City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
May 18, 2000

7:00 p.m.
l. Pledge of Allegiance
Il. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Employee of the Month — David McDaniel

[l Minutes — May 4, 2000
IV.  Old Agenda Items
V. New Agenda Items
05-00-08 Public Hearing — Variance, Southern Shore, Lot 155
05-00-09 Public Hearing — Variance, Lot 1 Kedron Office Park
05-00-10 Consider Alcohol License Transfer, Valentino’s, 460 Crosstown Drive
05-00-11 Briefing on Community Messenger System
05-00-12 Consider Authorization of LARP Contract

VI. Council/Staff Topics

VII. Executive Session

Notice: This agenda is subject to change up to 24-hours prior to the meeting.




ANNOUNCEMENTS - 5/18/00

1. Mayor Lenox will present the Employee of the Month Award to David McDaniel.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Manager.
DATE: May 11, 2000

SUBJECT: May 4" City Council Meeting Minutes

The City Clerk is on vacation this week; therefore, the May 4" City Council
meeting minutes will be made available for approval at the June 1* Council
meeting.

JB:gr




POSITION PAPER
Proposed Variance: Lot 155 Southern Shore
Director of Developmental Services 2w [0f
May 10, 2000

Situation:

The house under construction on Lot 155 Southern Shore, 211 Palisades, is situated one foot
behind the required building setback line. The builder wants to construct a set of stairs on the
front of the house that would encroach into the setback about 11 feet. He has applied for a
variance for that proposed encroachment (Attachment “A”).

Facts:

1. The house under construction has a troubled past. It was started some time ago, then
abruptly stopped. Next it went into foreclosure and was subsequently purchased by a new
builder who has been trying to overcome its many problems.

2 The Southern Shore Subdivision is zoned R-15 Residential. The front setback in that district
is 40 feet. However, because Lot 155 is on a cul-de-sac and is pie shaped, the front setback
line was moved back to 54 feet in order to maintain a lot width of at least 95 feet at the
setback line. The setback line for both Lots 154 and 156 is 40 feet.

3. If the stairs are constructed as proposed, they would still be more than 40 feet back from the
front property line.

4. The proposed variance has been properly posted and advertised.

Recommendation:

The staff recommends the variance be approved as requested. The encroachment of 11 feet for
the front stairs is relatively minor, and the stairs would still be set back further than construction
would be permitted on either of the adjoining lots.

The builder has done a good job so far in rescuing the abandoned construction project. If he is
forced to finish the house without a variance, it will require additional fill near the front door
which will be most unattractive. It will also require a stairway that will be out of scale with the
existing house and architecturally inappropriate for the situation.

The current builder is making the best of a bad situation. A variance for the front stairs will help
him finish the house in as attractive a way as possible under the circumstances.

IBW/jir

Attachment “A”
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REQUEST FOR VARIANCE
ZONING ORDINANCE, CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

This is a request for a variance from the requirements of the Peachtree C"xt); Zoning Ordinance for the property located at:

2/ Pacisadés - Lot (58 JowrHern Shote Phise Vi

LANQ ot 124 71 Qi) PeacareecCity  fademe Co, GA
v 7 ! B

The reason this variance if being requested is as follows: __ JAE OR/(GINAL Bu/ideR wi) STARTEY THL

HSE, (ANY SINCE HAT ABANOONED THE PEOIECT) JITUATED THE STRACTURE 50 CLISE.

70 _THE FRONT RulLDiNg LINE THAT THE [FRONT ENTRY J?‘qleumlq CANNST BE

COMSTRACTED Wi THOKT (CROSSING INKTO THE [FRINT ¥ARY JSETBACK.

Along with this form, the applicant should submit a detailed report justifying the granting of the requested variance. In
preparing the report, please consider the following:

Variances from the provisions of this Ordinance may be approved by the City Council if it is determined that they will not cause
substantial detriment to the other parties or impair the purpose or inteat of this Ordinance; provided, however, that no variance can
be granted for s use that is specifically prohibited by this Ordinance within the zoning district in which the property is located.

In making a determination oa a variance request, the City Couacil shall consider the following factors:

a. Whether or not the special circumstances contributing to the request are peculiar to the particular property involved;
b. Whether or not the situation for which the request is béing made poses an unnecessary hardship for the applicant; and
¢ Whether or not the request is due to an intentional action of the applicant to violate the requirements of this Ordipance.

