

of the City were primarily on septic systems.

Based on the fact that the rezoning was not consistent with the Land Use Plan, Staff' s

recommendation was that the rezoning request not be approved. Rezoning a lot that was within a

platted subdivision would set a bad precedent.

In response to the comments that had been made, Ms. Griffis noted that Mr. Haynes was a

licensed realtor. She reiterated that the property had no economic value with two houses on it,

that it would divide naturally on the creek, and that other lots in the area were less than the three-

acre minimum required by ER zoning. She asked that the Commission keep these points in mind

when considering their recommendation.

Several neighbors asked whether the property had ever been listed on the Multiple Listing
Service (MLS). Mr. Haynes acknowledged that it had not.

Mr. McCann noted that the property was zoned ER; Mr. Roach stated that it was contrary to the

Land Use Plan; and Mr. Staples stated that although the Commission was sympathetic to the

circumstances, it was not necessary to set a precedent.

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Staples, seconded by Mr. McCann, and

unanimously adopted to forward the proposed rezoning to City Council with a recommendation
that it not be approved.



UNAPPROVED EXCERPT OF MINUTES
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

July 23, 2007

PH-07- 11 Proposed Rezoning, Haynes Tract, Carriage Lane, ER to

R-43

Mr. George Rosenzweig of Rosenzweig, Jones and MacNabb was in attendance to

represent the Haynes and to present the proposed rezoning of a 3. 82- acre tract of

land on Carriage Lane. The property was currently zoned ER Estate Residential and

contained a single- family residence and a guesthouse.

Mr. Rosenzweig stated that the matter came before the Commission in February and

that the facts had not changed. A zoning of Limited Use Residential ( LUR) was

previously requested but there was a 5- acre minimum lot size. He felt that the

Commissioners would remember the facts and had little more to say. Mr. Mullin

encouraged him to address items that may have been overlooked since some

members may not have been serving at that time. Mr. Rosenzweig stated that when

Mr. Haynes' wife was ill, he requested rezoning to build a home for his son on the

property. That was denied by Council but he was allowed to build a guesthouse.
Mr. Haynes' wife did pass and he was currently ill and desired to sell the homes

separately but was unable to do so because the homes were tied together. Under the

current ordinance, interested parties were unable to rent the guesthouse. Mr.

Rosenzweig stated that when people called, they were not interested when they
found out that the properties were tied together. He said that the reasonable

economic value would be diminished if the property was sold for a lesser value.

No one else spoke in favor of the proposed rezoning.

Ms. Agauyo came forward in opposition and stated that she was at the City
Council meeting years ago and specifically recalled Council being very concerned

about not changing the zoning to a lower density. The request for rezoning at the

time was denied but Council was " gracious enough" to allow the Haynes to build a

carriage house on the property. She continued that Council specifically stated that

the homes could not be sold as two separate properties in the future. She stated

that it was Council' s intent that the property not be zoned R-43 or the rezoning
would have been approved at that time. They also did not want there to be a

special use or the property to be divided into two separate lots.

Ms. Aguayo stated that she felt for the property owners. However, it was

specifically spelled out for the property owners that if this became a problem,
there would be no recourse. She stated that she was concerned about the future of
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Peachtree City. Many places were looking to subdivide property and rezone. She

said that the City currently had a Land Use Plan and was seeing more changes
than necessary. This could be the beginning of a domino effect in another area.

She hoped that the Planning Commission would respect the plan and abide by
what the former Council had decided for the City.

Ms. Barbara Jackson, a homeowner on Carriage Lane, came forward and stated

that she was also there when the original zoning came before the Council. The

property owners were told that they could build a home but it was not

recommended because the land could not be divided. She was also concerned

about setting a precedent of reducing the lot size in the area. It was zoned ER and

it should remain that way.

Mr. Rast stated that Staffs position was the same as it was in the past. The

subdivision was originally developed as a subdivision of 3- acre lots. The majority
of the lots in the area were ER. The area was heavily wooded with a stream that

ran through the cemetery to the church property and bisected the Haynes property.
He stated that Mr. Haynes proposed to take a 3. 82- acre tract ofland and subdivide

one tract into two acres and the other tract into 1.82 acres. The Land Use Plan for

the area did call for low density residential. The remainder of the lots in the

subdivision were three acres and some were four acres. The proposed rezoning
would create a " spot zone" and would open the door for potential rezoning of

other ER lots. Staff recommended that the proposed rezoning not be approved.

Ms. Jane Carter of Whitfield Farms came forward and stated that when they built

their home in 1989, they chose that site specifically because it was zoned for estate

lots only. The traffic on 74 and Robinson road was very congested and there were

times when they were unable to exit the neighborhood. She felt that if the zoning
was approved, several people would come forward wanting the same smaller lot

zoning. She hoped that the Commission would keep the zoning as it was.

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. McCann, seconded by Mr. Scott, and

unanimously adopted that the proposed rezoning of the Haynes Tract from ER to

R-43 be forwarded to City Council with a recommendation that it not be approved.



Sec. 1003. [ ER] estate residential district.

1003. 1) Intent of district: It is intended that the ER zoning district be reserved and

developed for low-density residential purposes where agriculture- type conditional uses would be

expected. The regulations which apply to this district are designed to encourage the formation

and continuance of a stable, healthy environment for one- family dwellings situated on zoning
lots having an area of three acres or more with provisions for on- site sewage disposal and

limited agricultural activities. These regulations are also intended to discourage encroachment

by commercial, industrial or other uses capable of adversely affecting the intended residential

character of the district.

1003. 2) Permitted uses: The following uses shall be permitted in an ER zoning district:

a) One- family dwelling ( other than a mobile home), including a guest house facility.

b) One- family dwelling ( other than a mobile home) using primarily as a guest house

or second home.

c) Publicly owned building, facility or land.

d) Building, facility or land for the distribution of utility services.

e) Building, facility or land for noncommercial park, recreation, thoroughfare, or

open space purposes.

f) Private boat dock, fishing pier, boathouse, and related accessory concession

and support facilities.

g) Accessory uses: See section 908.

h) Customary home occupation: See section 907.

1003. 3) Conditional uses: The following uses shall be permitted in any ER residential

zoning district on a conditional basis:

a) Noncommercial horticulture or agriculture on the following conditions:

1) No poultry or livestock shall be maintained within 100 feet of the property
line of any adjoining street or residential zoning lot; except when it abuts

an AR or ER zoning lot, it may be no closer than ten feet.

2) No building used for animals shall be constructed within 200 feet of any

property line; except when it abuts an AR or ER zoning lot, it may be no

closer than 50 feet.

3) At least 5, 000 square feet of fenced area shall be provided for each

animal, not including household pets, to be maintained on the zoning lot.

b) On- site sewage disposal system on the following conditions:

1) A permit for the system is obtained from the county health department
prior to its installation.

c) Cemetery on the following conditions:

1) The zoning lot is not less than ten acres in area.
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a) Minimum floor area per dwelling unit: 1, 600 square feet.

b) Minimum zoning lot area: Three acres.

c) Minimum land area per dwelling unit: Three acres.

d) Minimum lot width: 250 feet.

e) Minimum front setback depth: 100 feet.

f) Minimum side setback depth: 15 feet.

g) Minimum rear setback depth: 30 feet.

h) Maximum building height: 35 feet.

i) Parking: See section 909.

0) Signs: See Peachtree City sign ordinance.

Ord. No. 366, S 19, 5- 22- 1985)

Cross references: The " sign ordinance" is found in S 66- 1 et seq. of the Code.



Sec. 1002. R-43 [ one- family] residential district.

1002. 1) Intent of district: It is intended that the R-43 zoning district be reserved and

developed for low-density residential purposes. The regulations which apply to this district are

designed to encourage the formation and continuance of a stable, healthy environment for

one- family dwellings situated on zoning lots having an area of one acre or more, with provisions
for on- site sewer disposal and limited agricultural activities. These regulations are also intended

to discourage encroachment by commercial, industrial or other uses capable of adversely
affecting the intended residential character of the district.

