


City Gouncil of Pea
Agenda
May 3 200
7:00 p.M
Pledge of Allegiance
Announcements, Awards, Spec‘\a\ Reoogn'\t'\on
Award of Recogn'\t'\on _ Peter Cunn\ngham
Recognize Contest ywinners
present Proc\amat'\on to K anis C e sgkip A Meal for the World
Children’ \Week = ¥¥&T A \\\»-.\\ Wi oXWerS
7and 20,

_ ppril 19, 2001 _Tabe ~ aF D
e

Minutes
Monthly Reports - March
Consent pgenda T g - 5F grs
Alcohol Licens ep entative Change — Holiday Inn Hote! & Suites
Alcohol Licens Rep entative Changeé ~ \Wyndham peachtree
onference Cent
3 ward Bid — 01 Street esurfacing Program
4 Appoin ents 10 Library ommission
B consider Addit onal B funds for Library
6 consider Ordinance ndm Relative Beavers
V. oud Agenda \tem [Dka
04-01-02 Discuss Private streets ~ xdopt &7 gmirded #
04—01—05 public Hearing — gervice Fee \ncreases
yil.  New Agenda \tems
05-01-01 acceptance Of F 000 Audit s e ceEznd ”
05-01-02 Alcohol Licensee and License Representat'\\/e change - Ginza Tob
05-01-03 public Hearing - Proposed Rezoning — gW cormer of GA T4 and —
@\V\)‘j \") . Crabapplé Lane DA
‘a"”} V¢ 05-01—04 consider Ordinance Amendment - Golf Cart & E-bike Rules . gy
N
. 05-01-05 £xpenditure Of City Funds ~ 4-0 .
05-01—()6 Discuss Relocation of ynnmeade Traffic gignal Teblec +
£ C
9
VI Counc'\\IStaﬁ Topics YL / b’r—%
\X. gxecutive gession
This agenda is subject to chang® atany time up to 24-NOUrS priof to the scnedu\ed mee

B—



ANNOUNCEN\ENTS
1. present Award of Recognition to Outgoind De\/e\opment Authority
Member Peter cunningham
2 Recognize Art Contest yvinners - $50.00 u.S. gavings gonds for
. Benjamin Stri Kland — First Place — K’mdergarten _ 4%t Grade
Maya Malloy First Place ¢ _ 39 Grade
pharon Evans ~ First Place ~ n _ g Grade
present Procl ation 10 Kiwanis Club — “skip A Meal for th
World's Children” \Wee




ACHTREE CITY

MEMORANDUM

CITY OF PE
INTEROFFICE

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Jim Basinger %vm
DATE: April 26, 2001
SUBJECT: Minutes of April 19, 2001 Council Meeting

n completed. Staff will will

ot bee
them to Council for

k and forw ard

| meeting have 1
f next wee

19, 2001 councl
h the minutes the first ©
ouncil meeting.

of the April
ffort to finis
the May 3, 2001 C

The minutes
make every €
review prior 10
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City Event Calendar

N

April

May

June

4/5 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

4/ 9 - Council Workshop, 6 p.m.,
Library

4/10 - Building Safety Booth, K-Mart, 9
a.m.-4 p.m,

4/14 - Touch A Truck, Shakerag Knoll,
10a.m.- 1 p.m.

4/19 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

421 - Citywide Garage Sale, Shakerag
Knoll, 8 a.m. -2 p.m.

4/24 - Student Government Day, 8:30
a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

4/26 & 27 - Kedron Elem. 37 grade at
City Hall, 9 -11:30 a.m.

4/27 - Employee Picnic, 11:30 - 1:30

4/28 - March of Dimes WalkAmerica, 6
a.m. - 2 p.m., Shakerag Knoll

5/3 - Senior Volunteer Appreciation
Day, Gathering Place, Noon
- City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

4/14 - FAA Ribbon Cutting Ceremony
(tentative: 1:30 p.m.)

5/17 - Council Workshop, 6 p.m.
- City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

5/28 — Memorial Day Holiday - City
offices closed; ceremony and golf cart
rally, 8 a.m. at City Hall

6/2 - Youth Triathlon, Glenloch, 7 a.m.
6/7 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

6/21 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

July

August

September

7/4 - Independence Day Holiday - City
offices closed; Parade, 10 a.m.; City Hall
Concert, 7 p.m., Fireworks, 9 p.m.

7/5 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m. -
(Want to cancel this meeting??)

7119 - City Council Budget Workshop, 6
p.m. Floy Farr Room at the Library

7119 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

8/2 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

8/11 - Last Fling, 11a.m. -3 p.m.,
Shakerag Knoll

8/16 — City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

9/3 - Labor Day Holiday, City offices
closed

9/6 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

9/15 & 16 Shakerag Arts/Crafts Festival,
Sat 10-6, Sun. 1-5

9720 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

October

November

December ]

10/4 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.
10/6 — Alzheimer’s Memory Walk

10/13 - PTC Classic Road Race, 6 a.m.
-2p.m.

10/18 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.
10/19 Employee Picnic, 11:30 - 1:30

10/20 - Citywide Garage Sale,

11/1 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.
11/6 — City Election

11/15 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.
11/20 - City Election (run-off)

11/22, 23 - Thanksgiving Holidays, City
offices closed

12/1 - Christmas Tree Lighting, 7 p.m. |
12/6 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

12/7- Annual Employee Luncheon, Noon-
1:30 p.m. (City offices closed)

12/20 - City Council Meeting, 7 p.m.

12/24 & 25 - Christmas Eve holiday, City
offices closed

_

Note: Items in BOLD are new additions




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger Q "

FROM: Jane Miller’ e

DATE: April 24, 2001

SUBJECT: Alcohol License Representative Change — Holiday Inn Hotel & Suites

Mr. Steven R. Redolfi has applied to be the License Representative for Holiday Inn Hotel &
Suites. The application is attached for your consideration. Mr. Redolfi will be present at the
meeting on May 3, 2001 to answer any questions you may have.

