City Council of Peachtree City

Agenda
June 3, 2004
7:00 p.m.
. Prayer
il Pledge of Allegiance

Il Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Remind Attendees to Turn Off Cell Phones
Recognize Starr's Mill High School Girls Soccer Team as State AAAAA Runner-ups
Recognize Starr’s Mill High School Boys Soccer Team as State AAAAA Runner-ups

\A Minutes
May 6, 2004, Regular Meeting Minutes
May 20, 2004, Regular Meeting Minutes

V. Monthly Reports

VL. Consent Agenda

Consider CSX Agreement — Multi-Use Bridge Project Inspection Services
Consider Extension of Term of Library Commissioner

Consider Georgia Transmission Corporation Easement Modification
Consider Budget Amendments

Consider Provider for Compressed Natural Gas

Consider Planning Commission Appointments

ohkwn=

VIl.  Old Agenda Items
05-04-03 Consider Variance Request — 310/312 Peachtree Parkway North
05-04-11 Consider Request from John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods to Lift
Annexation Moratorium
05-04-13 Consider Funding for Development Authority Member Training

VIll.  New Agenda ltems
06-04-01 Consider Annexation Request Process
06-04-02 Consider Kedron Village Expansion Conceptual Site Plan
06-04-03 Consider Request from Fayette Senior Services for Funding
06-04-04 Consider Request from Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence for

Funding
06-04-05 Consider CAR on Consent Agenda
06-04-06 Consider Request for Funding for Glenloch Baby Pool Upgrade
06-04-07 Consider Transportation Enhancement MOU for Phase 4 of GA 54 East
Landscape Enhancement Project

Xl Council/Staff Topics
Briefing on Status of TDK Blvd. Extension

X. Executive Session

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




City of Peachtree City
Minutes of Regular Meeting
May 6, 2004
7:00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, May 6, 2004, 7:00 p.m., in the City
Hall Council Chambers. Council Members attending were: Mayor Steve Brown, Stuart
Kourajian, Steve Rapson, Judi Rutherford, and Murray Weed.

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Mayor Brown read a proclamation commemorating the 50™ anniversary of the Brown v.
Board of Education decision. May was proclaimed as Older Americans Month. The
Library was recognized for receiving the We the People Bookshelf Award 2004. David
McDaniel of Public Works was recognized as the Supervisor of the Quarter for the first
quarter. Brown recognized the 10 & under Georgia Seminoles and the 13 & under
Georgia Tigers baseball teams as the national champions in their age groups.

Minutes
Rutherford moved to approve the April 15, 2004, regular meeting minutes as amended.

Kourajian seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Monthly Reports
Brown noted that Community Action Day had been held on Saturday, May 1. It was a

huge success and a lot of people in the community were helped. The City would be
closed on Memorial Day, Monday, May 31. The Memorial Day celebration would start
with golf cart rally leaving from The Gathering Place at 7:15 a.m. and the ceremony at
City Hall Plaza beginning around 7:30 a.m. The top five accident locations were 54/74,
54/Huddleston, 54/MacDuff Parkway, 54/Line Creek, and 74/Crosstown Drive. Cart
path paving year-to-date was almost double what it was last year. Hours for litter
removal had also almost doubled. Rutherford suggested having a campaign to let people
know what it cost the City to pick up litter.

Consent Agenda
1. Consider Resolution — Stormwater Notice of Intent

2. Alcohol License — Change in Licensee and License Representative —
Arnie’s Fine Wine, Liquor and Beer

3. Alcohol License — Change in License Representative — Big Kmart

4. Consider Natural Gas Provider

5. Consider Budget Amendments
Rutherford moved to accept the Consent Agenda. Rapson seconded. Rapson pointed out
on Agenda Item #4, Consider Natural Gas Provider, that the contract was awarded on the
five criteria submitted for the actual bids. The motion carried unanimously.

Old Agenda Items
03-04-03 Consider Addition of Fees to City Schedule (Recreation)
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Leisure Services Director Randy Gaddo addressed Council and went over the major
changes to the fees. Council had directed his department to take a comprehensive look at
fees. There were three broad categories of recommendations, including new fees,
additions to existing fees, and housekeeping items. Staff asked that Council approve the
fees effective immediately, but to give staff latitude on when to implement the change.
The plan was to implement the fees when it made the most sense, such as during the
registration period.

The first new fees involved the Fourth of July celebration. Staff felt it would be
appropriate to implement the fees next year since it was getting close this year. Gaddo
said staff recommended charging a fee to anyone who lived outside of the City and
wanted to be in the parade. There would be no fees for residents or commercial entries in
the City. City residents would also be able to register a week before anyone else. A $25
fee would be charged for County residents and $50 for Fayette County commercial
entries. No entries would be allowed from outside the County unless they were political
candidates whose districts included Peachtree City.

Additional July 4™ fees included $400 plus a refundable security deposit to allow vendors
to sell food, non-alcoholic beverages, and novelty items. Twenty spaces would be
identified this year, 10 spaces at Drake Field and 10 at City Hall Plaza. A staff person
would be on-site to monitor. If this went well, staff would consider adding more sites in
the future. The fees would help offset the costs for the celebration.

Gaddo continued that another new fee was a facility maintenance fee for youth sports.
Staff recommended a $5 per person per season fee for Fayette County residents and a $10
per person per season fee for out-of-county residents. The youth organizations had
looked over the fee increase and the Recreation Commission held two public hearings.
The youth associations liked the maintenance fees. The money would be collected at
registration and placed into an account in the City budget, and the money could only be
used for facility improvements for the particular sport. Staff and the association officers
would coordinate and make decisions on where the money would go each year. The
exception would be the BMX Association. There were 26 races held each year and the
BMX Association would charge $1 per rider per race category for each race. A racer
could enter more than one category. The fees would help offset the maintenance of the
facilities, which were heavily used.

There would also be a change in the fees charged for recreation classes. The facility
maintenance fee would be $1 per person per class. The fee would come back 100% to
the City and would offset the expenses to maintain the Kedron Fieldhouse and Aquatic
Center, Glenloch Recreation Center, and The Gathering Place, which were the three main
programming spaces. The out-of-county fees for classes would be 50% more than fees
for City and Fayette County residents.
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Rutherford asked if the vendor fee for the July 4™ activities was just for the time of the
fireworks display. Gaddo said the fee was just for the fireworks and that they would look
at the parade in the future, depending on how things worked at the fireworks.

Rapson suggested that booths should also be placed at Drake Field, since there were a lot
of people there. Rapson said he would like to limit the parade to 25% commercial
entries. He noted that he had gotten many complaints from residents who felt the parade
was losing its small-town feel. Last year, there were 165 entries in the parade and almost
50% of the entries were commercial. Rapson said the 25% parameter would not include
civic organizations, non-profit organizations, or Scouts. Rapson also suggested putting
all the commercial floats at the end of the parade or putting a fire engine at the beginning
and end of the parade so the crowd would know when the parade was over.

Kourajian said he would like to see more school bands and beauty queens in the parade
and suggested that the fees be waived for them. He added that he would also like to see a
break for non-profit and civic groups. Gaddo pointed out that once the standard was
established and exceptions were made, other groups would use the exceptions to make
their own case. Gaddo said he needed guidance.

Rapson said the parade should be limited to 25% commercial entries and that people
outside of Fayette County should be excluded. Rapson said bands and non-profits would
not be a part of the mix. Gaddo said Fayette County residents would pay a $25 or $50
fee, unless an exception was made. Rutherford suggested making the Fayette County
non-profit organizations non-paying entries. City Manager Bernard McMullen suggested
creating a new category of Fayette County non-profit organizations and allowing those
groups in the parade at no charge. Weed said they would also have to define a band.
Rutherford suggested just specifying high school bands. The consensus among Council
was to use school bands as the definition.

Gaddo noted that the Shakerag Arts and Crafts Festival vendor fees had not increased in
many years and many improvements had been made to the area. Even with the increases,
the fees would still be well within the festival charges throughout the area. Spaces with
no electricity would increase from $50 to $75. Spaces with electricity would increase
from $75 to $105.

Open swim fees at Kedron and the summer pools would increase from $2 to $3 for adults
and children ages 12 and older, and from $1 to $2 for children ages three to 11 and adults
ages 65 and older. Children under three were free. The fees were in line with other pools
in the metro area. Individual pool season passes would increase from $50 to $60. Passes
for a family of two would increase from $100 to $120, a family of three would increase
from $125 to $155, and a family of four or more from $150 to $190. Room rental rates at
Kedron would increase by $10 across the board. The increase in fees would help offset
the high operating costs at Kedron.
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Rutherford recommended an additional increase in the Shakerag fees. She continued that
$100 for a booth without electricity was still a deal for multiple days. She also
recommended charging $130 for electricity and $200 for double sites. Rutherford said
the additional money could be used to advertise the festival.

Rapson asked if the $30 fee for electricity covered the cost and suggested raising the fee
to $50. Gaddo said, that even at $150 for a booth with electricity, the fees were well
within the standards. The fees were set at $100 for a booth without electricity, $150 for a
booth with electricity, and $250 for a double site.

Gaddo continued that staff had reviewed the fee structure and found there was not
documented Council approval for all of the fee schedules. He asked Council to approve
the method of calculating the fees to allow the Department the latitude to adjust the fees
when necessary, rather than approve a specific fee. Camp McIntosh included four two-
week sessions with a maximum capacity of 50 campers. The fees were based on the
activities and trips. The fees were compared to other camps every year to remain
competitive. The fees had only been raised twice in the last five years. Early bird
discount registrations were also offered and helped fill up the later sessions. Next year,
staff wanted to offer a 10% discount per camper per session across the board to compete
with the other camps in the area.

Each instructor for the classes assessed their own class value and set a cost in
coordination with staff. The cost was documented in a written agreement each session.
The fee was split 80% to the instructor and 20% to the City for expenses. Gaddo asked
Council to approve the method. He noted the method had been used for years, helped get
excellent instructors, and was in common use throughout the state.

Gaddo also addressed special events and trips at The Gathering Place. The fees were
determined by the cost of the event, food, and transportation plus 10% that was added to
cover any costs that were not anticipated. The fees for adult sports were determined by
equipment, supplies, awards, t-shirts, and an additional 10% to cover anything
unexpected. Gaddo included a standard rental fee schedule for the City facilities. The
rates for out-of-county residents were raised considerably.

Brown noted that the proposed changes would bring a revenue increase of $136,792,
which included $41,000 in association fees.

Rapson noted that the fees were a way to keep the programs in place and make them self-
supporting. The intent was not to make a profit, but to recoup the City’s cost and
overhead. Gaddo agreed.

Rutherford moved to approve the request from the Recreation Department, the fee
review, and the housekeeping articles, that the parade be kept to 25% commercial, and
that Fayette County school bands and Fayette County non-profits be adjusted for, and to
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accept the increases in the rates at Shakerag, and to give the latitude needed on the
camps. Rapson seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

New Agenda Items
05-04-01 Consider Amendments to Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Ordinance

City Engineer Troy Besseche noted the changes to the ordinance, which kept the City
ordinance current with the state. Permit fees were also involved. Land disturbance
permits were $100 per acre, and the state had mandated that construction activity be
permitted under the state’s National Pollutant Elimination Discharge System (NPEDS).
There were also changes regarding to sizes of sites and education requirements for
inspectors and plan reviewers.

Rutherford asked if the fees stayed with the City or were forwarded to the state. Besseche
said a portion went to with the state and a portion went to the NPEDS.

Rutherford moved to accept the changes to the Soil Erosion and Sedimentation
Ordinance. Rapson seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

05-04-02 Public Hearing — Consider Rezoning Request — V-R Villa Residential
to R-22 Residential

05-04-03 Public Hearing — Consider Variance Request — 310/312 Peachtree
Parkway North

Rapson moved to hear agenda items 05-04-02 and 05-04-03 together. Rutherford

seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Nicholas Fouts, the applicant, addressed Council. Fouts said he had worked in the City
for five years and his family had decided to make their home here. The plan was to build
two homes — one for his family and one for his in-laws. The request to rezone would
allow the 1.97-acre tract to be split into two parcels. The request was for R-22 zoning,
which allowed the lot sizes, but Fouts said they would build the homes to R-43 standards.
The surrounding property was zoned R-43.

Fouts continued that only Council could approve the variance request necessary for the
shared driveway off Peachtree Parkway. The access easement was on the north part of
the property and wrapped around behind the TDK property. Fouts noted that they
preferred not to use that easement as a driveway. One reason was that it could be
confusing for emergency services personnel who would have to enter through #314 to
access #310 and #312. Fouts said they felt their proposed entrance would work since it
was just south of the three-way stop at Peachtree Parkway and Flat Creek Road and
traffic would still be moving at a slow rate of speed. He noted that the last strip on the
north and east side was a prescriptive easement for Gary Stout’s property, which was four
acres located behind the Fouts’ parcel.

Rapson said his concern was the driveway off Peachtree Parkway. He asked if anyone
had talked to TDK about sharing its driveway, which already existed. Fouts said the
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driveway was part of the prescriptive easement, which was 387 feet to the north of his
parcel’s northern most property boundary. The existing drive at TDK was also part of the
easement.

Gary Stout, owner of the STX Corporation, which owned the adjacent lot behind the
Fouts, told Council that the easement was part of his property, which was located behind
TDK’s property and the Fouts’ property. He wanted to make sure access to his property
was not affected.

City Planner David Rast addressed Council. The property had been zoned V-R Villa
Residential for many years. The parcel and the adjoining TDK property were the only
two parcels in the City zoned V-R. Previous development proposals included rezoning
the property for a dental office or high-density extended stay projects. Rast said the land
use map identified the parcel as LUR Limited Use Residential or a cluster subdivision,
which also increased density. By separating the parcel into two lots, the tract would be
similar to others on the parkway, but the lots would still be 0.3 acres short of the R-43
zoning requirement. Rast said the property requirement was met by R-22 zoning and the
R-43 conditions could also be met with R-22 zoning. Rast said Fouts had agreed to meet
the R-43 zoning requirements. Rast said they met with the golf course owners, who
were amenable to adjusting the property line and allowing the size of the lots to increase
to one acre each. Staff supported the rezoning to R-22, with the condition that the
property be developed at R-43 standards to remain consistent with the surrounding area.
The Planning Commission had voted to approve the rezoning.

Rast continued that the second issue was the driveway. A variance was required to get
the curb cut for the driveway. Staff recommended the variance with the condition that
the Fouts locate the driveway as far north as possible from the three-way stop at
Peachtree Parkway and Flat Creek. The northern most property line was about 450 feet
from the centerline of Flat Creek Road and was located on a curve, which required some
engineering to ensure the site distances were fine.

Rapson asked what the density was for V-R Villa Residential zoning as opposed to the
two homes. Rast said up to 3.6 units per acre could be developed with V-R zoning.
Rapson said he supported the two houses, but he had concerns about the driveway, which
would be located right on the curve. Rapson added that drivers coming down the hill to
the three-way stop often had to ride their brakes. The TDK driveway was just before the
curve and drivers coming down the hill could see the driveway. He also expressed
concern about the four acres located behind the parcel.

Kourajian asked where the access would be if there were a plan for six homes on the
parcel. Rast said if there were a plan like that, the owner would have to come and ask for
a curb cut. Rast said there was a 30-foot prescriptive easement on the property that
allowed Stout access to his property. There was another access easement to the right-of-
way. Another variance would be required when Stout’s property was developed.
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Rapson said the right-of-way cut was the entrance to the existing house on the TDK
property. He said he understood why they did not want the driveway behind the house,
but asked why they could not use the existing driveway. Rapson said there was a parking
problem at TDK, and extending the road would help with the parking problem at the
TDK house as well. Rast said he did not know if the Planning Commission considered
that option, but he also did not foresee the TDK property as being the TDK guesthouse
forever. A driveway cutting through that property could bisect the property and keep it
from further development.

Rapson asked why the existing driveway could not be used. He noted the TDK always
had a parking problem, and the driveway extension could help with that. Rast said there
would not be a TDK guesthouse on the adjacent property forever. Rapson said his
concern was the line of sight. Brown said he would rather see the driveway in the
easement.

Fouts said he understood their concerns, but pointed out that there was a better line of
sight along the northern edge of the property. Brown said he was also concerned about
future owners sharing a driveway. Fouts noted that one driveway served three homes
directly across Peachtree Parkway. The shared driveway and maintenance would be put
into the covenants. Fouts said it was also an aesthetic issue and that the driveway would
look better. He pointed out that their homes would be located 150 feet further back than
the TDK house.

Brown noted that traffic on the Parkway would increase once Target was built and he did
not see another curb cut helping the traffic situation. Rast pointed out that there had been
a similar circumstance with another recent rezoning and the ordinance allowed two
houses to share a private driveway the way it was written. Rast said to allow the homes
to be served by the TDK driveway would violate the City’s ordinance. Rapson added
that if shared driveways were not permitted, then the other four acres could not be
developed and Council had to take that into consideration. He said the other four acres
had to be considered.

Rapson asked if the driveway could go through the easement without TDK’s approval.
City Attorney Ted Meeker said not until the easement rights were determined.

Kourajian asked for a more informed opinion regarding the traffic danger. Stout said he
bought the property from the Greer family exclusively with the understanding he would
always have an easement, and he had written documentation. Stout requested that
Council postpone the variance request for 30 days to give everyone time to investigate.
Rapson said that was a reasonable request to him. Stout said there were two or three
different issues. If, and when, he decided to build a home on his property, he wanted to
do so without imposing on others. Bill Degner, another property owner behind the
parcel, noted that the Flat Creek/Peachtree Parkway intersection was very busy. Degner
understood the traffic concerns and he supported the applicant’s request, but he would
also like for Council to have more time to look at the facts.
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Brown moved to table the variance until the next meeting. Weed said it was fine to table
the variance as long as Council knew exactly what data it wanted. Brown said he wanted
to know if there was a valid prescriptive easement to the rear of the property. Meeker
clarified the easement issue and said that Fouts was requesting a curb cut off the
Parkway, whether it was at the end of the property where the access easement was
located or further down directly to the property. Council permission was needed either
way. The motion died for lack of second.

Rast clarified the request on the map at Rutherford’s request and also showed Council the
existing TDK driveway location. Rapson reiterated that they should append to the
existing driveway. Weed agreed that the proposed driveway might be aesthetically
pleasing, but he thought a separate driveway would be unsafe.

Fouts explained that part of the reason he asked for the variance for the curb cut was that
the land would never truly be his. His driveway would become a road, because it was
Stout’s access to his property as well. Fouts agreed there was a perceived traffic hazard,
but said the traffic did not have a chance to gain much speed at the point of the driveway.

Brown asked if the rezoning hinged on the variance request. Meeker said they were two
separate items.

Weed moved to approve the rezoning request as presented with the conditions as set forth
in the materials presented in the agenda packets. Rutherford seconded. Brown clarified
the rezoning was from V-R Villa Residential to R-22. The motion carried unanimously.

Rapson moved to table the variance request for the curb cut at this time. Kourajian
seconded.

Weed said he did not see why the request should be tabled. He continued that Fouts
deserved a decision. Weed asked what further information was needed to make the
decision. Rapson said he wanted to know more about the prescriptive easement or talk to
TDK about using the existing driveway in some manner. Kourajian said he wanted a
more learned opinion about possible traffic hazards. Besseche said that, of the two
locations, the northern most location would be the safest. Kourajian asked if the other
location was unsafe. Besseche said he had not looked at the site distances. The concern
was not just the posted speed limit, but also the speed at which people actually drove on
the Parkway.

Council discussed the date and the consensus was to table the variance until the June 3
meeting. The motion carried 3-2 (Rutherford, Weed).

05-04-04 Public Hearing — Consider Amendment to Zoning Ordinance — LUC-
16 Limited Use

Peter Korbett of MetroSouth addressed Council. Korbett said the amendment would

change the loft apartments to fee simple townhomes. There would be 80 units. The
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Lexington Circle Homeowners Association supported the amendment. The commercial
area would remain in the middle of the property and would keep the same feel as the Bob
Adams Homes’ plan.

Rast gave a brief history of the project. He noted that the Lexington Circle development
had been quite contentious. The City hired a consultant and had developed a plan that
everyone agreed to. The stringent LUC zoning was also developed. It was the only
development in the City with an active commercial Architectural Review Board (ARB).
The original vision was a Main Street-type of development along the main boulevard,
with the commercial/retail close to the street. People would be able to walk from parcel
to parcel, and the neighborhood could access the retail area by walking or golf cart.
Eighty lofts would have been located on the second and third floors of the retail
buildings. Now, the project’s developers felt the lofts would not work. Rast said they
had not asked for an increase in density of the multi-family component, but were asking
to remove the second-floor lofts from the retail area and make them fee simple
townhomes. Korbett had met with the adjoining property owner, Bill Lasseter, and they
had agreed to the number of units. Korbett had agreed to delete the 30,000 square-foot
single tenant retail space on the MetroGroup property. The overall square footage would
remain at 300,000 square feet for the entire commercial portion, but the caveat for the
single box would be deleted. The site plan would not be approved at this meeting. Rast
said staff recommended that the two changes be adopted as part of the LUC-16 Limited
Use Commercial ordinance. The Planning Commission also recommended that the
changes be approved. The Planning Commission had some concerns, but Korbett had
met with Rast and a member of the Planning Commission to discuss those concerns.
Two conditions were included in the recommendation — that approval of the zoning
ordinance changes did not mean the plan submitted by the applicant was approved, and
that the applicant would continue to work with the Planning Commission and ARB to
come up with a revised plan for the overall development.

Brown said the drawing submitted with the ordinance amendment request was drastically
different from the original master plan. He shared the Planning Commission’s concerns.
He said he was in favor of improving anything, but did not want to go in the other
direction. Korbett said the layout was simply to show the number of units and the
greenspace. Brown noted there were also new restrictions on the housing mix in cities
and the City needed more housing diversity. The 800 square-foot lofts would have
provided the diversity. Brown said he and Korbett had discussed adding a third floor to
the commercial area for lofts and backing the same number out of the townhome plan.
He also wanted a more concrete idea of what the townhomes would look like.

Rutherford asked if the townhomes were a back door to getting multi-family in the area.
She questioned whether taking out the lofts just created another 80 multi-family units and
pointed out the ordinance specifically included lofts. Meeker noted that the multi-family
moratorium had an exception for parcels already zoned multi-family, and the lofts were
considered apartments, which were multi-family. One multi-family component could be
replaced with another multi-family component.
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Kourajian asked why Council was designing the project. Rapson agreed that Council was
not the Planning Commission. He said he was fine with the approach, but not with
changing the zoning. He said there would be a 31% increase in square footage for the
residential component since the lofts were 800 square feet and the townhomes would be
2,000 square feet. Rapson said they did not show how the commercial component would
look on the plan, and he wanted to see how the whole plan would look. Rapson felt the
townhomes would probably be a better fit.

Rast noted that the LUC and LUR zonings were very site specific and what had happened
at Lexington Circle to this point had somewhat followed the plan. Korbett was looking
for the option to build townhomes instead of lofts. The original concept had developed
around an entertainment complex, and the development did not have that.  Rast
suggested the ARB and the Planning Commission should look at the original plan and
modify it based on what had taken place. Rast said, if the amendment were denied, then
it would be six months before the applicant could reapply.

Korbett said he always wanted a “Main Street” feel to the development, and they were
using the same designer as The Avenue. Korbett asked Council to allow the ARB and
the Planning Commission to be the “guardian at the gate.” He said he could not do
anything until his plan got past them.

Brown asked Meeker if Council could approve the amendment pending the applicant’s
meeting with the ARB and the Planning Commission. Meeker said Council could always
put conditions on any approval, but he would rather they took care of the issues from the
front end rather than argue enforcement on the back end.

Korbett said they were trying to do something good for the neighbors, the City, and his
company. Meeker pointed out that part of the concern was that not all of the property
affected by the change in the ordinance was under Korbett’s control. The application was
from only one property owner. Rutherford said they would have to extend the same
rights to all the property owners, and she was not ready to give those rights away. Brown
agreed it would better to meet with all the owners.

Rutherford moved to table the agenda item until the discussion with all owners could take
place and not later than the first meeting in June. Rapson seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

05-04-05 Consider Authorization to Use BOE Agreement for Copiers

Assistant Finance Director Janet Camburn addressed Council and told them the leases
were up on several of the City’s copy machines. Some of the machines were leased
through the City and some were leased through the Board of Education (BOE). Most of
the leases had expired or would expire this year. Due to increased maintenance costs,
IKON could not honor the current month-to-month contracts much longer. Camburn said
staff recommended the City enter into a similar agreement with IKON Office Solutions,
Inc. IKON was willing to let the City piggyback on the BOE agreement. Camburn
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pointed out that doing so would save a great deal of staff time. She added that the City
would get the same rates as the Board of Education, which were less than the state
contract rates, and that the individual agreements would fit the City’s needs.

Rapson moved to approve the recommendation to lease the copy machines under the
master agreement with IKON Solutions. Rutherford seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

05-04-06 Consider Stormwater Data Development Services

Besseche told Council that the City’s stormwater consultant, Integrated Science and
Engineering, recently completed a stormwater utility feasibility study. The results were
presented at the Council Retreat on April 16-17. The work was done in conjunction with
the City staff and the Stormwater Advisory Committee. The work demonstrated the need
for a stable and secure funding mechanism recommending a user fee system, or utility, as
the most equitable way to accomplish that. They also proposed a billing arrangement to
achieve the system and gauged the work needed to make that a reality. The next step
involved more detail in the way the information was gathered, delineating the impervious
surfaces, setting up the billing system, establishing the rates, and refining the data already
collected. The cost was $120,000 and the stormwater consultant would complete the
work. Some public education was involved to get the information out about the
establishment of the utility. There was another step in the process that would be included
in the 2005 budget, and the cost estimate was $175,000. Staff recommended Council
authorize the work to be completed, and that the funds come from the PIP Contingency.

Weed asked how much was left in PIP contingency. Salvatore said there was a little over
$89,000. Kourajian asked what would happen if the work was not done. Besseche said
some of the elements were contingent upon the study, but there was a tremendous burden
to replace worn-out infrastructure and that would be bulk of the stormwater management
program. About $9 million in projects had been identified. Rapson noted that the state
mandated compliance with the stormwater program and this was one of the steps in
creating a utility to fund the stormwater issues that could only be improved now by
raising taxes. '

Rutherford asked why the funding was not already in the PIP. Besseche said the utility
could not be pursued until the utility feasibility study had been completed. Kourajian
asked if the City would get what it needed or just $80,000 worth. Besseche said the cost
for setting up a utility was typically four to six months of revenue. A lot of work was
involved, which would start on Monday, May 10, and should be completed by September
30. Besseche said they would get their money’s worth. Rutherford asked if any of the
services would go out for bid. Besseche said the services had already gone out for bid
and this was just a continuation.

Rapson noted that this was critical step in the City’s validation and justification for a
utility. They were walking through the steps systematically to create and validate a
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stormwater utility. Rapson said some of the expenses would be reimbursable once the
utility was in place.

Rutherford moved to take $120,630 from the PIP contingency fund to complete the data
development phase for the formation of the stormwater utility according to the outline
provided in the attached task order. Rapson seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

05-04-07 Citizen Request — Discuss Kedron Center Settlement/Entrance
Location

Brown noted there was an additional document on the dais — an interoffice memorandum
to Mayor and Council from the City Manager dated May 6, 2004, with the subject Saint
Simons Cove/Residents Request to Address Council Regarding the Proposed Intersection
at Georgian Park. Chris Storbeck and John Turner represented the residents of the Saint
Simons Cove subdivision. Storbeck noted that the decision to change the entrance to the
commercial area had been made in executive session and that the residents were not
aware of what the changes were. They had not had the opportunity to discuss the issue
with Council. They had discussed their alternative with the Lake Kedron Association,
the Department of Transportation (DOT), and City staff. Storbeck said they had an
alternative that had not been considered. He understood the consent order was a legal
document and would be difficult to modify, but they would like to discuss the proposal
and look at its merits.

Turner, who had the idea for the alternative plan, told Council that their neighborhood’s
entrance was downhill and on a curve. The alternative would keep the settlement as it
was and would help the neighborhoods. It was also a better traffic flow plan. The
alternative entrance would be off Highway 74 and go between Wendy’s and the bank.
An entrance-only location gave more leeway through 20 feet of flat land. The
entrance/exit to Highway 74 would have to cross a wetlands and a valley.