1 certify that I am the owner or duly authorized agent of the owner of the above described property:

Name: (Please type or Print) RICK SEWELL and 4ss0s, PC. -Rick Sewew, Aqenr

Address: /994 Rugay Avenue C.'//elye.ﬁrz-&; ¢A 30337

Phone: (do4) 766- /882

Signature:

A
ﬂ R TR MARAAREE L LXK R KR LR ERRETFEL T LKL LR

This request, along with the required fee and all necessary supplemental documents, has been properly submitted and is hereby
accepted for consideration by the City Council at a public hearing in the City Council Chambers at 7:00 PM on the date shown

below: / ~
Signature: Cﬁm&u é§ //; e T A I

Title: _ O} eeezen, O° Baé&z_@gm_zf\rr

Date of Acceptance: :A’fl%’ Lig v 2000

Datc of Public Hearing: _VIA"( 1A . D000

Attachment "A"
Page 1 of 5




Variance Request
Data Sheet
April 14, 2000

Project Location: 211 Palisades
Lot 155, Southern Shore Phase VI
Land Lot 124, 7th District
Peachtree City, Fayette Co., Georgia

Narrative: The subject property hosts an unfinished residential structure. This structure
was abandoned by the original builder and has been in an unfinished state for
over a year. The new owner has set about to complete the project despite many
obstacles. The site has extreme terrain yet with the proposed retaining walls and
landscaping, the project can be finished in an appropriate and visually pleasing
manner.

One condition can not be corrected, however, without this requested variance.
The structure was located so close to the front building line that the proposed
front entrance stairway can not be constructed without crossing into the front
yard setback.

Plea: Our request is in no way intended to impair the purpose or intent of the Zoning
Ordinance nor cause any detriment to other parties. We simply wish your
blessings on our request such that the home may be completed in an
architecturally suitable fashion and therewith remove what some neighbors
regard a nuisance to the neighborhood.

The property has remained in an unfinished state for a long period of time and
the existing conditions present seemingly overwhelming obstacles. While all
obstacles have been addressed and solutions identified, the mistakes and/or
abandonment by the previous builder have saddled anyone whom should
assume the completion of the project with a special set of circumstances that are
unique and peculiar to this particular property.

Since the new Owner had no involvement in the layout or planning of the site, to
disallow this request would in fact disallow the new Owners from enjoying a
home with a proper front entrance as called for in the architectural plans. The
homes surrounding this property all enjoy the proper architectural elements.
Deviation from the approved plans would jeopardize the intended architectural
integrity. To disallow this variance would pose an unnecessary hardship for the
new Owner by disallowing them the intended access to their front door. This
would diminish their full enjoyment of the property through no fault of their own.

The Owner of this unfinished home purchased this property with the intent of
enjoying the potential of this home in its fine surroundings. The new Owner is
simply trying to complete a project which is a gem in the rough. The situation
involving the front entrance of this home is a pre-existing condition and is truly
not an intentional action by the new Owner to violate the requirements of the
ordinance.

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 5
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LOT 156

PALISADES
~50" R/ W

794.40° TO THE R/V
OF SOUTHERN SHORE
DRIVE.

FOUNDATION
LOCATION

LoT 155
0.467 AC.

LOT 145

SETBACKS:

FRONT AS SHOWN
SIDE 10"

REAR 30’

LOT 146

This plat prepared for the purpose of
showing the FOUNDATION LOCATION for
the building department, and NOT to
be used or recorded for any other
purposes, such as transfer of title
of land.

In my opinion, this property does not lie

This plat was prepared for the exclusive use of the 7 my ]
person, persons or entity naned hereon. Said plat within the 100 year flood plain as shown
does not extend to any unamed person, persons on the FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP
or entity without a recertification by the surveyor Cammunity No.: 130078 0080 D

Dated: MARCH 18, 1996

naning said person, persons or entity.

RES COM PROPERTIES, INC.

PREPARED FOR:

suspvision:  SOUTHERN SHORE _PHASE VI PB. 26, PGS. 130 & 131

LOT 155 LAND LOT: 124 DATE: 12-30-97

BLOCK 7th DISTRICT REV: 03-04-98

SCALE: 1" = 30’ FAYETTE COUNTY, GA. JOB No. 971225
1 e f f erson consulting engineers surveyors planners
consultants R0'77£Z70—);g—297220l)ew}$ 04575205

Attachment
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POSITION PAPER
Proposed Variance: Lot 1, Kedron Office Park
Director of Developmental Services __ 3w [
May 10, 2000

Situation:

The owners of Lot 1, Kedron Office Park, desire to build a four-story office building on
the property. It is anticipated the proposed building would be between 55 feet and 58 feet
high. The property is currently zoned OI Office Institutional. According to the Zoning
Ordinance, Section 1005A .4, the maximum height for a permitted building in that district
is 35 feet. The owners have requested a variance of 23 feet in order to build the proposed
building (Attachment “A”).