1002. 2) Permitted uses: The following uses shall be permitted in any R- 43 residential

zoning district:

a) One- family dwelling ( other than a mobile home), including a guest house facility.

b) One- family dwelling ( other than a mobile home) used primarily as a guest house

facility.

c) Publicly owned building, facility or land.

d) Building, facility or land for the distribution of utility services.

e) Building, facility or land for noncommercial park, recreation, thoroughfare, or

open space purposes.

f) Private boat dock, fishing pier, boathouse, and related accessory concession

and support facilities.

g) Unlighted, regulation size or par three golf course.

h) Accessory use: See section 908.

i) Customary home occupations: See section 907.

1002. 3) Conditional uses: The following uses shall be permitted in any R-43 residential

zoning district on a conditional basis:

a) Noncommercial horticulture or agriculture on the following conditions:

1) Poultry and livestock shall not be permitted on a zoning lot of less than

80, 000 square feet.

2) No poultry or livestock shall be maintained within 100 feet of the property
line of any adjoining street or residential zoning lot.

3) No building used for animals shall be constructed within 200 feet of any

property line.

4) At least 5, 000 square feet of fenced area shall be provided for each

animal, not including household pets, to be maintained on the zoning lot.

b) On- site sewage disposal system on the following conditions:

1) The zoning lot is at least one acre in area.

2) A permit for the system is obtained from the county health department
prior to its installation.
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greater than 24 square feet in area for each panel of a double- sided
structure.

Ord. No. 268, S 1 ( C)(2), 6-3- 1982; Ord. No. 408, 8- 21- 1986)

1002.4) Other requirements: Unless otherwise specified in this ordinance, uses

permitted in R-43 residential zoning districts shall conform to the following standards:

a) Minimum floor area per dwelling unit: 1, 500 square feet.

b) Minimum zoning lot area: One acre.

c) Minimum land area per dwelling unit: One acre.

d) Maximum dwelling units per net acre: One unit.

e) Minimum lot width: 150 feet.

f) Minimum lot width adjacent to existing or future public or private street

right- of-way line:

1) 40 feet on street.

2) 35 feet on cul- de- sac.

g) Minimum front setback depth: 50 feet.

h) Minimum side setback depth: 15 feet.

I) Minimum rear setback depth: 30 feet.

0) Maximum building height: 35 feet.

k) Parking: See section 909.

I) Signs: See Peachtree City sign ordinance.

Ord. No. 366, S 19, 5- 22- 1985; Ord. No. 394, 4- 8- 1986)

Cross references: Sign ordinance, S 66- 1 et seq.



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

DATE:

Mayor and City Council ,,;/ ,,; j
City Manager / b----
Financial Se ces D' e or ~ ';p ('If1
Assistant Financial ervices Director If'
Purchasing Agent? .. J,
Developmental ~ ices Director~

City Engineer Uuull & luwtuo
July 27, 2007

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Lighting Agreement for Rockaway Road & Baseball- Soccer

Complex Tunnels

August 16, 2007 City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the attached lighting agreement

for the Rockaway Road and the Baseball-Soccer Complex Tunnel. These tunnels are located in

the 2nd phase of the State Route 74 widening project.

Discussion:

The Georgia Department of Transportation ( DOT) has agreed to install the two muli- use path
tunnels in the 2na phase of the State Route 74 widening project, and pay for 80% of the

construction costs. However, the cost of the lighting design and the operation and maintenance

of the tunnel lighting would be the responsibility of Peachtree City.

Currently the City of Peachtree City has a contract with S. L. King and Associates to design the

lighting for the tunnels. This design is underway.

The attached agreement states that the City of Peachtree City will commit to providing the

electricity and maintenance for the tunnel lighting. If Council accepts the agreement, five (5)

original signed copies must be sent back to the DOT along with a copy of the resolution by City

Council authorizing the execution of the agreement.

The City Attorney has been provided a copy of the agreement for review.



Lighting Agreement for Rockaway Road & Baseball- Soccer Complex Tunnels

August 2. 2007 City Council Meeting
Page 2.

Budl!et Impact:

There will be maintenance costs associated with the lighting and monthly charges for electricity.

Attachment

cc: City Engineer' s File

Public Services Director
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404) 656-5212

EARL L. MAHFUZ

TREASURER

404) 656- 5224

HAROlO E. L1NNENKOHl

COMMISSIONER

404) 656-5206

DAVID E. STUDSTill. JR.. P. E.

CHIEF ENGINEER

404) 656- 5277

Department of Tran.sporta

State of Georgia
2 Ca.pito[ Sqwre} S. W.

AtCa.nta} Georgia 30334-1002

June 28, 2007

Harold Logsdon, Mayor
City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Rd

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE: Peachtree City - Executed Lighting Agreement for the Pedestrian Sports Complex Tunnel and the Rockaway
Pedestrian Tunnel under SR 74fJoel Cowan Pkwy in the City of Peachtree City -- GDOT Project No. STP-209- 1( 2), P. I.
No. 322355

Dear Mr. Logsdon:

This letter is in response to City of Peachtree City' s request for assistance with tunnel lighting at the Pedestrian Sports
Complex Tunnel and the Rockaway Pedestrian Tunnel in Peachtree City, Georgia. In order for the Department to include
the lighting in the upcoming project, it will be necessary to have a signed lighting agreement in our files. It shall be the

responsibility of the City of Peachtree City to provide the design, energy, operation and maintenance for the lighting
system. Regarding the design of the lighting system, it will be the responsibility of the City of Peachtree City to adhere to

the Georgia Department of Transportation' s Design Policy Manual, Chapter 5, Section 5. 5 and Chapter 14. Pending
approval of the design, the Department will be responsible for the installation of the system.

Enclosed for your review are five original copies of the proposed Local Government Lighting Project Agreement (LGLPA)

between the Department of Transportation and the City of Peachtree City, for City and State participation. Prior to

execution of this Agreement, a resolution by the City Counsel, authorizing the execution of the Agreement and

designating the appropriate person or persons to execute it should be procured.

If you concur with the terms of this Agreement, please procure the required resolution, including all necessary signatures
and seals, and attach an official copy to each of the Agreements. Then please obtain the necessary signatures and also the

appropriate seals on all five copies of the Agreement and return all copies to this Office for further handling. DO NOT
fill in the date on the first page of the Agreement as this will be filled in upon execution by the Department, and we will
return one copy for your files.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you need any additional information or assistance, please contact Alan Walker or Joe
Jabaley at 404- 656- 0996.

BAS: ATW: JGJ
Enclosures

cc: Thomas Howell, P.E., District 3 Engineer
Kerry Gore, District Utilities Engineer
Stanley Hill, Office of Consultant Design

Sincerely,

A~~
2 Brent A. Story, P.

E.State Road & Airport Design



AGREEMENT

BETWEEN

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF GEORGIA

AND

THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

This Agreement is made and entered into this day

of 20 by and between the DEPARTMENT OF

TRANSPORTATION, an agency of the State of Georgia, hereinafter

called the DEPARTMENT, and THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA,

acting by and through its City Counsel, hereinafter called the CITY.

WHEREAS, the CITY has represented to the DEPARTMENT a desire to

obtain pedestrian Lighting serving the Pedestrian Sports Complex

Tunnel and the Rockaway Pedestrian Tunnel under SR 74/ Joel Cowan

Parkway in THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, Georgia; and

WHEREAS, the CITY has represented to the DEPARTMENT a desire to

participate in: 1.) The Design, 2.) Providing the Energy, and 3.)

The Operation and Maintenance of said lighting systems at the

aforesaid locations, and the DEPARTMENT has relied upon such

representation; and
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WHEREAS, the DEPARTMENT has indicated a willingness to fund the

materials and for the said lighting systems at the aforesaid

locations, with funds of the DEPARTMENT, funds apportioned to the

DEPARTMENT by the Federal Highway Administration under Title 23,

United States Code, Section 104, or a combination of funds from any

of the above sources.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises made and of

the benefits to flow from one to the other, the DEPARTMENT and the

CITY hereby agree each with the other as follows:

1. The DEPARTMENT or its assigns shall cause the installation

of all materials and equipment necessary for the pedestrian Lighting

System serving the pedestrian Sports Complex Tunnel and the Rockaway

Pedestrian Tunnel under SR 74/ Joel Cowan parkway, as shown on

Attachment " A" attached hereto, and made a part hereof.