Turner said it had been difficult to speak to someone at DOT, but he had finally spoken to
Ken Crabtree, the Area 6, District 3 representative. Crabtree, who covered Coweta
County to the Alabama line, had not seen the actual site. Crabtree said the state was
turning to right turn entrance only and an exit on a side street.

Storbeck said he had spoken to Mark Mastronardi at DOT. He was told the plan would
have to be formally submitted before it could be approved, but that Mastronardi saw no
reason that the alternative would not be feasible.

Turner said they had recommended three alternatives to the plan. The entrances and exits
would all be right turns, so there would be no worries about left turns onto Georgian
Park. The entrance across from Amli Apartments would also be a right-in, right-out only.
The commercial side of Georgian Park would also be the side handling the traffic. The
residential side would not be dealing with the shopping center traffic. The residents felt
this traffic plan was much safer. They had also considered response time for emergency
vehicles and the plan kept the traffic flowing.
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Brown said he could tell a lot of consideration had been given to the alternative plan and
Council had something to consider, but a decision could not be made at the meeting.
Staff and DOT would have to look at the plan.

Meeker said something similar to the plan had been discussed. He said he could show
the plan to the other parties in the litigation, but they were limited in terms of getting
changes to the consent order. DOT had acquired all of the access rights on Highway 74
and was very reluctant to give up any of those rights.

Storbeck said they had met with John Hedge and Tim Wedemeyer of the Kedron
Association and they both said they could live with the alternate proposal. Storbeck
continued that they had tried to contact Faison, but had received no response. Storbeck
said he had seen the consent order, and the proposal could fit with minor changes. All of
the parties agreed that a right-turn only access had not been considered. Turner said they
did not want the developer to spend thousands of dollars without hearing the alternate
plan.

Rapson said he and Rutherford had met with Faison’s attorneys and Meeker prior to the
vote on the issue. Rapson told them they needed to scale back on the commercial
component. The 50,000 square-foot outparcel and the additional exit were not on the
plan Rapson saw, or he would have taken issue with that. Rapson said he thought their
alternative was a radical, different approach and a lot of the topographical issues were not
involved at that location.

Brown noted that Council had been handed an additional document entitled Proposed
New Kedron Development Plan signed by John Turner.

05-04-08 Consider Annual Contract for Traffic Engineering Services

Brown noted an additional document on the dais — Peachtree City, Georgia, Annual
Contract for Engineering Services. Besseche addressed Council. He explained that,
instead of going through the procurement process on each individual transportation
project or a project that Besseche needed support for, letters of qualification were sent out
in October. He said 21 responses were received.

Weed noted there was no immediate budget impact and asked when the costs would be
incurred. Besseche said the contract was based on a work order situation. The process
would be the same, but they would not have to go through the bid process each time.

Rapson made one change to the contract on page 12 and changed the wording
“recommended for approval” to “approved.”

Brown asked for a summary of the changes. Besseche said the changes included striking
“indemnification” and placing a $100,000 limit in the contract. Meeker said the
agreement required the company to come back to staff with a task order. Rapson
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clarified that they were giving blanket approval and the only time a task order would
come back would be if the work exceeded $100,000. McMullen clarified that the funds
that would be spent had been approved for specific projects, and the cost of the
engineering services had been built into the project.

Rutherford moved to approve the contract. Rapson seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics
City Attorney Ted Meeker said there was pending and threatened litigation and a real

estate matter to discuss in executive session. Weed moved to reconvene in executive
session to discuss pending and threatened litigation and a real estate matter. Rutherford
seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Rutherford moved to reconvene in regular session. Rapson seconded. The motion
carried unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, Rutherford moved to adjourn the meeting.
Weed seconded. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

Jane Miller, City Clerk Stephen D. Brown, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary




City of Peachtree City
Minutes of Regular Meeting
May 20, 2004
7:00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, May 20, 2004, 7:00 p.m., in the City
Hall Council Chambers. Council Members attending were: Mayor Steve Brown, Steve
Rapson, Judi Rutherford, and Murray Weed. Stuart Kourajian came late.

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Mayor Brown recognized Employee of the Month, Jay Hughes. Brown recognized the
Rising Starr Lady Panthers Volleyball Team, who were undefeated during regular season
and won the County Championship 3-0. Brown also recognized Rising Starr Middle
School for being recognized for the Georgia Lighthouse School to Watch award.
Recognized outgoing Peachtree City Youth Council Members’ Shelby Barker and Daniel
Hunter. Recognized Community Action Day Volunteers.

Minutes

Rutherford moved to approve the April 16-17, 2004, annual retreat meeting minutes as
amended. Weed seconded, but amended the motion contingent upon confirmation of
Page 7, Paragraph 14, and the last bulleted item relative to the question of consensus.

The motion carried unanimously.

Consent Agenda
1. Alcohol License — Change in Licensee and License Representative —

Peachtree City Texaco
2. Consider DOT LARP Contract
Rutherford moved to approve the consent agenda. Rapson seconded. Motion carried

unanimously.

Old Agenda Item:
02-04-07 Kathie Cheney — Request to Address Council Regarding Smoking in
Public Buildings

Brown indicated there were additional documents on the dais in this regard and stated
that Kathie Cheney had agreed to establish a committee to draft an ordinance. Brown
said Council had supported the State ordinance, which had not passed the House. Brown
said further that anyone interested in participating on the committee should come to a
workshop that would be scheduled to draft an ordinance banning smoking in public
buildings. The workshop would be advertised in the newspaper and placed on Peachtree
City’s web site. Brown made a motion to table the item and schedule a workshop.
Rutherford seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.
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New Agenda Items:
05-04-09 Public Hearing — Consider Rezoning Request — Sanders/Cash &
Hughes Tracts, Greenwood Lane, ER to R-43

Brown called the Public Hearing to order and noted there were additional items on the
dais in this regard. The applicant, Richard Simms, addressed Council and stated that he
was requesting the rezoning of two parcels of land on Greenwood Lane. Simms said the
rear portion was currently zoned ER, but that after discussing the rezoning with City
Planner David Rast, he thought it would be more reasonable to request R-43 zoning for
consistency. Simms said he had contacted the homeowners on Greenwood Lane as well
as Mr. James Hughes, whose property was immediately north of the Sanders/Cash tract
and that Mr. Hughes wished to sell his property and supported the rezoning. Simms said
he would like to rezone the Hughes property to R-43 also. Simms said the R-43 zoning
would lend itself to the small neighborhood with houses similar to Kedron Estates and
that no more than three to four houses would be built at one time to cut down on
construction in the area. Simms said additionally that the zoning was consistent with the
recent Land Use Plan Update. Simms read a letter that Mr. Bill Kessler had written to
David Rast in support of the rezoning request and stated that he had also received letters
of support from Adrian Brooks and Doug Warner, both of whom lived across the street
from the property on Greenwood Lane. Simms said he believed the R-43 zoning would
be a good use for this property and promised to do a first class job.

City Planner David Rast addressed Council and stated that the property in question had
two different zoning classifications. Rast said the R-43 zoning was consistent with the
homes on Greenwood Lane. He said there were several tracts on the north side of
Greenwood Lane that were de-annexed from Tyrone into Peachtree City and that the
update to the Land Use Plan recommended that the property on the north side of
Greenwood Lane be developed into smaller lots. He said Developmental Services had
entertained a number of proposals over the years from developers, but that staff had not
supported those proposals. Rast continued that staff recommended approval of the
Simms application with the understanding that Simms had agreed to the preservation of
trees and the alignment of an entrance road on Greenwood Lane.

There was some discussion regarding step-down zoning and Rapson said it seemed that
the step-down approach was used, and that he was concerned about having an island of
R-43 zoning.

Rast said you would not want anything with a higher density than one-acre lots, that 13
one-acre lots would not impact that neighborhood, and that the adjacent homeowners did

not object.

Rapson asked if we were going to implement step-down zoning or spot zoning. He said
Council had always been consistent as to how they applied step-down zoning and that
this was a density issue and that 13 homes versus 9 homes was not that much difference,
but did not think that question had been asked.
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Weed said the zoning on the property south of Greenwood Lane was zoned R-43, but
other than that, there was no contiguous R-43 zoning. Rast said AR zoning was in a
holding pattern, and that the City would possibly see more requests in the future. Rast
said they were not talking about a huge number of homes and that this was recommended
in the Land Use Plan.

Doris Cash addressed Council and stated that the property taxes on the front four acres
had tripled over the past two years.

Charlene Peters addressed Council and said that residents in Kedron Hills were
concerned that if the property were rezoned to one-acre lots, what would keep the others
from being zoned as one-acre lots and it would also impact traffic.

Jim Care addressed Council and said he owned the property next to this tract and that it
was zoned AR. He said further that in 1999, they had a problem getting emergency
vehicles in the area. He said he did not intend to sell his land and that he had been there
since 1974. He said his five acres would remain intact until he left Peachtree City. Mr.
Care said he did not object to Mr. Simms’ application for rezoning because Simms would
take care of the erosion problem.

Phyllis Aguayo addressed Council and asked what were the circumstances for which we
would change ER to R-43 and could anyone come in and divide the land. Aguayo asked
what would they need to have that justified or merited changing the zoning and was all
ER at risk.

Doris Cash addressed Council and said she was in favor of one-acre lots.

Brown closed the public hearing portion of the meeting. Weed asked Rast to tell him
about the origin of R-43 south of Greenwood Lane. Rast said years ago, before Kedron
Hills was conceived, Crabapple Lane was a gravel road through this tract of land in front
of Sanders. Rast gave a brief history of Crabapple lane.

Weed asked about the origin of R-43 north of Greenwood Lane. Rast said this property
was located adjacent to the King and Care tracts, and that a portion of those properties
had also been located in Tyrone. When those portions had been de-annexed from Tyrone
and annexed into Peachtree City, they were all zoned ER Estate Residential. The four
acres of the Cash/ Sanders tract that was already in the city prior to the annexation in
1999 was zoned R-43 so that it would be consistent with the existing R-43 zoning located
directly across Greenwood Lane from these parcels.

Rapson said it all happened in June 1999, and that everything above the line was in
Tyrone and that the zoning was changed from AR to ER. Weed asked why the zoning
was changed from AR to R-43. Rast said that AR was a holding pattern, and that in this
case, when annexation/rezoning took place, City Council had recommended that 7.4 acres
of the Sanders’ tract be consistent with Greenwood Lane and Shallowford Lane.
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Rapson talked about the ripple effect due to the fact that Mr. Care would probably do
something with his land, and at that point, if Council rezoned to R-43, then the other two
could go to R-43 and then put four homes on the site and that this was a ripple effect.

Rast said staff supported the request for rezoning, the property owners supported the
rezoning, and the Board of Education supported the rezoning.

Brown made a motion to deny the rezoning request because it represented a classic step-
down zoning case, and that the property de-annexed from Tyrone and rezoned to ER was
done for a reason. Brown continued that Council had made a commitment to Tyrone
when the Tyrone Town Council de-annexed the property, that it would be ER along the
border. Rapson seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

05-04-10 Consider Licensing of Alcohol Servers

Police Chief James Murray addressed Council and stated that this was an ordinance that
the Police Department had presented to the Mayor and Council at Retreat asking that
servers of alcohol obtain a license from the City and that the permit would require a
background check. Murray said the Police Department had seen a major increase in
crime by people working in businesses that sold alcohol in Peachtree City including
internal theft, burglary, credit card theft and identity theft. Murray said further that the
permit would ensure that people working in this industry would be held to a higher
standard. Murray advised the City Attorney had reviewed and approved the draft

ordinance.

Murray clarified for Brown that the permit would be good for one year and that the
permit holder would be allowed to transfer the permit from one establishment to another.
Murray advised further that a lot of businesses did not require background checks, but
that now they could be assured that good background checks were conducted.

Rutherford asked if the Police Department had contacted any businesses in town in this
regard. Murray confirmed they had not contacted the businesses because there were over
75 alcohol licenses in the City. Murray confirmed for Rutherford that the cost of the
permit would be $25 per year and would take effect 90 days from today (May 20, 2004).

Rapson asked Financial Services Director Paul Salvatore how the City would fund this
item if it were to take effect 90 days from today. Salvatore said the cost would be
$26,000 and that there were ample funds in the Cash Reserve and the Council
Contingency Fund for overages.

Rutherford made a motion to approve the licensing of alcohol permits. Rapson seconded
the motion, but amended the motion, stating that the funding should come from the Cash
Reserve for this purpose. Motion carried unanimously.
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05-04-11 Consider Request from John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods to
Lift Annexation Moratorium

Brown noted there were additional documents on the dais in this regard. Dan Fields,
Vice President, John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods, addressed Council and stated
that he was requesting the lifting of the annexation moratorium to consider approximately
365 acres located north of the Centennial neighborhood. Last year the property was
rezoned by the County for Pathways to R-70. Pathways challenged the R-70 in court
unsuccessfully, and today the property is in unincorporated Fayette County. In January,
following the November judgment, Wieland entered into a contract with Pathways to
purchase the property and did so the early part of 2004. There was no zoning
contingency, they closed on the property and the property is currently zoned R-70.
Shortly after closing, Wieland was approached by Mayor Brown whose concerns were 1)
the road connection and the possibilities of MacDuff Parkway being extended to SR 74,
2) the possibilities of some soccer fields that would help support the soccer program, 3)
buffers along Line Creek and how they might be able to go from what the property was
currently zoned in the county to something that might better serve the residents in the
county regarding water quality, 4) senior housing, and the possibility of adding some
affordable homes for people who work in the government. Brown clarified that the
housing for government workers did not include City Council members, but the
suggestion was intended for Police, Firefighters, etc.

Fields said they understood that part of the process for lifting the annexation moratorium
was to come before Council and ask that Council consider this request to lift the
moratorium. Fields said further they had received numerous calls from the residents of
Wynnmeade, Centennial, and residents that commute to/from Coweta County. Fields
indicated he had also met with representatives from the CSX Railroad as well as County
representatives to discuss the possibilities and the safety issues if MacDuff Parkway was

to be extended.

Fields suggested that a public charette or workshop be scheduled for either June 15 or
June 17 in order to begin conversations in this regard. The charette would be open to all
citizens to determine what plan would be feasible. Fields stated he wanted input from the
citizens to find out if they were open to the idea of annexation and then work with staff
for a plan that would be beneficial to Peachtree City, John Wieland and the citizens that
live in the area.

Brown asked for clarification that Wieland actually owned the property in question and
Fields confirmed they had purchased the property in February. Brown asked Fields to
confirm again that they owned the property and did not just have an option on the
property. Fields confirmed. Fields said further that on this particular one, the current
zoning was R-70 and that they had determined that the project was feasible and
purchased the property, and that it was not purchased subject to rezoning or annexation.

A resident of Centennial addressed Council and stated that he felt it was a win-win
situation for the City, the residents and John Wieland. He stated he thought MacDuff
Parkway should be four-laned to be effective.
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A resident of McIntosh Corners, who had moved to Centennial, addressed Council and
stated he had been a resident since 1982 and he thought it made sense to lift the
moratorium so that discussions between City staff and John Wieland could take place.
He said he thought it would benefit the City.

Rich Parlontieri addressed Council and stated that there was a potential for a church site
in this area, that he represented Christ Our Shepherd Lutheran Church and that the
Church was looking for a 20-30 acre site to expand the Church. He thought Council
should lift the annexation moratorium for discussion to look at the Land Use Plan to see
what would fit and how it would tie together.

Merrilyn Amold, President of the Wynnmeade Home Owners Association, addressed
Council and stated that there were a lot of people in her subdivision who were for the
annexation and some who were against it, and pointed out that Council should bear in
mind the fact that there was more than just Wynnmeade residents to consider. She said
further that there were lots of people on this side of town and that if there were anything
that would impact them, they would like to know about it ahead of time. Arold said she
wanted to make sure that everything that impacted the interests of one resident, also
impacted other residents.

Brown asked Amold if she saw the lifting of the annexation moratorium as something
that was a subversive act against the Wynnmeade Subdivision. Amold said she did not
think so. Rutherford said this had to do with the Cal Beverly newspaper editorial, that it
had upset the Mayor and now he wants to talk about it in a public forum and asked if
Council could just get on with the business at hand.

Mark Merritt, Vice President of the Peachtree City Soccer Association, addressed
Council and stated that, as a representative of the Soccer Association and as a citizen of
Peachtree City, he would like Council to allow the professional staff of Peachtree City to
engage in discussions and weigh the pros and cons and give the community the
information. Merritt said the Soccer Association would also like to give input and that
the Soccer Association felt they had been a pawn in this regard because they had never
been asked for their input by City staff or John Wieland.

Brown confirmed that he had had several informal discussions with representatives of the
Soccer Association. Merritt said he would like to understand the ramifications the Soccer
Association had been denied. Merritt said further he would like the ability to ask
questions of the Planning Commission, the City Manager, etc., so the Association could
put their position together. Brown advised that the charette had been proposed for that
purpose. Rapson said he thought all the associations should make the decision.

Rich Parlontieri addressed Council again and stated that he had chaired the Planning
Commission for a number of years and that Peachtree City had originally planned for
80,000 people at build-out. He stated further that Council had considered annexation of
this property around 1989, that PCDC had presented the plan, and that Council had
rejected the plan. He said they had considered traffic relief, alternate routes, boundaries,
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the fact that Tyrone was becoming more aggressive towards Peachtree City’s borders and
that it was too important not to have staff involved in planning.

Robin Lorber addressed Council and asked how the charette would be advertised because
she wanted to make sure the word got out.

Fields addressed Council again and said that all Wieland wanted Council to do was give
consideration for what they thought would be an exciting plan and give them an
opportunity to have citizens provide their input. He said Wieland had suggested the two
dates of June 15 and June 17 to so that everyone would have an opportunity to attend one
of the charettes.

Rutherford asked if Wieland had talked to other landowners in the area and thought the
answer would be to talk to the other landowners in the area. Fields said they could
discuss this at the charette. Kourajian said it would be a good idea to look at the whole

area.

Rapson said he thought Council was missing one key point and that he thought for
perspective, he needed to know what he should vote for, that Council needed to define
the box and accept the lowest density and that he was interested in the school site.
Rapson said further that Council needed to embrace what they had at Retreat and that he
thought the proper way to do it was to define what Council thought was proper for
annexation. He asked if this was the process they wanted to use for annexation.

City Attorney Meeker advised he would have a recommendation prepared by the June 3,
2004, Council meeting. Rapson said he did not want to take action until they had
everything before them. Brown commented that it had to go through staff because
annexation was an arbitrary decision. Weed asked Meeker for an official opinion on the
moratorium. Meeker said the moratorium meant Council was trying to prevent some
harm that seemed about to occur. Weed said assuming this was true, and that the City
had adopted a moratorium because of that purpose, if Council were to pick and choose a
moratorium and what it was applicable to, and when the City did not have a moratorium
and what it was not applicable to, was Council, in effect, debilitating the moratorium and
the reasons for the moratorium. Meeker said the general answer to Weed’s question
would be yes, but with annexation, in part, it did not matter. Meeker said further if
Council looked at lifting the moratorium, Council would have to question the underlying
purpose for having a moratorium in the first place; however, in the grand scheme of
things from a legal standpoint, the next item on the agenda (the Multi-Family
Moratorium) was more critical to maintain the consistency of the moratorium than the
Annexation Moratorium. Weed asked if there was a legitimate purpose for having and
maintaining the moratorium. Brown said, absolutely, because there were no legal
grounds for anyone filing an annexation and going to court and suing the City to get
annexed into the City, that it could not be substantiated.
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Rutherford said staff was being bombarded and that she thought the purpose of the
moratorium was to give staff a buffer so they would not have to deal with anyone in the
public who wanted to annex their property into Peachtree City.

Rapson made a motion to table the item for two weeks until the June 3, 2004, Council
meeting. Weed seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

05-04-12 Consider Request from John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods to
Lift Multi-Family Housing Moratorium

Dan Fields, Vice President of John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods, addressed Council

and stated that the purpose of their request to lift the multi-family housing moratorium

was to consider the possibility of town homes and duplex-type housing for seniors.

City Attorney Meeker advised that Council could not do anything for a number of months
because Council needed to review data. Meeker said he did not want the annexation
moratorium and multi-family housing moratorium tied together because they were two
separate issues.

Meeker said if Council approved the process that Developmental Services would draft for
the June 3 Council meeting, then he thought it would be part and parcel of the annexation
application for the Council to review and consider and then lift the Multi-Family
Moratorium as the subsequent item because it would all go together. By the same token
it made no sense for Council to lift the Multi-Family moratorium for property that was
not in the City, nor had the City decided to accept an annexation application.

Rutherford made a motion to deny the lifting of the Multi-Family Moratorium until the
annexation request came back as part of that process. Rapson seconded the motion.
Motion carried unanimously.

05-04-13 Consider Funding for Development Authority Member Training
Brown noted there were additional documents on the dais in this regard. Salvatore
addressed Council and stated that he had a request from the Development Authority to
provide funding. He said the City had previously provided funding for other needs such
as the Directors and Officers insurance and audit fees. Salvatore continued that the
Development Authority was not currently receiving revenue and that they were
requesting funding for training and administrative expenses in the amount of $14,255. If
Council approved the funding request, staff recommended the funds be taken from the
Council Contingency Fund, which would leave a balance of $22,508 available.

Brown said he could see funding the $8,455, but did not want to fund the remaining
expenses, which consisted of the Developer Day Lunch or the Holiday Luncheon with
Industry Tourism and Trade.

Rutherford questioned the legal fees and asked if the Development Authority’s attorney
position had gone out for bid. McMullen said the Authority planned to continue with
their current legal representation and that the requested funding was just an estimate.
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Rutherford asked if the Development Authority had a long-term contract for their
attorney. McMullen said he could not answer that question because the Chairman of the
Development Authority, Scott Formel, was not in attendance this evening. McMullen
said the recommendation was that the Authority would provide any invoices for legal or
administrative support and the City would pay those invoices and that only the exact
number of hours billed would be paid and that no funding would be transferred to the
Development Authority. Weed commented that the City should not have a contract with
the Authority for legal representation anyway. Brown said he was concerned because the
attorney for the Authority was also a creditor, and that if the Authority maintained the
current attorney, he could not support this.

Brown asked if it would have to be in the form of a loan that would be on the City’s
books as a receipt? Meeker said Council could do it as a loan or as a direct payment, that
State Law allowed cities to levy up to three (3) mils. Brown said he did not want to
obligate the City to pay any outstanding debts for the Development Authority.

Weed said further that whatever Council decided, he wanted to be clear that in no way
would the City absorb the debt. Weed said further that many of these things were basic
training types of issues vitally needed for the Development Authority.

Rutherford said she thought the City could pay the training for the Authority and she
wanted the Authority to have an attorney. Weed said he also wanted the Authority to
have an attorney.

Weed began to make a motion, then asked McMullen when Council would have the
answer on the attorney issue. The Mayor asked McMullen what the training dates were
and asked staff to find out if the Development Authority members had made reservations
for the training. Then Brown asked if all were in favor and everyone said “aye” except
Rapson abstained. (No motion was actually made.)

05-04-14 Consider Marketing Contract with Peachtree City Tourism
Association

Brown noted there were additional documents on the dais in this regard. McMullen
explained that this was a contract to enable the Tourism Association to market various
pieces of merchandise with the City’s logo. McMullen continued that the Tourism
Association would purchase the merchandise, which would then be sold at locations such
as the Amphitheater, City Hall, Library, Recreation, etc., and were looking to capitalize
on the items at the July 4™ parade.

McMullen said the contract was presented at the Tourism Association meeting on
Wednesday, May 19, and that the Tourism Board had made one change to add Exhibit
“A,” which was a slogan and logo. McMullen said in addition, they had received three
other comments from the City Attorney regarding revisions to the document. McMullen
said he did not have time to get these changes on the agenda for the Tourism Association
meeting last night, but that the changes were in Section One, third paragraph, which
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changed the language from City Manager to City Council, and that the paragraph on
negotiations of disputes had been deleted.

Rutherford asked if this was a contract between the City and the Tourism Association and
asked if it was appropriate for Rapson and Weed to vote on the contract. Meeker said
yes, because they did not have a personal interest in the contract.

Brown said that in the third paragraph, Section A, did not need to include the use of the
logo in whole or in part because it was a trademark and was covered universally. Meeker
confirmed that was correct.

Rutherford made a motion to approve the contract between the City of Peachtree City and
the Tourism Association and to incorporate the changes that were emailed to Council.
Rapson seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

05-04-15 Consider Changes to CAR 8-3

Administrative Services Director/City Clerk Jane Miller addressed Council and stated
that Council had requested clarification in the existing CAR about the method used to
determine the percentage of funding and that Council had suggested that staff develop a
form for a more formal process. Miller explained that the revised CAR 8-3 clarified a
little better just how the determination was made and noted that the City had been
shorting some non-profit agencies by the way the percentage was being applied. Miller
continued that the form incorporated basic information and financial information. She
said for 501(c)3 organizations, the City would request a copy of their Tax Form 990,
which contained financial data.

Rutherford asked if the application should be submitted by June 1** for the next fiscal
year. Miller said yes.

Rutherford said she was pleased with the changes to CAR 8-3. Rapson said staff should
contact the non-profits to advise them of the new requirements. Miller said the City had
only regularly received requests from two agencies and that she had been in touch with
them. Those two agencies had requests for FY 2004, which Miller would bring to the
next Council meeting for consideration.

Rapson made a motion to adopt the changes to CAR 8-3. Rutherford seconded the
motion. Motion carried unanimously.

05-04-16 Consider Agreement between City and Tourism Association for
Distribution of Hotel/Motel Tax
Brown noted there were additional documents on the dais in this regard. Financial
Services Director Paul Salvatore addressed Council and stated that the Tourism
Association had obtained 501(c) 6 status, which enabled the City to distribute two-thirds
(2/3) of the Hotel/Motel tax that the City currently receives in revenue to the Tourism
Association. Salvatore said staff recommended that Council approve the agreement, and
that if approved, a budget amendment would be forthcoming. He said a separate
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agreement would be entered into between the Tourism Association and the Peachtree
City Airport Authority to provide funding to the Authority in an amount equal to the
previous agreement between the Authority and the City and that the remainder of the
Hotel/Motel tax provided to the Tourism Association would be used to promote tourism,
conventions and trade shows as defined in O.C.G.A. §48-13-50.2.

Rutherford commented that this money was currently in the General Fund and asked
what would happen to the money in the General Fund. Salvatore said general fund
projects would be transferred over to the Tourism Association and paid by Hotel/Motel
tax (i.e., fireworks for 4™ of July). Brown pointed out that there was a spreadsheet
attached and asked if there were any funds anticipated for the Development Authority.
Salvatore said not out of the Hotel/Motel tax.

Weed suggested that a paragraph be added to the agreement relative to the title to
supplies, materials, equipment or other personal property remaining with the City.

Rutherford made a motion to approve the agreement between Peachtree City and the
Tourism Association with the changes suggested by Weed. Rapson seconded. Motion
carried unanimously.

05-04-17 Consider SPLOST Project List

Brown noted there were additional documents on the dais in this regard. Weed read the
second paragraph of Fayette County Commission Chairman Greg Dunn’s May 17, 2004,
letter in this regard.

Pursuant to current SPLOST requirements, all projects must be listed as
“county” projects. Therefore, we are asking your city to provide us with your list
of transportation projects to be included in the total county list as a means to
achieve the overall goals of using the funds in accordance with the 70/30 formula
as we have previously agreed.

Weed said he wanted to make it very clear that Peachtree City never agreed to a 70/30
formula.

Rapson referred to Mayor Brown’s letter in response to Dunn’s letter dated May 17,
2004, and said he would prefer that the letter be signed by the entire Council and not just
the Mayor. The Mayor was supportive of this recommendation.

McMullen said the county could vote and approve the project list in order to come up
with the total amount. Or, they could take the projects out of the transportation plan.

Brown said the county, under the old guidelines — pre-July 1*, have arbitrary authority to
take things off the list and rearrange the priority list. The County was attempting to vote
on the SPLOST list prior to the July 1 change in the law regarding SPLOST.
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Rapson said by adopting and giving the list to the county, Council would be putting the
county on notice that, if it passes, the county has to honor it. Rapson stated he was also
opposed to the 70/30 formula, that Peachtree City needed to protect themselves. Rapson
said hopefully, there would be further negotiations.

Weed asked Meeker if he had had an opportunity to review the Mayor’s letter because he
had concerns that City Council had implied they agreed to the 70/30 split. Meeker
revised the Mayor’s letter to include the sentence and Rapson read this into the record.