Facts:

1.

The Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance has four commercial districts: LC Limited
Commercial, OI Office Institutional, GC General Commercial, and LUC Limited Use
Commercial.

In the LC and OI districts, Sections 1005.4 and 1005A.4, paragraph (f), it stipulates
“(f) Maximum building height: Thirty-five (35) feet.”

In the GC and LUC districts, Sections 1006.4 and 1006A.4, paragraph (f), it
stipulates “(f) Maximum building height: Ten (10) stories, but if over thirty-five (35)
feet, it must be approved by the fire department.”

In all four commercial districts, churches are permitted as conditional uses; and there
is no limit to their height as long as it is approved by the fire department.

The fire department has reviewed the drawings for the proposed building on Lot 1
and has no objection to the concept of a four-story building in that location.

The Planning Commission approved the conceptual site plan for the proposed
building on April 24, 2000, (Attachment “B”). This approval was subject to a
variance being granted to allow the building to exceed the 35-foot height limit.

At the request of the Planning Commission, the owners installed balloons at the
corners of the proposed building. The balloons were set at the height of a completed
four-story building. Upon inspection, the members of the Commission concluded the
increased height would not pose an aesthetic problem in that area.

The proposed variance has been properly posted and advertised.




Page 2
Proposed Variance: Lot 1, Kedron Office Park
May 10, 2000

Recommendation:

The staff recommends approval of the variance. The two main issues involved with
building height are fire safety and aesthetics. In this case, the Fire Marshal has approved
the concept from a safety standpoint; and the Planning Commission has assured itself that
the building would not be an unattractive feature in that area.

The staff feels that this building, if it is built as proposed, will be an extremely attractive
addition to the City. If the variance is not approved and the building is reduced to two
stories, it will occupy a much greater portion of the site and many of the best features of
the site plan will be lost. It is an excellent application of “smart growth” design
principles.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” and “B”




REQUEST FOR VARIANCE e
ZONING ORDINAN CE, CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

This is a request for a variance from the requirements of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance for the property located at:

T.ot. 1 of Kedropn Office Park, located at the Northeast intersection of Georgia

State Route 74 and Peachtree Parkway. Peachtree City, Georgia. Landlot 135

The reason this variance if being requested is as follows: Current zoning restricts buildings in

0T Office/Institutional districts from being over 35' in height. This would

prohibit buildings over twon stories in height in the district. while 10 stories

are allowed in similar districts such as LUC., The variance is requested to

allow a four story office building with a height between 55'-58'to be

constructed to minimize impact on surrounding trees and buffers

Along with this form, th_;e applicant should submit a detailed report justifying the granting of the requested variance. I
preparing the report, please consider the following: : .
Variances from the provisions of this Ordinance may be approved by the City Council if it is determined that they will not causc

substantial detriment to the other parties or impair the purpose or intent of this Ordinance; provided, however, that no variance car
be granted for a use that is specifically prohibited by this Ordinance within the zoning district in which the property is located.

In making a determination on a variance request, the City Council shall consider the following factors:
a. Whether or not the special circumstances contributing to the request are peculiar to the particular property invclved;

b. Whether or not the situation for which the request is being made poses an unnecessary hardship for the applicant; and

S. Whether or not the request is due to an intentional action of the applicant to violate the requirements of this Ordinance.

I certify that I am the owner or duly authorized agent of the owner of the above described property:

Name: (Please type or Print) William H. Foley
Address: 502 Creekside Way, Peachtree City, GA
Phone: AO04F761-1299 A

Signature: (\/Q/CA %L%

FR R R R KRR LR R RRR LR R KRR ERER

and-4ll necessary supplemental documents, has been properly submitted and is hereb

This request, along with the required
City Council Chambers at 7:00 PM on the date show

accepted for consideration by the City Council at a public hearing in the

below: S N
Signature: (\/27«%% g///%ﬂ'%a—«
V v
Title: - piﬂ{?é”[ﬂﬂ LF [}41/%/3'1/’ MEVTAL SSERVICES
Date of Acceptance: «A’fﬁ/f L 24 ' Z000 .
Date of Public Hearing: __MA 18> 2000 '
/ ¢ Attachment "A"

Page 1 of 3




Lot 1, Kedron Office Park

The request for a variance for this building is based on inconsistencies in the Peachtree
City Zoning Ordinance at it relates to Height restrictions. It is our understanding that this
ordinance is in process of review by staff and Planning Commission due to these
inconsistencies but that this project is the first to consider construction of such a project
in the OI district.