/jsm

Attachment




¥ POLICE DEPARTMENT

& 153 Willowbend Road e Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 e 770-487-8866 ¢ Fax: 770-631-2512

JAMES V. MURRAY

Chief of Police

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

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

STEVEN R. REDOLFI
Name

10 S. HILLSIDE DR., CARROLLTON, GA 30116
Address

has been investigated and found not to have been convicted of,

to have entered a plea of nolo contendre, to any felony or

misdemeanor relating to the sale Oor use of alcoholic beverages or

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

application for this license.

/L/ Signature  \_ <::;f’~"w
[V

/@LQ%/QE 200/

Date

777fﬂCLA¢&L/,‘/m%?0ﬂ

Witness /

An Internationally Accreditated Agency
A State Certified Agency

e B e e e

nor
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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: Hﬂl«/ﬁ/‘?y I/I//lf Business Location: /

HoTeL o Suyrsc R0S HeWehTE fonr> C W=

Nature of Business: ) Mailing Address: /g Business Phone
ULl SERVIC & A o 7~ ' KWGATT o Ntmber; o

of Licensee:

T ST

Home Address:

N h) /
R N

Home Phone Number:

Yot 4597

Name of License Representative:

Home Address:

.
s RIS
10 S gl o,

Home Phone Number:

770-832-9843

STQ/E&WL £l

Retail Consumption Dealer

Retail Package Dealer

Wholesale Dealer

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Wine

Wine

Wine

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

NAME

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

ADDRESS

Please provide Home Addresses for the
individuals listed:

PHONE
NUMBERS

Please provide Home
and Business Phone
Numbers for
individuals listed:

JX\I\" Show

Yoy 51Y. 7S0 P

1 LC"0¥ lWa \k; /H’[an‘\—ﬁl,@ﬁ 303/

Is any person who owns an interest in the license an employee of the City of Peachtree City?m




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Mayor and Councilmembers

Jim Basinger _ Q; P

Jane Miller (\\>!L..b
LA
April 24,2001

Alcohol Licensee Change — Wyndham Peachtree Conference Center

Ms. Melody McFadden Collins has applied to be the Licensee for Wyndham Peachtree
Conference Center. The application is attached for your consideration. Ms. Collins lives in
Texas so Ms. Denise Barker, License Representative at the Wyndham, will be present at the
meeting on May 3, 2001 to answer any questions you may have.

jsm

Attachment




% | 153 Willowbend Road e Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 e 770-487-8866 ¢ Fax: 770-631-2512 {?

JAMES V. MURRAY
Chief of Police

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

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

MELODY MCFADDEN COLLINS
Name

10131 KIRKHAVEN DR., DALLAS, TEXAS 75238
Address

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

application for this license.

/M%/Q) Qﬂﬂ/

//Date

477 f£%4Q4L/ /7Z@am/

Witness

An Internationally Accreditated Agency
A State Certified Agency

s e me




A e R S PR S

. - 151 WILLOWBEND ROAD
P"&m PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
city (770) 487-7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE ‘
S B R A S ST,

Business Name: W(dl‘dhﬁi’h Business Location: )
Penchitee Conftsence Conber] 2443 Huny SY West Rochfe (g 50005

Nature of Businefs: Malllggg/(;\déi;‘éa/;smm ng» %OO/ ﬁ:zrll)e;s Phone 100

Hotel Operatiéns Dalias , X 75207 7N0- 48 -2

Name of Licensee: Home Address: Home Phone Number:
Melody_meFadden Coliins | soy3, Kickhayea Dalls Ty Asy3g| 24~ 343-304
Name of License Represeqtative: Home Address: Home Phone Number:
Denise Barker ' 120650 =109 ¢

—Rétail Consumption Dealer Retail Package Dealer I Wholesale Dealer I
I 4 Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beverage

—_—— , ==
I v ' ,

Wine Wine Wine

Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits

Please provide co/mplet'e information according to typé of business entity (use separate sheet if
necessary):

Individual - Owner Name:
Nig

Partnership - Partner's Names:

Home Address: Phone Number:

Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

MR
Close Corporation Name: Close Corporation Addresses: Phone Number:

Wb, InC. 450 Skemmons Py *ony Dalls {1 T2 J1y3-fovo

Officers of Close Corporation: . ‘ Home-Addresses: Phone Numbers:

Sefreny. George, wagoner 5340 Tak Ave, Pland, T¥ 75093 | 495 812622,
.fud‘jd. Lowe) Herarick |9 Glrdoger PR TXTOB | 097 . Gok-o95%F
Melorly MeFadden Collins 10131 Kirkhaven , Dallos, Tt 75238 A4 -343-301y

Directors of Close Corporation: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

Seffrey Geost- Wagmer | 530 Tak Pue, Plaso, TE OB | 919-8)-9635.

it)ockhctt)ﬁers of mtion: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

NGV 0|

O%D’ain‘ ng Povinershi I 1450 Stemmans oy Daltes /7 14§43 /000
L. b, .

“Ispom
.| Corporation Name: Corporation Address: Phone Number: .

3=PWHB. Tnc. 1950 Stetmmons #4600, Dallas 7900 21431600

Name of GA Registered Agent Home Address: Phone Numbers:

named for service process: ° bé LUCK(f S\]’fﬁd, {H'Im 30303 L/O‘/" bfq‘ggj/

i’ ¢sc . 1
Is any perstg‘nowho will own an interest in the Iicense/licen{ses an employee of the City of Peachtree
8 Sitx? Y & % R -




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council
VIA: City Manager%,w\
FROM: Public Services Director @

Financial Services Director
DATE: April 19, 2001

SUBJECT: Bid Opening — 2001 Street Resurfacing Program

The City solicited bids from eight (8) qualified paving contractors for the 2001 Street
Resurfacing Program. Two (2) firms responded to this request as follows:

I LARP Funded Streets

A. LAU29-8530-92 113)

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $272,292.92
Stockbridge, Georgia

2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $281,893.35
Tyrone, Georgia

B. LAU29-8530-92 (113)

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $189,336.54
Stockbridge, Georgia