2. Upon completion of installation of said lighting system,

and acceptance by the DEPARTMENT, the CITY shall assume full

responsibility for the operation and maintenance of the entire

lighting system, including but not limited to replacement of lamps,

ballasts, luminaires, lighting structures, associated equipment,

conduit, wiring and service equipment. The CITY further agrees to

pay for all energy required for the operation of said lighting

system.
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3. The DEPARTMENT shall retain ownership of all materials and

various components of the entire lighting system. The CITY, in its

operation and maintenance of the lighting system, shall not in any

way alter the type or location of any of the various components

which make up the entire lighting system without prior written

approval from the DEPARTMENT.

4. This Agreement is considered as continuing for a period

of fifty ( 50) years from the date of execution of this Agreement.

The DEPARTMENT reserves the right to terminate this Agreement, at

any time for just cause, upon thirty ( 30) days written notice to the

CITY.

5. It is understood by the City that the DEPARTMENT. has

relied upon the CITY' S representation of providing for the energy,

maintenance, and operation of the lights represented by this

Agreement, therefore, if the CITY elects to de- energize or fails to

properly maintain the lighting system during the term of this

Agreement, the CITY shall reimburse the DEPARTMENT the materials

cost for the lighting system. If the CITY elects to de- energize or

fails to properly maintain any individual unit within the lighting

system, the CITY shall reimburse the DEPARTMENT for the material

cost for the individual unit which will include all costs for the

pole, luminaires, foundations, and associated wiring. The DEPARTMENT

will provide the CITY with a statement of material costs upon

completion of the installation.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed

this Agreement the day and year first above written.

RECOMMENDED:

Brent A. Story, P. E.

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

Todd I. Long, P. E.

Director, Pre- Construction

David E. Studstill, P. E.

Chief Engineer

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BY

Harold E. Linnenkohl

Commissioner

SEAL)

ATTEST:

Earl L. Mahfuz

Treasurer

REVIEWED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

Office of Legal Services

5 of 6

PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

BY

MAYOR

SEAL)

WITNESS

Notary Public

This Agreement approved by
the City Counsel at a

meeting held at

the day of

20

City Clerk

FEIN:
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM: City Mana

Financial S

TO:

DATE: August 7, 2007

SUBJECT: Peachtree City Tourism Association - FY 2008 Budget

August 16, 2007 City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

Approve the attached FY 2008 Budget for the Peachtree City Tourism Association ( PCT A).

Discussion:

The FY 2008 PCTA Budget has already been reviewed and accepted by the PCTA Board of

Directors and the PCTA Finance Committee. Per the PCTA By-Laws, the City Council must

also approve the annual budget prior to final adoption by the PCT A.

Budeetarv Impact:

Per State law, PCTA shall receive two- thirds of the Hotel/Motel Tax collected by the City. In

turn, PCTA remits 20% of their HIM tax receipts from the City over to WASA to help fund their

operations as well.



GEORGIA

i~~
Peachtree City

TOURISM ASSOCIATION

Date: August 7, 2007

To: City Council

From: Tourism Association Board of Directors

RE: Tourism Association FY2008 Approved Budget

Recommendation:

Approve the FY2008 Budget that was approved by the Tourism Association Board of

Directors at the July 18'
h, 

2007 Regular Scheduled Meeting.

SummarY:

Hotel/ Motel Tax is budgeted in FY2008 in the amount of $652, 947 which corresponds to

the amount bUdgeted in the FY2008 Peachtree City budget.
The budgeted amount for Series Ticket Revenue includes a 10% increase in prices for

Series Tickets only. Individual Ticket pricing will remain at the FY2007 levels.

The budgeted amount for Tennis Center Program Revenue has been calculated on a per
class basis. The Tennis Center budgeted revenue also includes a year of restaurant

rental income.

The amount budgeted for Tourism Events expense will be increased to $ 57, 000 in

FY2008 to include the increased volume of Tourism related events in the coming year.

Marketing expense for the Tourism Association will be budgeted at $40, 000 for FY2008.

Personnel expenses for the Tourism Association staff will be allocated to General Fund

90%) and Tennis Center ( 10%). The Executive Director, Business Manager,
Administrative Assistant, and Facilities Maintenance employees are allocated to the

Amphitheater, Tennis Center, and Tourism General Fund after each individual budget is

determined. The FY2008 proposed salary includes a cost of living raise of 2%. The

Amphitheater Manager and Tennis Center Manager positions will remain vacant in the

FY2008 Approved Budget.
The capital expenses required for FY2008 are the repair and replacement of downspouts
and gutters at the amphitheater at $ 5. 500 and the resurfacing of outdoor and indoor

courts at the Tennis Center for a total of $ 28, 140.

Overall the Tourism Association is budgeting for a surplus of $72, 853 for FY2008.





















CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council 41-VIA:

FROM:

Bernard J. McMullen, City Mana er

Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Services Direc rt~.Janet I. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director
V

August 9, 2007DATE:

SUBJECT: Master Lease Agreement - Draw # 5

August 16, 2007 Council Agenda

Recommendation:

That City Council authorize Draw # 5 against the Master Lease Agreement with the
Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation and All Points Public Funding, LLC,
in the amount of $ 409,634. 83; and authorize the Mayor and Financial Services Director
to sign all pertinent documents on behalf of the City of Peachtree City and the Mayor
and City Clerk to sign all documents on behalf of the Finance Corporation in their

positions as President and Secretary of the Corporation.

Discussion:

On August 31, 2005, the City entered into a Master Lease Agreement with the
Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation ( a component unit of the City of
Peachtree City) and All Points Public Funding, LLC, for the financing of machinery and

equipment. On September 15, 2005, the City completed the first financing arrangement
lease schedule) with All Points. Three additional lease schedules were completed in

2006, including the funding for the energy performance contract. The City is now in a

position to enter into a fifth financing arrangement for the eleven ( 11) police vehicles

purchased earlier this fiscal year. These vehicles were previously budgeted to be
financed and a reimbursement resolution for these items was approved by City Council
on August 17, 2006. Closing for this financing is currently planned for August 20, 2007.
In order to place payments on a quarterly basis and on the City' s fiscal year basis, this is
a 58- month plus a few days lease. Attached is an amortization schedule, prepared by
All Points Public Funding, with an interest rate of 4.011 percent for this lease/ purchase
arrangement.



Budaet ImDact:

There is no budget impact by entering into this lease/ purchase arrangement. Funds
have been budgeted and approved in the fiscal year 2007 and subsequent years'
budgets for the debt service associated with the financing of these vehicles.

Council/ August 16, 2007/ Lease- Purchase/ jic



DAVIS & MEEKER, L.L.c.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

6631 WATSON STREET

UNION CITY, GEORGIA 30291

770) 964-0228

FAX (770) 964-9730

THEODORE P. MEEKER, III

E- MAIL: tpmeeker@comcast. net

August 16, 2007

Peachtree City Governmental Finance CorpOTation, Inc.

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

All Points Public Funding, LLC

275 Broadhollow Road

Melville, New York 11747

Re: Master Lease (the " Lease") dated as of August 31, 2005, and Lease

Supplement dated as of August 16, 2007, by and between

Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, Inc.

PCGFC") and City of Peachtree City (the " City)

Dear Sirs and Madams:

As counsel for the City I have examined the Master Lease dated August
31, 2005, the Lease Supplement dated August 31, 2006, Equipment Lease

Schedule No. 2 dated August 31, 2006, the Lease Supplement dated September
22, 2006, Equipment Lease Schedule No. 3 dated September 22, 2006, Equipment
Lease Schedule No. 4 dated December 22, 2006, Lease Supplement dated

December 22, 2006, Equipment Lease Schedule No. 5 dated August 16, 2007, and

Lease Supplement dated August 16, 2007 ( together, the " Lease Documents"), and

such other papers, laws and legal materials as I have deemed relevant to form

the opinions herein expressed.