The proposed project is a corporate office building located in Kedron Office Park
(undeveloped) at the intersection of State Highway 74 and Peachtree Parkway. Current
wording of the ordinance will only allow a 35 foot height for a building, which would
only allow a building such as this to be 2 stories. Our request is to build a 4 story, 55-58
foot height building, thereby minimizing the size of the building footprint by over a third
of an acre, allowing more landscaping, more tree save, and less impact on buffer areas.

Past office park projects, such as Westpark were developed under LUC district, Section
1006A of the ordinance. This section provides for a maximum building height of ten (10)
stories, with fire department approval if over 35 feet (Article X, 1006A.4 (f)).

OI office institutional district states a maximum building height of 35 feet for allowed
uses (Article X, 1005A.4 (f)). For conditional uses the height restriction for the same
district is limited only by what is approved by the fire department. (Article X, 1005A.3

@)(7)).

This inconsistency in districts both allowing office buildings are the reason for the
variance request. Even in the same OI use a taller structure is allowed if a conditional
use. The benefit to the development of this building and site is that the smaller footprint
of the building will translate into less impact on the site, and a more economically viable
building construction. Granting this variance would create no other impacts.

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 3

N




6ozi-I (9)  PS08 WAEeD TRd vy o) g cof Supmg WY P gigt V194039 ‘AL FAYIHOVA
DNE SIDAUHDAY SALVIDOSSY NOISIg AT104 NOILVY0dY¥0D IA dNO¥D

SHE DNIATING HOIHJO NOJdd™

.coaN ‘18 HOYVN

) 5341HOVAd
C 4 hn a0 301440
! i

NAvd LY
4001 avod

00z v ¥aV | i

LR

j |

s S 9

—
—_—
Ry

KWAY (| ooy

114 PARKING SPACEs

P EACHTREE PAR

BUPFER

IV
URBED &)

d344N8 a3g94NLSIANN .05 3ais
d344N8 d394¥NLSIANN .05 dv3ay
MOvaLl3s ONIaTINgG .0 1INOY4

O MPRGY
UNDISTL

50

SINIWIHINDIAH MOvaLlds

$30VdS ¢ve d3qINOYd ONIXYEVYd

(830vds 0¥2) '4'S 000'L ¥3d ¥ a3yIN03d ONIMEVYd
(4'S000'09) 301440 AMOLS ¥ v3dv ONIATing
oV 159 v3adv 3Lis

AYVINWNS 3LIS

IIAH

Attachment
4 Page 3 of 3




TR e

Page 3

Planning Commission
Regular Mecting
Apﬂ124,2000

information needed to properly evaluate the sound and vibration in the area and how it
would be affected by the proposed abatement measures. Mr. Williams stated that the
owner’s permission would be required prior to entering his property and that the owner
would like to accompany the engineer doing the work.

Mr. John Dillahunt, a resident of Wynnmeade Subdivision, urged the Commission to hold
fast to the requirement for buffering between their subdivision and MacDuff Parkway.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A motion was made by Dr. Schumacher, seconded by Mr. Granger, and unanimously adopted
to approve the minutes of the regular meeting of April 10, 2000.

OLD AGENDA ITEMS

04-00-02 Conceptual Site Plan, Kedron Office Park, Building One

Mr. Mike Amos of Group VI Corporation was in attendance in Mr. Foley's absence; he
had been detained out of town. He explained that this project had been tabled at the last
Planning Commission meeting.  Since that time, Staff had met with the Planning

Attachment "g"
Page 1 of 4
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Page 4

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
April 24, 2000

for this particular building would have 160-170 employees on a given shift, but the other
tenant would also have parking requirements. He felt that requiring 180 parking spaces
for this project would probably cause the project to leave the City.

Mr. Amos also stated that they were in agreement with Staff and the Planning Commis-
sion regarding the main entrance to the Office Park from Peachtree Parkway:; it would be
landscaped and would reflect the aesthetics of its prime location. He added that they had
spoken to Pathway Communities at length regarding the detention. Pathways felt each

Attachment "g"
Page 2 of 4
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Page 5

Planning Commission
Regular Meseting
April 24, 2000

parcel should have its own detention, but Mr. Amos stated that Group VI was willing to
combine them into one location if Pathways chose to do that.