Rather, the attached simply responds to your request of May 17, and the
unilateral decision by Fayette County with respect to Peachtree City’ allocation.

Rapson said he felt a 60/40 split was not equitable either, and that he hoped the county
would reconsider because they were missing an opportunity.

Rutherford said she would like to see the city work with the county if we can get the split
the city would be comfortable with and that she felt there were other serious issues that
needed to be dealt with as far as City residents paying for services they do not get.

Brown made a motion to approve the letter that city staff submitted to the County
Commission Chairman with the City Attorney’s changes. Rutherford seconded the
motioned. Kourajian amended the motion to delete the words “at all” in the second
sentence of the second paragraph and to substitute “Fayette County” for the word “you”
in the third sentence of the third paragraph. Rapson amended the motion to copy the
Fayette County Commissioners and the Mayors of the surrounding municipalities in
Fayette County. Rutherford seconded the amendments. Kourajian reiterated that he felt
60/40 was an acceptable split. Motion carried unanimously.

Brown made a motion to continue the meeting past 11:00 p.m. Rutherford seconded the
motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Did not get motion to go into Executive Session.

Rutherford made a motion to end Executive Session. Rapson seconded. Motion carried
unanimously.

? made a motion to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract for a land swap
with John Profitt, ?? seconded. Motion passed unanimously.

? made a motion to deny the ante litem notice regarding the Cahill property.
? Seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Did not get motion to come out of Executive Session.




2004 City Event Calendar

June

6/3 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
6/17 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
6/24 - City Council - Special Called

Meeting for Executive Session,
6 pm

July

August

September

7/1 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

7/3 - Independence Day Celebration
Parade - 9 am
Concert at City Hall - 7 pm
Fireworks — 9:30 pm

715 - City Offices Closed for
Independence Day holiday

7/15 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

8/5 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
8/7 — The Last Fling, 11 am

8/19 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

9/2 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
9/6 - Labor Day, City Offices Closed
9/16 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

9/18 & 19 — Shakerag Arts & Crafts
Festival

October

November

December

10/7 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
10/9 & 10 — Great Georgia Air Show
10/14 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

10/16 — Peachtree City Classic Road
Race, 8:45 am

10/31 - Halloween

11/4 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
11/18 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

11/25 & 26 — Thanksgiving Holiday, City
Offices Closed

12/2 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm
12/16 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

12/23 & 24 - Christmas Holiday, City
Offices close at Noon on 12/23 and
remain closed on 12/24

12/31 - New Years Holiday, City Offices
Closed

2004 City Event Calendar

January

February

March

1/6 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm
1117 - MLK Day, City Offices Closed

1/20 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

2/3 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

2/17 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

3/3 - City Council Meeting, 7 pm

3/17 — City Council Meeting, 7 pm

Note: Items in BOLD are new additions

Updated 4/28/04




ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES
MONTHLY REPORT

For Month of: April, 2004

April 2004 FY 2004 Year to Date FY 2003 Year to Date
Human Resources
Workers Compensation 2 16 17
Claims Filed
City Vehicle / Equipment 3 8 14
Accidents
Lawsuit Legal Fees $2,876.00 $33,515.84 $94,326.00
Municipal Court
Fines Collected $129,476.42 $741,142.42 $518,333.50
Online Transactions 176 820 N/A
Citations Closed 1,014 5,036 4,330
Jail Fund Balance - $406.16 $40,325.42 $18,065.58

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

of prisoners housed)

Public Information

New Businesses Registered

Public Contacts, Questions

& Complaints

31

49

203

374

not available

not available

This includes 1 complaint against Comcast Cable Company and 4 Open Records Requests.




ocT NOV  DEC

2003 2003 2003
31 31 29
Single Family Residential 30 24 37
Muiti-Family Residential 0 0 0
Misc.-Pools/fences/additions 73 46 36
Commercial/industrial 16 7 7
TOTAL INSPECTIONS: 807 644 772
CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY:
Residential 22 11 24
Commercial 7 1 4
Multi-Family Residential 0 1 2
CODE ENFORCEMENT:
Sign Violations 270 194 75
Rehab 24 5 4
Notice of Violations 601 210 268
Citations 6 4 3
Stop Work Orders 26 6 13
Complaints From Citizens 34 9 16
|PERMIT FEES COLLECTED: | 66,548 42,691 50,370
_vo_uc_..».ﬂ_ozu | 34,882 34,907 34,961

Based on 2.09 of completed occupancy

JAN
2004

17

20

42

889

21

75
334

1"
19

49,910

35,001

BUILDING DEPARTMENT

MONTHLY REPORT

FEB MAR APR MAY
2004 2004 2004 2004
43 21 20
31 17 18
0 0 5
61 85 83
6 8 6

660 972 843

26 26 29
3 2 5
2 1 3

124 106 118

14 10 19

313 287 302

4 6 1

18 15 3

12 30 38
35988 63,381 53,527
35,060 35,116 35,183

TOTAL
JUN JUL FYTD

2004 2004

AUG
2004

SEPT
2004

192

177

426
57

5,587

159
26
12

962
84
2,315
25
92
158

362,415

35,183

PREVIOUS
FYTD

127

131
10
366
56

4,250

122
35

732
112
2,312
16
57
114

280,782

34,644




Financial Services Monthly Report (Unaudited)

STATUS OF FUNDS AS OF APRIL 30, 2004 Purchasing Monthly Report
Cash Total Total Cash YTD For Fiscal Year 2004 2003
Fund Balance Investment and Investments Interest TOTAL YTD TOTAL YTD
General Fund $ 301,299 $ 10,001,216 $ 10,302,515 § 55,638 | Purchase Orders / Requistions Processed 1,344 1,353
Library Sales Tax Fund 11,235 - 11,235 - | City Store Requistions Processed 63 67
Dare Fund 281 - 281 - | Sealed Bids Requested 21 14
Hazmat Fund 1,879 - 1,879 - | Requests for Proposals 8 5
Youth Council Fund 2,396 - 2,396 - | Bids Awarded 12 17
Hotel/Motel Tax Fund 441,119 - 441,119 - | Requests for Proposals Awarded 7 4
Library Construction Fund - 4,762,314 4,762,314 807
Public Improvement Fund 25,231 961,029 986,260 9,019 | Contracts Prepared 4 2
Debt Service Fund - 12,886 12,886 - | Fixed Assets Purchased 15 37
Library Debt Service - 58,027 58,027 10
Municipal Court Fund 94,710 - 94,710 -
Merchant Services (Court) 91,744 - 91,744 -
Develop & Impact Fees 546,305 26,049 572,354 652
Neighborhood Parks/Rec. 56,723 - 56,723 18
Govemnor's Greenspace 5,958 - 5,958 S
Federal Seizures Police 10,066 - 10,066 11
Police Tuition Account 4,702 - 4,702 5 Collateral Analysis as of APRIL 30, 2004
Escrow Account 111,603 - 111,603 118 |Security Location Bank Total Held
Bank of New York Wachovia $ 1,039,194
Grand Total $ 1,705,251 § 15,821,521 § 17,526,772 § 66,283 |Bank of New York Peachtree National 7,280,623
Federal Res Bk of Boston South Trust 16,204,831
$ 24,524,648
General Governmental Funds Budget Comparison General Governmental Funds Budget Comparison
Revenues - By Major Category Expenditures by Division YTD
Percentage into Budget Year 58.33%
Description 2004 Budget Actual YTD Difference % ,U.sm_e: 2004 Budget Actual YTD Difference %
General Property Taxes $ 8,095,421 § 7,597,001 § (498,420) 93.84% Administrative $ 1,449,082 § 749,550 $ 699,532 51.73%
Franchise Taxes 1,946,534 1,511,206 (435,328) 77.64% Developmental 1,264,374 676,163 588,211 53.48%
Local Option Sales Tax 5,959,129 3,602,870 (2,356,259) 60.46% Finance 712,004 345,571 366,433 48.53%
Other Sales & Use Taxes 579,872 345,408 (234,464) 59.57% Leisure Services 4,226,639 1,891,599 2,335,040 44.75%
Business Taxes 1,648,885 1,694,723 45,838 102.78% Public Safety 8,083,156 4,319,796 3,763,360 53.44%
Licenses & Permits 730,530 615,326 (115,204) 84.23% Public Works 4,269,302 1,845,935 2,423,367 43.24%
Grants 253,398 36,278 (217,120) 14.32% Council Contingency 36,763 - 36,763 0.00%
Charges for Services 890,383 541,674 (348,709) 60.84% Non-Profit Organizations 20,000 2,250 17,750 11.25%
Fines & Forfeitures 746,025 437,265 (308,760) 58.61% Grant Incentive Program 50,000 - 50,000 0.00%
Investment Income 117,745 55,638 (62,107) 47.25% Transfer to Amphitheater Fund 16,515 - 16,515 0.00%
Surplus Carryover 707,259 - (707,259) 0.00% Transfer to Tennis Ctr Fund 41,222 - 41,222 0.00%
Other Revenue 3,801 20,003 16,202 526.27% Transfer to PIP 88,653 88,653 - 100.00%
Other Financing Sources 484,096 - (484,096) 0.00% Transfer to Debt Svc 2,156,740 1,088,355 1,068,385 50.46%
Liability Insurance 68,678 67,486 1,192 98.26%
Total General Fund $ 22,163,078 16,457,392 § (5,705,686) 74.26% Legal Services 115,000 59,849 55,151 52.04%
Gen'l Admin 89,950 7,000 82,950 7.78%
Hotel/Motel Tax 849,514 554,124 (295,390) 65.23% Reserve-Insurance 50,000 - 50,000 0.00%
Other (575,000) - (575,000) 0.00%
Total General & Hotel Funds $§ 23,012,592 17,011,516 $ (6,001,076) 73.92% Total General Fund $ 22,163,078 $ 11,142,207 § 11,020,871 50.27%
Trfr to PCDA/PCAA 66,716 66,716 - 100.00%
Transfer to General Fund 283,171 - 283,171 0.00%
Transfer to Debt Svc 499,627 - 499,627 0.00%
Total General & Hotel/Motel Funds $ 23,012,592 § 11,208,923 § 11,803,669 48.71%
Summary of Major Expenditures by City Manager
Description Budget Award Svgs/Short Date




Fire/Accident Calls
Residential
Business/Industrial
Other

Total Engine Response
Dispatched Fire Calls
Response Time Fire

Rescue/EMS

Trauma
Medical

Total # Patients

Patients Transported
Dispatched EMS Calls
**Total Medic Response
Dispatched Fire/EMS Total
Response Time EMS

EMS BILLING

Patients Billed

Revenue Generated

*Total Revenue Received

PEACHTREE CITY FIRE/EMS DEPARTMENT
2004 MONTHLY REPORT

Oct. 03 Nov.03 Dec.03 Jan.04 Feb.04 Mar.04 Apr.04 May. 04 Jun.04 Jul. 04

3 1 4 1 1 1 5

3 2 2 0 0 1 1
175 169 219 196 170 174 190
181 172 225 197 171 176 196
52 40 62 43 44 39 50

4:38 3:26 3:53 5:50 4:46 5:22 4:42

45 22 41 52 40 28 44
38 36 65 106 91 49 31
83 58 106 158 131 77 75
37 23 50 92 67 36 28
135 134 167 155 128 135 147
83 58 106 176 134 144 175
187 174 229 198 172 174 197
4:20 4:17 4:31 4:22 4:12 4:34 4:20
63 80 89 99 58 80 63

24,060 30,380 34,541 36,903 22,178 30,852 24,461

24,643 20,297 21,276 20,603 27,202 26,700 29,102

**Includes Miscellaneous Responses to assist patients, gas and water leaks, hazmat spill, etc.
*Revenue Received on All Outstanding Accounts

Aug. 04 Sept. 04 2004 Y-T-D 2003 Y-T-D

16

1293

1318

330

4:39

272
416

688

333

1001

876

1331

4:22

532

203,375

169,823

17

1245

1268

296

4:59

453
513

966

428

972

966

1268

4:20

495

172,480

119,563




MEISURE SERVICES
Monthly Report

For the Month of April 2004

Library: 221 new library cards were issued in April, for a total of 22,364 cardholders.
The number of books circulated (114,810 compared to 104,872 last year this time) is
remaining above average, due in part to a more streamlined system of getting materials
processed through the Flint River system. In addition, added children’s programs draw
more families in to check out books; 3,213 have participated in baby/story time so far this
year. Film nights continue to be popular with patrons; in fact, the Library film program
was mentioned in an 11 Alive news piece about alternative entertainment venues.

Recreation

Leisure Programs:

Adult Athletics: There were 4 adult athletic programs active through April, with 4,653
total participants for the year thus far.

Classes & Programs: For the year we show programs and participants slightly up but
revenues still about $3,000 down due to the loss early last year of an instructor with a
large following (dance) due to personal reasons. This was a significant revenue program,
and revenues been slow while we replace it with similar programs, and as existing
programs grow to fill the void. However, we hope that summer programs will bring the
totals back up. We have more participants in programs so far this year than last, at
22,141 versus 20,926 last year.

Special Events: These numbers will become more significant as we begin reporting
estimated participation in events such as Last Fling, Shakerag and Memorial Day, which
we haven’t in the past. Will need a full year history to show significance.

Sports and Facilities: Mowing picked up as weather got warmer and grass began to
green up on the sports fields. Crews spent 460 hours mowing in April, with total mowing
hours for the year being at 1,334 compared to 1,151 last year. Building maintenance
(2,945 hours, up from 1,894 last year at this time) increased as we proceed to upgrade
facilities. Holding steady on safety inspections by the parks monitor (350 so far), with
special attention to playgrounds and other structures used by children. New, safer
playground equipment has now been installed at every major park and all older pocket
parks in the city. However, safety inspections will continue to ensure the equipment is
maintained properly.




PART I CRIMES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEPT OCT | NOV | DEC YTD YTD
2004 2003

MURDER 0 0 0 0 0 0
RAPE 0 1 0 1 2 1
ROBBERY 0 0 0 0 0 3
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 0 0 1 1 2 1
ARSON 0 0 0 0 0 0
AUTO THEFT 3 3 2 7 15 16
THEFT 18 20 17 19 74 67
BURGLARY 1 1 3 4 9 3
TOTAL PART I CRIMES

22 25 23 32 102 91
ALCOHOL/DRUG
ARRESTS

16 14 32 29 91 55
DUI - TOTAL
DUI - ADULT 12 14 27 24 77 47
DUI - UNDERAGE 4 0 5 5 14 8
OTHER UNDERAGE
ALCOHOL ARRESTS 12 17 10 13 52 19
DRUG ARRESTS 8 27 17 17 69 42

ARRESTS

PROPERTY CRIMES 9 12 8 15 44 25
PERSON CRIMES 5 10 8 2 25 16
CITY ORDINANCES 37 61 42 44 184 130
*OTHER 105 87 103 96 391 361




ADMINISTRATIVE
AVERAGE RESPONSE
TIME 5.21 5.03 5.19 5.31 5.19 5.13
CALLS ANSWERED 6434 6000 6198 6381 25,013 22,883
TRAFFIC 830 917 1041 790 3578 2001
CITATIONS ISSUED
WARNINGS ISSUED 721 754 751 617 2843 2095
ACCIDENTS - TOTAL 106 75 102 96 379 361
TOP 5 ACCIDENT LOCATIONS - MONTH  TOTAL # TOP 5 ACCIDENT LOCATIONS - YEAR  TOTAL #
1. HWY 54/ HUDDLESTON DR 7 1. HWY 54 /HWY 74 19
2. HWY 74/ PEACHTREE PARKWAY 4 2. HWY 54 /HUDDLESTON DR 17
3 HWY 54/ HWY 74 3 3. HWY 54 / PLANTERRA DR 13
4 HWY 54/ PLANTERRA DR 3 4. HWY 74 / CROSSTOWN DR 12
5 3 5. HWY 54 / LINE CREEK DR 9

HWY 54 /LINE CREEK




PUBLIC SERVICES MONTHLY REPORT

Street Patching (Hrs.)
Street Crack Sealing (Hrs.)
Drainage Maintenance (Hrs.)
Street Sweeping (Hrs.)
Cart Path Paving (Ft.)

Cart Path Litter Removal (Hrs.)
Cart Path Drainage Maint.  (Hrs.)

R.O.W. Mowing (Hrs.)
R.O.W. Litter Removal (Hrs.)

Landscape Maintenance (Hrs.)
Landscape Planting/Mulch  (Hrs.)
Litter Removal (Hrs.)

Sub-Division Sign Maint.  (Hrs.)
Traffic Sign Maintenance  (Hrs.)

Vandalism Repairs (Hrs.)
Citizen Complaints Answered(Num.)

RECYCLING SITE

Manhours (Hrs.)
Participants

Recycling (Num.)
Composting (Num.)

Mulch Picked-Up (Num.)

APRIL 2004
APRIL YEAR TO DATE
2004 FY2004
277 2,040
0 411
241 1,330
8 358
2,362 11,221
38 776
101 1,295
788 1,230
393 2,766
799 1,960
1,130 2,153
7 47
43 400
156 815
11 271
122 310
56 1604
246 2,574
1,294 7,759
198 1,510

YEAR TO DATE
FY2003

577
1,095
1,082

211

4,675
1,393
1,519

1,999
1,835

4,740
369
20

378
1,169

1,511

225

611

2,669
9,558
651




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council Members
VIA: City Manager M\ ‘

Developmental Services Director/7/97

FROM: City Engineer @
DATE: May 26, 2004

SUBJECT: CSX Agreement — Multi-use Bridge Project Inspection Services
June 3, 2004 City Council Agenda Item

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the subject agreement.

Discussion: The agreement identifies the conditions under which CSX will be providing
services to inspect and monitor construction activity associated with the golf cart path bridge
over the railroad along SR-54. The agreement obligates us to pay the railroad for these services,
which was anticipated and has been budgeted for this project.

Budget Implication: $25,000 has been allocated within the project account for this service.
This will leave about $3,000 for contingency in the event that expenses provided for in the
agreement are encountered or the initial cost estimate exceeded.

Attachments
Cover Letter
Agreement

F:\HOME\Troy\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS\CARTPA~I\SR54WEST\CSXRR\CSX Agreement.doc




HDR Engineering, Inc.
200 W. Forsyth Street, Suite 810
/'S Jacksonville, Florida 32202

David R. Krafft E-mail: David Krafft@hdrinc.com
Senior Project Manager Phone: 904-598-8974
April 26, 2004

Mr. Steven T. Poole, P.E.

QK4 Architecture Engineering Construction
2957 Clairmont Road, Ste. 500

Atlanta, GA 30329

SUBJECT:  Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgia
Multi-Use Bridge over CSX at SR-54
ANB-829.83; CSX OP# GA0112

Dear Mr. Poole,

Please find attached 2 original copies of the CSX construction agreement for this project
for your review. If approved, please arrange for signature of both copies on behalf of the
City of Peachtree City, and retum to me. Please leave the date blank as CSX will fill that
in when they sign. | will then route to CSX for signature and return one fully executed

agreement to you for your records with an authorized notice to proceed with this project.

As noted in the Payment Terms section, 4.3.1, and Exhibit E, it is required to submit an
advance check in the amount of $21,999.00, made payable to CSX Transportation.

It is also required for the Contractor to sign SCHEDULE | and fumish the insurance
requirements under EXHIBIT F, section Il, prior to start of work.

It is also required that you or your contractor contact the CSX roadmaster, Ed Johnson at
phone (706) 846-3615 to arrange for CSX flagging services, and HDR project manager
Mike Shostak, Atlanta office at phone (678) 775-4808 to arrange for engineering
inspection services.

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

Dave (benppop—

David Krafft

I'DR Providing Engineering Services for mAxsroeranion




Project: Peachtree City, Fayette County, GA
Multi-Use Overhead Bridge at SR-54
ANB-829.84

CSXT OP# GAO0112

CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT

This Construction Agreement (“Agreement”) is made as of , 2004, by
and between CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC.,, a Virginia corporation with its principal place of business
in Jacksonville, Florida (“CSXT”), and City of Peachtree City, a body corporate and political
subdivision of the State of Georgia (“Agency”).

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

1. Agency has proposed to construct, or to cause to be constructed, addition of new multi-use bridge
over CSX at SR-54, RRMP# ANB-829.84 (the “Project”).

2. Agency has obtained, or will obtain, all authorizations, permits and approvals from all local, state and
federal agencies (including Agency), and their respective governing bodies and regulatory agencies,
necessary to proceed with the Project and to appropriate all funds necessary to construct the Project.

3. Agency acknowledges that: (i) by entering into this Agreement, CSXT will provide services and
accommodations to promote public interest in this Project, without profit or other economic
inducement typical of other Agency contractors; (ii) neither CSXT nor its affiliates (including their
respective directors, officers, employees or agents) will incur any costs, expenses, losses or liabilities
in excess of payments made to CSXT, by or on behalf of Agency or its contractors, pursuant to this
Agreement; and (iii) CSXT retains the paramount right to regulate all activities affecting its property
and operations.

4. It is the purpose of this Agreement to provide for the terms and conditions upon which the Project
may proceed.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing Explanatory Statement and other good
and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are acknowledged by the parties, the
parties agree as follows:

1. Project Plans and Specifications

1.1 Preparation and Approval. Pursuant to Exhibit A of this Agreement, all plans, specifications,
drawings and other documents necessary or appropriate to the design and construction of the
Project shall be prepared, at Agency’s sole cost and expense, by Agency or CSXT or their
respective contractors. Project plans, specifications and drawings prepared by or on behalf of
Agency shall be subject, at CSXT’s election, to the review and approval of CSXT. Such plans,
specifications and drawings, as prepared or approved by CSXT, are referred to as the “Plans”,
and shall be incorporated and deemed a part of this Agreement. Plans prepared or submitted to
and approved by CSXT as of the date of this Agreement are set forth in Exhibit B to this
Agreement.

1.2 Effect of CSXT Approval or Preparation of Plans. By its review, approval or preparation of
Plans pursuant to this Agreement, CSXT signifies only that such Plans and improvements

Peachtree City, Fayette County, GA; OP# GAO112




constructed in accordance with such Plans and improvements satisfy CSXT’s requirements.
CSXT expressly disclaims all other representations and warranties in connection with the Plans,
including, but not limited to, the integrity, suitability or fitness for the purposes of Agency or
any other persons of the Plans or improvements constructed in accordance with the Plans.

1.3 Compliance with Plans. The Project shall be constructed in accordance with the Plans.

2. Allocation and Conduct of Work

Work in connection with the Project shall be allocated and conducted as follows:

2.1 CSXT Work. Subject to timely payment of Reimbursable Expenses as provided by Section 4,
CSXT shall provide, or cause to be provided, the services as set forth by Exhibit A to this
Agreement. Agency agrees that CSXT shall provide all services that CSXT deems necessary or
appropriate (whether or not specified by Exhibit A) to preserve and maintain its property and
operations, without impairment or exposure to liability of any kind and in compliance with all
applicable federal, state and local regulations and CSXT’s contractual obligations, including,
but not limited to, CSXT’s existing or proposed third party agreements and collective
bargaining agreements.

2.2 Agency Work. Agency shall perform, or cause to be performed, all work as set forth by Exhibit
A, at Agency’s sole cost and expense.

2.3  Conduct of Work. CSXT shall commence its work under this Agreement following: (i)
delivery to CSXT of a notice to proceed from Agency; (ii) payment of Reimbursable Expenses
(as provided by Section 4.1) as required by CSXT prior to the commencement of work by
CSXT; (iii) issuance of all permits, approvals and authorizations necessary or appropriate for
such work; and (iv) delivery of proof of insurance acceptable to CSXT, as required by Section
9. The initiation of any services by CSXT pursuant to this Agreement, including, but not
limited to, the issuance of purchase orders or bids for materials or services, shall constitute
commencement of work for the purposes of this Section. The parties intend that all work by
CSXT or on CSXT property shall conclude no later than July 1, 2005, unless the parties
mutually agree to extend such date.

3. Special Provisions. Agency shall observe and abide by, and shall require its contractors
(“Contractors”) to observe and abide by the terms, conditions and provisions set forth in Exhibit C
to this Agreement (the “Special Provisions”). To the extent that Agency performs Project work
itself, Agency shall be deemed a Contractor for purposes of this Agreement. Agency further agrees
that, prior to the commencement of Project work by any third party Contractor, such Contractor shall
execute and deliver to CSXT Schedule I to this Agreement to acknowledge Contractor’s agreement
to observe and abide by the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

4. Cost of Project and Reimbursement Procedures

4.1 Reimbursable Expenses. Agency shall reimburse CSXT for all costs and expenses incurred by
CSXT in connection with the Project, including, without limitation: (1) all out of pocket
expenses, (2) travel and lodging expenses, (3) telephone, facsimile, and mailing expenses, (4)
costs for equipment, tools, materials and supplies, (5) sums paid to CSXT’s consultants and
subcontractors, and (6) CSXT labor in connection with the Project, together with CSXT labor
overhead percentages established by CSXT pursuant to applicable law (collectively,
“Reimbursable Expenses”). Reimbursable Expenses shall also include expenses incurred by
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CSXT prior to the date of this Agreement to the extent identified by the Estimate provided
pursuant to Section 4.2,

4.2 Estimate. CSXT has estimated the total Reimbursable Expenses for the Project as shown on
Exhibit D (the “Estimate”, as amended or revised). In the event CSXT anticipates that actual
Reimbursable Expenses for the Project may exceed such Estimate, it shall provide Agency with
the revised Estimate of the total Reimbursable Expenses, together with a revised Payment
Schedule (as defined by Section 4.3.1), for Agency’s approval and confirmation that sufficient
funds have been appropriated to cover the total Reimbursable Expenses of such revised
Estimate. CSXT may elect, by delivery of notice to Agency, to immediately ceasc all further
work on the Project, unless and until Agency provides such approval and confirmation.

4.3 Payment Terms.

4.3.1 Agency shall pay CSXT for Reimbursable Expenses in the amounts and on the dates set
forth in the Payment Schedule as shown on Exhibit E (the “Payment Schedule”, as
revised pursuant to Section 4.2). CSXT agrees to submit invoices to Agency for such
amounts and Agency shall remit payment to CSXT at the later of thirty (30) days
following delivery of each such invoice to Agency or, the payment date (if any) set forth
in the Payment Schedule.

4.3.2 Following completion of the Project, CSXT shall submit to Agency a final invoice that
reconciles the total Reimbursable Expenses incurred by CSXT against the total payments
received from Agency. Agency shall pay to CSXT the amount by which Reimbursable
Expenses exceed total payments as shown by the final invoice, within thirty (30) days
following delivery of such invoice to Agency. In the event that the payments received by
CSXT from Agency exceed the Reimbursable Expenses, CSXT shall remit such excess to
Agency.

4.3.3 In the event that Agency fails to pay CSXT any sums due CSXT under this Agreement:
(i) Agency shall pay CSXT interest at the lesser of 1.0% per month or the maximum rate
of interest permitted by applicable law on the delinquent amount until paid in full; and
(i) CSXT may elect, by delivery of notice to Agency: (A) to immediately cease all
further work on the Project, unless and until Agency pays the entire delinquent sum,
together with accrued interest; and/or (B) to terminate this Agreement.

4.3.4 All invoices from CSXT shall be delivered to Agency in accordance with Section 16 of
this Agreement. All payments by Agency to CSXT shall be made by certified check and
mailed to the following address or such other address as designated by CSXT’s notice to
Agency:

CSX Transportation, Inc.
P.O. Box 116651
Atlanta, GA 30368-6651

4.4 Effect of Termination. Agency’s obligation to pay to CSXT Reimbursable Expenses in
accordance with Section 4 shall survive termination of this Agreement for any reason.

5. Approriations Agency represents to CSXT that: (i) Agency has appropriated funds sufficient to
reimburse CSXT for the Reimbursable Expenses encompassed by the Estimate attached as Exhibit D;
(1) Agency shall use its best efforts to obtain appropriations necessary to cover Reimbursable
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Expenses encompassed by subsequent Estimates approved by Agency; and (iii) Agency shall
promptly notify CSXT in the event that Agency is unable to obtain such appropriations.

6. Easements and Licenses

6.1 Agency Obligation. Agency shall acquire all necessary licenses, permits and easements
required for the Project.

6.2 Temporary Construction Licenses. Insofar as it has the right to do so, CSXT hercby grants
Agency a nonexclusive license to access and cross CSXT’s property, to the extent necessary for
the construction of the Project (excluding ingress or cgress over public grade crossings), along
such routes and upon such terms as may be defined and imposed by CSXT and such temporary
construction easements as may be designated on the Plans approved by CSXT.

