
City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda

May 18, 2000
7: 00 p. m.

I. Pledge of Allegiance

II.       Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Employee of the Month — David McDaniel

III.      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
4th

City Council Meeting Minutes

The City Clerk is on vacation this week;  therefore,  the May
4th

City Council
meeting minutes will be made available for approval at the June 1St Council
meeting.

JB: gr



POSITION PAPER

Proposed Variance:  Lot 155 Southern Shore
Director of Developmental Services j,01-1-'

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.

JBW/jir

Attachment" A"



REQUEST FOR VARIANCE

ZONING ORDINANCE, 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:

Z// ISA 06 Ecr  -  Z.°74t...7-11604,1r b. TF/ 6R.N at 44-J6 V!

Mi ed t.or / z 7  ' ljdi.   y e c+      14 7TE Co.   ‘ 1

The reason this variance if being requested is as follows:      at; ORS/ A14*[. , euic.. doe ukie st.4a;T4 -
Mar

ybas     A43 SINCE 1-111, 1 A64, 4 on« 016 PRo, a.cr,    5o G4.0

70 E.  Fi2, O' 1     :( 44.41i14 L./ NI 7IM T T, a Rai( T E#
VTA1Jrlitia0141 CAA/Alai- 8E

Cd,.IST,Zuc. TM   &  ituT     '.6s ti!    ' Acta I#    / LWr 4k J 6.7% Acrd.

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 intent of this Ordinance; provided, however, that no variance can

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 involved;
b.       Whether or not the situation for which the request is being made poses an unnecessary hardship for the applicant; and
c. 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) de/ GK u l L m.. 4/  4Ssr'.  A G.   - i / CK IC A A-    t

Address:       / 99* i 1Qac h e3y gemtu 6 Ca// 7e At14K.
f

64  , o 337

Phone:  ya T) 766` / 86 a

Signature:

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:   h t 4   . y ` t

Titin It i .a Si         A   ._

Date of Acceptance: t74 L-I 1 l '-
C' C D

Date of Public Hearing:  ) Ad-    I i  „

Attachment  " A"
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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"
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POSITION PAPER
Proposed Variance:  Lot 1, Kedron Office Park

Director of Developmental Services jou)'c
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.

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

3.   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."

4.   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.

5.   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.

6.   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.

7.   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.

8.   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.

JBW/jir

Attachments " A" and " B"



REQUEST FOR V

ZONING ORDINANCE, 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:

Lot 1 of Kedron 0ffirP Park,   located at the Northea intersection of Georgia

State Route 74 and Peach    - -   •.   .   -   ,   Peachtree City,  Georgia ,  J, andlot 135       .

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

0 Off '   -   Insti u    • . .     di frou   •- ' . .  o  - T is would

prohibit buildings over two stories in heictht in the district,  while 10 stories

are allowed in similar districts such as LUC ,   Thto

allow a four story off i rP building with a 1, Pi_ght between 55 ' —58 ' to be

cos u ' . ' o '   -   lu •.       o.       r_ • . . . ' . • 

Along with this form, the applicant should submit a detailed report justifying the granting of the requested variance.   Ir

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 intent of this Ordinance; provided, however, that no variance cat
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 involved;
b.       Whether or not the situation for which the request is being made poses an unnecessary hardship for the applicant; and
c. 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,  rA

Phone:    74)

J0j/
761- 1 99

Signature:

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

Signature:    67rk-4 ---

rt"7

Title:    pl P.t= C7 D a. of--".n 1117  `

Date of Acceptance:     f-24

Date of Public Hearing:     MA4-1- 
le-71 2it, OL)      

Attachment  " A"
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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
a)( 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"
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Planning Commission
Regular Meeting

April 24, 2000

The developer had been asked to study the situation and present his fincould review the facts,  but he had refused to do so.   Mr. 
dings so Staff

s zedimportance of having this information before consideration could be givnptosbudeinthe
homes in this area.    