2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $203,350.37
Tyrone, Georgia

TOTAL BASE BID I - LARP STREETS

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $ 461,629.46
Stockbridge, Georgia
2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $ 485,243.72

Tyrone, Georgia




Page 2
Bid Opening — 2001 Street Resurfacing Program
April 19, 2001

IL. City Funded Streets

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $246,563.55
Stockbridge, Georgia

2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $243,867.07
Tyrone, Georgia

TOTAL BASE BID II - CITY FUNDED STREETS

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $ 246,563.55
Stockbridge, Georgia

2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $ 243,867.07
Tyrone, Georgia

TOTAL BASE BID I & BASE BID 11

1. Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. $ 708,193.01
Stockbridge, Georgia

2. APAC-Georgia, Inc. $ 729,110.79
Tyrone, Georgia

Staff recommends that the contract for the 2001 Street Resurfacing Program be awarded to

Riverdale Paving Company, Inc. of Stockbridge, Georgia for their bid of $708,193.01 for the
combination of Base Bid I and Base Bid IT.

There are adequate funds available in the 2001 Public Improvement Program Fund line item,
Street Repair for the 2001 Street Resurfacing Program.

CWH/ac

Attachments
cc: File
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Jim Basinger . (% .
DATE: April 24,2001

SUBJECT: Appointments to the Library Commission

The selection committee composed of Councilmembers Dan Tennant and Steve Rapson and
myself interviewed six applicants for two vacancies on the Library Commission.

It is the recommendation of the committee that Ms. Marie Washburn be reappointed to the
commission and Ms. Barbara Chapman Swafford be appointed to the commission to serve terms
from 6/1/01 through 5/31/04. Further the committee recommends that Mr. John Mrosek be
appointed to serve as alternate for any vacancy that may occur.

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

JB/jsm

Attachments




LIBRARY COMMISSION
APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT

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

Applicant 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 Library Commission is comprised of five members who are appointed to 3-year terms.
The Commission meets the second Wednesday of the month at 6:30 p.m. at City Hall.
Members are required to attend a minimum of eighty percent (80%) of all meetings. The
Commission is responsible for promoting and supporting library services in Peachtree City,
assisting in recommending policies that enhance the operation and programs of the
Library, providing recommendations regarding budgeting needs of the library, and
advising City Council and staff in their efforts to establish and maintain the highest quality
of library services for Peachtree City.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and to answer the questions on the
reverse side of this letter and return it with a resume, if available, to the Gloria Reid,

Peachtree City Hall, 151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00 p.m.
on Friday, April 6, 2001. 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__}) ase /& LIASir50RN

ADDRESS__/ OO _ SHACAMorE LAaN=
/05/—)6,447/,57; /T GA Fo2(8

TELEPHONE: (Day Time) (7 74) L3 44 G 9

(Evening) Ao

Mw Coo St 2f o= 0/
SIGNATURE DATE




od Fhe compoders [ pilded He reodisg roorm; Adevelo e N
[P resenietions Jo C‘/’—//~) Corsmes ) Lhet Jed Fo Jdervelopemerr
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LIBRARY COMMISSION
APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT

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

Applicant 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 Library Commission is comprised of five members who are appointed to 3-year
terms. The Commission meets the second Wednesday of the month at 6:30 p.m. at
City Hall. Members are required to attend a minimum of eighty percent (80%) of all
meetings. The Commission is responsible for promoting and supporting library
services in Peachtree City, assisting in recommending policies that enhance the
operation and programs of the Library, providing recommendations regarding
budgeting needs of the library, and advising City Council and staff in their efforts to
establish and maintain the highest quality of library services for Peachtree City.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and to answer the questions on
the reverse side of this letter and return it with a resume, if available, to the Gloria

Reid, Peachtree City Hall, 151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00
P.m. on Friday, April 6, 2001. 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.

nave_ Davbaya Cldcu‘o Main Swa(fgrd
apprEss (0lo 2. (Windadk. 1d

_ Veckteee (1, e 30209
TELEPHONE: (Day Time) ’77004(/)52 - 2.8l

(Evening) DNAdsnge

SIGNATURE




How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City? ‘
JM one Ve LVMW%QMJM? ‘ﬁ""”"‘fﬂx/p acktce s
ﬁ?waﬂf v g +/Lm@fmm‘%>_ hospital tre 1971 and &Vﬁdﬁm
; ,/J% @a%;n/q_dmﬁ&véuwm%&mmggﬁw%
Why are‘you interested in serving on the Library Commission?
@6&» J\w/\rg e eﬁoorhondb 1o Live in oo {olam With Supeb Jibmaiw, J Mot peel e
WX PIL nacdoy praple on Ve Libany trmmision it deta ooyt clodicitiinn, ard vision

MMWWHWJ%W. We (e in aro M,/\udmg ammwb,wd
@Ww%%mmm Mwa&h‘é,ds e+ Noiovn.
W

What qualifications and experience do you possess that wduld berfefit the Library
Commiission? . ” 7
J am o welleidicated st whe e Wha M%_fbw Ve Ly

. XWJW’" W%&M/wwf%wh%t %Mm-.a&wﬁj
%" Ngidet o] have edernsive condack with  Community, Ladss, f Aeve W -
@ virg Childner within ovn Librang . of WWCMMW/W MM <
. 5 Lol munty tn Size, Om(:&duw trve Vhe werybeot aid of om w»llu%’b wovke fo adieve §
”Gc’ytim%jocrmfobs ygﬁ
and position.

have held during your working career to include name of company
MWedical Frseard. /453’,3”/14#/ Vs dobiti Uriiversi ,
-745555M to Yhe Deae oﬁ Ve PAD pfzséimﬂﬂ7 s Aed it W‘%/Umo{/d\i
Do you have any past experience relating to a library? If so, please describe.
vaw;7 %\7 in collose. QAANRGD,;, ao o mudicad e g h f
Would there be any possible conflict of interest betwe
on the Library Commission?