6.3 Permanent Easements. Insofar as it has the right to do so, CSXT shall grant, without warranty
to Agency, easements for the use and maintenance of the Project wholly or partly on CSXT
property as shown on the Plans approved by CSXT, if any, on terms and conditions and at a
price acceptable to the parties. Upon request by CSXT, Agency shall furnish to CSXT
descriptions and plat plans for the easements.

7. Permits At its sole cost and expense, Agency shall procure all permits and approvals required by any
federal, state, or local governments or governmental agencies for the construction, maintenance and
use of the Project, copies of which shall be provided to CSXT.

8. Termination

8.1 By Agency. For any reason, Agency may, as its sole remedy, terminate this Agreement by
delivery of notice to CSXT. Agency shall not be entitled to otherwise pursue claims for
consequential, direct, indirect or incidental damages or lost profits as a consequence of CSXT’s
default or termination of this Agreement or Work on the Project by either party.

8.2 By CSXT. In addition to the other rights and remedies available to CSXT under this
Agreement, CSXT may terminate this Agreement by delivery of notice to Agency in the event
Agency or its Contractors fail to observe the terms or conditions of this Agreement and such
failure continues more than ten (10) business days following delivery of notice of such failure
by CSXT to Agency.

8.3  Consequences of Termination. If the Agreement is terminated by either party pursuant to this
Section or any other provision of this Agreement, the parties understand that it may be
impractical for them to immediately stop the Work. Accordingly, they agree that, in such
instance a party may continue to perform Work until it has reached a point where it may
reasonably and safely suspend the Work. Agency shall reimburse CSXT pursuant to this
Agreement for the Work performed, plus all costs reasonably incurred by CSXT to discontinue
the Work and protect the Work upon full suspension of the same, the cost of returning CSXT’s
property to its former condition, and all other costs of CSXT incurred as a result of the Project
up to the time of full suspension of the Work. Termination of this Agreement or Work on the
Project, for any reason, shall not diminish or reduce Agency’s obligation to pay CSXT for
Reimbursable Expenses incurred in accordance with this Agreement. In the event of the
termination of this Agreement or the Work for any reason, CSXT’s only remaining obligation
to Agency shall be to refund to Agency payments made to CSXT in excess of Reimbursable
Expenses in accordance with Section 4.
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9. Insurance In addition to the insurance that Agency requires of its Contractor, Agency shall acquire or
require its Contractor to purchase and maintain insurance in compliance with CSXT’s insurance
requirements attached to this Agreement as Exhibit F. Neither Agency nor Contractor shall
commence work on the Project until such policy or policies have been submitted to and approved by
CSXT’s Risk Management Department.

10. Ownership and Maintenance

10.1

10.2

By Agency. Agency shall own and, without cost to CSXT, maintain, repair, replace and renew,
or cause same to be done, in good condition and repair to CSXT’s satisfaction, the highway
overpass structure, the roadway surfacing, the roadway slopes, the retaining walls, and the
highway drainage facilities. In the event that Agency fails to properly maintain such structures
and improvements and such failure, in the opinion of CSXT, jeopardizes the safe and efficient
operation of its property, CSXT shall be entitled to remedy such failure and recover from
Agency the costs incurred by CSXT in doing so. Upon the cessation of use of the Project by
Agency, Agency shall remove the bridge structure and restore CSXT’s property to its original
condition, at Agency’s sole cost and expense, to CSXT’s satisfaction.

Alterations. Agency shall not undertake any alteration, modification or expansion of the
Project, without the prior approval of CSXT, which may be withheld for any reason, and the
execution of such agreements as CSXT may require.

11. Indemnification

11.1

11.2

11.3

Generally. To the maximum extent permitted by applicable law, Agency and its Contractors
shall indemnify, defend, and hold CSXT and its affiliates harmless from and against all claims,
demands, payments, suits, actions, judgments, settlements, and damages of every nature,
degree, and kind (including direct, indirect, consequential, incidental, and punitive damages),
for any injury to or death to any person(s) (including, but not limited to the employees of
CSXT, its affiliates, Agency or its Contractors), for the loss of or damage to any property
whatsoever (including but not limited to property owned by or in the care, custody, or control
of CSXT, its affiliates, Agency or its Contractors, and environmental damages and any related
remediation brought or recovered against CSXT and its affiliates), arising directly or indirectly
from the negligence, recklessness or intentional wrongful misconduct of the Contractors,
Agency, and their respective agents, employees, invitees, contractors, or its contractors’ agents,
employees or invitees in the performance of work in connection with the Project or activities
incidental thereto, or from their presence on or about CSXT’s property. The foregoing
indemnification obligation shall not be limited to the insurance coverage required by this
Agreement, except to the extent required by law or otherwise expressly provided by this
Agreement.

Compliance with Laws. Agency shall comply, and shall require its Contractors to comply, with
any federal, state, or local laws, statutes, codes, ordinances, rules, and regulations applicable to
its construction and maintenance of the Project. Agency’s Contractors shall indemnify, defend,
and hold CSXT and its affiliates harmless with respect to any fines, penalties, liabilities, or
other consequences arising from breaches of this Section.

“CSXT Affiliates”. For the purpose of this Section 11, CSXT’s affiliates include CSX
Corporation and all entities, directly or indirectly, owned or controlled by or under common
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control of CSXT or CSX Corporation and their respective officers, directors, employees and
agents.

11.4 Notice of Incidents. Agency and its Contractor shall notify CSXT promptly of any loss,
damage, injury or death arising out of or in connection with the Project work.

11.5 Survival. The provisions of this Section 11 shall survive the termination or expiration of this
Agreement.

12. Independent Contractor The parties agree that neither Agency nor its Contractors shall be decmed
either agents or independent contractors of CSXT. Except as otherwise provided by this Agreement,
CSXT shall exercise no control whatsoever over the employment, discharge, compensation of, or
services rendered by Agency or Agency’s Contractors, or the construction practices, procedures, and
professional judgment employed by Agency or its Contractor to complete the Project.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, this Section 12 shall in no way affect the absolute authority of CSXT
to prohibit Agency or its Contractors or anyone from entering CSXT’s property, or to require the
removal of any person from its property, if it determines, in its solc discretion, that such person is not
acting in a safe manner or that actual or potential hazards in, on or about the Project exist.

13. “Entire Agreement” This Agreement embodies the entire understanding of the parties, may not be
waived or modified except in a writing signed by authorized representatives of both parties, and
supersedes all prior or contemporaneous written or oral understandings, agreements or negotiations
regarding its subject matter. In the event of any inconsistency between this Agreement and the
Exhibits, the more specific terms of the Exhibits shall be deemed controlling.

14. Waiver If either party fails to enforce its respective rights under this Agreement, or fails to insist
upon the performance of the other party’s obligations hereunder, such failure shall not be construed as
a permanent waiver of any rights or obligations in this Agreement.

15. Assignment CSXT may assign this Agreement and all rights and obligations herein to a successor in
interest, parent company, affiliate, or future affiliate. Upon assignment of this Agreement by CSXT
and the assumption of CSXT’s assignee of CSXT’s obligations under this Agreement, CSXT shall
have no further obligation under this Agreement. Agency shall not assign its rights or obligations
under this Agreement without CSXT’s prior consent, which consent may be withheld for any reason.

16. Notices All notices, consents and approvals required or permitted by this Agreement shall be in
writing and shall be deemed delivered upon personal delivery, upon the expiration of three (3) days
following mailing by first class U.S. mail, or upon the next business day following mailing by a
nationally recognized overnight carrier, to the parties at the addresses set forth below, or such other
addresses as either party may designate by delivery of prior notice to the other party:

If to CSXT: CSX Transportation, Inc.
Liberty Business Park
4901 Belfort Road, Suite 130
Jacksonville, Florida 32256
Attention: Leslie L. Scherr

If to Agency: City of Peachtree City
153 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, GA 30269
Attention:
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17. Severability The parties agree that if any part, term or provision of this Agreement is held to be
illegal, unenforceable or in conflict with any applicable federal, state, or local law or regulation, such
part, term or provision shall be severable, with the remainder of the Agreement remaining valid and
enforceable.

18. Applicable Law This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Georgia, exclusive of
its choice of law rules. The parties further agrec that the venue of all legal and cquitable proceedings
related to disputes under this Agreement shall be situated in Duval County, Florida, and the parties
agree to submit to the personal jurisdiction of any State or Federal court situated in Duval County,
Florida.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed in duplicate, each
by its duly authorized officers, as of the date of this Agreement.

City of Peachtree City, GA
By:

Name:
Title:

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC.

By:
Richard M. Kadlick,
Vice President Engineering & Mechanical
Standards & Quality
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EXHIBIT A
ALLOCATION OF WORK
Subject to Section 2.1, work to be performed in connection with the Project is allocated as follows:
A. Agency shall let by contract to its Contractors:
1. Installation of new multi-use overhead bridge
B. CSXT shall perform or cause to be performed:

1. Train flagging and construction engineering and inspection services

A-1
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EXHIBIT B

PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS

Plans, Specifications and Drawings:

As of the date of this Agreement, the following plans, specifications and drawings have been
submitted by Agency to CSXT for its review and approval:

SR-54 Multi-Use Bridge over CSX Railroad, construction plan dated 3/10/2004.
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DEFINITIONS:

EXHIBIT C

CSXT SPECIAL PROVISIONS

As used in these Special Provisions, all capitalized terms shall have the meanings ascribed to them by the

Agreement, and

the following terms shall have the meanings ascribed to them below:

“CSXT” shall mean CSX Transportation, Inc., its successors and assigns.

“CSXT Represe

ntative” shall mean the authorized representative of CSX Transportation, Inc.

“Agreement” shall mean the Agreement between CSXT and Agency dated as of , 2004, as
amended from time to time.

“Agency” shall mean the City of Peachtree City, Georgia

“Agency Representative” shall mean the authorized representative of City of Peachtree City, Georgia.

“Contractor” shall have the meaning ascribed to such term by the Agreement.

“Work” shall mean the Project as described in the Agreement.

L. AUTHORITY OF CSXT ENGINEER

The CSXT Representative shall have final authority in all matters affecting the safe maintenance of
CSXT operations and CSXT property, and his or her approval shall be obtained by the Agency or its
Contractor for methods of construction to avoid interference with CSXT operations and CSXT property

and all other ma

tters contemplated by the Agreement and these Special Provisions.

IL. INTERFERENCE WITH CSXT OPERATIONS

A.

Agency or its Contractor shall arrange and conduct its work so that there will be no
interference with CSXT operations, including train, signal, telephone and telegraphic
services, or damage to CSXT’s property, or to poles, wires, and other facilities of tenants
on CSXT’s Property or right-of-way. Agency or its Contractor shall store materials so as
to prevent trespassers from causing damage to trains, or CSXT Property. Whenever Work
is likely to affect the operations or safety of trains, the method of doing such Work shall
first be submitted to the CSXT Representative for approval, but such approval shall not
relieve Agency or its Contractor from liability in connection with such Work.

If conditions arising from or in connection with the Project require that immediate and
unusual provisions be made to protect train operation or CSXT’s property, Agency or its
Contractor shall make such provision. If the CSXT Representative determines that such
provision is insufficient, CSXT may, at the expense of Agency or its Contractor, require
or provide such provision as may be deemed necessary, or cause the Work to cease
immediately.

111 NOTICE OF STARTING WORK. Agency or its Contractor shall not commence any work on
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CSXT Property or rights-of-way until it has complied with the following conditions:

A.

Notify CSXT in writing of the date that it intends to commence Work on the Project.
Such notice must be received by CSXT at least ten business days in advance of the date
Agency or its Contractor proposes to begin Work on CSXT property. The notice must
refer to this Agreement by date. If flagging service is required, such notice shall be
submitted at least thirty (30) business days in advance of the date scheduled to commence
the Work.

Obtain authorization from the CSXT Representative to begin Work on CSXT property,
such authorization to include an outline of specific conditions with which it must comply.

Obtain from CSXT the names, addresses and telephone numbers of CSXT’s personnel
who must receive notice under provisions in the Agreement. Where more than one
individual is designated, the area of responsibility of each shall be specified.

WORK FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE CONTRACTOR

A.

No temporary or permanent changes to wire lines or other facilities (other than third party
fiber optic cable transmission systems) on CSXT property that are considered necessary
to the Work are anticipated or shown on the Plans. If any such changes are, or become,
necessary in the opinion of CSXT or Agency, such changes will be covered by
appropriate revisions to the Plans and by preparation of a force account estimate. Such
force account estimate may be initiated by either CSXT or Agency, but must be approved
by both CSXT and Agency. Agency or Contractor shall be responsible for arranging for
the relocation of the third party fiber optic cable transmission systems, at no cost or
expense to CSXT.

Should Agency or Contractor desire any changes in addition to the above, then it shall
make separate arrangements with CSXT for such changes to be accomplished at the
Agency or Contractor’s expense.

HAUL ACROSS RAILROAD

A.

If Agency or Contractor desires access across CSXT property or tracks at other than an
existing and open public road crossing in or incident to construction of the Project, the
Agency or Contractor must first obtain the permission of CSXT and shall execute a
license agreement or right of entry satisfactory to CSXT, wherein Agency or Contractor
agrees to bear all costs and liabilities related to such access.

Agency and Contractor shall not cross CSXT’s property and tracks with vehicles or
equipment of any kind or character, except at such crossing or crossings as may be
permitted pursuant to this section.

COOPERATION AND DELAYS

A.

Agency or Contractor shall arrange a schedule with CSXT for accomplishing stage
construction involving work by CSXT. In arranging its schedule, Agency or Contractor
shall ascertain, from CSXT, the lead time required for assembling crews and materials
and shall make due allowance therefor
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B. Agency or Contractor may not charge any costs or submit any claims against CSXT for
hindrance or delay caused by railroad traffic; work done by CSXT or other delay incident
to or necessary for safe maintenance of railroad traffic; or for any delays due to
compliance with these Special Provisions.

C. Agency and Contractor shall cooperate with others participating in the construction of the
Project to the end that all work may be carried on to the best advantage.

D. Agency and Contractor understand and agree that CSXT does not assume any
responsibility for work performed by others in conncction the Project. Agency and
Contractor further understand and agree that they shall have no claim whatsoever against
CSXT for any inconvenience, delay or additional cost incurred by Agency or Contractor
on account of operations by others.

VII.  STORAGE OF MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT

Agency and Contractor shall not store their materials or equipment on CSXT’s property or where
they may potentially interfere with CSXT’s operations, unless Agency or Contractor has received
CSXT Representative’s prior written permission. Agency and Contractor understand and agree
that CSXT will not be liable for any damage to such materials and equipment from any cause and
that CSXT may move, or require Agency or Contractor to move, such material and equipment at
Agency’s or Contractor’s sole expense. To minimize the possibility of damage to the railroad
tracks resulting from the unauthorized use of equipment, all grading or other construction
equipment that is left parked near the tracks unattended by watchmen shall be immobilized to the
extent feasible so that it cannot be moved by unauthorized persons.

VIII.  CONSTRUCTION PROCEDURES

A. General
1. Construction work on CSXT property shall be subject to CSXT’s inspection and
approval.
2. Construction work on CSXT property shall be in accord with CSXT’s written
outline of specific conditions and with these Special Provisions.
3. Contractor shall observe the terms and rules of the CSXT Safe Way manual,

which Agency and Contractor shall be required to obtain from CSXT, and in
accord with any other instructions furnished by CSXT or CSXT’s

Representative.
B. Blasting
1. Agency or Contractor shall obtain CSXT Representative’s and Agency

Representative’s prior written approval for use of explosives on or adjacent to
CSXT property. If permission for use of explosives is granted, Agency or
Contractor must comply with the following:

a. Blasting shall be done with light charges under the direct supervision of a
responsible officer or employee of Agency or Contractor.

b. Electric detonating fuses shall not be used because of the possibility of
premature explosions resulting from operation of two-way train radios.
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c. No blasting shall be done without the presence of an authorized
representative of CSXT. At least 10 days’ advance notice to CSXT
Representative is required to arrange for the presence of an authorized
CSXT representative and any flagging that CSXT may require.

d. Agency or Contractor must have at the Project site adequate equipment,
labor and materials, and allow sufficient time, to (i) clean up (at
Agency’s expense) debris resulting from the blasting without any delay
to trains; and (ii) correct (at Agency’s expense) any track misalignment
or other damage to CSXT’s property resulting from the blasting, as
directed by CSXT Representative, without delay to trains. If Agency’s or
Contractor’s actions result in delay of any trains, including Amtrak
passenger trains, Agency shall bear the entire cost thereof.

e. Agency and Contractor shall not store explosives on CSXT property.
2. CSXT Representative will:
a. Determine the approximate location of trains and advise Agency or

Contractor of the approximate amount of time available for the blasting
operation and clean-up.

b. Have the authority to order discontinuance of blasting if, in his or her
opinion, blasting is too hazardous or is not in accord with these Special
Provisions.

IX. MAINTENANCE OF DITCHES ADJACENT TO CSXT TRACKS

Agency or Contractor shall maintain all ditches and drainage structures free of silt or other
obstructions that may result from their operations. Agency or Contractor shall provide erosion
control measures during construction and use methods that accord with applicable state standard
specifications for road and bridge construction, including either (1) silt fence; (2) hay or straw
barrier; (3) berm or temporary ditches; (4) sediment basin; (5) aggregate checks; and (6) channel
lining. All such maintenance and repair of damages due to Agency’s or Contractor’s operations
shall be performed at Agency’s expense.

X. FLAGGING / INSPECTION SERVICE

A. CSXT has sole authority to determine the need for flagging required to protect its
operations and property. In general, flagging protection will be required whenever
Agency or Contractor or their equipment are, or are likely to be, working within fifty (50)
feet of live track or other track clearances specified by CSXT, or over tracks.

B. Agency shall reimburse CSXT directly for all costs of flagging that is required on
account of construction within CSXT property shown in the Plans, or that is covered by
an approved plan revision, supplemental agreement or change order.

C. Agency or Contractor shall give a minimum of 10 days’ advance notice to CSXT
Representative for anticipated need for flagging service. No work shall be undertaken
until the flag person(s) is/are at the job site. If it is necessary for CSXT to advertise a
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XI.

XII.

XIII.

flagging job for bid, it may take up to 90-days to obtain this service, and CSXT shall not
be liable for the cost of delays attributable to obtaining such service.

D. CSXT shall have the right to assign an individual to the site of the Project to perform
inspection service whenever, in the opinion of CSXT Representative, such inspection
may be necessary. Agency shall reimburse CSXT for the costs incurred by CSXT for
such inspection service. Tnspection service shall not relieve Agency or Contractor from
liability for its Work.

E. CSXT shall render invoices for, and Agency shall pay for, the actual pay rate of the
flagpersons and inspectors used, plus standard additives, whether that amount is above or
below the rate provided in the Estimate. If the rate of pay that is to be used for mspector
or flagging service is changed before the work is started or during the progress of the
work, whether by law or agreement between CSXT and its employees, or if the tax rates
on labor are changed, bills will be rendered by CSXT and paid by Agency using the new
rates. Agency and Contractor shall perform their operations that require flagging
protection or inspection service in such a manner and sequence that the cost of such will
be as economical as possible.

UTILITY FACILITIES ON CSXT PROPERTY

Agency shall arrange, upon approval from CSXT, to have any utility facilities on or over CSXT
Property changed as may be necessary to provide clearances for the proposed trackage.

CLEAN-UP

Agency or Contractor, upon completion of the Project, shall remove from CSXT’s Property any
temporary grade crossings, any temporary erosion control measures used to control drainage, all
machinery, equipment, surplus materials, falsework, rubbish, or temporary buildings belonging to
Agency or Contractor. Agency or Contractor, upon completion of the Project, shall leave CSXT
Property in neat condition, satisfactory to CSXT Representative.

FAILURE TO COMPLY

If Agency or Contractor violate or fail to comply with any of the requirements of these Special
Provisions, (a) CSXT may require Agency and/or Contractor to vacate CSXT Property; and (b)
CSXT may withhold monies due Agency and/or Contractor; (c) CSXT may require Agency to
withhold monies due Contractor; and (d) CSXT may cure such failure and the Agency shall
reimburse CSXT for the cost of curing such failure.

C-5

Peachtree City, Fayette County, GA; OP# GAO112




CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC.
FORCE ACCOUNT ESTIMATE

ACCT. CODE : 709 - GA0112

Exhibit "D"

Page 1

ESTIMATE SUBJECT TO REVISION AFTER: 10/20/2004

CITY: Peachtree City COUNTY: Fayette
DESCRIPTION: Pedestrian OH Bridge at SR 54

DIVISION: Atlanta SUB-DIV: Atlanta Term

AGENCY PROJECT NUMBER:

STATE: GA

MILE POST: ANB 829.84

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING:

Labor (Non Contract) $ 1,250
Surcharge 32.78% $ 410
Expenses $ 235
Contracted & Administrative Engineering Services $ 7,000
Subtotal $ 8,895
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING/INSPECTION:
Labor (Non Contract) $ 1,250
Surcharge 32.78% $ 410
Expenses $ 235
Contracted & Administrative Engineering Services $ 5,500
Subtotal $ 7,395
FLAGGING SERVICE: (Contract Labor)
Labor (Conductor-Flagman) $ -
Labor (Foreman/Inspector) $ 1,400
Surcharge 111.66% (Transportation Department) $ -
Surcharge 105.91% (Engineering Department) $ 1,483
Per Diem (Engineering Department) $ -
Expenses $ 225
Subtotal $ 3,108
SIGNAL & COMMUNICATIONS WORK: (Details Attached) $ -
TRACK WORK: (Details Attached) $ -
ACCOUNTING & BILLING:
Labor $ 300
Surcharge 85.49% $ 256
Expenses $ 45
Subtotal $ 601
PROJECT SUBTOTAL $ 19,999
CONTINGENCIES: 10.00% (Excludes Signal) $ 2,000
GRAND TOT AL Fkkhkhhkhkhkkdhkhkhkkkhkhhkhkdhikhihiihhkhhkhkkikihihhdiiht $ 21 ,999

Office of Assistant Chief Engineer Public Imrovements
Estimated By: D.Krafft
Telephone: 904 598 8974

DATE: 4/23/2004 REVISED:




EXHIBIT E

PAYMENT SCHEDULE

Advance Pavment in Full

Upon execution and delivery of notice to proceed with the Project, Agency will deposit with CSXT a sum
equal to the Reimbursable Expenses, as shown by the Estimate. If CSXT anticipates that it may incur
Reimbursable Expenses in excess of the deposited amount, CSXT will request an additional deposit equal
to the then remaining Reimbursable Expenses which CSXT estimates that it will incur. CSXT shall
request such additional deposit by delivery of invoices to Agency. Agency shall make such additional
deposit within 30 days following delivery of such invoice to Agency.

EXHIBIT F

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

I Insurance Policies:

Agency and Contractor, if and to the extent that either is performing work on or about CSXT’s
property, shall procure and maintain the following insurance policics:

1. Commercial General Liability coverage at their sole cost and expense with limits of not less
than $5,000,000 in combined single limits for bodily injury and/or property damage per
occurrence, and such policies shall name CSXT as an additional named insured.

2. Statutory Worker’s Compensation and Employers Liability Insurance with limits of not less
than $1,000,000, which insurance must contain a waiver of subrogation against CSXT and its
affiliates.

3. Commercial automobile liability insurance with limits of not less than $500,000 combined
single limit for bodily injury and/or property damage per occurrence, and such policies shall
name CSXT as an additional named insured.

4. Railroad protective liability insurance with limits of not less than $5,000,000 combined single
limit for bodily injury and/or property damage per occurrence and an aggregate annual limit
of $10,000,000, which insurance shall satisfy the following additional requirements:

a. The insurer must be financially stable and rated B+ or better in Best’s Insurance Reports.

b. The Railroad Protective Insurance Policy must be on the ISO/RIMA Form of Railroad
Protective Insurance - Insurance Services Office (ISO) Form CG 00 35.

c. CSX Transportation must be named as the named insured on the Railroad Protective
Insurance Policy.

d. Name and Address of Contractor and Agency must be shown on the Declarations page.

e. Description of operations must appear on the Declarations page and must match the
Project description, including project or contract identification numbers.

F-1
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f.  Authorized endorsements must include the Pollution Exclusion Amendment - CG 28 31,
unless using form CG 00 35 version 96 and later.

g. Authorized endorsements may include:

(i). Broad Form Nuclear Exclusion - IL 00 21

(1) 30-day Advance Notice of Non-renewal or cancellation
(iii)  Required State Cancellation Endorsement

(iv) Quick Reference or Index - CL/IL 240

h. Authorized endorsements may not include:
(1) A Pollution Exclusion Endorsement except CG 28 31
(i1) A Punitive or Exemplary Damages Exclusion
(111) A “Common Policy Conditions” Endorsement

(iv) Any endorsement that is not named in Section 4 (f) or (g) above.
W) Policies that contain any type of deductible

5. Such additional or different insurance as CSXT may require.

II.  Additional Terms

1. Contractor must submit its original insurance policies and two copies and all notices and
correspondence regarding the insurance policies to:

Walter D. Tyler, CPCU, ARM
CSX Transportation, Inc.

Risk Management

301 West Bay Street
BellSouth Tower
Jacksonville, FL 32202

2. Neither Agency nor Contractor may begin work on the Project until it has received
CSXT’s written approval of the required insurance policies.

Peachtree City, Fayette County, GA; OP# GAO112




SCHEDULE 1

CONTRACTOR’S ACCEPTANCE

To and for the benefit of CSX Transportation, Inc. (“CSXT”) and to induce CSXT to permit
Contractor on or about CSXT’s property for the purposes of performing work in accordance with the
Agreement dated , 2004, between City of Peachtree City, Georgia and CSXT,
Contractor hereby agrees to abide by and perform all applicable terms of the Agreement, including, but
not limited to Exhibits C and F to the Agrcement, and Scctions 3, 9 and 11 of the Agreement.

Contractor:

By:
Name:
Title:
Date:

I-1
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Mayor & Councilmembers

City Manager-< ; (& Z’nﬁ\,

Director of Adminisfrative Services
Director of Leisure Serv@ﬂ
May 25, 2004

Extension of Library Commission Member’s Term
(June 3 City Council Agenda)

Recommendation: Recommend that Library Commission Member Marie Washburn’s term be
extended to July 31, 2004, or until a new Commission member is approved by the City Council,
whichever occurs first, to enable time for interviews to be conducted with applicants.

Discussion: Ms. Washburn’s term is up on May 31, 2004. Due to scheduling conflicts for both
the applicants and city staff, interviews with the applicants will not be scheduled until the third
week in June. The recommendations should be placed on either the first or second Council

meeting in July.

Budget Impact: None




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council Members

VIA: City Managﬁwg /f{%
Jw

Developmental Servicgs Direct
FROM: City Engineer (39
DATE: May 26, 2004

SUBJECT: Georgia Transmission Corporation Easement Modification (Permit)
June 3, 2004 — City Council Agenda Item

Recommendation: City staff recommends approval of the attached permit for Georgia
Transmission to utilize the designated easement for anchors and down guys.

Discussion: Georgia Transmission Corporation currently has an easement on city-owned
property for the purposes of an overhead guy wire and pole. They have requested that the
casement be modified to provide for the removal of the overhead guy wire and pole to be
replaced by down guys as indicated in the attached documentation. The City Attorney has
reviewed the document and recommends the Mayor’s signature.

Budget Impact: There appears to be no budget impact at this time.

Attachment

F:\HOME\Troy\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS\ROADS\SRS4\GTC _Easement Modification Memo.doc
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o £ OF CITY ENGINEER
QE/F\‘CCHIREE CITY, GEORGIA

Upon recording return to: Peachtree City - Fairburn Transmission Line
Lory Browning Parcel Number 7A

Georgia Transmission Corporation

P.O. Box 2088

Tucker, Georgia 30085-2088

STATE OF GEORGIA

COUNTY OF FAYETTE

PERMIT FOR GUY WIRES AND ANCHORS

FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION of the sum of Ten Dollars (810.00) and other good and valuable
consideration, in hand paid by Georgia Transmission Corporation (An Electric Membership Corporation), a
Georgia corporation, (hereinafter called “Cooperative”), the receipt and sufficiency whereof is hereby
acknowledged, the undersigned, CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY (hereinafter called “Grantor”) do(es) hereby
grant to the Cooperative, its successors and assigns, the right to implant, erect, install, renew, and maintain
anchor(s), with guy wires on lands of the undersigned where the Cooperative may find it necessary or
desirable in the construction and maintenance of its above referenced transmission line to be erected in Land
Lot 160 of the 7th District, of Fayette County, Georgia, which is illustrated on the attached drawing entitled
"Georgia Department of Transportation Utility Plan, Project STP-164-1(30), Sheet 6 of 10 and Sheet 7 of 10.