He added that the City would hire a consultant to gather theinformation

needed to properly evaluate the sound and vibration in the area and how itwould 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 ownerwould like to

accompany the engineer doing the work.
Mr. John Dillahunt, a resident of Wynnmeade Subdivision, 

urged the Commission to holdfast to the requirement for buffering between their subdivision and MacDuff Parkway.Y
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A motion was made by Dr. Schumacher, seconded byMr. Changer, and unanimously adoptedto approve the minutes of the regular meeting ofApril 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;had been detained out of town.  

He explained that this project had been tabled at the lastPlanning Commission meeting.    Since that time,  Staff had met with the PlanningCommission Representative, the Applicant,  and the Contractor to discuss a variety ofissues including the overall height of the building, overall parking ratio, and site lines tothe project.

In regard to the proposed height of the building, Mr. Rast stated that the Fire Marshal hadreviewed this plan with the Applicant and indicated he would support the increasedheight of the building.  However, due to the wording of the ordinance, either a variance ora change to the Zoning Ordinance would be required.   Staff felt the language in the OIzoning criteria was an oversight when the ordinance was revised several years ago.  Mr.Amos stated that an application for the required variance had been submitted.

Attachment  " B"

Page 1 of 4



Page 4
Planning Commission

Regular Meeting
April 24, 2000

Mr. Ames expressed his appreciation for the balloons that were flown from eachorder to verify the overall height of the building and its
relationship from GA 74

corner in
Peachtree Parkway.  He felt from an architectural standpoint, the buildingwould

and

nicely with the tree line.   However, he disputed the figuresey
fitakery

requirements in the metro- Atlanta area.   He stated that had contacted aei
for parking

municipalities and found that six of the eight had the same or more stringent

requiret
mentsthan Peachtree City.   He felt the parking requirement was appropriate and was

requirements
adding any more than 180 parking spaces for this building.    

against

Mr. Amos pointed out that these were minimum requirements.   He added that theyseveral projects in Peachtree City with four spaces per thousand, and prospective tenantshad

of those buildings had expressed concern about the lack of parking.for this particular building would have 160- 170 employees on a given shift,Tbutprincipal tenant

her
tenant would also have parking requirements.  

He felt that requiring 180 parking spacesfor this project would probably cause the project to leave the City.
Mr. Amos added that the requirements Mr. Ames found at other municipalities werenumber of years ago based on 330 square feet of work area per

set a
furniture had allowed for smaller work areas which now averaged 250 square feet or less
per person.   He said they would work to make the parking aestheticallypleasing

less
everyone and still meet the needs of the tenants of the building.     

to

Mr. Ames stated that he was not against making a plan that incorporatedarkin for thefuture but he was against paving unnecessarily because he felt there were a lot ofin the City where parking lots were not fully utilized.  Mr.
projects

case of the Siemens building, the operation was sold and began

downsizingoout beforthat
e the

building was fully staffed.  Had that not occurred, all of the planned

parkinga
the

been used.    would have

Dr.  Schumacher felt that fewer parking spaces would encourage carpooling and
reduce the number of cars on the road.  He felt this development would defmitel

help
the pollution and traffic that were already present.       Y add to

Mr. Amos also stated that they were in agreement with Staff and the PlanningCommis-sion regarding the main entrance to the Office Park from Peachtree Parkwa  • it would blandscaped and would reflect the aesthetics of its prime location.  He added that the

be
spoken to Pathway Communities at lengthregarding y hadre ardin the detention.   Pathways felt each

Attachment  " B"
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Page 5

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting

April 24, 2000

parcel should have its own detention, but Mr.
combine them into one location if Pathways chose to

doos
athat.

ted that Group was willing to

Mr.  Saunders

asked whether a traffic study would be required for this project.Williams explained that Pathways had already done a traffic

studyrelativect.   
Meshopping center and the intersection, and this project was taken into account at that

to the
The Commissioners felt that a determination

needed to be made as to whether

hehtune
previous traffic study met the requirements of the Traffic Ordinance or whether

anotherthe
study would be required.  