NoO

en your employment and serving

- Describe your current community involvement. '

o S an W/? mvelved i rh? Local chonel, Mﬂ? g, ol
puppet e Taglte Codomayt Commmities for Cobbina® Aty 5;,:2“70’ . pusets
o o e g Cloret 1 Ottt 0l o e
(b ard torged smia pblic dfice. Thio haa prvided me witha goect man. codacts
#wlf Maﬁ zap'st W /(;L,@(,j CornonisSions. \J am #«MJ@? net over adl cocld

- N
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Arkmo~cddl  WS:15P FROM: JOHN W MROSEK PC (78 961 6189 1U: 9P 7 rve312505 P:3-3

VES VU v va ass ammr o - e e e

LIBRARY COMMISSION
APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT

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

Applicant 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 Library Commission is comprised of five members who are appointed 1o 3-year
terms. The Commission meets the second Wednesday of the mounth ar 6:30 p.-m. at
City Hall. Members are required to atrend a minimum of eighty percent (80%) of all
meetings. The Commission is responsible for promoting and supporting library
services in Peachtree City, assisting in recommending policies that enhance the
operation and programs of the Library, providing recommendations regarding
budgeting needs of the library, and advising City Council and staff In their efforts to
establish and maintain the highest quality of library services for Peachtree City.

Please take a few minutes to complete the form below and to answer the questions on
the reverse side of this letter and return it with a resume, if available, to the Gloria

Reid, Peachtree City Hall, 151 Willowbend Road, Peachtree City, GA 30269 by 5:00
p.m, on Friday, April 6, 2001. 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 JOHN MROSEK

ADDRESS 408 BRADFORD POINTZPEACHTREE CITY 30269

TELEPHONE: (Day Time) (770) 461-6094

) (770) 631-9215
(Evening)

SIGNATURE DATE




o s i e i i

- APR-5-2001 ©03:12pP FROM: JOHN W MROSEK PC 770 461 6180 TO0: 9P7TB6312505 P:2-3

VB VY v Va 2240 semr vy a saia VALAL ViE sadavimsnviias vaaa

v

How long have you been a resident of Peachtree City?

SINCE 1989.

Why are you interested in serving on the Library Commission?

Commigsion?
I HAVE SERVED ON SEVERAL LOCALVOLUNTEERiBOARDS AND COMMITTEES
INCLUDING MUNICIPAL APPOINTMENTS. HOWEVER, I HAVE NO
FORMAL EDUCATION IN LIBRARY SCIENCE.

List major jobs you have held during your warking carcer to include name of company
and position.
ATTORNEY : SELF. EMPLOYED SINCE 1991,
G

Do you have any past experience relating to a library? If so, please describe.

I DO NOT HAVE ANY PAST LIBRARY EXPERIENCE OTHER THAN

AS A NORMAL CITIZEN.
Would there be any possible conflict of interest between your employment and serving
on the Library Commission?

NONE.

s Describe your current commiunity involvement.

METRO FAYETTE KIWANIS CLUB; UNITED METHODIST MEN: SEVERAL
BAR ASSOCIATIONS: SEVERAL OTHER COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS ON

AN AD HOC BASIS.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: City Manager g

FROM: Recreation Administrator4 ¢\
DATE: April 25,2001

SUBJECT: Funding for Library Books

As you know, the discussion of additional funding for library books was discussed at the City
Council Retreat. The funding amount discussed was $25,000.

Staff requests you consider additional funding, in the amount of $25,000 for library books for the
children’s section. This funding is being requested from the council contingency.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Councilmembers
VIA: City Manager&ﬁ\

FROM: Director of Public Services M/
DATE: April 27,2001

SUBJECT: Ordinance Amendment to Allow Trapping & Disposal of Beavers

Attached is a proposed amendment to Section 54-4 of the Peachtree City Code of Ordinances
regarding the killing, catching, trapping of animals.

As you may know, Peachtree City’s vast acreage of streams and wetlands houses many beavers,
which frequently build dams that threaten private property by raising the water level.
Additionally, the beavers can cause extensive damage to formally landscaped areas through the
destruction of young or ornamental trees.

Under current Peachtree City Code of Ordinances, Public Works may only destroy the dam, and
any beavers trapped must be relocated in the wild within Peachtree City, which only moves the
problem. Due to the increase in the beaver population, Public Works staff now spends several
hours each month destroying beaver dams, and these efforts are often repeated in the same
location several times each month. The wet locations of the dams preclude the use of heavy
equipment, and dams must be removed manually. This also creates unsafe working conditions
for city employees due to the presence of poisonous snakes.

Currently, the Georgia Department of Natural Resources classifies beavers as pests and permits
the open season trapping and disposal of beavers as a nuisance in such circumstances. Staff is
requesting that Council consider the attached amendment to allow for removal in situations of
recurring beaver dams that threaten public or private property. Deleted verbiage has been struck
through and new verbiage is indicated with bold and underlining.

CH/bt .




Ordinance 758

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ARTICLE I, SECTION 54-5
OF THE PEACHTREE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of same, that Section 54-5 (a) of the
Code of Ordinances be deleted in its entirety and replaced with a new Section 54-5 (a) as
follows:

Article I. In General

Sec. 54-5. Killing, catching, trapping animals or fowl unlawful; fishing and certain
neninjurious entrapment of animals excepted.

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person to kill, catch or trap (or pursue with intent to kill,
catch or trap) any animal or fowl, or to disturb, rob or destroy any fowl’s nest or any unhatched
eggs within any city park or recreational area. This section shall not prohibit fishing, the
noninjurious entrapment of animals for relocation in the wild, the keeping of domestic animals or
fowl, or the taking of eggs raised for consumption or sale; nor shall it prohibit the trapping
and disposal, by City-designated personnel, of beavers that threaten public or private
property by destruction of landscaping or causing the backing up of water which places
improvements at at risk; nor shall it prohibit the impoundment by the proper authorities of any
animal or fowl found to be in violation of other ordinances.

All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed in their
entirety.

Done, Ratified and Passed this 3" day of May 2001.

Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk




CITY OF .PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: City Manager%,\v\

FROM: Director of Developmental Services
DATE: April 27, 2001

SUBJECT: Private Streets

At the last Council meeting on April 19, 2001, there was a discussion of private streets in the
City. That discussion centered on what role the City should play in maintaining these streets on a
long term basis. Included with this memo as Attachment “A” is an unapproved extract from the
minutes of that Council meeting.

The staff was directed to do three things at that meeting: (1) Establish contact with the
neighborhood associations in the areas with private streets to determine what assistance they may
need in ongoing street maintenance, and to identify what portion of that assistance the City could
provide to them; (2) Prepare a recommendation as to whether private streets should be prohibited
in the future and, if so, which private streets should be prohibited and which should not; and (3)
Contact the Tax Assessor’s office to find out how private streets affect property values in the
City.

The Public Works Department is in the process of making the contacts with the various
homeowner associations, as requested. Also, they have prepared estimates of the costs involved
in bringing the residential private streets up to City standards, as well as the costs for providing
long term maintenance.

The Planning Department has recommended that the City should not take over the ownership and
maintenance of private streets. However, if Council decides to do $0, it is recommended that the
City’s involvement be strictly limited to single-family detached residential subdivisions, and not
include commercial and industrial subdivisions or multi-family subdivisions like town homes and
condominiums. A draft of a proposed ordinance has been prepared for Council’s consideration in
the event a decision is made to accept some of the privately owned streets in single-family areas.
This proposed ordinance would prohibit any further development of private streets in those areas




Private Streets
Page 2
April 27, 2001

SO as to minimize the potential conversion expense in the future. A copy of the proposed
ordinance is included as Attachment “B”,

Our Public Information Officer has contacted the Tax Accessor’s office to get data on the impact
private streets might have on property values. A memo summarizing the discussion is included as
Attachment “C”. Asa follow-up to this contact, a letter will be sent to the Tax Assessor from the
Mayor requesting that property valuation for tax purposes reflect the fact that residences on
private streets do not receive the same level of service as residences on public streets.

The staff continues to recommend that the City not assume the responsibility for owning and
maintaining any private streets. It is felt that the members of the various associations can and
should handle the responsibilities they contracted for when they purchased their property.
However, the City’s staff certainly can be made available to help the associations with all aspects
of their maintenance programs, and can even handle the work on a contact basis, if necessary.

JIBW/jir
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Private Streets

Jim Williams said there were currently 34 subdivisions in Peachtree City with private streets.
Twelve of the subdivisions were commercial and 14 of the residential subdivisions were single-
family. Due to the likelihood of conversion for those fourteen, Public Works did a cost study and
found that it would cost a total of $114.000 to bring the subdivisions up to city standards. Williams
said city had allowed private streets because developers received a higher return on their investment
and private streets allowed them more flexibility and more control over their subdivisions. The city
did not encourage this type of development, but the Ordinance allowed it because the city received
the benefit of the design of the neighborhood and the cost savings of not having to own and
maintain the streets. Public Works also estimated that the maintenance cost for the 14 single-family
neighborhoods, if converted to public, would be approximately $460,000 over a ten-year period.

Williams said staff felt the private neighborhoods were well planned and coordinated, and the
developers informed the buyers that the streets would stay private, and staff felt the city should not
assume the responsibility for them. He added that, if the city did assume responsibility, the streets
needed to be city owned, which would require a complicated process of variances to setbacks and,
in some cases, to city standards. Williams said that, if Council did decide to assume ownership, no
more private streets should be allowed.

Mayor Lenox asked if the subdivisions had some type of homeowners association, and Williams
said that they were commonly owned or had easements for maintaining the streets by the
associations. Lenox said the neighborhoods were set up from the beginning to have private streets.
and changing that would be very problematic. However, Lenox empathized that the associations
were not street maintenance experts. Lenox suggested that, because he felt taking over the streets
would be inappropriate, that Public Works develop a program to assist them with planning and
possibly contracting to perform some of their repair work. Rapson asked if he meant this to bring
the streets up to city standards, and then the city would accept the streets, and Lenox clarified that
he was talking only about the ongoing maintenance, which would remain a homeowners association
expense. Tennant agreed that the city had the finances and the professional wherewithal to be of
assistance in this regard.

Fritz asked if, under the association setup, the members paid a monthly fee that went toward street
maintenance. Williams said that most, if not all, paid in such a monthly fashion. McMenamin
expressed concern about private citizens using public employees on a contractual basis, feeling that
it could create a boss-type situation. McMenamin felt the situation was unfortunate, but the owners
had bought into a unique type of neighborhood and the amenities it offered, so she was somewhat
hesitant to say that the city would at any time be responsible for maintaining their streets. However,
she asked how cumbersome it might be for the city to accept one neighborhood if the residents
agreed to bring their own streets up to city standards first. Tennant said that most of the
neighborhoods asking for this had already agreed to that. Rapson felt it would be cost prohibitive,
looking at the average 10-year cost of $120,000 per neighborhood for the city to bring them up to
standard, maintain and repave, and this cost would be absorbed by taxpayers who did not live in the
neighborhoods. Rapson said Council might look at it if they agreed to bring them up to city
standards, but noted that the city could not spend public funds on private streets. Rapson also said
the city would not accept substandard roads from developers, and should not in this case. While he
empathized with the plight of the residents of these neighborhoods, he felt that home purchases did
require the buyer to beware.

Attachment "A"
1 of 2
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Fritz suggested that, when it was time for a neighborhood to repave its streets, they work with the
city to obtain a better deal. Rapson asked the City Manager to evaluate the possibility of that,
noting the joint partnerships within the county. McMenamin said she would not be so hard pressed
to reject accepting them if the neighborhood agreed to bring the streets up to city standards.
Tennant agreed, saying that it would be the least the city could do for the residents and that most
had committed to that. McMenamin said there might be some that would not be able to do that, but
that she thought Council would be interested in the ones that could be accomplished with a few
variances.