The Cooperative shall not be liable for, or bound by any statement, agreement or understanding not
herein expressed.

Grantor herein warrants title to the property herein affected with the understanding that the
Cooperative will rely upon said assurance in obtaining this permit.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Grantor set its hand(s) and seal(s), this day of
, 2004,
Signed, sealed and delivered CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
in the presence of:
WITNESS BY:
ITS:
ATTEST:
NOTARY PUBLIC BY:
ITS:

(NOTARY SEAL) (CORPORATE SEAL)
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council P
VIA: City Manager— é

Assistant City Mana
FROM: Financial Services Director .. )

Assistant Finance Director %j
DATE: May 25, 2004
SUBJECT: Budget Amendments

June 3, 2004 City Council Consent Agenda

Recommendation:
It is staff's recommendation that City Council approve the attached budget amendments.
Discussion:

Attached please find several budget amendments for fiscal year 2004 submitted for your
approval. A description of the amendments follows:

Budget Amendment 04-022

This budget amendment decreases expenditures for bunker gear in the PIP Fund, along with
corresponding grant revenue and is based on a lower than anticipated grant for this
equipment. Also, the amendment reduces the amount of the necessary transfer from the
General Fund to the PIP Fund to fund the City’s share of this project.

Budget Amendment 04-023

This budget amendment increases both the General Fund revenues and expenditures by
$500. These funds are from a donation from Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City for the 2004
Memorial Day program. The $500 donation has been deposited in the City’s pooled cash
account.

Budget Amendment 04-024

This budget amendment increases expenditures for Technical Services in the Building
Department and reduces expenditures for Technical Services in the Finance Department to
cover the cost of Incode software maintenance for the building permits and inspections
software.




Budget Amendment 04-025

This budget amendment increases expenditures in the Public Works Department for costs
associated with property damage at Interlochen Drive. The City has been reimbursed for
these expenditures with a check from State Farm Insurance that has been deposited in the
City’s pooled cash account.

Budget Amendment 04-026

This budget amendment increases expenditures in the Public Works Department for costs
associated with street sign painting. The City has been reimbursed for these expenditures
with a check from Bob Adams Homes that has been deposited in the City’s pooled cash
account.

Budget Amendments 04-027. 04-028, and 04-029

These budget amendments reflect the reallocation of Hotel/Motel taxes (after the final
determination of distribution of those collections) to the City's General Fund and the
Peachtree City Tourism Association, Inc. The amendments impact the Hotel/Motel Tax
Fund, the Debt Service Fund, and the General Fund. Additional budget amendments
affecting the Tourism Association’s General Fund have been submitted to the Association for
their approval.

Budget Amendment 04-030

This budget amendment increases both revenues and expenditures in the HAZMAT Fund to
reflect a check recently received from Fayette County to be used for HAZMAT operations.

Budget Impact:

The impact on the General Fund budget is a net increase in both budgeted revenues and
expenditures of $418,082, bringing the fiscal year 2004 General Fund budget to
$22,163,078. The impact on the PIP Fund budget is a decrease in both budgeted revenues
and expenditures of $14,408, bringing the fiscal year 2004 PIP Fund to $5,854,566. The
impact on the HAZMAT Fund budget is an increase in both revenues and expenditures of
$1,501, bringing the fiscal year 2004 HAZMAT Fund budget to $2,766. There is no impact
on the Hotel/Motel Tax Fund budget or the Debt Service Fund budget — simply a reallocation
of revenues and/or expenditures to different accounts.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact either Paul or Janet.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Attachments

JIC/BUDGET AMENDMENTS - FY 04 - 6/3/04




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

| BUDGET AMENDMENT |
NUMBER 04-022
DATE June 3, 2004

| ACCOUNT | | DESCRIPTION | | INCREASE | | DECREASE |
350-3510-54-0122 Bunker Gear 14,408
350-00-33-4215 Grant - Bunker Gear 12,967
350-00-39-1140 Operating Transfer from General Fund 1,441
100-1505-61-1350 Operating Transfer to PIP Fund 1,441
100-00-38-9025 Surplus Carryover 1,441

TOTAL |$ -119 31,698 |

To decrease budget for grant revenue for bunker gear based on the actual grant received
and decrease corresponding expenditures and transfers from the General Fund.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

r BUDGET AMENDMENT — 1
NUMBER 04-023
DATE June 3, 2004
[—AccoonT ] [ DESCRIPTION | [ INCREASE | [ DECREASE ]
100-00-38-9000 Other Revenue 500
100-6110-52-1330 Non-Supportable Recreation Programs 500
TOTAL [3% 1,000] [ -]

To increase Other Revenue and Non-Supportable Recreation Programs for donation
received from Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City on May 11, 2004 for Memorial Day celebration.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

r BUDGET AMENDMENT 1
NUMBER 04-024
DATE June 3, 2004
[ AccounT ] | DESCRIPTION "] [INCREASE ] [ DECREASE |
100-7210-52-1300 Technical Services/Buildings 875
100-1511-52-1300 Technical Services/Finance 875
TOTAL [3 8751 [ 875 |

To transfer budgeted funds from Finance Technical Services to Buildings Technical Services

to cover the annual Incode software maintenance for the buildings permits and inspections
module.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

r —BUDGET AMENDMENT -1
NUMBER 04-025
DATE June 3, 2004
[ AccounT 1 [ 'DESCRIPTION | [CINCREASE | [ DECREASE ]
100-4100-52-2290 Repairs/Maintenance - Other / PW 2,663
100-00-38-9001 Revenue - Insurance Reimbursements 2,663
TOTAL [3 5326 ] [$ -1

To increase both other revenue and expenditures in Public Works for Repairs and

Maintenance for expenditures associated property damage at Interlochen Drive. The City
has been reimbursed for this expenditure from State Farm Insurance.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

r “BUDGET AMENDMENT 3|
NUMBER 04-026
DATE June 3, 2004
[Accoont 1 [ —DESCRIPTION | [CINCREASE | [ DECREASE ]
100-4100-53-1110 Street Resurfacing Supplies 388
100-00-34-7900 Revenue - Other Charges for Services 388
ToTAL [3 — 776] [3 -1

To increase both other revenue and expenditures in Public Works for street sign painting that

was reimbursed by contractor. The City has received and deposited the check from Bob
Adams Homes.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

| BUDGET AMENDMENT B
NUMBER 04-027
DATE June 3, 2004

| ACCOUNT 11 DESCRIPTION I | INCREASE | | DECREASE |
275-1505-57-2015 Transfer to Airport 90,451
275-1505-57-2018 Transfer to Development Authority 220,914
275-1505-61-1120 Transfer to Tourism Association 499,627
275-1505-61-1400 Transfer to City Debt Service Fund 405,972
275-1505-61-1110 Transfer to City General Fund 217,710

TOTAL |$ 717,337 | $ 717,337 |

To adjust the Hotel/Motel Tax Fund budget to reflect the appropriate amounts to be
transferred to the City's General Fund and the Peachtree City Tourism Association.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

| BUDGET AMENDMENT 2
NUMBER 04-028
DATE June 3, 2004
[ ACCoUNT | [ DESCRIPTION — | [ INCREASE | [ DECREASE |
400-00-39-1110 Transfer from General Fund 405,972
400-00-39-1127 Transfer from Hotel/Motel Tax Fund 405,972

TOTAL | $ 405,972 I I $ 405,972 |

To adjust the Debt Service Fund budget to reflect amounts to be transferred from the
General Fund rather than the Hotel/Motel Tax Fund for the Airport Authority and
Development Authority debt service that is paid by the City.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

| BUDGET AMENDMENT ™ 1
NUMBER 04-029
DATE June 3, 2004

[AccounT ] | DESCRIPTION | [ INCREASE | [ DECREASE ]
100-1505-61-1400 Transfer to Debt Service Fund 405,972
100-1511-51-1100 Regular Salaries / Finance 10,000
100-00-39- Transfer from Tourism Association 198,262
100-00-39-1127 Transfer from Hotel/Motel Tax Fund 217,710

TOTAL [3 831,944 ] [$ -]

To adjust the General Fund to reflect appropriate amounts to be transferred from the
Hotel/Motel Tax Fund and the Tourism Association.

s A




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

[ BUDGET AMENDMENT ]
NUMBER 04-030
DATE June 3, 2004
[ACCOUNT ]| DESCRIPTION | [ INCREASE | [ DECREASE ]
204-00-34-7901 Reimbursements 1,501
204-3510-53-1175 Operating Supplies 1,501
TOTAL [3 3,002] [$ -1

To increase both revenues and expenditures in the HAZMAT Fund to reflect check received
from Fayette County to be used for HAZMAT operations.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council Members
I .

VIA: Bernard J. McMullen, City Manag
FROM: Colin W. Halterman, Assistant City Manager
Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Services Director ﬂ )
Janet I. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director
DATE: May 26, 2004
SUBJECT: Natural Gas Provider — Compressed Natural Gas

June 3, 2004 Consent Agenda

Recommendation:

That Peachtree City enter into a one-year agreement with Coweta-Fayette EMC Natural
Gas to provide compressed natural gas at the Public Works facility for vehicle and
equipment use effective July 1, 2004.

Discussion:

On May 6, 2004, City Council authorized Staff to enter into a one-year agreement with
Coweta-Fayette EMC Natural Gas to provide natural gas to City facilities effective June
1, 2004. This approval by City Council was based on proposals received on April 28,
2004 from four natural gas providers (Coweta-Fayette, Shell Energy, PS Energy, and
Infinite Energy) for both natural gas and compressed natural gas. At the May 6 Council
meeting, Staff had suggested further review of the current agreement with Southern
Company Gas for the compressed natural gas with plans to bring a recommendation
back to City Council at a later date for that particular service.

As you may recall, Coweta-Fayette EMC Natural Gas provided the same fixed price
therm rate proposal for both natural gas and compressed natural gas on a one-year
contract, with a review of the commodity rates within the first three months of the
agreement. Should the overall therm rate drop during that time, the City would be able
to lock in that lower rate. If the therm rate were to increase, the City would remain with
the one-year fixed cost agreement as quoted in the proposal.

Southern Company Gas, the current provider of the compressed natural gas, failed to
provide a response to the City's request for proposal. However, upon further review it
was discovered that Southern Company had provided a renewal rate for the compressed
natural gas but had sent this directly to the Public Works Department. This rate was not
in response to the City's request for proposal. The fixed rate that was quoted for




renewal was $0.949 per therm, higher than both the current rate charged by Southern
Company and the rate proposed by Coweta-Fayette EMC Natural Gas.

Staff recommends that the City enter into a one-year agreement with Coweta-Fayette
EMC Natural Gas for compressed natural gas services. This is in addition to the
agreement already entered into for the other natural gas accounts.

Budget Impact:

Based on current natural gas consumption, it is expected that an agreement with
Coweta-Fayette over the next year will result in lower expenditures than with Southern
Company Gas, but higher than current expenditures due to the low rate the City had with
Southern Company Gas this past year.

Attachments




00°s

¥s'L ovig'eel s|qeuep ABisu3z syuyu
$8°0$ 18°2vZ'L9 eL'0bv'ey 69°208'L1 L6'E86 Se'L ov.lgcel 1890 OL08(3 sahes-elemon
ey
$8'0$ 20'060°L9 0’61009  00°1L20'L G6'S aseg Ul papnjou| €80 dnoug ABisugz g4
06°0¢% 26'st0's9 LL'COE'0S 00120} G6'S 1Z120'¢L LZ6EL'L 16’8 ov.igeet 6690
48°0% 2€°625°29 2E'8SP'Le  00'L20'L S6'S BAISN|oU| |y 16’8 obi8°ect 580 seoineg ABJsug jjays
“Wwiey 1 1son jejor s|e3o). Auees  Ajysuopy Adeex Aipuon “eBieys  oddd wdey] 18pIAGIg
fenuuy efaeyo Jejep eBieyo uopenodsues) Koeden 180D
wa Ajyzuopy
oaaa
SISATVYNY

JOIAYIS SV TVINLYN




Southern Company GAS

/ Post Office Box 4298 s
¢ Atlanta, Georgia 30302 SOUTHER“ L
COMPANY

Energy to Serve Your World®

April 5, 2004 ’ ‘Southern Comp

City of Peachtree City
209 Mcintosh Trail
Peachtree City, GA. 30269

Re: Southern Company Gas Accounts: 766326-766326 . PUBLIC WORKS ULAARTMENT
PEACHTREE CITY. GEORGH

Dear City of Peachtree City:

It's time to renew your natural gas contract with Southern Company Gas, Georgia's premier natural gas provider. We
want to continue supplying your natural gas and have two plans for you to choose from: Our Variable Rate Plan and our
Fixed Rate Plan. Now is a good time for you to look them over and select the product that best meets your needs.
However, your service will automatically roll to the Variable Rate Plan if we don't hear from you by April 30, 2004.

1 Variable Rate $5.95 Varies Rolling 1-month No Action

2 Fixed Rate $5.95 $0.949 12 Months Call us at 866-426-2491

Choice 1 - Variable Rate Plan*. With this plan, rates may change on a monthly basis and you can enjoy savings that result
from any potential decrease in natural gas market prices. Plus, there are no cancellation fees or contracts with our Variable
Rate Plan. If you want to renew on this plan, we need to hear from you soon. A monthly customer service charge of $5.95
will apply. Please see the enclosed terms and conditions for more information

Choice 2 - Fixed Rate Plan*. If you prefer to have a rate that remains constant for a 12-month period, our Fixed Rate Plan
is for you. Because you are a valued Southern Company Gas customer, you can enjoy a competitive rate of $0.949 per
therm, which is less than our new acquisition rate of $0.959 per therm. Our Fixed Rate Plan gives you the peace of mind of
one consistent and competitive rate for a full year. A 12-month contract is required for this plan and a cancellation fee may
apply. A monthly customer service charge of $5.95 will also apply. Please see the enclosed terms and conditions for more

information.

Renew your service today! If you choose the Variable Rate Plan, then no action is required on your part; however, if you
would like to switch to the Fixed Rate Plan, please call our Key Account Managers at 1-866-426-2491 by April 30, 2004 at
any time during our extended business hours listed below.

We can answer your questions. To leamn more about our variable and fixed raie-pians oi for information on natural gas
service in Georgia, please call our Key Account Managers at 1-866-426-2491. Our representatives are available to assist
you Monday - Friday, from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM EDT. You may write to us at Southem Company GAS, P.O. Box 4298,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303. Although you are not required to select another natural gas marketer, you have the option to

receive service from another provider. Visit www.psc.state.ga.us for more information.

If you want to save time and money paying your bill, check out Southern Company Gas’ e-Bill, a fast and convenient way to
* view and pay your bill online! To find out more or register for e-Bill, please visit southerncompanygas.com

We appreciate your business and thank you for giving us the opportunity to continue serving your natural gas needs.

Sincerely,
Jocelyn M. Stargei

Marketing Manager
Southern Company GAS

* Your monthly gas bill will include a Southem Company Gas customer service charge, taxes and all applicable Atlanta Gas Light Company charges.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

; v/
City Manager/; f%

May 25, 2004

PLANNING COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS
June 3, 2004, City Council Agenda

The Selection Committee, composed of Mayor Steve Brown, Council Member Steve Rapson,
and Colin Halterman considered six applicants for the vacancies on the Planning Commission.

It is the recommendation of the Committee that Mr. Martin Mullin be reappointed to fill the
unexpired term of Robert Buckley whose term expires on 9/30/04. The Selection Committee
also suggests that Mr. Mullin be reappointed at this time, to a term from October 1, 2004,
through September 30, 2007. Mr. Mullin has been an active commission participant in place of
Mr. Ames and has performed well. The Committee further recommends that Mr. Paul Johnson
be appointed to fill the unexpired term of Mr. Robert Ames, whose terms expires on September
30, 2005. The Selection Committee also recommends that Mr. Theo Scott be appointed to serve
a term from October 1, 2004, through September 30, 2007, replacing Mr. Wes Saunders whose

current term expires September 30, 2004.

Copies of applications for those recommended are attached for your review.

BJM:gr

Attachments
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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 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. 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 Gloria Reid, Peachtree City Hall,

151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, April 30, 2004.
The City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

If you have any questions, please contact Gloria Reid at 487-7657.

NAME T/‘&r{-}n M‘U\\‘aﬂ
ADDRESS ‘7,12,, Windc}afe Cont
'Fekbdvee. Ci\“f: G 20249
TELEPHONE (Day Time) 770 - 4% - 80641
(Evening) 110497 8896

(Fax No:)

(Email:) M}Iar’f}f ZK @ be/_{sw}h . get
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" Si gn,éture




How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?

2 Yeary

Why are you interested in serving on the Planning CoMssion?
Lot e ﬁdfm7 eur” COMr;]unh7/.

What qualifications and experience do you possess that would benefit the Plannirig Commission?
/@M’Tv fectval and f fnn 207 5&3&7mun d.

List major jobs you have held during your working career to include name of company and
position. . . .
‘(—/'6-@”(&/ &)OC%' ’4’6”: f'PCf"' ;drf7hol\

\/077“ 6‘//0477 Architect . A«‘ckhlecwe, and /7>/am’)i7

Do you have any past experience relating to City planning? If so, describe.
@(’N} rr:] o e s’f‘-nc‘ T Y hn:.—;\ Conrmi SGiov)

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

\,é? il ”leefhnclﬁ

Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and you serving on
the Planning Commission?

No

Describe your current community involvement.
tF(a””; 4’”"1759;0”01" )
/és“-md Cd 7 Covne. | 7*{ee,~hy77
Hemh?r* : TﬁC
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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 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. 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 Gloria Reid, Peachtree City Hall,

151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, April 30, 2004.
The City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

If you have any questions, please contact Gloria Reid at 487-7657.

NAME Paul W. Johnson
ADDRESS 859 Southern Shore Drive, Peachtree City, GA 30269

TELEPHONE (Day Time) 770.486.0186

(Evening) 770.486.0186

(Fax No:) 770.632.6802

(Email:) pwjohnsonpe@earthlink.net

//Zr:/é /‘/W .(l,/,ﬂe/gl, oL

Signatfre (~ Date




How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?

Since August 01 to Present. However, my wife has been a resident for 14 years.

Why are you interested in serving on the Planning Commission?

I'd like to be involved in current and future development and to give back to my community some
of the advantages I have enjoyed over many years as a professional engineer.

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

I have held every engineering position from junior engineer to the top civilian engineer in the
Dept of the Army, overseeing construction and maintenance of Army installations world-wide. T
managed an annual construction budget of 32 billion and an annual maintenance budget of $3
billion. I have extensive experience working with the Corps of Engineers on environmental
programs, to include wetlands mitigation and environmental site restoration.

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

1972-2001 Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army for Installations and Housing (see resume)
1971-1972 Assistant Deputy for Installations and Housing (see resume)

1962-1971 Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Logistics) (see resume)
1959-1962 Supervisory General Engineer (see resume)

1950-1980 US Army Reserve Engineer, retiring as COL (P).

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

Throughout my career, over 40 years, I have been involved in Master Planning for Army
installations, setting guidelines and approving final products. These Master Plans included all
the elements necessary to guide the development of the installation, from design guides for
buildings and signage, layout of highways and roads, access control points, to creation of lakes
and recreational areas. An Army installation is very similar to a city in that they have the same
infrastructure, hierarchy, and issues. An installation has a post commander (analogous to a
Mayor), Director of Public Works, Legal Dept, Finance and Budget Dept, Fire Dept, Police
Dept, Recreation and Welfare unit, Family Housing and all other agencies dedicated to quality
of life and community living. Army installations range in population Jfrom fewer than 1000
residents to those with more than 50,000. These installations also have a mixture of residents
and of workers who reside in the commuting area. They range in physical size from only a few
acres (like Ft. McPherson, GA) to over 2 million acres (Ft. Irwin, CA ).




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

No I haven't; however, I have closely monitored the proceedings in the paper and in the PTC
newsletter.

Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and you serving
on the Planning Commission?

No. My consulting engineering work is associated with military installations. Iwill retain my
license as a Registered Professional Engineer.

Describe your current community involvement.

I have volunteered to work on houses for Habitat for Humanity. 1 also regularly attend church
at St. Andrew'’s in the Pines.

Now that I am retired from the Army, I am pleased to have the time to dedicate to efforts outside
a daily workplace. I am fully established here in Peachtree City, and I have both the time and the
expertise to share with this beautiful town. Until recently, I was unable to make a significant
commitment of time to serve in this capacity; I truly look forward to making my contribution here
and now.




RESUME

Paul W. Johnson, P.E.
859 Southern Shore Drive
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Home Phone: 770-486-0186
Personal Data

Date of Birth: January 9, 1924, Mountain View, Oklahoma
Marital Status:  Married, 5 children
Health: Excellent

Education

BS Engineering Administration, University of Mississippi, 1949
Top Management Seminar Ordnance Mgt Engineering Training Activity, 1960
Value Engineering Ordnance Mgt Engineering Training Activity, 1966
Command and General Staff College, Fort Myer, 1961-1967 (Night) and
Fort Leavenworth, 1967 (Two weeks active duty)
Management Natural Resources (Phase I, II and III) Industrial College of the Armed Forces
Residential Program in Executive Education, Federal Executive Institute,
Charlottesville, Virginia, October 25 to December 17,1971

Special Qualifications

Member:  American Society of Civil Engineers (past member)
Society of American Military Engineers
National Society of Professional Engineers (past member)
COL, USAR Corps of Engineers (Retired)
Federal Executive Institute

License: Registered Professional Engineer

Previous Employment

1972 -2001 (Retired) Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army for Installations and Housing -
Responsible for Army’s worldwide installation and housing structure, involving private sector
engineering, real estate, construction, maintenance, and energy conservation. Managed $5 billion
construction and maintenance program.

1971-1972 — Assistant Deputy for Installations and Housing - Development/monitoring of
policies, plans, programs and procedures related to location, design, construction, operation and
maintenance of Army facilities worldwide, including the management of all aspects of family housing
and real property at military installations.

1962 — 1971 — Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army for Installations and Logistics —
Responsible for development, formulation, dissemination and assurance of execution of
policies and programs relative to family housing and Homeowners Assistance Program.

1959 — 1962 — Supervisory General Engineer, Installations and Services Agency, Department of




Army — Responsible for planning, developing, coordinating and administering branch program
requirements of master planning, real estate, administration and management, utilities programs,

power procurement, building and ground program, etc.

1958 — 1959 — Supervisory General Engineer, Installations and Services Agency, Department
of the Army, Rock Island Arsenal, Illinois — Responsible for planning, directing and
coordinating the activities of subordinate personnel engaged in exercising staff direction and
control over buildings and grounds activities.

1956 — 1958 — Supervisory Construction Management Engineer, Director of Installations,
Department of the Air Force — Responsible for worldwide analysis, correlation and consolidation of
military construction programs prepared by the Continental United States and Overseas Branches,
forecasting programs, initiating and monitoring program calls and procedures to the major commands
and headquarters offices concerned.

1955 — 1956 — Supervisory General Engineer, Chief of Ordnance, Department of the Army —
Responsible for the accomplishment of the section mission and providing staff supervision over
repairs and utilities activities at ordnance field installations.

1952 — 1955 — Supervisory Construction Management Engineer, Headquarters, Technical
Training, Department of the Air Force, Gulfport, Mississippi — Responsible for administration and
technical supervision of operations, maintenance, rehabilitation, additions, expansions and new
construction of roads, walks, grounds and landscaping, railroads, etc.

June 1952 — December 1952 — Construction Management Engineer, Tullahoma District Corps of
Engineers, Department of the Army, Tullahoma, Tennessee - In charge of Construction Management
and Propulsion Wind Tunnel in the District Engineer’s Office.

1951 to 1952 — Chief, Engineering and Design Branch, 1* Lt. C.E., Camp McCoy, Wisconsin —
Responsible for planning, estimating and constructing buildings and structures, either initial erection
or rehabilitation of commercial, industrial, residential or public use.

1950 — 1951 — Engineer Troop Commander, 2™ Lt. C.E., Camp McCoy, Wisconsin —
Responsible for the training of troops. Directed construction projects set up by Post Engineer
Maintained contact with Post Engineer for material needed for assigned projects.

1949 — 1950 — Civil Engineer, Department of Agriculture, Winona, Mississippi —
Responsible for design, plans and specifications for secondary drainage channels. Chief of survey
party engaged in taking cross sections and profiles of drainage areas to determine location of
proposed drainage canals.

Awards

Silver Order of the de Fleury Medal (by the Army Engineer Association)
Legion of Merit

Special Achievement Award

Exceptional Civilian Service Award

Award for Outstanding Service in the Army Senior Executive Service

DoD Distinguished Civilian Service Award

Meritorious Executive Senior Executive Service Award (Presidential Rank)
Distinguished Executive Senior Executive Service Award (Presidential Rank)

flul Bt
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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 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. 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 Gloria Reid, Peachtree City Hall,

151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, April 30, 2004.
The City will contact you within two weeks of the application closing date.

If you have any questions, please contact Gloria Reid at 487-7657.

name 7 Aee  C Scoll
ADDRESS_// 2 OAKDALE Ave
[feachtnee Cwl—u} ) Gu. 30269
TELEPHONE (Day Time) (7 ¥ - 344 -2007F8
Sty _ 270~ 200~ 4731

(Fax No:)

(Email:) BECYNTheo@ FAnsth tink. @ANeT

ok Lo Boatt— 300y

Signature Date




How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?

7 Mmewn hs
Why are you interested in serving on the Planning Commission?

Z Love Yo /oLﬂ/lM/c,e[. OAteen SpAces o
/-/4470«47‘ o cur C/\Ll7

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

¢ 7 yemw A Lw/f]

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

sition.
poé, VR ZOA./). 7;(/4//1///‘:7 Ca&d. 7[0/\ N, VPt enscomse

ﬂ/’ enrXeow

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

N O

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

N o

Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and you serving on
the Planning Commission? :

7 pwr N ~/—M-ae(

Describe your current community involvement.
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council Members

r)
: /
VIA: City Managtﬁﬂé // /7
Developmentat Serviges t

irecto W
FROM: City Engineer @’;/

DATE: May 13, 2004

SUBJECT: Variance Request - 310/312 Peachtree Parkway North
June 3, 2004 — City Council Agenda Item

Recommendation: ~ Staff recommends that the variance application as proposed by the
Applicant be denied. Staff further recommends the access be approved at the existing TDK
driveway.

Discussion: The subject item was tabled at the last Council meeting until such time as
information about the sight distance for the proposed driveway location could be obtained.
Engineering staff measured the sight distance from the proposed driveway at the subject
property’s northernmost boundary line (Location B on the attached diagram). The sight distance
from the south is 159 feet and does not provide enough time for turning movements at this
location.

Staff also measured the sight distance from Location A (see diagram) at the existing TDK house
driveway. Looking to the south there is 350 feet of visibility, which provides adequate sight
distance.

Budget Implication: None.

Attachment

cc: City Planner
Police Chief
Interim Public Services Director

file

F:\HOME\Trov\TRAFFIC\Fouts_Driveway_Application.doc
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor & Council Members
FROM: City Planner/ Zoning Administrat rM
s
irectei

SUBJECT: Appeal of annexation moratorium
May 20, 2004 City Council Agenda

VIA:

DATE: May 14, 2004

Recommendation:
Based on the appeal procedures outlined in Section 1404 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance

(Attachment “A”), Staff is providing Council a variety of information for consideration of a
request to lift the moratorium on annexations for a piece of property within unincorporated
Fayette County. As this ordinance is currently written, Staff is not authorized to make a
recommendation to Council on the application to lift the moratorium.

Discussion:
John Wieland Homes and Neighborhoods submitted a letter to the Mayor and Council on April

15, 2005 (Attachment “B”) requesting that you consider lifting the annexation moratorium in
order for them to pursue the potential of annexing approximately 364.8 acres of land currently
located within unincorporated Fayette County into the city limits of Peachtree City.