Mr. Ames stated that a traffic study would not be requiredfone had already been done.   if

Mr. Amos stated that his

understanding was that, because this property had alreadysubdivided, platted,  and approved,  another traffic study would not be re uire

been

q d.   Mr.
Saunders

noted that the Traffic Ordinance stated that it would apply to all deprojects in the city for which a development buildingd as of e
date the Ordinance was adopted. permit had not been issued as of the
Mr. Rast noted that the schematic grading plan indicated an

opportunity to field locate
and preserve existing vegetation around the perimeter of the parking area.   He feltwas preferable to a tree survey because they often contained discrepancies in the locationand/ or condition of the trees.  

He felt it would be more productive to field locate somthe islands in order to save some of the nicer trees;   is would result in a

reductione
of

thisoverall parking.     of the

Mr. Ames made a motion to approve the conceptual site plan with the six conditionsrecommended by City Staff and an additional condition that restricted the parking to 180-200 spaces with the

possibility of additional parking to be added, if necessaryapproval by the Planning Conunission.  The motion failed for lack of a second. 

upon

A motion was made by Mr.  Finney and seconded by Mr.  Granger to approve theconceptual site plan for Building One at the Kedron Office Park subject to theunderstandings and conditions.  The motion passed by a vote of 3 to 2 with Mr. Am
owingDr. Schumacher voting against it.  es and

Attachment  " g"
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Page 6
Planning Commission

Regular Meeting
April 24, 2000

1.  The Applicant must secure a variance from City Council for the overall height of thebuilding prior to approval of the final site plan.  Should this variance be denied, arevised conceptual site plan must be prepared and submitted to City Staff and thePlanning Commission for review and approval.
2.  The Applicant must work closely with StaffRepresentative throughout the preparation and the Planning Commission

existing vegetation is preserved to egreatest extent practicable.

f the
grading

Absolutelyto
ethat

disturbance will be permitted within the tree save and landscape buffers
no

3. Prior to the pre-clearing inspection, the centerline of the outer drive and the edge ofthe parking lot must be located to identify existing vegetation that might bepreserved The Applicant must understand that some
ofthisg

g
or re- arranged to create larger areas for the preservation of existingting v gbion.deleted

4.  The detention

area must be designed in a manner that will preserve existingvegetation.    This area must also be designed in a manner that is aestheticallypleasing and must befully landscaped5. A complete set of architectural plans,  

including exterior material and colorselection, must be submitted to City Stafffor review.
6. A complete site lighting plan, including all lighting proposed on the exterior ofthebuilding, must be submitted toC i0)Stafffor review.
7. Prior to approval of the final site plan, andpreferably as soon as possible, a TrafficImpact Study should be prepared which identifies what impacts this developmentmight have on the GA 54 corridor.  

This Study should be compared with the TrafficStudy preparedfor the overall Kedron Village commercial area several years ago todetermine ifadditional improvements will be required.  
g

The Applicant agreed to the conditions.   
Mr. Finney was designated to be the PCommission representative. fanning

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

04- 00- 03

Conceptual Site Plan, MA Industries Expansion, Dividend Drive
In the absence of a representative for this project,  a motion was made by Mr. F'seconded by Dr. Schumacher, and unanimously adopted to table review of this item to

eye
May 8, 2000, Planning Commission meeting. the

Attachment  " B"

Page 4 of 4



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:      
Mayor and Council

FROM: City Clerk

y
c)--

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 DevelopmentCompany, Inc.   

Mr. Craig May has requested to be appointed as the Licensee for theand Mr. Carl Smosna has requested to be appointed as the License Representative.  
corporation

Mr. May is a commercial airline pilot and will not be able to attend the meeting on Mwife, Kimberly May, is also an officer of the corporation and will attend the

meetinga
tola '  

His
any questions you may have.     nswer



fac9tree Peachtree City
Georgia

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

I,   Chief of Police James V.  Murray,   for the City of PeachtCity,   do hereby

certifyree
that :

Crai•  Michael Ma
Name

201 Planceer Place Peachtree Cit GA 30269

has been investigated
and found not to have been convictedto have entered a

of,  nor

plea of nolo contendre, to any felony ormisdemeanor

relating to the sale or use of alcoholic beverIllegal drugs within five   (5)   

ages or

years prior to the date of the
application for this license.