Rapson agreed, and said he felt the Land Development Ordinance should be changed to prohibit
private streets in the future. He added that that should not prohibit Council from permitting private
streets that were respected on an individual basis in the future. Tennant asked if it would be
possible to send a letter to the Tax Commissioner advising him that residents on private streets did
not receive the same services as those on public streets. Fritz said that currently a certain amount
was spent on public roads, and the overall cost would go up, so she asked if it was really a tax
inequity. Tennant said he understood that, but it was perceived as a tax inequity, and he would like
to see if they could take that fact into account when assessing the properties. Lenox said that, in a
perfect world, one would expect the market value to take that into account. Rapson added that the
homes on private streets were typically more valuable.

Lenox said that failure to maintain the roads would certainly bring down the property values, and
the associations would have to shoulder that responsibility. He said that he heard a consensus that,
if the city could advise them and help them, Counsel was more than willing to do that. Tennant said
the surrounding neighborhoods certainly wouldn’t want to see the private street neighborhoods
deteriorate either. McMenamin asked about some of the flag lots with private common drives on
Bridlepath, noting she had received calls in the past about the city repairing them. Williams said
those residents owned the drives. Rapson asked if the city really didn’t have much authority in
ensuring the maintenance of those areas, and Williams said it was true to some extent, but that if it
got to the point of affecting mail delivery or services, the city would ask them to make repairs. Fritz
asked if it was covered under the building codes. Williams said it was somewhat, and that if a large
pothole posed a danger to fire service, the city could make them repair it.

Fritz said the whole issue was a bad situation, and Williams said it was safe to say that the
developers made a better profit due to private streets, and the homebuyers should have gotten a
discount because of that. Fritz said that was not really something Council had control over.
Williams said the city’s main benefit was no long-term maintenance.

McMenamin asked if a motion was needed. Lenox said he didn’t think one was necessary, but
directed staff to proactively go to the associations and see if the city could assist them with planning
for road maintenance, bring back to Council the question of whether the development ordinances
should prohibit private streets with a staff opinion paper on the subject, and contact the Tax
Commissioner’s office about taking private streets into consideration when appraising property.

Attachment "A"
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND
THE PEACHTREE CITY LAND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
TO LIMIT THE DEVELOPMENT OF
PRIVATE STREETS
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that Section 201
of the Land Development Ordinance, Paragraph (mmm) (11) be deleted in its entirety and
replaced with a new Paragraph (mmm) (11) to read as follows:

(11)  Private Street. Private street means any parcel of land set aside to provide
access to development and which will not be dedicated or deeded to the city.
As of May 3, 2001, no private street shall be approved by the City if it is
intended to provide access to one or more single-family residential lots that
are not also directly served by an approved public street.

All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby repealed
in their entirety.

Done, Ratified, and Passed this day of , 2001.

Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk

Attachment "B"
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4)

(5)

(6)

)

(8)

9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

Private Street — Current Definition
APPENDIX B—LAND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE § 201

b.  Minor collector. The primary function is to carry traffic for short to medium
(one-half to one mile) intraurban trips. These strips receive traffic from
residential streets and transmit it to major collectors and arterials. Minor
collectors spaced to relieve excessive traffic volumes on local streets, are
commonly designed with two travel lanes.

Commercial street. A commercial street is a minor road within a commercial area
intended primarily to provide access to adjoining property.

Community collector road. A community collector road is a thoroughfare intended
primarily to move traffic from one village to another, or to an area outside the city.

County collector road. A part of the Fayette County road system that is designed

and built to county thoroughfare standards with a minimum right-of-way width

of 80 feet and a minimum pavement width of 24 feet and, generally, no curb and

gutter.

Divided street. Any street with a median greater than 100 feet separating the

travel lanes. A divided street may be a major collector, minor collector, industrial,

commercial or residential street.

Existing lot. An existing lot is any lot that has been legally platted and

established prior to the adoption of the new buffer standards. That lot may be

developed for a use in accordance with the existing zoning or it may be in an

undeveloped state.

Industrial street. An industrial street is a minor road within an industrial area

intended primarily to provide access to adjoining property.

Neighborhood collector road. A neighborhood collector road is a thoroughfare

intended primarily to move traffic through a particular residential neighborhood.

Private street. Private street means any parcel of land set aside to provide access

to development and which will not be dedicated or deeded to the city. These

streets shall be constructed to standards adopted by the City of Peachtree City.

Public street. Public street shall mean any right-of-way dedicated or deeded to

and accepted by the city for purposes of public travel. Public streets shall be

constructed to standards adopted by the City of Peachtree City.

Public street, low-density. Shall mean any public right-of-way located in estate

residential (ER) or agricultural reserve (AR) zoning districts which meet the

following conditions:

a. That planned or possible future development will not exceed 30 lots being
served by such a street.

b.  That all lots served by such a street have a minimum width of 250 feet on
said street.

c¢.  That design criteria for drainage requirements meet or exceed those adopted
for such streets.

CDB:11
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Jim Williams

From: Betsy Tyler

Sent:  Thursday, April 26, 2001 5:49 PM
To: Jim Williams

Subject: FW: Private Street Assessments

From: Betsy Tyler

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 10:33 AM
To: Jim Basinger

Subject: Private Street Assessments

Jim,

| spoke with Ellen Mills, the Chief Appraiser at the Fayette County Tax Assessors Office, this morning about
how they appraise / assess property in Peachtree City. Ms. Mills indicated that, in Fayetteville, they
frequently have to use the street frontage/depth figures due to the irregularity of lot sizes, but in Peachtree
City they generally follow the sales price history of the properties. Land is valued based on size and location.
Homes are valued on square footage and quality of construction. She said privately owned streets would
have no impact on the valuation of the property unless it became such a burden that the sales prices of the
homes began to drop, which has historically never happened on any of the private street subdivisions in
Peachtree City or in Fayette County (there are others outside the city).

Just to check, | pulled up the County's tax records on the web site and compared some homes.
A 1,544 s.f. home in Willow Creek (Bob Adams, Public Streets) was valued at $141,200 with a land value of

$30,000.