The subject parcel is currently zoned R-70 Single-family Residential which requires a minimum
lot size of two acres (Attachment “C”). The County’s Land Use Map designates the subject tract
as low density residential, and recommends one dwelling units on lots no less than two acres in

size.

Section 704 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance (Attachment “D”) identifies the protocol for
annexing property into the city limits. As you are aware, City Council recently reaffirmed the
moratorium on annexation, which prohibits Staff from discussing this issue with property owners
or developers. The Applicant is requesting that the moratorium be lifted so that they can work
with City Staff and a designated Advisory Committee to develop a master plan for the property
and to determine if annexing the subject property would be beneficial to the residents of
Peachtree City. The attached composite plat identifies all of the parcels on the west side of the
city within the unincorporated County in relation to the subject parcel (Attachment “E”).




Appeal of annexation moratorium
May 14, 2004
Page 2

Budget impact:
Budget impacts would need to be carefully analyzed to determine the positive and negative

attributes of annexing this property. These impacts would be incorporated into the overall
analysis conducted by Staff and the Applicant prior to forwarding a recommendation to the

Planning Commission and City Council.

Attachments




Sec. 1404. Appeals.

Any party with an ownership interest in property in the city that believes said property
owner is severely prejudiced by this moratorium may file an application with the city planner
requesting that the mayor and council remove the moratorium as it applies to the property.

(a) The application shall be accepted by the city planner and placed on the council
agenda after being properly advertised, and then, considered by the mayor and

council. '

(b) City staff shall only provide council with current land use and zoning information
regarding the subject property and its surrounding properties and shall not make
a recommendation to council on the application to lift the moratorium.

(c) In the event council lifts the moratorium, the property owner may then submit
the request for rezoning following established procedures.

(d) In the event council declines to lift the moratorium, the property owner shall
have the same rights and follow the same procedures as those connected with
the denial of a rezoning request.

Attachment “A”




(N WIELAND HOMES
e AND NEIGHBORHOODS -

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL

April 14, 2004

PEACHTREE Oty

CiTy HALL

Mayor and City Council of Peachtree City
c\o The Honorable Steve Brown

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Re:  Annexation of approximately 350 acres located between Highway 74 and Line
Creek (“Property”)

Dear Mayor and Council:

I’'m writing to formally follow up on the Mayor’s request from several weeks ago that
John Wieland Homes and Neighborhoods consider annexing Property into Peachtree City for
the purpose of providing Peachtree City with additional infrastructure. We respectfully
request that the Peachtree City Mayor and Council consider lifting the annexation and multi-

family moratorium at the next City Council meeting for the purpose of discussing the

annexation of this Property. :

Should you decide to lift the moratoriums, John Wieland Homes and Neighborhoods
would like to host a land planning charette. This meeting, designed to encourage citizen input
throughout the city, will bring together the staff, annexation committee, churches, citizens,
seniors, realtors, adjacent property owners, land planning specialists and other interested
parties in an effort to collaborate on the future the this area of Peachtree City. Cooperation
between the staff and our professional team will allow us to develop a clear understanding of
the annexation proposal, the goals and limitations, and how these might fit the City’s desires.
This community’s input will be critical in developing a realistic, creative proposal while at the
same time be economically feasible. Working with a creative team of professionals who can
bring ideas to a tangible design quickly will benefit Peachtree City and the community at

large.

Over the years, we have enjoyed our relationship with Peachtree City and are proud to
be in Peachtree City. We would appreciate your consideration of this request. Please don’t
hesitate to call me if you, or any of the Council members, have any questions.

Re,szectﬁllly, . Z Z

Dan Fields
Vice President Attachment “B”
NATIONAL
BUILDER
OF THE YEAR

1950 SULLIVAN ROAD « ATLANTA, GA 30337  770-996-1400 « FAX 770-907-3419 www.jwhomes.com
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6-8.

R-70 Single-Family Residential District,

Description of District. This district is composed of certain lands and structures having a
low density single-family residential character and desi gned to protect against the polluting
effects of excessive densities and development and those uses incompatible with a
protected watershed area.

Permitted Uses. The following Permitted Uses shall be allowed in the R-70 Zoning
District:

1. Single-family dwelling;
2. Accessory buildings and uses; and
3. Growing crops, gardens.

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the R-70 Zoning
District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

1. Church, Temple, or Place of Worship;
2. Developed Residential Recreational/Amenity Areas;
3. Home Occupation;

4. School (Private and Special), and Accessory Sports, Arena, Stadium or
Recreation Field; and

5. Telephone, Electric or Gas Sub-Station or other Public Utility Facilities.

Dimensional Requirements. The minimum dimensional requirements in the R-70 Zoning
District shall be as follows:

1. Lot area per dwelling unit: 87,120 square feet (two [2] acres)
2. Lot width:
a. Major thoroughfare:

0)) Arterial: 175 feet

6-16

Attachment “C”




2) Collector: 175 feet
b. Minor thoroughfare: iSO feet
Floor area: 1,500 square feet
Front yard setback:
a Major thoroughfare:
¢)) Artenal: seventy-five (75) feet
2 Collector: seventy-five (75) feet
b. Minor thoroughfare:  fifly (50) feet
Rear yard setback: fifty (50) feet
Side yard setback: twenty-five (25) feet

Heightlimit  thirty-five (35) feet

6-17




Sec. 704. Annexation.

These regulations are designed to set forth the principles which shall apply to
annexation of property into the city limits of the city. The following principles shall apply:

(a) Support and enhance the existing economic value and environmental control of
property within the city limits.

(b) Primary consideration will be given to complementary zoning within the current
land use plan of the city and contiguous jurisdictions.

(704.1) Priority will be given to raw land that can be developed consistent with
current city standards. Secondary considerations will be given to
harmoniously adjacent developed parcels.

(704.2) The city shall provide written notification to the appropriate
governmental jurisdiction as soon as practicable following the initiation of

any annexation.

(704.3) It is desirable, but not essential, that all property have natural
boundaries, but in no instance create unnatural division for convenience

sake.

(704.4) Each of the following factors will be reviewed on each area to be
annexed according to economic and service feasibility on its own merit
within the framework of existing plan for the entire city:

a. Water/sewer

b. Road/street access
c. Police/fire protection
d. Zoning compliance

(704.5) Whenever the owner of a piece of property outside the city limits wishes
to request that the property be annexed into Peachtree City, the
procedure for filing an application, holding public hearings, reapplying for
consideration, and changing the zoning map shall be consistent with the
procedure for amending the zoning ordinance, as specified in article Xlil
of the zoning ordinance.

(Ord. No. 464, 6-2-1988; Ord. No. 512, 10-19-1989)
Note: Ord. No. 726, adopted on Nov. 4, 1999, amended section 704 as follows:

"(a) At its October 10, 1991, meeting, the council passed a resolution placing a moratorium
on annexation. At its November 4, 1999, meeting, the council reaffirmed the annexation
moratorium and directed that the moratorium be reflected in the City Code of Ordinances. The
council further directed that city staff shall not accept or discuss an annexation application until

the moratorium is lifted by council."

Attachment “D”
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Kedron Village retail center expansion JZ
City Planner/ Zoning Administrator
May 28, 2004

Situation:

Faison submitted a revised conceptual site plan identified as CP-4 for the expansion of
the Kedron Village retail center on May 27, 2004 (Attachment “A”). This drawing
appears to meet the requirements identified within the Consent Order reviewed and
approved by Peachtree City Holdings LLC, FCD Development LLC, the City of
Peachtree City and the Lake Kedron Community Association on March 29, 2004
(Attachment “B”). While the plan appears to meet the conditions of the Consent Order,
Staff has identified several items that will need to be addressed and incorporated into the
final site plan submittal.

Facts:

L.

On March 29, 2004, the Fayette County Superior Court imposed a Consent Order
detailing the Settlement of a court case involving Peachtree City Holdings, LLC,
FCD-Development, LLC and the City of Peachtree City regarding the proposed
expansion of the Kedron Village retail center.

On May 10, 2004, Faison submitted a revised conceptual site plan (CP-3) detailing
their plans for the proposed expansion of the Kedron Village retail center.

On May 11, 2004, the conceptual site plan and project data sheets were forwarded
to City Staff for review with a request that comments be forwarded to the City
Planner no later than 12:00PM on Friday, May 14. Review comments were
received by the Director of Developmental Services, the City Engineer, the
Building Official, the Assistant City Manager (on behalf of the Interim Director of
Public Services), the Fire Chief and the Water and Sewerage Authority.
Comments were not received from the Police Department.

On May 27, 2004, Faison submitted another revised conceptual site plan (CP-4),
which clarified parking calculations that were in error within the Project Data on
the first site plan submittal.

The revised conceptual site plan (CP-4) appears to meet all of the conditions
specified within the Consent Order. However, there are several Staff comments
that will need to be addressed and the plan revised accordingly prior to submittal
of the final site plan for this development.




Kedron Village retail center expansion
May 28, 2004
Page 2 of 3

6. The revised conceptual site plan (CP-4) appears to subdivide the proposed

expansion into four distinct parcels: 1) the Target Parcel (Building 300); 2) two
Retail Center Parcels (Buildings 100 and 200 on one parcel and Buildings 400,
500, 600, 700, 800 and 900 on the second parcel); and, 4) the Retail Outparcel
(Outparcel Buildings 100, 200, 300 and 400).

Recommendation:

Should Council vote to approve the conceptual site plan as submitted, Staff recommends
that the following understandings and conditions be adopted as a part of this approval and
that Faison be required to incorporate these items into the final site plan for this
development, along with the remaining conditions specified within the Consent Order:

L.

The GC General Commercial zoning ordinance [Sections 1006 (c), (d), and (e)]
requires a minimum front building setback depth of 40’; a minimum front setback
depth of 20’ for driveways and parking; a minimum side setback depth of 10’; and
a minimum rear setback depth 20°. Retail Center Buildings 100 and 200 and the
associated parking for these buildings do not meet these minimum setback
requirements on the designated Retail Center Parcel. Additionally, Building 300
on the Target parcel and the associated parking do not meet these setback
requirements from the property lines of the Target Parcel.

The GC General Commercial zoning ordinance [Section 1006.4 (j)] stipulates that
all zoning lots must 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. The Target Parcel does not meet
this requirement.

The GC General Commercial zoning ordinance [Section 1006.4 (k)] stipulates that
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. The Target Parcel, the Retail Outparcel and the Retail Center Parcel do
not meet these requirements.

The GC General Commercial zoning ordinance [Section 1006.4 (n)] stipulates that
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. A separate lighting plan for this development must be provided as a
part of the final site plan indicating this requirement is met.

The GC General Commercial zoning ordinance [Section 1006.4 (q)] stipulates that
no use permitted in this zoning district shall be allowed to cover more than 75
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percent of the zoning lot on which it is located with impervious surfaces. The
final site plan must include a detailed tabulation indicating the extent of
impervious area on the Target Parcel, the Retail Center Parcel and the Retail
Outparcel.

6. The City’s Watershed Protection Buffer ordinance [Section 1004 (b)(2)] requires a
minimum undisturbed buffer of no less than 25’ in width measured from the edge
of all state waters, including wetland areas. A detailed delineation of all wetland
areas and associated buffers must be included on the final site plan and no grading
or disturbance shall occur within these areas.

7. The City’s Landscape Ordinance [Section 1109 (13)] stipulates that no more than
twelve (12) parking spaces may be in a continuous row without a landscape island.
The parking areas must be revised to meet this requirement.

8. The City’s Landscape Ordinance [Section 1109 (14)] stipulates that screening shall
be used as a buffer between incompatible uses. This issue will be addressed once
the final site plan is submitted and Staff has a clear understanding of how the
grading and/ or retaining walls might impact the adjoining commercial
developments adjacent to Georgian Park.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: City Managgﬁ,w,g '

DATE: May 28, 2004

SUBJECT: Development Authority of Peachtree City (DAPC) 2004 Budget
Request
June 3, 2004, Council Meeting

The DAPC submitted a request to the Council requesting additional funds for 2004 since they are
no longer receiving hotel/motel taxes and have no other source of revenue. The request was for
$14,255.00 and was presented to the Council at the May 20, 2004, Council meeting. The staff
recommendation was to directly pay invoices for these services in lieu of providing funding
directly to the DAPC. The following information is provided based on a discussion I had with
Scott Formel to address questions the Council had during the May 20 Council meeting.

e The training request ($1,000) is for classes scheduled October 13 and 14, 2004; therefore,
in order to pre-register, funds would be required for this fiscal year.

e There would be one or two Developer Day lunches scheduled the remainder of the fiscal
year; therefore, authorization for the $400 would be sufficient.

e The Holiday Luncheon with Industry, Tourism, and Trade is scheduled for early
December; therefore, this can be budgeted in FY 2005.

Based on this input, the amount of the request can be reduced to $8,855. Scott Formel will be at
the June 3, 2004, meeting to address any additional questions the Council may have.

cc: Scott Formel, Chairman, DAPC




To: City Council

From: Scott Formel
President DAPC

Subject: Request for funds for 2004

Development Authority of Peachtree City 2004 Budget Request

General and Administrative

Fayette County Chamber of Commerce Membership
Development Authority Training/Certification

(1) Administrative
(2) Legal

Sub total

Joint Efforts with Fayette County Development Authority

Developer Day Lunch ( entertain Project Managers from
Industry Tourism and Trade )

Holiday Luncheon with Industry Tourism and Trade

( Historically DAPC has co-sponsored this with FCDA )

Sub total

Grand total

$ 255.00
$ 1,000.00
$ 100.00/month*12
$ 500.00/month*12

$ 8,455.00

$ 200/quarter*4

$ 5,000.00

$ 5,800.00

$14,255.00
5700
% g5:

1 — Administrative cost is a monthly estimate and would includd things like the

recording secretary time and associated materials

2 — Legal expense is also an estimate but would include expenses incurred only
in 2004. Examples of these expenses include legal representation at DAPC
meetings, compliance with open record requests and preparation of official

letters.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

FROM: City Planner/ Zoning Administrator
VIA: City Managex_7 /%’ @«

Developmental Services Direclor /7 j
DATE: May 27, 2004

SUBJECT: Review of proposed Annexation Review Process
June 3, 2004 City Council Agenda

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council initiate a text amendment to the zoning ordinance so as to

lift the moratorium on annexations entirely and replace the moratorium with a detailed
Annexation Review Process (Attachment “A”).

Discussion:
Pursuant to the discussion at City Council Retreat, Staff has prepared a two-step process for

reviewing and analyzing annexation requests. The first step is intended to provide a general
overview of the proposed annexation and identifies how the annexation and proposed
development may or may not be compatible with the established goals within the City’s
Comprehensive Plan. Should City Council recommend that the proposed annexation continue
through the established review process, the second step will require additional and detailed
information specific to the annexation request and the proposed development.

It must be noted that allowing an annexation request to continue through the established review
process in no way implies that the property will annexed. Rather, this new process will allow
Staff to discuss specific information pertaining to request and provide an informed analysis to
City Council prior to an application for annexation being accepted by the City.

Budget impact:
There are no budget impacts associated with the establishment of this new review process other

than the expense for codification.

Attachments




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

ANNEXATION REVIEW PROCESS

Annexation is defined as “the process of incorporating an area of land not currently within the
jurisdiction of a local government's governing authority for the purpose of including that area
within the government's jurisdiction.”

The City of Peachtree City has developed rules and procedures for local and intergovernmental
review of annexation requests. This review provides for improved communication between
affected governments and a means of assessing potential impacts of annexing property into the
city limits. At the same time, the rights of the city are preserved because the City of Peachtree
City maintains the authority to make the final decision on whether a proposed annexation will or
will not move forward.

The Georgia Planning Act of 1989 identifies minimum standards and procedures, including the
minimum elements which must be addressed and included within the preparation and
implementation of comprehensive plans and for participation in the coordinated and
comprehensive planning process. The natural resources, environment and vital areas within local
jurisdictions are also of vital importance to the state and its citizens. The state has an essential
public interest in establishing minimum standards for land use in order to protect and preserve its
natural resources, environment and vital areas.

The City of Peachtree City hereby initiates a two-step process for review and consideration of
annexation requests. The first step is intended to provide a general overview of the proposed
annexation and identifies how the annexation and proposed development may or may not be
compatible with the established goals within the City’s Comprehensive Plan. This information
will be initially reviewed by City Staff and other governmental agencies and then forwarded to

City Council for review.

Should the City Council recommend that the proposed annexation continue through the
established review process, the second step will require additional and detailed information
pertaining to the annexation request and the proposed development. This recommendation in
no way implies that the City Council will ultimately approve the property for annexation.
Rather, it will provide Staff the opportunity to work with the Applicant to develop a detailed
analysis of the proposed annexation, a schematic master plan of the proposed development, and a
more informed recommendation that will ultimately be considered by other governmental
agencies, the Planning Commission and City Council.




Annexation review process
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STEP ONE: INITIAL ANNEXATION INFORMATION

The following information is to be completed by the property owner and/ or their agent and
submitted to the City Planner for review and distribution. This form provides basic project
information that will allow City Staff to determine if the annexation request and proposed
development may or may not be compatible with the established goals within the City’s
Comprehensive Plan.

L Contact information:

Owner(s) of property: Mailing address:
City, State, Zip:
Telephone:
Fax:
E-mail address:

Agent(s) for owner: Mailing address:
City, State, Zip:
Telephone:
Fax:
E-mail address:

(Note: A certified letter must be submitted by all Owners of Record of the subject property indicating they are
aware of this request and that they acknowledge this application is being submitted by their agent, if applicable.)

IL. Project information

Location of property:
(Note: A Legal Description and a Boundary Survey identifying the relationship between the current city limits and
the property being considered for annexation must be submitted as a part of this application).

Brief description of proposed project:
(Note: Identify type of development or uses, such as commercial, industrial, residential, etc., and provided
projected size of development, such as floor area in square feet, number of employees, number of lots or housing

units, etc.).




Annexation review process
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IIl.  Relationship to Comprehensive Plan
Provide a brief overview as to how the annexation request and proposed development may or
may not be compatible with the established goals within the City’s Comprehensive Plan:

= Housing

Provide a broad range of housing opportunities with an appropriate mix of homes regarding size,
type, price, and location in order to satisfy the needs of new and future residents while ensuring
natural pleasing surroundings.

(If applicable, identify what types of residential developments are proposed, projected densities, price ranges,
amenities, etc.)

*  Commercial

Provide commercial facilities concentrated in the four village centers already established that
serves the needs of the residents of that Village. Ensure that these facilities do not adversely
affect the adjoining residential areas, the environment, or existing traffic patterns.

(If applicable, identify the projected square footage of proposed retail and commercial development and how this
might impact the existing Village retail centers. Additionally, identify projected traffic impacts and how this might
impact existing roadways.)

* Economic Development

To maintain a diversified economy that encourages high paying, quality jobs, and maximum tax
contribution while meeting the requirements of a healthy environment.

(Explain how the proposed annexation may impact existing population, employment, tax revenue, eic.)

* Transportation

Establish and maintain a comprehensive system of transportation that provides for safe and
convenient circulation through and around the city including roads, cart paths and ride share
services.

(Identify how the proposed annexation and subsequent development might impact existing traffic patterns,

roadways, etc. and what is planned to mitigate these impacts, how the property will be interconnected with the
City’s multi-use path system, and what measures will be implemented to reduce traffic congestion associated with

the proposed development)

* Recreation

Continue to provide a full range of recreational facilities and programs which serves to satisfy
the needs of individual neighborhoods, and the community as a whole.

(If applicable, identify what recreational amenities will be incorporated into the proposed development and how this
will serve the needs of the existing residents of Peachtree City.)
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= Land Use

Establish appropriate land uses in areas that are suitable for development that would not
endanger but protect the surrounding environment and aesthetics.

(Identify what type of land use would be proposed for the development and how this would be compatible with the
existing land use patterns within the general vicinity.)

* Natural Resources

Protect the natural environment by prohibiting development in identified environmentally
sensitive areas and continuing to expand city greenbelts and open space areas.

(Identify wetland areas, flood plains, streams and other environmentally sensitive areas and what measures would
be taken to protect these areas from development. Also, identify what, if any, property might be donated to the City
as greenbellt.) .

* Community Service and Facilities

Continually provide adequate levels of service in all areas as needed for the residents of
Peachtree City.

(Identify projected impacts the proposed development might have on emergency services, including police and fire,
as well as sanitary sewer and water services.)

=  Community Aesthetics

To preserve and enhance the visual image and appearance of the community.

(Identify how the proposed development will blend in with the existing development throughout the community, to
include buffers, landscaping, signage, architectural detail, etc. and whether or not you intend to adopt architectural
standards or an overlay district for the proposed development.)

* Planning

To continue to provide the city with a planning process that encourages citizen participation in
every decision.

(Identify how you plan to develop the overall plan for the proposed development, to include workshops, design
charettes, neighborhood meetings, etc. and how you plan to garner public support for the proposed development.)
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STEP TWO: ANNEXATION REQUEST FORM

The following information is required in order to prepare a detailed analysis of the proposed
annexation, a schematic master plan of the proposed development, and a more informed
recommendation that will ultimately be considered by other governmental agencies, the Planning
Commission and City Council.

A formal request is hereby being made to annex the following described property into the city
limits of Peachtree City:

This request for annexation is being made for the following reasons:

I certify that I am the owner, or duly authorized agent of the owner of the property described
above, and that I have submitted all information and documents required to properly evaluate
this request:

Owner: Date:

Agent: Date:

To be completed by the City of Peachtree City:

This request, along with the required supplemental information and documents, has been
properly submitted, and is hereby accepted for consideration by the Planning Commission and
the City Council.

City Planner: Date:
City Clerk: Date:
Date of acceptance: Request number:

Public Hearing — Planning Commission:

Public Hearing — City Council:
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Instructions for submitting an Annexation Request Form

Whenever it is proposed that property be annexed into Peachtree City, it will be the
responsibility of the applicant to furnish the City with all information and documents that will be
necessary to properly evaluate the request. The required information and documents will
include, but not be limited to, the following:

L

IL.

II1.

IVv.

VL

A completed and signed “Request for Annexation” form;
A complete zoning application, including the appropriate application fee;

Documentation acceptable to the City Attorney that the property is eligible for
annexation, along with a detailed explanation of the proposed method of
annexation;

Certification that the applicant is familiar with the Peachtree City Land Use Plan;
the Annexation Policy; and all relevant codes and ordinances of the City,
especially those pertaining to zoning, land development, site planning,
landscaping, and signs;

Two copies of a complete and certified boundary survey of the property, along
with an accurate legal description;

The following supplemental information and documents:

1. A complete and accurate indication of all zoning classifications that
presently exist on and adjacent to the property;

2. Name and address of all property owners within 200 feet of the boundary
of the property (these property owners must be shown on an appropriate
map);

3. A location map at a scale of 1” = 800 showing the property in relation to
the City;

4. A recent aerial photograph which also shows the property in relation to the
City;

5. An accurate and detailed map which shows the proposed new City zoning

districts at a scale of 1” = 800’;

6. An identification of all major natural, geographic, and cultural features
which presently exist on or near the property;

7. An identification and description of all public services which are presently
available to the property;
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

An identification and description of all public facilities which are
presently on or near the property, or are proposed to be built on or near the

property;,

Any development plans, feasibility studies, impact analyses, population
projections, or other such planning documents which have been prepared
relative to the property;

A statement as to the acreage of the property, the proposed density of
development, and the projected population at build-out;

A report demonstrating exactly how the property will be tied into the
City’s major thoroughfare system and cart path system;

A report demonstrating exactly how the property will relate to and
complement the City’s Land Use Plan;

A report demonstrating that the proposed annexation will be consistent
with the City’s annexation policy;

An analysis of how the proposed annexation will affect the City,
especially with respect to:

a) Tax base;

b) Public education;

c) Police and fire protection;

d) Emergency medical service;

e) Transportation facilities;

f) Utilities;

g) Environmental protection;

h) Recreation program; and

1) Implementation of the overall development plan.

A request for annexation shall be submitted to the City Planner, who shall determine whether it
is proper and complete. The City Planner shall then review the application with the City Clerk.
The application is not considered to be accepted until it is signed by both the City Planner and
the City Clerk. Upon acceptance of the application, the appropriate public hearings will be
scheduled; and the applicant will be notified in writing of the dates and times.

All materials and fees submitted as a part of the application will become public property and will
not be returned once the application is accepted and the public hearings are scheduled.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members
D [ n
VIA: City Manageb@mtgz /’r

Assistant City Manage
FROM: Administrative Services Director / City Clerk
Y
DATE: May 27, 2004

SUBJECT: Request for Funding for Fayette Senior Services
June 3, 2004 Council Agenda Item

Recommendation:

Consider approval of the attached request from Fayette Senior Services for funding in the
amount of $5,250 from the City’s FY2004 budget(attachment 1) and, if approved, authorize the
Mayor to sign the attached agreement between the City and Fayette Senior Services (attachment

2).
Discussion:

At the May 20, City Council meeting, Council approved clarifications to the policy on non-profit
funding. This clarification allows for a different calculation of how much funding a non-profit
agency may be entitled to receive. Fayette Senior Services received $2,250 under the former
funding method for FY2004 and is now requesting an additional $5,250 to bring the total funding
from the City to $7,500 as permitted in CAR 8-3 (attachment 3). A copy of their Form 990 is
attached as required (attachment 4).

Budget Impact:

This request would have a budget impact of $5,250.
/jsm

Attachments .
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Attachment 1

Funding Request
For Non-Profit Organizations

Qrpanization Information:

Organization Name: _@MM
Address: JLAMLMM

244

rd

Phone #: —o —~Yb/—0K813 Fax #: 7o —Y6/~—2¢4¥P

Contact Person: _ﬁ&#_éw/

Title: __ Decilme ])rrgufa/

Financial Information: ?l
Total Anmual Budget: é ’// ! I3t

Total Clients Served Annually:  -F£0

Peachtres City Residents Served Annually: 72

Fupding Request Information:
Funding Amount Requestcd: ﬂS: X o

Funding Use(s): g-jufpp# %] Sencor /,%pf,!c

Additional Information on Organization/Services:

S Affudef

A —hel

Date Council Amount
Submitted: Approval Date: Approved:
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 Volunteers and community support
provide a - valuable service to the

community through the mwva:o Senior

Services’ network.

Giving as little as one hour a week can
change the lives of semior citizens in
Fayette County. Our volunteers come
from all walks of life.

QQP§OQQ
@ Deliver Meals on Wheels

@ Assist at The Friendship Center
@ Are Friendly Visitors
@ Are Phone-A-Friends

@ Donate Special Services

If you would like to join our caring group |

of volunteers, or make a donation, please
call us or return the form on the back of
this brochure.

Firm:

- Address:

Q- Enmma accept B% tax deductible gift.

"Amount Enclosed $

| D . Iwould like to make a

Remembrance Gift. -
Q InMemory of

O Please contact me regarding
: volunteering:

Name:

Phone: O Day Q Evening

Please make your checks payable to:
- Fayette Senior Services, Inc.

Q In Honor of

FAYETTE SENIOR SERVICES, INC.
390 Lee Street
Fayetteville, GA 30214-2056
Phone: 770-461-0813
Fax: 770-461-2448

www.fayss.org -

Q

FAYETTE SENIOR SERVICES, INC.

/D.__ wm,
muﬁ_.r,%/a. V Ly mw

.lr_' )llt

,rmlf PL.

Serving Our 0033::_2
mso.w 1978

Dignity, Self Respect
And
Independent Living

8T:pT BBET-vB-dUW

£a°d
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THE AGENCY _

“..m»wn:o Senior Setvices has ?d..&a&

¥ service to Fayette County senior citizens .

W for over 25 years. We are a private, not-

Nk Our
B8 assessments,

’

o for-profit organization concerned with
# the needs of Fayette County senior
j citizens. o
8 Our vision is to help maintain . (le
® dignity, self-respect and independent
¥ living for Fayette residents age 60+,

INFORMATION AND REFERRAL

{Our 1 & R Specialist utilizes many

§ resources to connect seniors and their
f caregivers with available services in' the

community. By determining the needs of

the caller, appropriate referrals, or in

some cases, contact with providers on
behalf of the caller are made. -

"CASE MANAGEMENT

Case Manager conducts

and assists families in

R Planning care for seniors. Client services
3 such as Meals on Wheels, Friendly
3 Visitor, In-Home services, and referrals

g to other available community services
3 are coordinated by the Case Manager.