Based upon the foregoing, it is my opinion that:



All Points Public Funding, LLC

August 16, 2007

Page Two

1. The City is a municipal corporation duly created and validly

existing under the Constitution and laws of the State of Georgia and has all

requisite right, power and authority to execute and deliver the Lease, and to

perform all acts and consummate all of the transactions contemplated by the

Lease.

2. The Lease Documents have been duly authorized by all necessary

official action on the part of the City, have been duly executed and delivered by
Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, Inc., the City, and (assuming
due authorization, execution and delivery by the other parties thereto) constitute

legal, valid and binding obligations thereof, enforceable in accordance with their

terms, except as enforcement thereof may be limited by the exercise of judicial
discretion in appropriate cases, and applicable bankruptcy, insolvency,

reorganization, moratorium or other similar laws affecting the enforcement of

creditors' rights generally.

3. The execution and delivery of the Lease Documents and the

compliance by the City with the terms thereof will not conflict with, or result in

any breach of any of the provisions of, or constitute a default under, any

agreement of other instrument to which the City is a party or by which it may be

bound, its Charter or any judgment, decree, order, constitutional provision, law,

statute or governmental rule or regulation applicable to the City, provided that

the requirements of a.e.G.A. ~ 36-60- 13 are complied with by the other parties to

the Lease Documents.

4. There is no action, suit, proceeding, inquiry or investigation, at law

or in equity, or before or by any court, or governmental body, pending or known

to be threatened against or affecting the City, wherein an unfavorable decision,

ruling or finding would materially adversely affect the transactions

contemplated by the Lease Documents, or which in any way would adversely
affect the validity or enforceability of the Lease Documents.



Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, Inc.

All Points Public Funding, LLC

August 16, 2007

Page Three

5. All legal action required to be taken by the City in connection with

the Lease Documents has been validly taken in compliance with the provisions of

law ( including by not limited to compliance with Georgia Open Meetings Law),

and none of the proceedings held or actions taken by the City with respect to any

of the foregoing has been repealed, rescinded or revoked.

This opinion may be relied upon by the addresses hereof, and any of their

assigns under the Lease.

Sincerely,

DAVIS & MEEKER, LLC

City Attorneys, City of Peachtree City, Georgia

7l1f1K ~
Theodore P. Meeker, III

TPM/ jb



EXIITBIT A

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE

MASTER EQUIPMENT LEASE- PURCHASE

AGREEMENT No.:

DATE OF MASTER EQUIPMENT
LEASE- PURCHASE AGREEMENT: August 31, 2005

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE NO.: 5

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE DATE: August 20. 2007

LESSEE: PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

COMMENCEMENT DATE: August 20, 2007

SCHEDULED TERM ( NUMBER OF MONTHs): 58 months plus II days

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE EQUIPMENT:

See attached schedule

together with all accessories, attachments, substitutions and accessions.

2. EQUIPMENT LOCATION: PEACHTREE CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

3. RENTAL PAYMENT SCHEDULE:

See attached amortization schedule

4. Lessee' s current Fiscal Period extends from October 1 to September 30.

5. For purposes of this Schedule, " State" means the State of Georgia.

6. The terms and provisions of the Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement described above ( other than to the
extent that they relate solely to other Schedules or Equipment listed on other Schedules) are hereby incorporated into this
Schedule by reference and made a part hereof.

7. Lessee hereby represents, warrants and covenants that its representations, warranties and covenants set forth in such
Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement ( particularly Paragraph 20 thereof) are true and correct as though made on the date
of execution of this Schedule.

PEACHfREE CITY, GEORGIA

as Lessee

PEACHfREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION

as Lessor

By: By:

Paul J. Salvatore

Financial Services Director

Harold K. Logsdon
President

A- I
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION, INC.

LEASElPURCHASE # 5

2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20, 2007

Description VIN/ Serial Number Amount

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV37X142507 $ 37,239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X142503 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV17X142506 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141610 37,239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VVX7X142505 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141607 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X141609 37,239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV47X141608 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV07X141606 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV97X141605 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV87X142504 37, 239. 53

409, 634. 83



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION. INC.

LEASE/ PURCHASE # 5

2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20, 2007

Invoice Check
Vendor Description VIN/Serial Number Number Number Amount

Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV37X142507 28764 211844 $ 20. 790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV67X142503 28763 211844 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV17X142506 28765 211844 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV27X141610 28767 211844 20,790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VVX7X142505 28766 211844 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV27X141607 28716 211844 20,790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV67X141609 29020 212277 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV47X141608 28999 212277 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV07X141606 28998 212277 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV97X141605 29000 212277 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV87X142504 28862 212277 20,790.00

Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH387 S 10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH388 S 10279907 210640 734.75

Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH389 S 10279907 210640 734.75

Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH390 S 10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH391 S 10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH392 S 10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH393 S10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH395 S 10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH396 S 10279907 210640 734. 75

Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH397 S10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH405 S10279907 210640 734.75

Diversified Electronics Installations ( 11) N/A S10289403 212717 63,459. 99

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0880 13559944 211048 3. 085.69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0881 13559944 211048 3. 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0882 13559944 211048 3. 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0883 13559944 211048 3, 08S.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0884 13559944 211048 3. 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0885 13559944 211048 3, 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0886 13559944 211048 3,085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0887 13559944 211048 3, 085. 69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0888 13559944 211048 3, 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0889 13559944 211048 3, 085.69

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0890 13559944 211048 3, 085.69

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06983 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06945 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06962 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06961 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06960 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06936 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06959 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06948 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06940 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06937 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06958 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals Digital Eyeitness NXT System ( 11) N/A 325964 211723 63,338. 00

Fayette County Tag Office Tags & Titles N/ A N/A 211813 209. 00

Fayette County Tag Office

Petty Cash) Tags & Titles N/ A N/A 212675 22.00

Total Amount to be Financed      $ 409.634.83



CITY OF PEACHTREE City of Peachtree City
PEACHTREE CITY FINANCE CORPORATION, INC.

LEASE PURCHASE #5

AMORTIZATION SCHEDULE

Principal Interest Total Rental Concluding
Date Due Component Component Payment Due Payment
08/ 20/2007 409, 634. 83

09/ 30/ 2007 20, 712. 35 1, 871.25 22, 583. 60 388, 922.48

12/ 31/2007 18, 683. 68 3, 899. 92 22, 583. 60 370, 238. 80

03/ 31/2008 18, 871.03 3, 712. 57 22, 583. 60 351, 367. 77

06/ 30/2008 19, 060.26 3, 523.34 22, 583. 60 332, 307. 51

09/ 30/ 2008 19, 251.39 3, 332. 21 22, 583. 60 313, 056. 12

12/ 31/2008 19, 444.43 3, 139. 17 22, 583. 60 293, 611.69

03/ 31/2009 19, 639.41 2, 944. 19 22, 583. 60 273, 972.28

06/ 30/ 2009 19, 836.34 2, 747.26 22, 583. 60 254, 135. 94

09/ 30/ 2009 20, 035.25 2, 548.35 22, 583. 60 234, 100. 69

12/ 31/2009 20, 236.16 2, 347.44 22, 583. 60 213, 864. 53

03/ 31/2010 20, 439. 07 2, 144. 53 22, 583. 60 193, 425.46

06/ 30/ 2010 20, 644. 03 1, 939. 57 22, 583. 60 172, 781.43

09/ 30/ 2010 20, 851.03 1, 732. 57 22, 583. 60 151, 930.40

12/ 31/2010 21, 060. 12 1, 523.48 22, 583. 60 130, 870.28

03/ 31/2011 21, 271.30 1, 312. 30 22, 583. 60 109, 598. 98

06/ 30/ 2011 21, 484. 60 1, 099. 00 22, 583. 60 88, 114.38

09/ 30/ 2011 21, 700. 03 883. 57 22, 583. 60 66, 414.35

12/ 31/ 2011 21, 917. 63 665. 97 22, 583. 60 44,496. 72

03/ 31/ 2012 22, 137.41 446. 19 22, 583. 60 22, 359. 31

06/ 30/ 2012 22, 359. 31 224. 29 22, 583. 60 0. 00

Grand Totals 409, 634. 83 42, 037.17 451, 672. 00



EXHIBIT A-I

TO EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE NO. 5)

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

The undersigned, as Lessee under that certain Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement No. 1 dated August 31,
2005 ( the " Agreement"), which is incorporated by reference into that certain Equipment Schedule No. 5 dated August 20, 2007
the " Lease"), each with Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, as lessor (" Lessor"), hereby certifies:

1. The items of the Equipment identified in the Lease ( the " Equipment") have been delivered and installed at the
location( s) set forth therein.