17:1°
Signature

Da e

f itness

151 Willowbend Road  •  Peachtree Cit Georgia 30269  •City, 9 404) 487. 7657



peac96.   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 Entr A. t .   S 112 Peachtree Cit GA 30269Address

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 .

i e
Signature

Xe- Dcoc-
D. t

A/d °At' 2)    
J

itness

151 Willowbend Road  •  Peachtree City, Georgia 30269  •9 404) 487. 7657



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
151 WILLOWBEND ROAD

dpeate PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
770) 487- 7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE
Business Name:   

Business Location:
Ci1   ( i0 S 0 CrOSf0UJl1 Dr.   J ciifree (;`- f-      (  l     - oVdNature of Business:

Mailing Address:
6, 0 CroSSfou) r) 4r.    Business Phone

faacra+l i-    Number:
Dead\ free C;+    GA 302-6,  7? v 6S/ 77 7 7Name o Licensee:

Iu;( w'`     Oevelapmenf Co, i,vc
Home Address:     

Home Phone Number:2_D/
r.;   v V

Pia^ Geer late
eack- free C. i- v GA   ? 02-69'   t1" I D  ` f87 oMName of License Representative:     Home Address:

ctrl  m© Shy
000 Sf-e' en    „fryAir, 5112. Home Phone Number:
leaci.i,-ee 04 GA. Soz69 0 cd(o 6‘e5FPlease indicate t  • e of licenses a. . I in• for:

Retail Consum. tion Dealer Retail Packa• e Dealer
Wholesale Dealer

Malt Bevera. e

X Distilled S. irits
Distilled S. irits

Distilled S• irits

Please provide complete information according to type of business entity( use separate sheet ifnecessar

Individual- Owner Name:
Home Address:     

Phone Number:

Partnership - Partner' s Names:
Home Addresses:

Phone Numbers:

Close Corporation Name:       
Close Corporation Addresses:7cf; 1mmdi Oevelopykio4-)- Co y.vc.    Phone Number:20/ // C e     lac

ar 4-r' e C,` i-   6 Yo X97 dee)'
e

Officers of Close Corporation:
crf,

c MRy A415-
Home Addresses:

2n  
7onCePPr / dacPhone Numbers:Kr/y MA/   

Peachrree Ci+y 64 302-(,` 7 770 4?? O D
m e

2cober4S+; ele r

Karen rhA/ onQ-. 54, 4 Pr
S+; gibers - z 2,.esf) c,t 0,,-,,0

I/ 64- 1, 1q n 9 3o 2c0
770 2.5; 2-  94(F¢

Directors of Close Corporation: Home Addresses:
Phone Numbers:

S 79//. 1E-  AS 0 F F, cP r_s

Stockholders of Close Corporation:   Home Addresses:
Phone Numbers:

S 4/ Y1E 4s OFic",`
Cer25

Corporation Name:       
Corporation Address:

Phone Number:

Name of GA Registered Agent Home Address:named for service process:    Phone Numbers:

Is any person who will own an interest in the license/ licenses an employee of the City of PeachtreeCit ?  . 4 0



Gloria Reid

From:   
Jim BasingerSent:    

Wednesday, May 10, 2000 1: 22 PMTo:

Subject: Gloria Reid

FW: Community Messenger Briefing
Glo, please add as agenda item.

Original Message-----
From:     

Jim Basinger
Sent:      

Wednesday, May 10, 2000 1: 09 PMTo: 
Stony Lohr

Subject:   

RE: Community Messenger Briefing

Stony, I have no problem with this being on the May 18 agenda.  Right now it is a light agenda.  I wouldpresentation not exceed 15 minutes. Also, I will need a brief cover letter from you and info on the systemfor Councilbooks by this Thursday at 12 noon. Please advise. Jim
ask that the

Original Message-----
From:

Stony Lohr
Sent: 

Wednesday, May 10, 2000 11: 41 AMTo:   
Jim Basinger

Cc:    

Betsy Tyler; Gloria Reid; Nancy Faulkner; Chief James MurraySubject:      
Community Messenger Briefing