TRANSPORTATION

= Transportation for medical appointments
W is available on a limited basis. A sliding
j scale is used to determine the fee.

‘IN-HOME SERVICES

" This program will .QSEn eligible recipients to

become or remain self-sufficient by providing

trained personnel  who ' perform - ‘simple
. homemaker and/or personal care tasks. B

. Homemaker tasks. can include shopping, -
emands, light housckeeping, laundry, meal’
- preparation, and changing- linens. Personal
. -care services can include bathing, toileting,
- grooming, and dressing. Cost is based on a
. 'sliding scale. o S

FRIENDLY VISITOR

This is a volunteer program that matches a -

homebound senior with a trained volunteer,

“who usually visits once a week. A’ desire to

provide companionship and a listening eat are

" all that’s required.

- EMERGENCY RESPONSE

- An easy 10 use electronic device designed to

signal a friend, relative or emergency service

whenever help is needed. The system has a

small pendant or wrist band worn by the user

.and a receiver .comnected to the user's
telephone. Subscribers will pay a monthly

monitoring fee only.

WELLNESS PROGRAM

This educational program is staffed by
volunteer registered nurses from the
community. They -conduct blood pressure
checks regularly and health screenings several
times a year. - :

| ADULT Ui mmw&n.mm

Adult Day Services is a daytime program §
to- help families take care of their loved §
ones. It provides physical and emotional §
well-being through healthcare services

and social and fecreational activities, A

~ customized program of activities will be _..
developed for every individual and a |
wide range of programming is offered B

which includes: Hot Lunches & Snacks:

" ‘Men’s Club; Out to Lunch Bunch, §
.- Therapeutic. Services; Ihtergenerational §
Programming; Bathing Services; Beauty §

Care & Barbershop; and Motion §
Exercises. Flexible scheduling and |

transportation is available.
scale is used to determine the fee.

FRIENDSHIP SENIOR CENTER

Daily activities include crafts, games,
exercise, and informative ‘educational !
programs. Shopping and day trips are
also organized for the senior adults that B
attend. Limited transportation is available [
and participants receive a hot lunch and &

A sliding |

snacks. Hours are 9:00 a.m. — 1:00 p.m., &

Monday — Friday. A sliding scale is used

to determine the fee for attending.

THE J.0.Y. CLUB

Fun is the theme of this social and

recreational club for active seniors.

Just Older Youth members will enjoy ¥

travel opportunities, theater, dining out [
and other activities in and around :

Atlanta. Activity fees may apply. -

8T:¥T BO6T-PEB-dBUW
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Attachment 2

STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE
AGREEMENT
This Agreement entered into this day of , 2004, by

and between FAYETTE SENIOR SERVICES, INC. (hereinafter “FSS”), and the CITY
OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA (hereinafter “City”).

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

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

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

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

1.

In exchange for the services provided by FSS to the City and residents of the City,
the City hereby agrees to pay the sum of § for the period October
1, 2003 through and including September 30, 2004.

Executed the day and date first above mentioned.

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

By: President By: Steve Brown, Mayor




Attachment 3

CAR 8-3 - City Council Funding for Non-Profit CAR 8-3
Organizations in Fayette County

OPR: City Hall

4/00 (Amended 5/04)

Purpose Section I
Policy I
L Purpose

The Purpose of this regulation is to establish a policy for consistent response to requests for
donations on behalf of non-profit organizations, including public schools, in Fayette County.

I  Policy

While the City of Peachtree City has no financial responsibility to assist non-profit organizations,
including public schools, with funding or providing labor, there have been requests in the past for
this assistance, and it is anticipated that there may be requests in the future. In an effort to ensure
consistency and fairness, the following guidelines have been established:

A. Council will budget no more than $25,000 annually for all non-profit funding.

B. The City would assume no liability for any project for which the City provides funding
and/or labor.

C. Services provided to Peachtree City residents by a non-profit organization shall be addressed
in a contract between the City of Peachtree City and the organization.

D. Non-Profit Organizations

1. Basic Needs

As a general rule, funding for non-profit organizations serving Fayette County should be
provided by the Fayette County Commission to ensure that Peachtree City residents are
not subject to double payment through their municipal and County taxes. However,
Council reserves the right to make contributions to non-profit organizations that provide
services that meet the basic needs (food, shelter, protection) of Peachtree City residents
based upon the merit of the request. Requests for funding for non-profit organizations
that provide basic needs shall not require matching funds but shatt-be-timited-to
$7,566-66. Such requests shall then be prorated based upon the total annual budget of

the organization and the percentage of Peachtree City residents served by the
organization in comparison to the total number of people they serve. The amount of

fundi ided shall he the | f i} Ll f il

.

residents served Suchdata will be based on the total number of residents and non-
residents served for the 12-month period ending with the month prior to the month in
which the request is made. These funds, once identified, will be budgeted for annually,
upon written request by the organization that would be subject to prorated allocation as

noted above.




2. General Needs

APPROVED:

Should Council approve a funding request for an organization that provides for general
needs (other than food, shelter and protection), a dollar for dollar match up to a limit of
$5,000 in funding/labor may be provided as a match to any non-government funding
provided to the organization. If the organization serves people other than Peachtree City

residents, themaximumrrequestof $5;600 request shall then be prorated based upon the

percentage of Peachtree City residents served in comparison to the total population

served. The amount of funding provided shall be the lesser of the actual amount
requested, the amount of the annual budget used to serve Peachtree City residents
I Lon tl [ { Peachtree Ci id : $5.000.00. T}

percentage of Peachtree City residents served Suchdata will be based on the total

number of residents and non-residents served for the 12-month period ending with the
month prior to the month in which the request is made. Requests from a non-profit
organization in the General Needs category will be considered no more often than every

five years.

Public Schools

a. Each request for funding/labor will be considered by the Peachtree City Recreation
Commission, who will forward a recommendation to the City Council for final

decision.

b. Council will evaluate each request and make a decision based on the merit of the
request.

c. No more than one request, per school, will be considered in any five consecutive
year period.

d. Only Fayette County public schools whose attendance boundaries include Peachtree
City will be eligible for consideration.

€. Requests for funding/labor must be for enhancements to playgrounds and playing
fields only. Any playground/playing field for which the City makes a contribution
must be made available for use by City residents when not being used by the school.
A formal agreement with the School Board would be required.

f. Should Council approve a funding request, a dollar for dollar match up to a limit of
$5,000 in funding/labor may be provided as a match to any funding provided by the
school or any school organization (i.e. booster club). All funding requests must be

submitted by June 1.

. . }
Aler.qnes. rtts_tnr_tundmgl i Il nsl Lhe |duxsmg[ " .hu.e.atta.chnd_m:m._iﬂ_lﬁmnl i f 99[]' ;mnimlit
non-profits should attach a copy of their current fiscal year budget.

The City Council will have final approval on all funding requests. All funding requests

must be submitted by June 1 for consideration for funding in the next fiscal year
budget.

Mayor and Councilmembers




/—\_‘%\e Funding Request
PEACHTREEYCITY For Non-Profit Organizations

Organization Name:

Address:

Phone #: Fax #:

Contact Person:

Title:

0 . .

Total Annual Budget:

Total Clients Served Annually:

Peachtree City Residents Served Annually:

Funding R Information:

Funding Amount Requested:

Funding Use(s):

Additional Information on Organization/Services:

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS: 501c3 non-profit organizations must provide a copy of the previous

calendar year form 990. Other non-profits must provide a current fiscal year budget.

Date Council Amount

Submitted: Approval Date: Approved:




-n 990

MAY-12-2004 ©9:21

Return of Organization Exempt From Income T

Under sactlon 501(c), 527, or 4847(a)(1) of the internal Revenue Code (except black lung
benefil trust ot privale foundation)

Attac e%m 1550067

P.B3

,m' - pa:::m” »- The organization may have to use a ¢opy of this retum to satisfy state reporting requirements.
A Fai the 2002 calendar yeat, or tax ysar pariod beglanlng  JUT. 1, 2002 and ending  JUN 3 0, 2003
B Chackit sy |C Name of organization D Employer Identification number
applicable: use IRS
[CJaue= |=aayette Senior Services, Inc. 58-1364158
. ‘;2:' Number and street (or P.0. box if mail is not delivered to streat address) Roonvsuits {E Telsphone number
[t [sreene390 Lee Street . (770) 461-0813
Final o] City or town, stats or country, and ZIP + 4 F Acowtgmemaz || Cash | X | Accrual
Amenced |  Fayetteville, GA 30214 ]88, >
[Jpgslication  Section 501(c)(3) organkations and 4947(a)(1) nanexsmpt charhable ¥usts | H anq/ | ers not appiicable to section 527 orgenkzations.
must attach a completed Schedule A (Farm 990 or 990-E2), H(a) 15 this a group ratum for amiztes? ] Yes No

H(b) K "Yas," anter number of affitiates P>

G_Web site: PWww . fayss .orgq

Organtzation type theckonyom B> [ X ] 501(c) ( 3
K Check hers B[] if the organization's Qross recalpts are normally not more than $25,000. The

) nzertno) [ | 4947(a)(1) oe [ 527
(i "No,” attach a

organkzation need nat file a retum with the IRS; but If the organization recelved a Form 980 Package

in the mall, It should file a retum without financial data. Soma states requirs a complete return. | Enter 4-digh GEN D

H{c) Are all affiliatgs included?
#st))

N/A [Ives [_INo

H(d) Is this a saparats ratum filed by an or-
nization covered by a group nuli

| gantzatlon covered by a group ruiing? [ ves [X1 no

L

Gross receipts: Add linas 6b, 80, 9b, and 10b ta lina 12 D 564,024,

M Check ™[] ifine organization is not requlred to anacn
Sch. 8 (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

qpenses, and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances

1 Gontributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts receivad:
3 Direct public SUPPOR ... st 1a
b Indirect publle SUPPOR  .....vvveeeee ettt b
¢ Govemment contributions (grants) .- ic
d Total (add Kines 1a through 1c) (cash § 482,693, noncash$ 482,693.
2 Program sarvice revenua including gavamment fess and contracts (from Part VI, ne 93) . 45,559.
3 Mambarship dues and asSeSSMBNLS ... . e e e eeeeeee
4 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments . e 4 16,920.
6  Dividends and interest from securities ... . ... ettt e e _5
68 GIOSSTBAMS ... . oo iieeeesesreresseeeeeeee e emeereseravereees 84 S
D LosSirantal BXPBNSES ... ..ccoiveiiiierieneerienonnnirentore oo sretseasee | 8b z
¢ Net rental income or (loss) (subtract line 6b from line 6a) .,....... e |_BE
o | 7  Othorinvestmant income (describe P> Yy 1.7
€| 82 Grossamount from sale of assets other (A) Sacurites (B) Other 2
é than Invantory P 8a
b Less:cost or ather basls and sales axpensas . )]
¢t Gain or (loss) (attach schedule) ....................... 8¢
d Nat gain or (loss) (combine ne 8¢, columNs (A) and (B)) ............ccooemuuituunimmemmmmrmeserec e neeesseenees 8d
9  Special events and activities (attach scheduls)
a Gross revanue (notinchding $ 0 . of contributions
FOPOME O HAB T2) ____.._..\-ocoveresireeesseessereeeesreseseee e creeere oo senseness e 92 18,852,k
b Less: direct axpenses ather than fundraising expenses 8h B
¢ Netincome or (loss) from special evants (subtract line 9b from line 8a) ........... See Statement 2 | e 18,852.
10 a Gross sales of inventory, less retumns and allowances ..., 108
b Less: 608t of g00dS SOK ......e\.ooooveeeeeeeceeeeee e e 10b St
¢ Gross profit or (loss) fron sales of laventory (attach schedule) (subtract line 10bfrom fine 10a) .. . . 10¢
11 Other ravenue (from Pak VILBne 103) ... e 1
— 112 Totai revenue (add ines 1d,2,3,4,5,6¢, 7, B, 96, 100, a0 11) .- tevereriommsss oo 12 564,024.
13 Program sarvicss (from line 44, column (B)) .. 13 440,237.
§- 14 Managemant and general (from fine 44, column (C)) ... .. 1 48,917.
&[ 15 Fundraising (from fine 44, Column (D)) ... . e 15 5,635.
dl [ 16 Payments to affflates (HBCh SCNBAUI) .. ... ..o 16
—] 17 Total pxpenses (add nes 16 and 44, C0MMA (A)) ..o e e 17 494,789.
g| 18 Excass or (deficR) for the year (subtractline 17 fOM B08 12) ... 18 69,235,
;a o 19 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (from line 73, columm (A)Y . . . 10 1,054,085.
3 20 Other changes in net assets or fund balances (atach explanation) See Statement 1. | 20 106,448.
ssoar 21— Netassats or fund balances atend of year (combing lines 18, 19, ANA 20) ..ovssvvseviicss i 21 1,229,768.
012203  LHA  For Paparwark Reduction Act Natice, see the separale instructions. Form 990 (2002)

1

—-ame ™ an A -~ A~ AANAAA e ...

A a. e




MAY-12-2004 ©9:22 P.o4

Fayette Senior Services, Inc. 58-1364158
_ Statament of All organizations must complets calumn {A). Golumns (B), (G), and (D) are requlved for section 501(c)(3) Page 2
Functlonal Expenses  and (4) orgamzauons and section 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chartable trusts but optional for athers.
T e et W o Oty | ORgEr | ©fwinkg
22 Grants and allocations (attach schedule) ... .. ‘ Tl i
cash § hs$ 22 : : : R ,
23 Spacific assistance to individuals (attach schedule) | 23 e
24 Benefits pald to or for membars (attach schedule) Fzg : 5 o
25 Compansation of officers, directors, ete. L 35,568. 27,388. 2,845. 5,335,
26 Othersalariés and wages . __....................... 26 153,169. 137,674. 15,495.
27 Pension plan contribubions ............cceeneeennerne 27
28 Other employee banefits .................cc..occrvveene |28 <595.p <535.p <60.p
28 PayrolltaxXes .,.............oooeereememeneeenereeeeinneis 2 14,151. 12,735. 1,416.
30 Professlonal fundraising 1005 .........cocoovvneneenee.e. 30 300. 300.
31 Accountingfoes ..o N 5,710. 5,139. 571.
32 Legalfess ... e crenes 32
83 SUPPNES ... _..\.oovoeesioenrsrsseeeeemeeneeees et 83 16,506. 14,855, 1,651.
84 TEIEPNONG .............ooooceesireeeieeene e 3 4,400. 3,960. 440.
35 Postagaand shipping ..o 35 2,291. 2,062. 229.
3B OCCUPANCY .....veoesveseeeoee e seessras 36 17,464. 15,718, 1,746. .
37 Equipment rental and maintenance ... |37 2,676. 2,408. 268.
38 Printing and publications ... .. 38 929. 836. 93.
39 THRVE ..o eeceeeenes e eeeseeeeeees e e e 39 149. 134. 15.
40 Conferances, conventions, and meetings .. ._. ... 40 )
41 Interest s L}
42 Depreclation, depletion, stc. (attach schedule) . |42 12,027.] 10,826. 1,201,
43 Other expenses not covared abova (itemize):
] 432
b 430
[ 43¢
d 434
e See Statement 3 430 230,044. 207,037. 23,007.
3 coroms B 5 car o o T nes 1215 | 44 494,789, 440,237, 48,917. 5,635,
.lolnt Costx cnack > [__] ityou are foltowing SOP 98-2.
Ara any jolnt costs from a combined educationa campaign and fundraising solicitation reportad in (B) Program sarvices? > Jves [XINo
tF*Yes," anter (I} the aggregata amount of thesa joint costs $ ; (1) the amount alocated to Program services $ :
!eunt aflocated to Management and general $ 1 and (fv) the amount alioeated to Fundraising $ .
(RartiE| Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
What s the arganization's primary sxempt purpose? P> _See Statement 4
Pragram Service
& clear and concise mannar, State the number of cllents served, publications issued, ete, D (Required '::,%m

' Al organizwtions must descrine thelr axampt puipose schisvernsnts in
achisvements that s ot mensurable. [Saction 501(ck3) end (4) arganizations wnd 4947(a){1) non=xampt chartadle tusts must also enter the amount of grants end {4) ongs., and 4947(a(1)
wmoutomuucmm

allocationa to others,)
a Elderly care services — Program provides information and
referral services, congregate meals, home delivered meals,

transportation, community care and in-home services for
elderly persons in the community. (Grants and allocations § ) 440,237.

b
{Grants and allocations § )
c
- {Grants and allocations § )
(Grants and aflocations § )
©_Qther program services (attach scheduls) (Grants and allocations § )
f Tntal of Program Servlce Expenses (should equal line 44, column (B), Program serviees) ... > 440,237.
-m.m Form 890 (2002)
2
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w

P.85

Forrn 990 (2002) Fayette Senior Services, Inc. 58-1364158 Paga 3
1V:| Balance Sheets
Note: Where required, attached schedules and amounts within the description column (A) (B)
should ba for and-of-year amounts only. Beginning of year End of year
45 Cash - NON-REIESLDOAMNG .....v..e.ooveescoecromceeeceeeeeeeeessiss e eeee e seestreeeeneens 196,398.] & 150,317,
46 Savings and temporary cash lavestments ...t 48
47 a Accounts recaivabla ... ......cocoeinenin. 473 I 19,683. Seaiead
B Less: allowanca for doubtful accounts 47b 40,095.] 47¢ 19,683.
432 Pledges raceivable ... 48a 159,257. :
b Less: allowance for doubtful acoounts 48D 194,691.] 48 159,257.
48 GRS TEcOIVADbIB |, et 49
50  Recelvables fram officars, diractors, trustees,
« and key employess .............oooooeiiiiiieeieeeennns gt are et e e neeeetb bt perane 50
E §1 a Other notes and loans receivable ... ... ... ... . 513 TS
< b Lass: allowance for doubtful accounts .................. 61h S1c v
52 Inventorigs Torsale Oruse . ... s 52
53  Prapald expenses and deferred CRAIDES ... .. ... ... 58
6¢  Investments-securities Stmt 5. » [ Jcost XIemv 193,125.[ 54 633,810.
5§ a Investmants - land, buildings, and R
aquipment: basls | .. ... S53 Vg
b Less: accumulated depreciation .,...................... §5b
56 investmants =Other .. ... See Statement 6. . 247,747, 0.
67 a Land, buildings, and equipment: basis ................. B7a 369, 964. B
b Less: accumulatad depreclation . . .. ... 57h 94,490. 192,763. 275,474.
68  Other assats (describa »> )
59 Total assats (add linas 45 through S8) (must aqual ing 74) ........ ..o, 1,064,819.] &9 1,238,541.
60  Accounts payable and accrued expenses ... 10,734.] 50 8,773.
O1  GRNS PAYAbIB ... ....v.osoeceoceeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee oo 61
- B2 DOTOIOd rOVEBRUG _...\.vu oottt 62
:g 63  Loans from officers, direclors, trustees, and key emplayess .. ....oveeeeeeon 63
B |64 2 Tax-exompt ONdHADHILAS .. ......................ooeecrrreoeeeeces oo eese s eeeenemee 64a
2 | b Mortgages and other ROtOS PAYADIR ...............oo.ooesesssseoee s §4b
B5  Other Kabilitios (describe P> ) 85
——166 __Totai liabllitles (add lings 60 through 65) ... ... ..o 10,734.] 65 8,773.
Orpanizstions that fallow SFAS 117, chack hers » [ X1 and complate fines 67 through
" 69 and lines 73 and 74.
Q |O7  URMSHICIEE . eoeeosoneeeecerec e nn s e s srr e 352,828, &7 523,534,
S [68  TempOrarily MBSHCtO0 ...._...___.coocccevresesnsssesssssnressessssonssnesmeeemeoeseeessees e 701,257.| 8 706,234.
g B9 Parmanantly FStACEA .............ccoceevirerererersererersaersesensssssssnseesesseeereeseessssssssssnrenee 69
£ | Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117, check here ™[] and completa lines
“s' 70 through 74, R
& |0 Capital stock, trust principal, or GUITERtAUNGS ... __.._\.\ooovoceceeeeeeeeeee e 70
§ 71 Pald-in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipmentfund ... .. n
< |72 Relained eamnings, endowment, accumulated lncome, of other funds ... 72
Z |73 Total net assats or fund balances (add lines 67 through 69 or lines 70 through 72; Rt
colurmn (A) must equal line 19; column (B) must equalline 21) ... ... 1,054,085.] n 1,229,768.
74__ Total lfahMiRties and net assels /fund balances (add lines 65and 73) . . 1,064,819.] n 1,238,541.

Form 990 s avallabla for
bercetves an organtzation in such cases may

and fully describes, In Part 1, the organization’s programs and accomplishments.

223021

0-22.3

CANT A

A A~ -—e,memmAas A e, A meaas

publle Inspection and, for some paaple, sarves as the primary or sole sourca of information about a particular organkzation. How the public
be determined by the Information pressnted on its return, Therafore, plaase make sura the raturn ks complate and accurate




MAY-12-2084 ©9:23 P.o6

Fayette Senior Services, Inc. 58-1364158 Pa

Financial Statements with Revenue per
Return

Form 990 (2002 25
preiViAY Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited PRt IVERY Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited
il == ll;ing‘ncial Statements with l:gpenses per
eturmn

a Total revenue, gains, and other support 2 e s 5 1  Total expenses and losses per
par audRad financlal statements ... »|a 587,734. audited financial statements ... .
: . | b Amounts Included on lina & but not on

b Amounts included on liné a but not on S : lina 17, Farm 990:
lina 12, Form 930: . (1) Donated sarvicss

(1) Nat unrealized gains : : and usa of facities __§ 12,000.
oninvestments . $ 11,710. 3 (2} Priar year adjustments

(2) Donalsd services : rapartad on line 20,
and use of facilities _§ 12,000. Form990 .. . . $

(3) Losses reported on

(ﬁ) Recovaries of prior
ling 20, Form 930 __§

yeargrants 3 :
(4) Other (speclty): i3 (4) Other (spectty):
S SRR RN $
Add amounts on lines (1) through (¢)...... | b 23,710. Add amounts on lines (1) through (4)
¢ Lneamnuslined . . . ... ... o Plel 564,024.0 ¢ Unoaminusieen .
d  Amounts included on lina 12, Form o #5{ 4 Amounts included on line 17, Farm
990 but not on line a: 990 but not on ne a:
(1) Investment axpansss (1) Investment axpanses
not included on ; not included on
line 6b, Form 990 ... § & ling 6b, Form990 . §
(2) Ocher (spacity): AT 2 (2) Othar (spacify):
S % BRAN e . $
Add amounts on fines (1) and (2) ............ >[4 A 0. Add amounts on lines (1) and(2) ...
8 Total revenue per lliie 12, Form 990 B Total expenses per ine 17, Form 990 ‘
lnecplustined) . . . ...... P|eg 564,024. (inecplusfined) ... ple 494,789,
¥ _List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (List each one aven if not compensated.) o
D) Contributiona to
(A) Name and addross ® Jg"vﬁ%‘ v 't'gu * fﬁ’nﬁ?’ﬂ.‘f@'ﬁf&? ( ﬁ".."’:’{’:."ﬁ“‘,;a’ o téggﬁlaﬁ gﬁées
Andy Carden e ——ew-. [Executive Dirlector '
330 Lee Street _____—~"""""""""T
Fayetteville, GA 30214 40 35,568. 0. 0.

See attached 1ist of Boatd of DIr.s.

_____ T O, 0- 0‘

N v . o~ — — —

————— o — ———

———— e -

P> e e it e e e

76 DId any officar, director, trustea, or kay amployae recsive aggregate compensation of mare than $100,000 from your organization and all related

Organizations, of which mors than §10,000 was providad by the related organizalions? If Yes " attach schedule. > [ ]Yes [X]No Farm 890 (2002)
223031 01-22.03
' 4

ENT1A R ama —adacavra
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Form 990 (2002) Fayette Senior Services, Inc. 58-1364158  pagss
Bart Vil Other Information Yes| No
76  Did the organization engage In any activilty not previously reported to the IRS? If "Yes,” attach a detalled description of each activity .......... | 78 X
77 Wers any changes made in the arganizing or governing documents but not reparted tathe IRS? . ... 17 X
If "Yes." attach a conformed copy of the changes. s B
78 a  bid the organization have unrslatad business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year coveredbythis retum? ... ... . . 783 X
f If"Yes," has it filad a tax return on Form 890-T for this year? . ..., . e DNLA | 78D
79  Was there a liquidation, dissolution, termination, or substantial oontractlon dunng the year? 79 X
If "Yes," attach a staternent s X
80 a s the arpanization refated (otharthan by association with a statewide or nationwlde organization) through cormon membership, By 2 g
goveming bodles, trusteas, officers, elc., o any other exempt or nanexempt organization? ... 80a X
b 1f"Yes," enter the name of the organization > S e :
and check whether itls [ axemptor [__I nonexsmpt. ;
81 a Enter direct or indirect political axpanditures. See llne 81 Instructions ..o | o1a | 0.5 S
b Did the organization fila FOM 1120-POL fOr TS YBAIZ _.__,...._.........ooooiiooooietrese e sasss st eesas st metss b ene s e senee 81b X
82 a Did the arganization raceiva donated services or the usa of matarials, squipment, or faciliies at na charga or at substantially lass than
fair rental value? ... 82a | X
b 1"Ves." you may Indicate the valuo of thess Rems hera. Do not nclude ths amount as revenue in Part | orasan ey
expensa in Part Il (Seainstructions I PartlllL) . [820 ] 12,000 .pas
83 a Did the organization comply with the pubilc inspection requirements for returns and axemption applications? ... ..o 83 | X
b DId the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating to quid pro quo contributions? . N/A | 83h
84 a Did tha organkation solict any contributions or gifts that were not taxdeductible? ... ... . e, B4a X
b If Yes," did the organization Include with evary solicitation an exprass statament that such contridutions o gifts were not S S R
EBX GBBUCHDIO? ..., ..o oo\ _\eocteosssise s cetisemseeee e eesst s se s emssmene e e oo N/A .. Bdh
85  501(c)4), (5), or (6) arganizations. 3 Were substantially all dues nondeductibla by members?___ 4
b Did the organization make only In-housa lobbying sxpenditures of $2,000 o less? .. o e N/A | 850
i *Yes" was answersd to elther 852 or 850, do not camplata 85¢ through 85h balow unless the organization recelved a walver for poytay  Fiv e
owed for the prior year. S
¢ Dues, assessmants, and Similar amounts frommembers 85¢ N/A
¢ Section 162(s) lobbying and polltlcal expangtures e, 85d N/A
e Aggmgats nondeductible amount of section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices . .o 858 N/A :
f Taxable amount of lobbying and poitical axpendRures (line 85 1eSS BS8) . ...ccoovvveoreerree ast N/A Gt
g Does the organization elect to pay the section 6033(e) tax on the amount on lina 857 . N/A. . .. |ss
hIf saction 6033(a)(1)A) duss noticas were sent, daoes the organization agree to add the amount on lina BSf to lts masonabla eshmata of dues
allocable to nondeductible fobbying and political expenditures for the following taxyear? ... N/A . |8sn
86  501(c)7) organizations. Enter: g Initiation fees and capital contributions included on tine 12 . .. | 86a N/A R e
b Gross racelpts, Included on line 12, for public use of club facilities ., ———— N/A
87  501(c)(12) organizations. EMer: 3 Gross income from mambars or shamholders ........................... 872 N/A
b Gross income from othar sources. (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts dua or received from IBM.) ... oo sest s srree e 87 N/A
88  Atanytime during the year, did the organlzation own a 50% or greatsr intarest In a taxable corporation or partnarship,
or an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Ragulations sections 301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3?
HEYBS, GOMIDIBLE PAMIX ........¢overeeoiececcee oo ee e eeeeeesemeeeeeme et st sate TR AR s e s eesserrerestaesasessassaes sraet et eseetvemeemeeeeeemeean
89 3 501(c)(S) otganizations. Enter: Amount of tax imposed on tha organization durlng the year under:
section 49110 0 . ;saction 4912 > 0 . : saction 4955 P
b 507(c)(3) and 507(c)(4) organizations. Did the drganization engage in any section 4958 excess banefit
transaction during the year or did it become aware of an axcess benefit transaction from a prior year?
1 "Yes,” altach a statement explaining BBCH ERAASACHON . .. ... oo esrsesrs s st sestssssre st e sarensses e meeeseeeeneees 8sb X
¢ Enter: Amount of tax impesad on ths organization managers or disqualified persons during the year under
SECHONS 4912, 4855, AN 4058 __ ...\ ooeooeooteoeeeoeoe oo oeeee oo eeeo o eee e eet st esemteseseeee e eees e eesee sy e ereeeeeereese oo > 0.
d  Enter: Amount of tax on lin 89c, above, reimbursed by the organlzation . > 0.
802 List the states with which a copy of this mtum isfilsd P> _Georgia
b Number of employeas smploysd In the pay period that includes March 12,2002 . ..o [son | 21
81 Thebooksare lncare of ™ Andy Carden Tetephone no. > 770-461-0813

zp+4 > 30214

Locatedat > 390 IL.ee Street Favyetteville, GA

92 Section 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitabla trusts filing Famm 990 In leu of FOrM 1041= CRECK NI ...\ oo eecses s
T and entar the amount of tax-exampt intarest received or accrued durng thetaxysar ... ... > [ 82 l N/A
Forrn 890 (2002)

01-22-03

5
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58-1364158 Paga &

Form 990 (2002) Fayette Senior Services, Inc.
fBae Vil Analysis of Income-Producing Activities (See page 31 of the Instructions.)