2. A present need exists for the Equipment which need is not temporary or expected to diminish in the near future.
The Equipment is essential to and will be used by Lessee only for the purpose of performing one or more governmental functions
of Lessee consistent with the permissible scope of Lessee' s authority.

3. The estimated useful life of the Equipment based upon the manufacturer' s representations and Lessee' s

projected needs is not less than the term oflease with respect to the Equipment.

4. Lessee has conducted such inspection and/or testing of the Equipment as it deems necessary and appropriate
and hereby acknowledges that it accepts the Equipment for all purposes as of the date of this Certificate.

5. The Equipment is covered by insurance in the types and amounts required by the Lease.

6. No Event of Default, as such term is defined in the Lease, and no event which with the giving of notice or lapse
of time or both, would become an Event of Default, has occurred and is continuing on the date hereof.

7. Sufficient funds have been appropriated by Lessee for the payment of all rental payments due under the Lease

during Lessee' s current Fiscal Period.

8. Based on the foregoing, Lessor is hereby authorized and directed to fund the acquisition of the Equipment set

forth in the Lease by paying, or causing to be paid, the manufacturer( s)/ vendor( s) the amounts set forth on the attached invoices.

9. The following documents are attached hereto and made a part hereof:

a) Equipment List;

b) Original Invoice( s); and

c) Copies of Certificate( s) of Origin, when applicable, designating Lessor as lienholder if any part of

the Equipment consists of motor vehicles, and evidence of filing.

If Lessee paid an invoice prior to the commencement date of the Lease and is requesting reimbursement for such

payment, also attach a copy of evidence of such payment together with a copy of Lessee' s Declaration of Official Intent and other

evidence that Lessee has satisfied the requirements for reimbursement set forth in Treas. Reg. 1. 150- 2.

Date: August 20, 2007

A- I- I

ATLLIB012020315. 3



PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

as Lessee

By:

A- I- 2

ATLLlB012020:'>15. 3

Paull. Salvatore

Financial Services Director



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION, INC.

LEASE/ PURCHASE # 5

2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20. 2007

Description VIN/ Serial Number Amount

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV37X142507 $ 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X142503 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV17X142506 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141610 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VVX7X142505 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141607 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X141609 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV47X141608 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV07X141606 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV97X141605 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV87X142504 37, 239. 53

409, 634. 83



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION. INC.

LEASE/ PURCHASE # 5
2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20, 2007

Invoice Check
Vendor Description VIN/ Serlal Number Number Number Amount

Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV37X142507 28764 211844 $ 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV67X142503 28763 211844 20.790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV17X142606 28765 211844 20.790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV27X141610 28767 211844 20, 790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71WX7X142505 28766 211844 20, 790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV27X141607 28716 211844 20,790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV67X141609 29020 212277 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV47X141608 28999 212277 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV07X141606 28998 212277 20.790. 00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV97X141605 29000 212277 20,790.00
Allan Vigil Ford Vehicle 2FAFP71VV87X142504 28862 212277 20, 790. 00

Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH387 S 10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH388 S10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH389 S10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH390 S10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH391 S10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH392 S10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH393 S10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH39S S 10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH396 S 10279907 210640 734. 75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH397 S10279907 210640 734.75
Diversified Electronics State Bank Radio & Antenna 103TGVVH405 S10279907 210640 734. 75

Diversified Electronics Installations ( 11) N/A S10289403 212717 63,459. 99

Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0880 13559944 211048 3, 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0881 13559944 211048 3. 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0882 13559944 211048 3, 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0883 13559944 211048 3. 085.69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0884 13S59944 211048 3, 085.69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio S 14CGZ0885 13559944 211048 3, 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0886 13559944 211048 3, 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0887 135S9944 211048 3. 085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0888 13559944 211048 3.085. 69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0889 13559944 211048 3. 085.69
Motorola XTL 2500 764 Radio 514CGZ0890 13559944 211048 3. 085.69

Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06963 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06945 304317 211663 1, 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06962 304317 211663 1, 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06961 304317 211663 1, 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06960 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06936 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06959 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06948 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06940 304317 211663 1. 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06937 304317 211663 1, 081. 00
Kustom Signals LAS Radar 2365X XE06958 304317 211663 1, 081. 00

Kustom Signals Digital Eyeitness NXT System ( 11) N/A 325964 211723 63. 338. 00

Fayette County Tag Office Tags & Titles N/A N/ A 211813 209. 00
Fayette County Tag Office

Petty Cash) Tags & Titles N/A N/A 212675 22.00

Total Amount to be Financed      $ 409.634.83





EXHIBIT A-3

TO EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE NO. 5)

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SALE OF RENTAL PAYMENTS AND

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASE

Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation (" Lessor") and Peachtree City, Georgia (" Lessee") have entered
into a Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement No. I dated August 31, 2005 and Equipment Schedule No. 5 dated August
20, 2007 ( collectively the " Lease"), under which Lessee has, or will have prior to its execution hereof, leased equipment ( the

Equipment") described in such Equipment Schedule.

Lessee is hereby notified that Lessor has assigned its right, title and interest in and to the Lease, the leased Equipment
and the rental payments as permitted by the Lease.

Lessee is hereby directed to pay any and all rental payments and other amounts due with respect to which Lessor' s

assignee (" Assignee") renders an invoice, at the address set out immediately below or as otherwise directed in said invoice:

AsSIGNEE" ALLPOThITSPUBUCFUNDmG, LLC

275 BROADHOLLOW ROAD

MELVILLE, NEW YORK 11747

By signing this Notice and Acknowledgment, Lessee agrees that it will pay all amounts due under the Lease as directed

in the invoice without any set- off or deduction whatsoever notwithstanding any defect in, damage to or requisition of any of the

Equipment leased under the Lease, any other similar or dissimilar event, any defense, set- off, counterclaim or recoupment arising
out of any claim against Lessor or Assignee.

Lessee further acknowledges and agrees that Assignee has not assumed any of Lessor' s obligations or duties under the
Lease or made any warranties whatsoever as to the Lease or the Equipment. Lessee agrees that no change may be made to the
Lease without the prior written consent of Assignee.

By signing this Notice and Acknowledgment, Lessee warrants that its representations and warranties under the Lease

are true and correct on the date hereof.

Date: August 20, 2007 PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA,

as Lessee

By:
Paul J. Salvatore

Financial Services Director

A-3- 1

ATLLIB012020315, 3



EXIDBIT A-4

TO EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE NO. 5)

August 20, 2007

Re: Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement No. 1

dated August 31, 2005 and Equipment Schedule No. 5 thereto

Please see attached G1RMA Certificate Request Form

Very truly yours,

PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

By:
Paul J. Salvatore

Financial Services Director

A-4- l

ATLLIB012020315, 3



CE:RTlFICATE OF COVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR ( 404) 224-5000

Willis Pooling Practice

One Glenlake
1 Glenlake Parkway, 11"' Floor

Atlanta, GA 30328
NAMED MEMBER

City of Peachtree City
151 Willow Bend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269-3104

FAX ( 404) 224- 5001

ISSUE DATE

8/ 3/ 2007

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND
CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS

CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE
AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.

q' O'l.;!:BAI\/;"I'IAF: yy;,! Iil'!'NQ;~" RA .!