A 1,552 s.f. home in Village Park (Bob Adams, Private Streets) was valued at $141,070 with a land value of
$30,000.

A 1,646 s.f. home in Center Green (older, pre-cluster zoning, private streets) was valued at $108,150 with a
land value of $20,000. 4

A 1,442 s.f. home in Bedford Park (older, R-12 zoning, private streets) was valued at $120,560 with a land
value of $30,000.

I have contacted Bob Adams Homes to see if they have any of their old literature outlining the obligations of
the Homeowners Association, or a copy of a deed doing the same. Will let you know what | find out.

Betsy

4/26/01 Attachment "C"
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: City Manager&u\”‘

FROM: Director of Developmental Services
DATE: April 12, 2001

SUBJECT: Private Streets

There are 34 subdivisions in the City that have been approved for private streets (Exhibit “A”).
Of these, 12 are commercial subdivisions and 22 are residential. Of the residential subdivisions,
14 are for single-family detached units and 8 are for attached units.

All of these subdivisions installed private streets because the developer chose that method of
development for one or more of the following reasons: to retain control over the use of the
streets, to achieve a higher level of efficiency in the development, to reduce the per unit land
cost, to increase the amount of return on the project, or to avoid meeting all of the standards that

would ordinarily apply to a public street.

In no instance did the City require that a street be private nor did the City ever promote the idea
of private streets in order to try to save some money on the future maintenance of the streets. —

Whenever a developer proposes private streets, the staff points out the liabilities of the concept as
well as the positive features. The developers always understand what they are doing and agree to
abide by the consequences of their decisions.

For the most part, private streets do not pose a problem for either the developers or the City.
However, on occasion, after a developer sells all or a portion of a subdivision to other owners,
the new owners may object to meeting their obligation with respect to long-term street
maintenance. In order to reduce these kinds of conflicts to a minimum, the City insists that
developers make it clear to future owners that the streets are owned privately; and there will be a
permanent obligation to keep them properly maintained.
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The Public Works Department has prepared an estimate of the cost involved in bringing the
existing private streets in the 14 single-family subdivisions up to City standards (see Exhibit “B,”
Attachment 1). The City Attorney has indicated that the City should not use public funds to
improve private streets nor should the City accept private streets that do not meet City standards
(Exhibit “C”). Therefore, before any streets could be converted, the affected homeowners would

need to spend the funds necessary to make the required basic improvements.

In addition to the legal issues, there are several other significant implications to be considered
prior to converting any streets from private ownership to public:

1. Some policy will need to be established as to what private streets could be converted
and what streets could not be converted;

2. The City will need to substantially increase the street maintenance budget (Exhibit
“B,” Attachments 2 and 3%

3. Many of the private streets will require variances to the public street standards prior
to conversion;.

4. Most of the private streets will require setback variances for all adjoining property
prior to conversion; and

5. Some of the private streets will require replatting prior to conversion.

The staff recommends against converting any private streets to public ownership. However, if
Council decides on a program of conversion, it would be good policy to not permit any more
private streets to be developed in the City because none of the benefits would accrue to the City.
If this is the desired course of action, it will be necessary to amend the Land Development

Ordinance.
JIBW/jir
Attachments — Exhibits “A,” “B,” and “C”
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EXHIBIT “A”

INDEX OF SUBDIVISIONS WITH PRIVATE STREETS

As of March 31, 2001

Aberdeen Center (Commercial)
Ashton Park

Blueberry Hill

Braelinn Center (Commercial)
Brookfield

Cardiff Park

Central Park

City Circle (Commercial)
Cobblestone Creek

Crosstown North (Commercial)
Cypress Pointe

Fairways

Flat Creek Villas

Georgian Park

Jefferson Corners (Commercial)
Kedron Center (Commercial)
Lexington Commons (Commercial/Approved not Built)
Market Place (Commercial)
Masters Square

North Cove

North Hill

Peachtree Club

Peachtree Crossing (Commercial)
Peachtree Point (Commercial)
Ridgefield

Ridgelake

Robinson Center (Commercial)
St. Simons Cove

Tinsley Mill Village

Twiggs Comer

Village on the Green

Village Park

Wal-Mart/Home Depot (Commercial)
Wellborn Estates




EXHIBIT B

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Developmental Services Director
FROM: Public Services Director @H
DATE: April 12, 2001

SUBJECT: Private Street Conversion Costs

Attached is my analysis of projected costs if the maintenance and ownership of private streets
throughout the community was assumed by the City. The first attachment lists the estimated cost
to bring the streets in each subdivision up to City standards. Work would include patching, curb
repair, and overlay costs. This last cost is particularly high in two subdivisions, North Cove and
Ashton Park, due to a lack of topcoat on the streets in those neighborhoods. The one-time cost to
bring these streets up to city standards would be approximately $113,855.

The second attachment illustrates the annual costs for maintenance and operation once ownership
is assumed by the City, based on the actual costs experienced in FY2000. The annual mainte-
nance costs include patching, crack sealing, and maintenance of the landscaped beds at each
entrance. Costs associated with the subdivisions’ streetlights and any irrigation systems are
shown separately. Total annual maintenance costs would be a projected $57,480, which would
increase approximately 4% per year due to inflation of the maintenance costs and irrigation
systems costs.