Note: Enter gross amounts unless otherwise L___(%".@%ted business :‘CWW (‘c)” ded by eection 512, 513, ar 412 ©
(8) Exalu- (D) Related or exempt

indlcated. .
83 Program sarvica ravenue: a%%ggss Amaunt e Amount function income
a2 Transportation 4,233.
p Center Meals 18,603.
¢ Home Delivered Meals 18,729,
¢ Respite Care 3,994.
s MISC
{ Medicare/Modicaid payments ... ... ...
p Feas and contracts from govemment agenclas ..
94 Membsarship dues and assessments
95 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments 14 16,920.
96 Dividends and interest from securities _.............. . - :
87 Net rantal income or (lass) from real estate: : T e e o e
a debt-financed property ..o
b not debl-financed property e,
98 Net rantal income or (loss) from personal property .
89 Other investmentincoms ... ...
100 Galn or (loss) from sales of assets
other thaninventory ... ... ...
101 Netincoma or (loss) fromspeclatevents 18,852.
102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of nventory ..
103 Other revenue;

]

b

c

(]

a o
104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and(E)) ... 0. 16 ,.920. 64,411.
105 Total (add iine 104, catumns (B), (D), 20 (E)) ........c...voeeesveeeooeeeeeeeessereees oo > 81,331.

Nate: Line 105 plus line 1d, Part |, should equal the amount on lina 12, Part |,
Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (Sae page 32 of the instructions.)

. | Explain how aach activity for which incoma is reportad in colsmn (E) of Part VI contributed importantly to the accompiishrent of the organization's
examipt purposes (other than by providing funds for such purposas).

93 All activities are directly related to the or anization’s exempt
101 urpose, which is providin rograms to improve the quality of life
for older residents of Fayette Count including those who may be

handicapped. _— —
Information Regarding Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities (Ses page 32 oftha instructions.)

N (A) (8) © (1) {E
ame, address, and EIN of corporation, Parcantage of Nature of activities Total incoma End-of-year
partnership, or disreqarded entity ownership interast assets
%
— N/A %
%
B0 OGS N % -
ket AT Information Regarding Transfers Assoclated with Personal Benefit Contracts (Ses page 33 of tha instructions.)
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members i
VIA: City Managgﬁw«'@f ’/%’ ‘éz\

Assistant City Mana
FROM: Administrative Services Director / City Clerk '/’/
DATE: May 27, 2004

SUBJECT: Request for Funding for Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence
June 3, 2004 Council Agenda Item

Recommendation:

Consider approval of the attached request from the Fayette County Council on Domestic
Violence in the amount of $7,500 from the City’s FY2004 budget (attachment 1) and, if
approved, authorize the Mayor to sign the attached agreement between the City and the Fayette
County Council on Domestic Violence (attachment 2).

Discussion:

At the May 20, City Council meeting, Council approved clarifications to the policy on non-profit
funding. This clarification allows for a different calculation of how much funding a non-profit
agency may be entitled to receive. The Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence has
requested $7,500, which is the maximum funding permitted to a non-profit agency providing
basic needs to the City’s residents. We have not yet received a copy of this agency’s Form 990
but I have attached information on their budget and the services they provided in 2003
(attachment 3).

Budget Impact:

This request would have a budget impact of $7,500.
/jsm

Attachments
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Attachment 1

— g, ’ Funding Request

PracnTnrm e T For Non-Profit Organizations

Organization Name: FNH:TTE Cﬁ Couucu. ON bOMEST\C \/IDLEMCE
Address:_P.0. Boy 854 FAJETTEVILLE | Ge 3oary
Phone #: (19) N0~ 1 0Y pm:_(_v_gp) 4LO- 54l
Contact Person: _ QU NJIA 5T RILKLAND (AS o _J3]o4)
Tite:_EYecuTIvE DIRECTOR

Einancial Information:
Total Annual Budget: #1410, L0
Total Clicnts Served Annually: __ 2,134 + DWECT sves- | PREVENTION SNCs, "%"'H

Peachtree City Residents Served Annually: {H 30! BIRELT S9Cs .-103, PREVENTION 5¥¢5.-1430

Funding Regyest Information:
Funding Amount Requested: $1500

FundingUse(s)'gn g_)u‘(gucc QUR LEGAL A‘% 2%(:3{ SERVICES T0__LLIENTS,
INCLUDING ASSISTANIE WITH EMERGE AbTECTIVE ORBERS.
Additional Information on Organization/Services: WE_0PERATE A TRANS (TIONAL HOv4ING
PROGRAM FOR WOMEN ANh THEIR CMILAREN T PROVIDE 24-HOUR CRISIS SERVICES

EIR NOMESTIC VIDLENCE VICTI M5 WOMEN'S SUPPORT GROVPS, LEGAL AMVOCAC
SERVILES  AND A FPOb PANTRY. WE HAVE B TEEN BATING VIDLENCE PLEVENTION

prRbEAM THAT WE PRESENT 10 pn,u EAYETTE COUNTY Q¥ GRAME STUDENTS

ENM R_A ‘wm URER 0 comm
P\waQ. mess?mg\]cmmn QT%_%.A%_Q&E&M% TTACH E\S‘ﬂ}“’*
Date Council Amount

Submitied: Approval Date: Approved:




Attachment 2

STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE
AGREEMENT
This Agreement entered into this day of , 2004, by

and between FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC.
(hereinafter “FCCDV”), and the CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA (hereinafter

“City”).

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

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

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

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

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

1.

In exchange for the services provided by FCCDV to the City and residents of the
City, the City hereby agrees to pay the sum of $ for the period
October 1, 2003 through and including September 30, 2004.

Executed the day and date first above mentioned.

FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC. GEORGIA

By: President By: Steve Brown, Mayor




Attachment 3

Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence

April 14,2004
Dear City Council Members:

As an addendum to our request for funding, I’d like to include information about our
annual budget and funding sources. Our 2003-2004 general budget is $141,606. Our
sources of annual funding are as follows:

Fayette County Board of Commissioners $ 10,000
Crime Victims Fund (collected from additional

fees assessed to defendants) 10,000
Fayette Thrift Shop 36,000
Peachtree City City Council ?
Program Services Fees 5,000

$61,000 (+PTC funding)

In 1994, we received $3000 from Peachtree City. From FY1995 through FY2002 we
received $6000 and in FY 2003 we received $6500.

The rest of our funds come from small grants from local organizations, donations from
churches, individuals, businesses/clubs, and from fundraisers. Generally we receive
between $1000-$3000 from Coweta Fayette EMC and the Clothes Less Traveled Thrift
Shop. The donations we receive from businesses, churches, clubs, and individuals does
vary from year to year but averages approximately $16,000-$18,000 annually. Our
fundraisers last year included the Annual Fashion Show Luncheon/Silent Auction, a
Poker Run, the Celebration of Life concert, used cell phone drives, and a dinner at the
Wyndham Peachtree Conference Center.

Because we receive so little government funding, we must work very hard to raise money
through fundraisers and requests for donations. We operate on a shoestring budget, a
small staff that has not grown in over 10 years, and a dedicated cadre of volunteers that
assist us in providing the multitude of services we offer to the community.

We hope that you will consider funding us at the full amount available and we thank you
for your years of support of the Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence.

Sincerely,

,6%% < (ampell

Bonnie L. Campbell
Executive Director

P. 0. Box 854 e« Fayetteville, Georgia 30214 « (770) 460-1604
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Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence

2003 YEAR END REPORT
Number of domestic violence incidents reported to law enforcement:
Fayette County Sheriff’s Office 179
Fayetteville Police Department 112
Peachtree City Police Department 356
Tyrone Police Department 21
Total 668
Individual Clients Assisted:
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
330 373 355 416 465
Number of Children Represented: 482 532
Number of Participants in Support Group: 55 53
Emergency Protective Orders Obtained: 61 104
Number of Students in Dating Violence Classes: 1542 1675
Number of Women in Transitional House During Year: 8 9
Number of Children in T.H. with Mother: 11 15
Number of Community Awareness Talks Given: 24 19
Number of Persons in Attendance at Talks: 1334 999
SERVICES PROVIDED

*Crisis Counseling

*24 Hour Emergency Number

*Weekly Support Group —with Free Child Care

*Transitional Housing Program

*Legal Advocacy — Protective Orders, Court Presence

*]'een Dating Violence Program — All Fayette County High Schools
*Speakers Burcau

*Food Pantry

P. O. Box 854 « Fayetteville, Georgia 30214 (770) 460-1604




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

VIA: City Manage
Assistant City Managgr

TO: Mayor & Council Members L]
~ 4 /i /,«
Lo, ,/%/A
FROM:  Administrative Services Director / City Clerk Zf“/
U
DATE: May 27, 2004

SUBJECT: Consider CAR on Consent Agenda Items
June 3, 2004, Council Meeting Agenda

Recommendation:

Consider approval of the attached CAR 8-8, Criteria for Determining Consent Agenda Items.

Discussion:

At Retreat, Council discussed the criteria for placing items on the consent agenda. As a part of
that discussion, Council requested that staff develop a CAR describing the criteria used in
determining what issues should be placed on the consent agenda. CAR 8-8 identifies criteria and
provides examples of those items which staff believes are appropriate for the consent agenda.

Budget Impact:
None
/jsm

Attachment




CAR 8-8 CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING CONSENT ~ CAR 8-8

AGENDA ITEMS

OPR: City Hall

/04

Purpose Section I Authorization for Consent Agenda Section  III
Policy I Criteria for Consent Agenda Items v

L

IL

1L

Purpose:

The purpose of this CAR is to describe the criteria used in determining what issues should be placed on the
City Council consent agenda.

Policy:

It is the policy of the City Council that Council meeting be conducted as efficiently as possible and that
routine matters be handled expeditiously to allow more time for those agenda items that require input from
the public and discussion by Council. In an effort to improve efficiency, some agenda items are placed on
the consent agenda, enabling the Council to approve these items with little or no discussion.

Authorization for Consent Agenda:

The City Code of Ordinances authorizes a consent agenda in Sec. 2-33, which states

Sec. 2-33 (b) Consent Agenda. In preparing an agenda the city clerk may separately designate items as
“consent agenda,” which may be acted upon by the council as described in 2-36 (f) of this article. The
consent agenda shall consist of routine, non-controversial items, which (in the city manager’s determination)
can be appropriately considered in bulk in the council meeting.

Action on the consent agenda is described in Sec 2-36 (f), which states:

Except as herein provided, the consent agenda shall be considered in bulk and voted upon with a single
motion. At the time of consideration of the consent agenda, a council member or the mayor may announce
items they wish to speak about or vote against. The presiding officer may also ask if any person in
attendance wishes to speak on any item. Such items shall be considered separately and not as a portion of
any motion to call for action on the remainder of the consent agenda. The city clerk, on all matters
contained in the consent agenda, shall record the yes and no votes on each item separately as if each item
had been moved and voted upon separately.

. Criteria for Items to be placed on the Consent Agenda:

When preparing Council meeting agendas, staff will evaluate each agenda item to determine if it may be
appropriate to be placed on the consent agenda. The City Manager will make the final determination on
which items are placed on the consent agenda. Items on the consent agenda are to be limited to routine,
non-controversial matters for which there is adequate information provided to enable Council to take action
without the need for discussion. These items include, but are not limited to, the following:
Appointments to boards, commissions and authorities

Routine resolutions (i.e. indemnification, call for election)

Changes in licensees and license representatives at businesses already having an alcohol license
Approval of bids that are budgeted for and meet budget or are under budget and have a value of
$250,000 or less

Routine budget amendments

Routine contracts (i.e. LARP)

Routine grants, intergovernmental agreements, etc.

VYV VVVY

APPROVED:
Mayor and Council




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Councilmembers

VIA: City Managgﬁwﬁ/ ’ ég,
Director of Financial $ervices *

7

Assistant Finance Director @}C/i
FROM: Director of Leisure Serv@g
DATE: May 25, 2004

SUBJECT: Glenloch Baby Pool
(June 3 City Council Agenda)

Recommendation: That $12,800 be allocated from Council Contingency to re-work the baby
pool at Glenloch Recreation Center to add a separate chlorination/filtration system in accordance
with county health codes and add a water play feature for small children.

Discussion: This is an item that has been in our staff plan for the past couple of years but has
never survived cuts in the budget process due to other priorities. However, the mayor has
received recent communication from concerned residents in the area surrounding the Glenloch
Recreation Center about the appearance of the Glenloch pool area, and how they feel it is
contributing to a growing problem with groups of teens and young adults loitering in the area.
The teens often use bad language, smoke cigarettes right next to the tennis courts while people
are playing and are generally disrespectful to tennis instructors when the instructors ask them to
leave. There are also reports of drug transactions being executed in that area. The police are
aware of the situation and have taken actions, and the parks monitor has been instructed to make
frequent visits to the area during his daily tours.

As you know, we have been upgrading the Glenloch Recreation facility for the past couple of
years, adding the white vinyl fence last year and this year, upgrading the playground last year
and upgrading the pool fencing this year. Also budgeted for this year is re-surfacing the
basketball court, adjacent to the tennis courts. We also have $40,000 budgeted in the FY 2005
PIP for grading and landscaping improvements there. We will budget in 2006 to resurface the
tennis courts.

Staff believes that upgrading the baby pool is an important service to citizens, for several
reasons:




. First, the baby pool is unusable at this time because it does not have its own
filtration/chlorination system, and is deemed unsafe to use due to the danger for
spread of bacteria. We have not been using it since the Whitewater incident
several years ago. Part of the work being recommended would provide that
filtration/chlorination system.

. The Glenloch pool sits amidst neighborhoods that contain many young
children. When it was being used, the baby pool attracted families with
children too young to go into the deeper pool. The baby pool provided a good
alternative for parents to entertain their toddlers while older children were in
the large pool.

o Activating the baby pool will bring back families to the pool, thus increasing
its attendance level as well as increasing revenue. It will also help establish the
activity center as a family activity area, not a hang out for teens and young
adults who interact inappropriately with other facility users.

° The process to upgrade the Glenloch facility is important to the neighborhoods
that surround it. It is a well-established fact that upgrading public facilities in
neighborhoods can spawn similar upgrading in the housing and can raise
property values.

Budget Impact: This is an unbudgeted item and would impact the Council Contingency if
approved as requested. The finance director confirmed that there are ample funds to cover this

expense.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Counci] Members

FROM: City Plannerw !
: Y %
VIA: City Manage[é,ﬂmg Z //
Finance Director
Developmental Services Director&tﬁ
DATE: May 25, 2004

SUBJECT: Transportation Enhancement Memorandum of Understanding
GA 54 East landscape enhancements, Phase 4

June 3, 2004 City Council agenda

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Memorandum of Understanding

for Phase 4 of the GA 54 East landscape enhancement project.

Discussion:

Earlier this year, City Staff submitted three applications to the Georgia Department of
Transportation for funding consideration through the Federal Transportation Enhancement grant
program. These applications included funding for Phase 4 of the GA 54 East landscape
enhancement project; the GA 54 West landscape and streetscape enhancement project; and the
GA 74 North multi-use bridge.

City Staff received notification from GA DOT that we were selected to receive funding in the
amount of $167,840 for Phase 4 of the GA 54 East landscape enhancement project in FY 04-05.
This dollar amount is less than what was originally requested, but will still allow us to enhance the
appearance of the GA 54 East corridor from Peachtree Parkway to the City limits.

Budget impact:
The total project cost for Phase 4 of the GA 54 East landscape enhancement project is estimated

to be $201,408, with a local match of 20% required ($33,568). City Staff plans to design this
project in house, which can be used to offset the local share requirement. Staff has identified
funding for this project within the proposed Public Improvements Program for FY 2006.

Attachment




TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

BETWEEN

The City of Peachtree City, hereinafter called the "SPONSOR", and the Georgia
Department of Transportation, hereinafter called the "DEPARTMENT",

RELATIVE TO

The SPONSOR assuming responsibility for tasks associated with Preliminary
Engineering for application number 8-113-04-04, Fayette County, hereinafter called the

"PROJECT".

WHEREAS the PROJECT is a Transportation Enhancement (TE) approved for
Federal-Aid funds with a required local match of at least 20% of the PROJECT's Total

Cost; and
L IT IS THE INTENTION OF THE PARTIES:

That the SPONSOR fund 100% of the Preliminary Engineering for the
PROJECT; and that the DEPARTMENT may apply said expenditure toward the
SPONSOR'S local match of the PROJECT'S Total Cost, subject to the DEPARTMENT
and the Federal Highway Administration's approval.

II. IT IS AGREED:

A. That the SPONSOR certifies that local funds have been budgeted to undertake
Preliminary Engineering for the PROJECT; and that an accounting system has
been established to track project-specific Preliminary Engineering
expenditures.

B. That prior to construction of the PROJECT, the SPONSOR will certify, to the
DEPARTMENT, the amount of eligible expended funds allowable toward the
PROJECT'S Total Local Match.

III.  IT IS AGREED:

A. That construction funding will be dependent upon the SPONSOR receiving
historical/environmental clearances through the DEPARTMENT; certifying
existing or acquired Right-of-Way to the DEPARTMENT; producing a
complete set of biddable construction plans meeting appropriate safety,
access, and design standards; and preparing and forwarding construction bid
procedures and documents for the DEPARTMENT'S review.

B. That nothing contained herein shall obligate the DEPARTMENT to proceed
with subsequent stages of the PROJECT.




C. That the SPONSOR'S expenditure prior to execution of an Agreement with
the DEPARTMENT for construction of the PROJECT shall be at the sole cost
and risk to the SPONSOR. Should the SPONSOR or the DEPARTMENT
determine that for any reason the PROJECT is unable to enter subsequent
stages, the DEPARTMENT is not responsible for reimbursement of local
funds expended on the PROJECT.

IV. The SPONSOR shall be responsible for all costs for the continual
maintenance and the continual operations of the project, including any and all sidewalks
and the grass strip between the curb and gutter and the sidewalk, within the PROJECT

limits.

V. The SPONSOR shall Certify that they have read and understand the
regulations for “Certification of Compliances with Federal Procurement
Requirements, State Audit Requirements, and Federal Audit Requirements” as
stated in Attachment “A” of this AGREEMENT and will comply in full with said

provisions.

V1. The SPONSOR shall accomplish all of the design activities for the PROJECT.
The design activities shall be accomplished in accordance with the DEPARTMENT's
Plan Development Process, the applicable guidelines of the American Association of
State Highway and Transportation Officials, hereinafter referred to as “AASHTO”, the
DEPARTMENT's Standard Specifications Construction of Transportation Systems, 2001
Edition, the DEPARTMENT’s Plan Presentation Guide, PROJECT schedules, and
applicable guidelines of the DEPARTMENT. The SPONSOR's responsibility for design
shall include, but is not limited to the following items:

a. Prepare environmental studies, documentation, and reports for the
PROJECT that show the PROJECT is in compliance with the provisions of the
National Environmental Protection Act and Georgia Environmental Protection
Act, as appropriate to the PROJECT funding. This shall include any and all
archaeological, historical, ecological, air, noise, underground storage tanks (UST),
and hazardous waste site studies required. The SPONSOR shall submit to the
DEPARTMENT all environmental documents and reports for review and
approval by the DEPARTMENT and the FHWA.

b. Perform all work required to obtain project permits, including, but not
limited to, US Army Corps of Engineers 404 and Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) approvals. These efforts shall be coordinated with
the DEPARTMENT.

c. Prepare the PROJECT's drainage design including erosion control plans
and the development of the hydraulic studies for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency Floodways and acquisition of all necessary permits
associated with the drainage design.




d. The SPONSOR shall employ only persons qualified and duly registered
in the appropriate category in responsible charge of supervision and design of the
work and further shall employ only qualified and duly registered surveyors in
responsible charge of any survey work.

e. Failure of the SPONSOR to follow the DEPARTMENT’s Plan
Development Process will jeopardize the use of Federal funds in some or all of
the categories outlined in this AGREEMENT, and it shall be the responsibility of
the SPONSOR to make up the loss of that funding.

VIL All Primary Consultant firms hired by the SPONSOR to provide services on
the PROJECT shall be prequalified with the DEPARTMENT in the appropriate area-

classes.

VIII. The PROJECT construction and right of way plans shall be prepared in
English units.

IX. The DEPARTMENT shall review and has approval authority for all aspects of
the PROJECT. The DEPARTMENT will work with the FHWA to obtain all needed
approvals with information furnished by the SPONSOR.

X. The SPONSOR shall be responsible for the design of all structure(s) and
preparation of any required hydraulic and hydrological studies within the limits of this
PROJECT in accordance with the DEPARTMENT’s policies and guidelines. The
SPONSOR shall perform all necessary survey efforts in order to complete the design of
the structure (s) and prepare any required hydraulic and hydrological studies. The final
structural plans shall be incorporated into this PROJECT as a part of this AGREEMENT.

XI. The SPONSOR shall follow the DEPARTMENT's procedures for
identification of existing and proposed utility facilities on the PROJECT. These
procedures, in part, require all requests for existing, proposed, or relocated facilities to
flow through the DEPARTMENT's Project Manager and the District Utilities Engineer.

XII. The SPONSOR shall address all railroad concerns, comments, and
requirements to the satisfaction of the DEPARTMENT.

XIIL. Upon the SPONSOR's determination of the rights of way required for the
PROJECT, approval of the right of way plans and a written Notice to Proceed by the
DEPARTMENT, the necessary rights of way for the PROJECT shall be acquired by the
SPONSOR. Right of Way acquisition shall be in accordance with Public Law 91-646,
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Policies Act of 1970, as amended,
and the rules and regulations of the FHWA including, but not limited to, Title 23, United
States Code; 23 CFR 710, et. seq., and 49 CFR Part 24, and the rules and regulations of
the DEPARTMENT. Failure of the SPONSOR to follow these requirements may result
in the loss of Federal funding for the PROJECT and it will be the responsibility of the
SPONSOR to make up the loss of that funding. All required right of way shall be
obtained and cleared of obstructions, including underground storage tanks, prior to




advertising the PROJECT for bids. The SPONSOR shall further be responsible for
making all changes to the approved right of way plans, as deemed necessary by the
DEPARTMENT, for whatever reason, as needed to purchase the right of way or to match
actual conditions encountered. The SPONSOR shall be responsible for certifying the

Right of Way.

XIV. Upon completion and approval of the PROJECT plans and bid documents,
the Department will authorize the SPONSOR to advertise the project for bids. The
SPONSOR shall be solely responsible for advertising and awarding the construction
contract (subject to the Department’s recommendation) for the PROJECT.

XV. The SPONSOR shall review and make recommendations concerning all shop
drawings prior to submission to the DEPARTMENT. The DEPARTMENT shall have

final authority concerning all shop drawings.

XVI. The SPONSOR shall be responsible for the professional quality, technical
accuracy, and the coordination of all designs, drawings, specifications, and other services
furnished by or on behalf of the SPONSOR pursuant to this AGREEMENT. The
SPONSOR shall correct or revise, or cause to be corrected or revised, any errors or
deficiencies in the designs, drawings, specifications, and other services furnished for this
PROJECT. Failure by the SPONSOR to address the errors or deficiencies within 30 days
shall cause the SPONSOR to assume all responsibility for construction delays caused by
the errors and deficiencies. All revisions shall be coordinated with the DEPARTMENT
prior to issuance. The SPONSOR shall also be responsible for any claim, damage, loss or
expense that is attributable to negligent acts, errors, or omissions related to the designs,
drawings, specifications, and other services furnished by or on behalf of the SPONSOR

pursuant to this AGREEMENT.

XVIIL. Both the SPONSOR and the DEPARTMENT hereby acknowledge that
time is of the essence. The Sponsor shall have the project ready to bid within two years
from the Date of Award of Funds.

XVIII. This AGREEMENT is made and entered into in FULTON COUNTY,
Georgia, and shall be governed and construed under the laws of the State of Georgia.
The covenants herein contained shall, except as otherwise provided, accrue to the benefit
of and be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto.




In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Memorandum of

Understanding, this day of , 2004.
RECOMMENDED: City of Peachtree City
BY:

Director of Planning and Programming

GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF IN THE PRESENCE OF:
TRANSPORTATION
BY:
Commissioner Witness
ATTEST:
Notary Public
Treasurer




ATTACHMENT A
CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCES

I hereby certify that I am a principle and duly authorized representative of
whose address is and it is also certified

that:
I. PROCUREMENT REQUIREMENTS

The below listed provisions of Federal Procurement requirements shall be
complied with throughout the contract period:

(a) 49 CFR Part 18 Section 36
Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative
Agreements to State and Local Governments — Procurement

(b) 23 CFR 635 Subpart A — Contract Procedures

II. STATE AUDIT REQUIREMENT

The provisions of Section 36-81-7 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated,
relating to the “Requirement of Audits” shall be complied with throughout the
contract period in full such that:

(a) Each unit of local government having a population in excess of
1,500 persons or expenditures of $ 175,000.00 or more shall
provide for and cause to be made an annual audit of the financial
affairs and transactions of all funds and activities of the local
government for each fiscal year of the local government.

(b)  The governing authority of each local unit of government not
included above shall provide for and cause to be made the audit
required not less often than once every two fiscal years.

(c) The governing authority of each local unit of government having
expenditures of less than $ 175,000.00 in that government’s most
recently ended fiscal year may elect to provide for and cause to be
made, in lieu of the biennial audit, an annual report of agreed upon
procedures for that fiscal year.

(d) A copy of the report and any comments made by the state auditor
shall be maintained as a public record for public inspection during
the regular working hours at the principal office of the local
government.  Those units of local government not having a




principal office shall provide a notification to the public as to the
location of and times during which the public may inspect the
report.

(e) The audits of each local government shall be conducted in
accordance with generally accepted government auditing
standards.

III. FEDERAL AUDIT REQUIREMENT

The provisions of OMB Circular A-133 issued pursuant to the Single Audit Act of
1984, P.L. 98-502, and the Single Audit Act Amendments of 1996, P.L. 104-156
shall be complied with throughout the contract period in full such that:

(@)

(b

(©)

d

Non-Federal entities that expend $ 300,000 or more in a year in Federal
awards shall have a single or program-specific audit conducted for that
year in accordance with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133.

Non-Federal entities that expend less than $ 300,000 a year in Federal
awards are exempt from Federal audit requirements for that year, but
records must be available for review or audit by appropriate officials of
the Federal agency, pass-through entity, and General Accounting Office

(GAO).

Except for the provisions for biennial audits provided in paragraphs (1)
and (2) below, audits required shall be performed annually. Any biennial
audit shall cover both years within the biennial period.

(1) A State or local government that is required by constitution or
statute, in effect on January 1, 1987, to undergo its audits less
frequently than annually, is permitted to undergo its audits
biennially. This requirement must still be in effect for the biennial
period under audit.

(2)  Any non-profit organization that had biennial audits for all biennial
periods ending between July 1, 1992, and January 1, 1995, is
permitted to undergo its audits biennially.

The audit shall be conducted in accordance with Generally Accepted
Government Auditing Standards.

Date

Signature




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council Members
VIA:

FROM:

DATE: May 27, 2004

SUBJECT: Update Status of TDK Boulevard Extension Project
June 3, 2004 City Council Agenda Item

City staff will provide a briefing on the current status of the referenced project. Peachtree City
Airport Authority members will also be available for questions.

F:\HOME\Troy\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS\ROADS\TDKEXT\DESIGMCouncil Update.doc