COMPANY A:

COMPANY B:

COMPANY C:

Georgia Interlocal Risk Management Agency ( GIRMA)

COMMERCIAL GENERAL L1AB! lITY

PE- 6 5/ 1/ 2007 5/ 1/ 2008

FIRE DAMAGE ( Anyone fire)

MED EXP (Anyone person) EXCLUDED

PERSONAL & ADY INJURY $ $

GENERAL AGGREGATE UNLIMITED

PRODUCTS. COMP/OP AGO $ $

LAW ENFORCEMENT lIAB. $ $

COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT $ 1. 000. 000 $ 25. 000

BODilY INJURY (per person) $ $

SOOILY INJURY (per accident) $ $

PROPERTY DAMAGE ( per $ $
accident

UM Bodily Injury ( per person $ 25, 000 $ 25. 000

UM Bodily Injury ( peraccidenl) $ 50, 000 $ 25. 000

UM Property Damage $ 25. 000 $ 25, 000

ALL VEHICLES  $

X SELECTED VEHICLES  $ 5. 000

OCCURRENCE

GEN' L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES per POLICY

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY

X ALL AUTOS

X GEORGIA FLEET

A
X UNINSURED MOTORISTS

UNINSURED MOTORISTS

AUTOMOBILE PHYSICAL DAMAGE

NO COVERAGE

NO VEHICLES OWNED

PUBLIC OFFICIALS LIABILITY

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS LIABILITY

PE- 6 5/ 1/ 2007 5/ 1/ 2008

CRIME
x BANKET BOND

DEPOSITORS FORGERY

x MONEY & SECURITIES

PROPERTY

BUILDINGS & CONTENTS $ $

MOBilE EQUIPMENT $ $

BOILER AND MACHINERY $ $

DE S CR I PT I DN. Oi' OPERA T IoN SlL 0 CA1:I' ONSfYEHIC LE sI.E~ C.L;l.Js! ON$.' Atftl'EDIlcY' E NDOFisEM EN" i~ p",tll, Qp!'f.6\!\ sf~ S'
Peachtree City Government Finance Corporation is ioss payee for 2007 Spartan Fire Engine, VIN # 4S7AT2F907C057111

500, 000

500, 000

500, 000

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CA. NCELi..ATIO'N
SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED AGREEMENTS BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE

EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING COMPANY WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAIL

3O.-DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT,

BUT FAILURE TO MAIL SUCH NOTICE SHALL IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY

OF ANY KINO UPON THE COMPANY ITS AGENTS OR REPRESENTATIVES,

z(.J~~.=,,"-. _

B: 
C__ C=:::> WilliS INSURANCE SERVICES

Peachtree City Government Finance Corporation
ATIN: Mayor Harold Logsdon
157 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

This Certificate of Coverage does not constitute a contract between the Issuing insurer(s), author/zed representative oradministrator, and
the certificate hoider, nor does it affirmativel or ne ativel amend, ex/ed or alter the covers e afforded b the olle/es listed thereon.

GMA' 
t;Q?: r'O'l;'2d.i,
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CITY OF PEACHTREe CITY

PEACHTREE City GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION, INC,
LEASElPURCHASE # 5

2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20. 2007

Year Description VIN/Serial Number

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71 W37X142507

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71W67X142503

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV17X142506

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141610

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VVX7X142505

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141607

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X141609

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV47X141608

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV07X141606

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV97X141605

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71W87X142504



EXHIBIT B

INCUMBENCY CERTIFICATE

I do hereby certify that I am the duly elected or appointed and acting Secretary/ Clerk of Peachtree City, Georgia, a

political subdivision organized under the laws of the State of Georgia, that I have custody of the records of such entity and that,
as of the date hereof, the individuals named below are the duly elected or appointed officers of such entity holding the offices set

forth opposite their respective names. I further certify that (i) the signatures set opposite their respective names and titles are

their true and authentic signatures, and ( ii) such officers have the authority on behalf of such entity to enter into that certain
Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement No. 1 dated August 31, 2005 ( the " Agreement") and Equipment Schedule No. 5
thereto dated August 20, 2007 ( the " Schedule "), each between Peachtree City, Georgia and Peachtree City Governmental
Finance Corporation, as lessor.

NAME TITLE SIGNATURE

Harold K. Logsdon Mayor

I hereby further certify that the individual named below holds the office set forth opposite his/her name and is duly
authorized to execute Certificates of Acceptance and other documents relating to the Agreement and the Schedule.

NAME TITLE SIGNATURE

Harold K. Logsdon Mayor

Bemard J. McMullen City Manager

Paul 1. Salvatore Financial Services Director

Colin W. Halterman Assistant City Manager Director

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have duly executed this Certificate and affixed the seal of Peachtree City, Georgia hereto.

SEAL]

Ann E. Tyler
Acting City Clerk

B- 1

ATLLIB012020315. 3



BILL OF SALE AND ASSIGNMENT

FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned Peachtree City ( the " Assignor"), a

municipal corporation created and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia, hereby
GRANTS, BARGAINS, SELLS, ASSIGNS, DELIVERS, TRANSFERS, AND SETS OVER

unto Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation, Inc., a nonprofit corporation duly

organized, validly existing, and in good standing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of

Georgia, and its successors and assigns, all of its right, title, and interest in and to the following
items:

A) all of the equipment that is described in Exhibit "A" hereto; and

B) all guaranties, warranties, and agreements given with respect to such equipment;

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all of the same free and clear from any lien or encumbrance

whatsoever, for the exclusive use and benefit of itself and its successors and assigns forever.

The conveyances accomplished in this Bill of Sale and Assignment are AS IS, WHERE

IS, and without any representation or warranty of fitness, merchantability, or fitness for a

particular purpose.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have caused these presents to be executed

and delivered on this 20 day of August 2007.

ASSIGNOR:

PEACHTREE CITY

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of:
By:

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

SEAL)

Witness Attest;

Witness
Ann E. Tyler, Acting City Clerk



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION, INC.

LEASE/ PURCHASE # 5

2007 POLICE VEHICLES ( 11)

AUGUST 20, 2007

Description VIN/ Serial Number Amount

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV37X142507 $ 37,239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X142503 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV17X142506 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141610 37,239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VVX7X142505 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV27X141607 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV67X141609 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV47X141608 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV07X141606 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV97X141605 37, 239. 53

2007 Ford Crown Victoria 2FAFP71VV87X142504 37, 239. 53

409, 634. 83



ABSOLUTE ASSIGNMENT AGREEMENT

This ABSOLUTE ASSIGNMENT AGREEMENT ( this " Assignment") is made as of August 20, 2007, by and between the Peachtree City Governmental
Finance Corporation (" Lessor"), a Georgia nonprofit corporation whose mailing address is 151 WiIlowbend Road, PeachtreeCity, GA 30269, and All Points Public
Funding, LLC. (the " Purchaser"), a New York corporation whose mailing address is 275 Broadhollow Road, Mellville, New York 11747.

wrrNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Lessor has entered into that certain Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement and State of Georgia Addendum (hereinafter referred to as
the " Lease"), dated the date hereof, with Peachtree City (" Lessee"), pursuant to which Lessor has leased to Lessee certain equipment ( the " Equipment") in consideration
for the payment by Lessee of rental payments ( the " Rental Payments") with respect to the Equipment; and

WHEREAS, Lessor is authorized pursuant to the provisions of Section 15 of the Lease to assign the Lease, including its right to receive the Rental
Payments and other payments and amounts payable by Lessee thereunder, in whole or in part; and

WHEREAS, Lessor desires to sell, assign, and transfer to the Purchaser, and the Purchaser desires to purchase, all of Lessor' s right, title, and interest in, to,
and under the Lease ( including the right to receive the Rental Payments) upon the tenns and conditions stated below;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, the covenants contained herein, and other good and valuable consideration the receipt and
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto hereby covenant and agree as follows:

Section 1. Assignment: Payment of Purchase Price. Lessor hereby sells, transfers, delivers, and assigns to the Purchaser and its successors and assigns,
forever, all of Lessor' s right, title, interest, estate, claims, and demands ( but expressly excluding any obligations of Lessor) as lessor in, to, and under the Lease,
including any and all extensions or renewals of the term thereof, together with the Exhibits and Schedules now or hereafter attached thereto and any amendments,
supplements, agreements, documents, and other instruments relating thereto, including, without limitation, insurance policy binders and certificates and maintenance
agreements, and all rights, powers, privileges, options, and other benefits of Lessor as lessor under the Lease, including ( without limitation) the irrunediate and
continuing right to receive and collect all Rental Payments, insurance proceeds, condemnation awards, and all other payments and amounts due thereunder ( collectively
the " Assigned Payments"), the right to make all waivers and agreements and to enter into any amendments relating to the Lease or any provision thereof, and the right
to exercise all rights and remedies as are conferred on Lessor by the Lease. All of the foregoing rights, titles, interest, property, estate, claims, and demands are herein
collectively referred to as the " Assigned Property." This Assignment is absolute and unconditional and is not intended to be merely the grant ofa security interest to the
Purchaser. This Assignment is made without recourse to Lessor except to the extent expressly provided herein.