DataFM representatives ( Marshall Bandy an Jimmy Rogers have askedthe Community Messenger system at Council mee ing on ay 18th ( or a subsequent)

d

date) f City Council concerning
Stony

1



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
INTER- OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:      
Mayor and City Council

VIA:      

City Manager, ATTN: Mr. Jim Basinger
FROM: Stony Lohr

Acting Fire Chief

DATE: May 10, 2000

SUBJECT: Community Messenger

Staff briefed City Council on a possible Community Emergency WarningRetreat in April.  A possible component of this system is the Community
System

n

at

e
recently developed by the DataFM Company. Messenger

Mr. Marshall Bandy, President of DataFM, and his Associate, JimmyRogers,asked for an opportunity to brief Council on the Community Messenger
have

conducted an initial briefing for the 9- 1- 1 Communications Board on May4th, 

2000.

system.  They

This system was first activated in Catoosa County on MarchCommissioner Hudon Tatum has written the Georgia Legislature 20aipraising this
Catoosa Countyand urging its use in lieu of weather radios and sirens. 

p g this system

The

Community Messenger is a digital satellite linked radio data servicesmart radio".  

It is a small desktop unit that can also be operated as a mobile unit.functions as a normal radio.  It constantly monitors a designated

or " interactive

emergency warning and communications, and
automatically frequencyscans for

anfor
alternate

It

frequency if the primary fails for any reason.  In the Peachtree City area,already carries the Community Messenger signal.  DataFM has coordinated
93 FM ( 92. 9)MAGIC FM, which could provide an even better signal from their new transmitter

with
Tyrone.  Messages are demographically and

geographically addressabletoa te
subdivision, community, ZIP code, City, county, or other target area.

to a street,

Each receiver contains embedded chips that are always active for transmittalemergency public information and limited advertising and communications by
of

the
system operator and DataFM.  Each user can program the Community Mes en
to receive only those other messages that he or she is interested in receivi

ger radioaddition to alerts, warnings and instructions for weather emergencies, comm

in
disasters, police emergencies, or hazardous materials incidents, the user

m

may

pry
the unit to receive community messaging from a group leader to group

program
m embers;



community specific messages such as weather, local news, sports, school informationor local government communications; traffic information on specific routes;
regional weather from the National Weather service satellite; E- mail notification;

local andbus notification; paging; and personal security system monitoring.       
schoolnotifications

automatically override normal operation of the unit and tri er an alarm.
Other notifications are collected, indicated bya

Emergency
until reviewed by the user. beep or notification light, and maintained

DataFM indicates that they would install the system in the 9- 1- 1 CenterThey would contract with someone in the community to sell the radio unit.  

Uat
Unit cost is

cost.
essentially at

manufacturing cost ( typically $ 99. 00-$ 139. 00).  In Catoosa Co
u

Ringgold Telephone Company coordinates unit sales and offers an option
unty, theunit in monthly installments on the telephone bill.  

Leasing and lease to purchase
recipients

programs are also available.  There is no service cost for

p i° n to pay for the

information.  There is no cost for emergency service use eiesyytsstem.  In Catoosa
for receipt of

of theCounty, there is no cost for use by legitimate schools and churches.  Revenues
generated primarily from monthly rental of telephone numbers, advertising
and subscription services.  Rental fees for other companies,       

are

wish to send messages are reported as typically $ 5. 00 toPs5, 
groups and persons who

messages,

depending upon message volume.   0. 00 per code per month,
DataFM reports that if we assist in identifying a commercial operator ofwhich could be an individual, 

a company, the city or the county, theycould
the system,

system in operation in approximately one week.  DataFM has conducted
have the

coordination with EMC' s RELYCO as a possible system operator for the

Peachtreel
area.       

City
A Community Emergency Warning System is an integrated system.  Individual
awareness is an essential preliminary component.  