Mr. Saunders asked whether a traffic study would be required for thig project. Mr.
Williams explained that Pathways had already done a traffic study relative to the
shopping center and the intersection, and this project was taken into account at that time,
The Commissioners felt that a determination needed to be made as to whether the
previous traffic study met the requirements of the Traffic Ordinance or whether another
study would be required. Mr. Ames stated that a traffic study would not be required if
one had already been done.

Saunders noted that the raffic Ordinance stated that it would apply to all develo'pment

T
projects in the city for which a development building permit had not been issued as of the
date the Ordinance was adopted.

Attachment '"g"
Page 3 of 4
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Page 6

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
April 24, 2000

Pleasing and must pe Jully landscaped,
3. A complete set of architectural plans, including exterior material and color

selection, must pe Submitted to City Staff for review.

6. A complete site lighting plan, including all lighting Proposed on the exterior of the
building, must pe submitted toC ity Staff for review.

7. Prior to approval of the final site plan, and preferably as soon s possible, a Traffic

Impact Study should pe prepared which identifies whay impacts this development
might have on the G4 54 corridor. This Study should pe compared with the T; raffic

Study prepared Jor the overall Kedron Village commercial areq several years ago to

The Applicant agreed to the conditions, Mr. Finney was designated to be the Planning
Commission representative,

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

04-00-03 Conceptual Site Plan, MA Industries Expansion, Dividend Drive

Attachment 'g"
Page 4 of 4
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Counci]

FROM: City Clerk Ygé)/
'u

VIA: City Manager

DATE: May 2, 2000

SUBJECT: Alcohol License (transfer) -Valentino’s
Valentino’s Restaurant located at 460 Crosstown Drive is being sold to the Tailwind Development




Peachtree City

Georgia

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

I, Chief of Police James v. Murray, for the City of Peachtree

City, do hereby certify that.

Craig Michael May
Name

201 Planceer Place Peachtree City, GA 30269
Addressg

has been investigated and found not to have been convicted of, nor
to have entered a plea of nolo contendre, to any felony or
misdemeanor relating to the sale or use of alcoholic beverages or
illegal drugs within five (5) Years prior to the date of the

application for this license.




Peachtree City

Georgia

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

I, Chief of Police James V. Murray, for the City of Peachtree

City, do hereby certify that:

Carl Randolf Smosna
Name

1000 Stevens Entry Apt. S 112 Peachtree City, GA 30269
Address

has been investigated and found not to have been convicted of, nor
to have entered 3 plea of nolo contendre, to any felony or
misdemeanor relating to the sale O use of alcoholic beverages or

illegal drugs within five (5) years prior to the date of the

application for this license.

151 Willowbend Road Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 (404) 487-7657

T
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
151 WiLLowBEND RoAD
PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
(770) 487-7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE

Business Name:

Valen tino s

Business Location:

40 Crosstoun Dy . ﬂem/\%ree C

Nature of Business:

Bzes-fau ran+4—

Mailing Address:
460 Crosstown Br.

Peach+cee Ciyy Gy S026:9

Business Phone
Number:

72063/ 7777

Name of Licensee:
Tailwind Yevelspment Co. 1ue
Cry)

Name of License Representative:

Home Address:
20! Planceer Place
Cach+vee iy

wweaSRudress: | aor iz

Home Phone Number:
170 487 0890

Home Phone Number:

C ar/ SMmosna achiree Citv GA. 30269 220 8l LlbosF

Wine

Wine

Retail Consum tion Dealer Retail Package Dealer Wholesale Dealer
] Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beverage
—_——

’ Wine

Distilled Spirits

Individual - Owner Name:

Partnership - Partner's Names:

Close Corporation Name:
Tailwind Developmeny 0o —uc

Distilled Spirits

Home Address:

Home Addresses:

Close Corporation Addresses:

ROl Plonceer Place.
eachiree Civy @d oogq

Distilled Spirits

Phone Number:

Phone Numbers:

Phone Number:

770 487 0850

Officers of Close Corporation:
Cre mAay

KembBer [y mAy

Robery Syieklo

Karen malone - <) eher

Home Addresses:
MAYS - 20 Alancee~ ,0/«(6,

Stiebers - 207 Rustica Drve
Newnan G4 202473

Peach +rep City ¢4 20269

Phone Numbers:

770 4€7 0§90

270 252 9444

Directors of Close Corporation:
SAME 4 OFFicers

Stockholders of Close Corporation:

S AME As OFFx(er)’

Corporation Name:

Home Addresses:

Home Addresses:

Corporation Address:

Phone Numbers:

Phone Numbers:

Phone Number:

Name of GA Registered Agent
named for service process:

Home Address:

Phone Numbers:
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Gloria Reid

From: Jim Basinger

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2000 1:22 PM
To: Gloria Reid

Subject: FW: Community Messenger Briefing

Glo, please add as agenda item.

----- Original Message-----

From: Jim Basinger

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2000 1:09 PM
To: Stony Lohr

Subject: RE: Community Messenger Briefing

Stony, | have no problem with this being on the May 18 agenda. Right now it is a light agenda. | would ask that the
presentation not exceeq 15 minutes. Also, | will need a brief cover letter from you and info on the system for Council
books by this Thursday at 12 noon. Please advise. Jim

----- Original Message-----

From: Stony Lohr

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2000 11:41 AM

To: Jim Basinger

Cc: Betsy Tyler; Gloria Reid; Nancy Faulkner; Chief James Murray
Subject: Community Messenger Briefing ’P

DataFMm representatives (Marshal| Bandy an Jimmy Rogers have asked if they could brief City Council concerning
the Community Messenger system at Council mee Ing on"May 18th (or a subsequent date).

Stony
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: City Manager, ATTN: Mr. Jim Basinger%,w\‘

FROM: Stony Lohr (,&/
Acting Fire Chief

DATE: May 10, 2000

SUBJECT: Community Messenger

Mr. Marshal| Bandy, President of DataFM, and his Associate, Jimmy Rogers, have
asked for an opportunity to brief Council on the Community Messenger System. They
conducted an injtig| briefing for the 9-1-1 Communications Board o May 4™ 2000.

This system was first activated in Catoosa County on March 5" 2000. Catoosa County
Commissioner Hudon Tatum has written the Georgia Legislature Praising this system
and urging its use in lieu of weather radios and sirens,




Someone in the community to sell the radio unit. Unit cost is
essentially at manufacturing cost (typically $99.00-$139.00). In Catoosa County, the
Ringgold Telephone Company coordinates unit sales and offers an option to pay for the
unit in monthly installments on the telephone bijj|. Leasing and lease to purchase
programs are also available. There js No service cost for recipients for receipt of
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: City Manager%d\

FROM: Director of Public Services C 2"/ #
DATE: May 12, 2000

SUBJECT: Local Assistance Road Program (LARP) Contract

Staff has reviewed the Georgija Department of Transportation (GADOT) Local Assistance Road
Program (LARP) contract LAU 29-8530-92 (113) which is a standard GADOT contract. Thijs
contract is available for review should Counci] desire.

LAU 29-8530-92 (113)

STREET LENGTH (MILES)
Atwater Park 0.100
Bowfin Bay 0.230
Clydesdale Road 0.290
Corran Court 0.030
Cove Road 0.110
Driftwood Lane 0.140
Eastbrook Bend 0.210
Everhill 0.250
Grenoble Road 0.200
Hamilton Drive 0.090
Hunters Halt 0.060
Jumpers Run 0.090
Nettlecure Court 0.090
Parsons Place 0.080
Perch Point 0.080
Petrol Point 0.190
Scatterfoot Drive 0.310
Stevens Entry 0.600
Tivoli Gardeng 0.080
Total Miles 3.230
Total Contract Amount $69,954.43

e e
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Local Assistance Rogad Program (LARP) Contract
May 12, 2000

Attachment

ee: Assistant City Manager

City Engineer
File




May 4, 2000

Second, there is the ethics issue, Mr. Webb was accused of an ethics violation by a past member
of a city commission, The question as to whether he violated the Peachtree City Ethics Code was
never answered since the advising attorney opined that Mr. Webb was not subject to the code,
Well, he may not be legally subject to the Ethics Code, but I think he is morally obligated to
abide by the code as city officer. In fact, to comply with the State Bar’s code of conduct to

avoid even the appearance of impropriety, the city attorney should voluntarily agree to abide by

If you, as officials elected to represent the citizens of Peachtree City, truly want to do what is
right for this city, you will reject this appointment. Thank you.

Robert Brown
102 Planterra Way
Peachtree City