Section 2. Security Interest. ( a) In order to secure the payment and performance by Lessee of all of its obligations under the Lease, Lessor hereby grants
to the Purchaser a first priority security interest in all right, title, and interest of Lessor in, to, and under the Equipment ( as defined in the Lease) and the proceeds
thereof. Lessor shall execute or file all financing statements, fixture filings, continuation statements, amendments thereto, and assignments thereof in the offices and
jurisdictions wherever the Purchaser deems necessary to perfect such security interest, upon receipt of a request therefor from the Purchaser specifying the form and
content of such financing statements, fixture filings, continuation statements, amendments thereto, and assignments thereof.

b) Upon the occurrence of an Event of Default, an Event of Nonrenewal, or an Event of Nonappropriation under the Lease, the Purchaser may at its
election have all of the rights and remedies of a secured party under the Uniform Commercial Code in effect in the State of Georgia with respect to the Equipment and
the proceeds thereof, in addition to all of the rights of Lessor under the Lease.

S(~ction 3. Power of Attornev. Lessor irrevocably constitutes and appoints the Purchaser and any present or future officer or agent of the Purchaser, or the
successors or assigns of the Purchaser, as its lawful attorney with full power of substitution and resubstitution, and in the name of Lessor or otherwise, to exercise all
rights and remedies as are conferred on Lessor by the Lease and to demand, receive, collect, and sue in any court for payments due under the Lease, or any part thereof,
to withdraw or settle any claims, suits, or proceedings pertaining to or arising out of the Lease upon any terms, all without notice to or assent of Lessor, and, further, to
take possession of and to endorse in the name of Lessor any instrument for the payment of money received on account of the payments due under the Lease. The
foregoing appointment of the Purchaser as Lessor' s attorney- in-fact is coupled with an interest, cannot be revoked by death, incompetence, bankruptcy, insolvency,
reorganization, or otherwise and shall not terminate until all amounts payable under the Lease have been paid and satisfied in full.

Section 4. Authority for Pavments. Lessor has authorized and directed Lessee, in writing, to pay directly to the Purchaser all payments due or to become
due under the Lease from and after the date of this Assignment by forwarding such payments to the Purchaser' s address shown at the beginning of this Assignment, a

copy of which authorization and direction, the receipt of and agreement to which has been acknowledged by Lessee, is attached as Exhibit " A" In the event Lessor
hereafter receives any such payment from Lessee, Lessor shall hold such payment in trust for the Purchaser and shall irrunediately deliver such payment to the
Purchaser ( endorsed, if necessary, by Lessor to facilitate the collection thereof).

Section 5. Further Assurances. Lessor from time to time, at the request of the Purchaser, shall execute and deliver such further acIrnowledgments,
agreements, and instruments of assignment, transfer, and assurance, including financing statements under the Georgia Uniform Commercial Code, and do all such
further acts and things as may be necessary or appropriate in the opinion of the Purchaser to give effect to the provisions hereof and to more perfectly confirm the rights,
titles, and interests hereby sold, assigned, and transferred to the Purchaser.

Section 6. Notices. Any notice required or permitted to be given by Lessor or the Purchaser to the other shall be deemed to have been given upon the
actual receipt thereof or on the third day after it is deposited in the United States mail, certified mail, return receipt requested, with proper postage prepaid, whichever is
the earlier, and addressed to the party at such address as shown at the beginning of this Assignment or at such other address as one party shall hereafter furnish to the
other in writing.

Section 7. Entiretv: Amendments. This Assignment contains the entire agreement between Lessor and the Purchaser with respect to the subject matter
hereof and supersedes all prior agreements and understandings relating thereto. No other agreements will be effective to change, modify, or terminate this Assignment
in whole or in part unless such agreement is in writing and duly executed by Lessor and the Purchaser. No representations, inducements, promises, or agreements, oral
or otherwise, that are not embodied herein ( or in any other written instrument or document delivered pursuant hereto or in connection herewith) will be of any force or
effect.

Section 8. Parties Bound. This Assignment shall be binding on Lessor and its successors and assigns, and shall inure to the benefit of the Purchaser and
its successors and assigns.



written.

SEAL)

Attest:

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Lessor and the Purchaser have duly executed this Assignment by their duly authorized officers, as of the date first above

LESSOR:

PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL FINANCE CORPORATION

By:
Harold K. Logsdon, President

Ann E. Tyler, Secretary

Accepted and agreed to as of the date first above written.

PURCHASER:

ALL POINTS PUBLIC FUNDING, LLC

By:
Authorized Officer
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NOTICE AND CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT

DATE:

TO:

RE:

August 20, 2007

Peachtree City, Georgia
Master Equipment Lease- Purchase Agreement, dated the date hereof, between
Peachtree City Governmental Finance Corporation (" Lessor") and Peachtree
City, Georgia (" Lessee"), as supplemented by Lease Schedule 5, each dated
the date hereof, between Lessor and Lessee ( collectively the " Lease")

Please be advised that Lessor has, pursuant to the terms of an Absolute Assignment Agreement,
dated the date hereof, between Lessor and All Points Public Funding, LLC ( the " Purchaser"),
assigned all its rights in and benefits of the above-referenced contract ( the " Contract"), together
with all amounts payable from and after the date hereof under or pursuant to the Contract and the

right to exercise all rights and remedies as are conferred on Lessor by the Contract, to the
Purchaser.

All payments due under the Contract should be made to the Purchaser at the following address:

All Points Public Funding, LLC
275 Broadhollow Road

Melville, New York 11747

Please acknowledge your acceptance of the assignment, your recordation of the assignment
pursuant to the Lease, and your agreement to make the payments specified in the Contracts to the
Purchaser by executing the enclosed counterpart of this Notice and Consent to Assignment and

returning it to us.

SEAL) PEACHTREE CITY GOVERNMENTAL

FINANCE CORPORATION
Attest:

Ann E. Tyler, Secretary
By:

Harold K. Logsdon, President

ACKNOWLEDGED AND ACCEPTED:

SEAL)

Attest: PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

Ann E. Tyler, Acting City Clerk
By:

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

city Mm,,, l~
Financial Se es Dire t r r. S;f!
Assistant Financial Se ces Director Cfl
Purchasing Agent ~
Developmental rricre~ 

Director

City Engineer ~ A. -;; li1~

r)

August 8, 2007

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Lease Agreement for Police Department Relocation

August 16, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that City Council authorize the Mayor to sign a lease agreement with PTC

Properties for the property located at 2011 Commerce Drive in Peachtree City. The lease term is for 9

months with an option to extend.

Discussion:

Staff has been working with the Police Department to investigate the moisture problems in their facility
over the past few years. Staff is confident that we have now found a solution to the problem, which

includes removing the old floor, installing a new flooring system, and completing significant renovations

to the heating and air conditioning system.