Other components may inweather radios, a telephonic
notification system, a siren or siren speaker system,the DataFM Community Messenger system.  The DataF

Y clude

M Community

Messengand/
or

system appears to have the capability to provide all functions of weather ratelephonic notification system, and most functions of a siren speaker system.d. os and a

2



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:      
Mayor and City Council

VIA:     
City Manager

w„,

FROM: Director of Public Services Ci"
DATE:  May 12, 2000

SUBJECT:    

Local Assistance Road Program (LARP) Contract

Staff has reviewed the Georgia Department
of Transportation ( GADOT) Local AProgram ( LARp) contract LAU 29- 8530- 92 ( 113) which is a standard GADOT contract.

sta Roadcontract is available for review should Council desire.      This

Staff recommends that the City execute this contract for
resurfacing the followingLAU 29- 8530- 92 ( 113) 

streets:

STREET

LENGTH ( MILES)
Atwater Park
Bowfin Bay 0. 100
Clydesdale Road 0.230
Conan Court 0. 290
Cove Road

0. 030
Driftwood Lane 0. 110
Eastbrook Bend 0. 140
Everhill

0.210
Grenoble Road 0.250
Hamilton Drive 0. 200
Hunters Halt 0.090
Jumpers Run 0. 060
Nettlecure Court 0. 090
Parsons Place 0. 090
Perch Point

0. 080
Petrol Point

0. 080
Scatterfoot Drive 0. 190
Stevens Entry 0.310
Tivoli Gardens 0. 600

0.080

Total Miles
3.230

Total Contract Amount
69, 954. 43



Page 2

Local Assistance Road Program ( LARP) ContractMay 12, 2000

The contract amount of$ 69,954.43 is approximate cost of mat   'labor, equipment or delivery costs for the installation of the

asphmals
only and does not include

CVVH/ lg p alt paving.

Attachment

cc:      

Assistant City Manager
City Engineer
File



May 4, 2000

Your honor, council members, I must oppose theLindsey. After serious consideration, I find three
appointment

wby the firm Webb, Stuckey, and
made.    

appointment should not be

First, there is cost. Webb, Stuckey, and Lindsey were the high bidders in terms of cost per hour.This was even after the second round ofbids when all the bidders knew the range ofbidssubmitted by their competitors from the first round. We are dealing withnot your money. You have an obligation to get the taxpayers the best valueecconsyidering costandquality of service. Webb, Stuckey, and Lindsey may have provided the city with satisfactoryservice in the past, but ask yourselves, Is their service so much better than could be provided byanother firm to warrant the premium charge? Are there not other

provide the city with legal counsel for a more reasonable cost? Apparently

sofirurs
that

city staffnot throw out all of the other bids as unqualified. At the veryleast, should h e

staff did
negotiated a better price from Webb, Stuckey,   the city should have

and Lindsey.

Second, there is the ethics issue. Mr. Webb was accused of an ethics violation by a past memberof a city commission. The question as to whether he violated the Peachtree City Ethics Code wasnever 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 toabide by the code as a city officer. In fact, to comply with the State Bar' s code of conduct toavoid even the appearance of impropriety, the city attorney, should voluntarily to abidethe city Ethics Code wherever it might be stricter than the state bar' s code. In both this ethicscomplaint against Mr. Webb and the Bank of Georgia case, no laws may have been broken, wedon' t know yet, but in my view, there is certainly an APPEARANCE of impropriety.

Finally, there is the lawsuit against one of our local news
ve Brown, a city

resident. This, I feel, is the most serious issue. It was improper

foranapersd
meMrmber. of Mr Webb' s lawfirm, to use a City Council forum, to address the council and city, ostensibly in his role as cityattorney, to announce Mr. Webb' s lawsuit against the defendants. Clearly the intent was to makethe greatest public impact at the expense of Council. More disconcerting is Mr. Webb' s use ofSLAPP tactics( strategic lawsuits against public participation which is a violation of Georgiacode) against a citizen of Peachtree City for exercising his right to free speech to pose thequestion whether Mr. Webb had violated the City' s Ethics code in relation to his businessassociation with parties in litigation against the cityand suggestingThe courts will determine if Mr. Webb' s suit meethe legal defintion of

SLthat
theSAPP, butbevthat

fisted.
clearly his intent as stated by Mr. Lindsey that the lawsuit would be" lengthy and expensive." Atthe risk of being sued myself, I will state this is not the type of action I want to see from theattorney representing our city.

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

102 Planterra Way
Peachtree City