In order to proceed with the necessary renovations and maintain a properly functioning Police

Department, the entire department must be moved to a temporary facility. Recognizing this need, staff

has spent a considerable amount of time investigating commercial and industrial property that is available

for lease in Peachtree City.

Of all the property investigated, staff has selected the same building that the City Library occupied during
its renovations. Staff recommends leasing the property at 2011 Commerce Drive because of the available

floor space, the familiarity of support staff (Information Technology and Building Department) with the

building, the centralized location in the city, and the minimal amount of renovations needed.

Staff is negotiating a lease that is fair and will meet the City' s needs for the length of this project. Staffis

awaiting the final draft of this lease so that we can make sure all the changes have been addressed. Staff

will provide Council a copy of the lease once we receive and approve it.



Lease Agreement for Police Department Relocation

August 16, 2007, City Council Meeting
Page 2.

Budl!et Impact:

The monthly lease payment is $ 12, 549. 59, which includes Common Area Maintenance fees. For a 9-
month lease, the total cost is $ 112, 946.31. The funds for this lease are budgeted in the Public
Improvement Plan under project 177.

cc: City Engineer
City Manager
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ADMINISTRATOR ( 404) 224- 5000 FAX ( 404) 224- 5001 THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND

Willis Pooling Practice CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS

One Glenlake CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE

1 Glenlake Parkway, 11'" Floor AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.

Atlanta, GA 30328        . e .." '.
e...           " ,. if..,' ..

NAMED MEMBER

City of Peachtree City COMPANY A: Georgia Interlocal Risk Management Agency (GIRMA)

151 Willow Bend Road COMPANY B:

Peachtree City, GA 30269-3104 COMPANY C:

A.......,.,.. . e.... ",:,'''' C..     ..,, is.....: .......:, .,.... .;.. '" .. c.' ... .....

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE COVERAGE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE MEMBER NAMED ABOVE FOR THE AGREMENT PERIOD INDICATED,
NOTWITHSTANOING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE MAY BE

ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN. THE COVERAGE AFFOROED BY THE AGREEMENT DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF

SUCH AGREEMENT. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDU__     .. .,.  .!

LiMI1I:S.. I>EOJJCTIIlLE.L.. . > T""

GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE $   $

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY FIRE DAMAGE ( Any ona fire) $   $

MED EXP (Anyone person) EXCLUDEDOCCURRENCE

GEN' L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES per POLICY PERSONAL & ADV INJURY $   $

GENERAL AGGREGATE UNlIM!TED

PROOUCTS- COMP/OP AGG $   $

LAW ENFORCEMENT LIAS. $   $

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT $ 1, 000. 000 $ 25, 000

X ALL AUTOS BODILY INJURY ( per person) $   $

X GEORGIA FLEET BODILY INJURY ( per accident) $   $

PE- 6 5/ 1/ 2007 511/ 2008  ~~~

d:~~
TY DAMAGE ( per

X UNINSURED MOTORISTS               $   $

A -
UM Bodily Injury ( per person  $ 25. 000 $ 25. 000

UNINSURED MOTORISTS UM 60dily lnjury ( per accident)  $ 50. 000 $ 25. 000

UM Property Damage $ 25. 000 $ 25. 000

AUTOMOBILE PHYSICAL DAMAGE

I NO COVERAGE PE- 6 5/ 1/ 2007 5/ 1/ 2008 ALL VEHICLES    $

NO VEHICLES OWNED X I SELECTED VEHICLES 5. 000

PUBLIC OFFICIALS LIABILITY                     $   $

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS LIABILITY                     $   $

CRIME
BANKET BOND                          $ 500. 000

t= DEPOSITORS FORGERY 500. 000

x MONEY & SECURITIES                        $ 500. 000

PROPERTY

BUILDINGS & CONTENTS                     $   $

MOBfLE EQUIPMENT                     $   $

BOilER AND MACHINERY                       $

DE SCR I PTI ON OF OPERAT IONS/ LDCA TI ON sin Hie LES/ EXe wsw NM\.OO!,O. BY EN OORSEfi\ ENT/ SPS CIALPROV. I SIGNS.  .

Peachtree City Government Finance Corporation is loss payee. Complete list and description on fiie.

C' Ei'lTI FTC::.~TE H'\i:Iib. Q'E\R " ,. .... ..' .,. 1', Y. '" . 1"       1'f".:;.c:ie;.' CCC.:....., . f' "

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED AGREEMENTS BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE

EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING COMPANY WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAlL

Peachtree City Government Finance Corporation    ~ DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT,

ATIN: Mayor Harold Logsdon BUT FAILURE TO MAIL SUCH NOTICE SHALl IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY

151 Willowbend Road OF ANY KIND UPON THE COMPANY ITS AGENTS OR REPRESENTATIVES.

Peachtree City, GA 30269         ~
cd'~~;~;; L~x:.; _ _

B: "- --- c- "::5 WilliS INSURANCE SERVICES

ciC-A'T. ." .... .. ". ,..,' ,.." c'  +

This Certificate of Coverage does not consfl1ute a contract between the Issuing insurer(s), authorized representative or administrator, and
the certificate hoider, nor does il affirmatively or negatively amend, exted oralter the covera.ae afforded bv the Dolicles listed thereon.

GMA           . e . .:              vS. 1,.Orm



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

DATE: August 7, 2007

TO:

FROM: City Man

Financial

SUBJECT: Peachtree City Tourism Association - FY 2008 Budget

August 16, 2007 City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

Approve the attached FY 2008 Budget for the Peachtree City Tourism Association (pCT A).

Discussion:

The FY 2008 PCTA Budget has already been reviewed and accepted by the PCTA Board of

Directors and the PCTA Finance Committee. Per the PCTA By-Laws, the City Council must

also approve the annual budget prior to final adoption by the PCTA.

Budl!:etarv Impact:

Per State law, PCTA shall receive two- thirds of the HotellMotel Tax collected by the City. In

turn, PCT A remits 20% of their HIM tax receipts from the City over to the Peachtree City

Airport Authority to help fund their operations as well.



Nikki Vrana

From:

Sent:

To:

debbieran iere@bellsouth. net

Wednesday, August 15, 20074: 06 PM

Bernard McMullen; Cyndi Plunkett; Steve Boone; Harold Logsdon; mgkg@earthlink. com;

greg. ward@newrevenuesolutions. com; Mark Caspar; debbieraniere@bellsouth. net

Mr. McMullen,

The Board of Directors of Planterra Ridge request to be put on the agenda for the City
Council Meeting, Thursday, August 16th. We are requesting a reduction in the number of

permanent speed bumps to be placed down. Please use the letter below for reference.

Thank you,

Manny Guerrero, Debbie Raniere and Greg Ward Planterra Ridge Board of Directors

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,

On June 21, 2007 you passed a motion to allow the installation of nine speed cushions in

the Planterra Ridge Subdivision to be paid for out of HOA funds. We appreciate your
decision and the opportunity to maintain the decrease in traffic through our neighborhood.

We would now like to come before you to request a reduction in the number of speed bumps
to be installed. Our residents are strongly in favor of reducing the total number of

devices, especially in light of the new goal of maintaining existing driving conditions

rather than retraining drivers to a new route and/ or speed.

We respectfully request your consideration and approval of a phased approach to the

installation, starting with six cushions along Planterra Way and Terrane Ridge. We

believe this reduction will allow Planterra Ridge to successfully:

1. Maintain the existing traffic levels and speeds through the subdivision,

2. Reduce the number of devices navigated daily by our residents coming and going from

their homes,

3. Bring the total costs of the project more in line with our budgeted dollars, set when

the city was going to split the costs with the HOA, and

4. Achieve a cleaner appearance of the neighborhood along the route.

Our understanding from meetings with Dave Borkowski and Mark Casper is that the minimum

spacing between the devices is based on " engineering guidelines" and not city code

requirements. Removing three from present designated locations would ensure that the

remaining devices still meet sight- distance requirements as described by Mr. Borkowski.

Safety is the primary concern, and while we feel can achieve the desired results with

fewer devices, a phased approach gives us the option in the future to add them back in

should it be necessary.
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