The final attachment illustrates how each street would be included in Peachtree City’s annual
street resurfacing program in the Public Improvement Program. Streets require resurfacing at
approximately 10-year intervals; and the private streets, once brought up to City standards, could
be included in the city-wide resurfacing program based upon their street rating. Costs range from
$21,680 to $95,015 per year, with a projected total of $458,390 for the ten-year period.
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Private Subdivision Analysis

ESTIMATED COSTS TO BRING UP TO CITY STANDARDS

Final Curb Catch Overlay Total
Subdivision Plat Date Patching Repair Basin Lids Cost Amount

Ashton Park NA 0 0 0 16,175 16,175
Blueberry Hill 09/02/98 -12/02/99 0 1,750 500 0 2,250
Brookfield 09/14/95 5,695 150 0 0 5,845
Cardiff Park At Planterra 11/19/99 0 0 0 0 0
Central Park 05/24/95 0 0 0 0 0
Cypress Pointe 10/07/93 - 04/16/99 8,925 1,000 0 12,030 21,955
Masters Square 05/19/94 ,mmo 750 0 0 1,600
North Cove 04/29/97- 03/12/99 12,750 1,000 0 42,155 55,905
North Hill 10/27/97 850 0 0 0 850
St. Simons Cove 05/05/95 - 09/27/96 425 0 0 0 425
The Fairways 02/07/91 - 12/01/92 1,275 0 0 0 1,275
Village on The Green 09/14/94 - 12/08/94 3,825 1,625 0 0 5,450
Village Park 05/17/96 - 06/19/97 2,125 0 0 0 2,125
Wellborn Estates 09/08/98 0 0 0 0 0

4%

o= [Totals $36,720 $6,275 $500 $70,360 $113,855 |

m. m Note: The above resurfacing costs include a leveling course..

g =

”. = Note: Streets in North Cove and in Ashton Park have only binder,

no topping.

Patching: Costs include remove and replace defective are Yy saw cutting asphalt

and filling with 4~ of asphalt. Approximate cos:

T T e e T e




Private Subdivision Analysis
ANNUAL OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE COST

Based on Actual Costs In 2000 *

Annual Street Irrigation Total
Subdivision Maint. Cost Lights Costs Amount
Ashton Park 2,745 1,005 310 4,060
Blueberry Hill 2,880 830 435 4,145
Brookfield 3,295 1,140 1,245 5,680
Cardiff Park At Planterra 2,830 380 310 3,520
Central Park 2,600 280 300 3,180
Cypress Pointe 2,815 530 350 3,695
Masters Square 2,805 610 435 3,850
North Cove 3,620 NA 1,515 5,135
North Hill 2,750 NA 300 3,050
St. Simons Cove 2,855 875 475 4,205
The Fairways 2,915 875 305 4,095
Village on The Green 3,450 1,270 845 5,565
Village Park 4,180 1,665 655 6,500
> =
g m. Wellborn Estates 360 440 NA 800
6o
e
m. o |Totals $40,100 $9,900 $7,480 $57,480]
X
N

Streetlights: Estimated cost for twelve (12) months.

Irrigation System: Water estimated cost *- - twelve (12) months.
Electricity estimated c. or twelve (12) months.
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Public Services Private Street Information
Private Streets Resurfacing Program 4/3/01

Private Street Resurfacing Program

r . . Cum. Cum.
ting Street Width Leng_]th Length Cost Cost
78 Monterey Drive 22 840 840 12,630 12,630
81 Clearwater Cove 24 635 1,475 9,050 21,680

86  Newfield Way 24 840 840 13,780 13,780
86  Private Alley (Village on The Green) 20 670 1,510 7,230 21,010
86  Village Park Drive 22 2,365 3,875 31,810 52,820

88  Pinehurst Drive 22 2,360 2,360 32,295 32,295
89  Shadowbrook Court 24 110 2,470 2,095 34,390

92  Masters Drive North 22 745 745 12,235 12,235
93  Cherry Tree Lane 22 1,625 2,370 25,315 37,550
93 Masters Drive South 22 915 3,285 12,855 50,405

94  Brooksong Way 24 380 380 6,535 6,535
194 North Hill 18 1,140 1,520 16,530 23,065
{ 5 Rock Creek Drive 24 860 2,380 15,190 38,255

96 Applegate Lane 22 375 375 6,850 6,850
96  Augusta Drive 22 1,305 1,680 23,200 30,050
96 Cranberry Lane 22 345 2,025 6,935 36,985

96  Park Avenue 18 645 645 8,385 8,385
96  Park Side 22 285 930 5,255 5,255
96  Turtle Bay 22 275 1,205 5,995 5,995
97  Christia Court 22 590 1,795 13,060 13,060

97  Madison Avenure 22 685 685 13,510 13,510
97  Riviera Court 22 510 1,195 9,580 23,090
97  Sea Island Drive 22 955 2,150 19,480 42,570
97  St. Simons Cove 22 240 2,390 4,840 47,410

98  Crown Court 20 1,385 1,385 2,950 2,950
98 Deham Square 22 960 2,345 21,950 24,900
398  Sunrise Court 22 210 2,655 4,265 29,165
98  Wellborne Road 22 1,110 3,665 19,570 48,735

65 ¢
Exhibit "B"™
Attachment 3-1
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Public Services Private Street Information
Private Streets Resurfacing Program 4/3/01

Private Street Resurfacing Program

[ Cum. Cum.
_t_i_rlg Street Width Lengrth Lengrth Cost Cost

0  Abercorn Square 18 430 430 10,140 10,140

0  Ashton Park 24 1,130 1,560 26,345 36,485

0  Cromwell Drive 18 470 2,030 9,180 45,665

0  General Hardee Square 18 285 2,315 7,900 53,565

0  North Cove Drive 18 2,385 4,700 36,970 90,535

0 Telfair Park 18 265 4,965 4,480 95,015

Street Resurfacing Program: Based on a 10 year resurfacing period unless warranted earlier.

Exhibit "B"
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WEBB, LINDSEY, COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC

‘ames H. Webb Jr. *
Richard P. Lindsey
H. Clay Collins
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Jonathan J. Wade

Susan M. Brown
Karen C. Gainey
Stacey M. Jenkins tt
Christy R. Jindra t
Martin C. Jones

Mr. Jim Basinger
City Manager

A ttorneys-At-Law
400 Westpark Court Other Offices
Suite 220 Atlanta, Georgia
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 Fairburn, Georgia

McDonough, Georgia
Telephone: (770) 631-1811

Facsimile: (770) 631-1771
Other licenses:

E-mail: * Florida
postmaster@webb-firm.com tllinois
t1Texas

Web Site:

www.webb-firm.com

April 10, 2001

City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE:  Public Funds for Private Streets

Dear Jim:

You have asked me the question of whether public funds can be expended on private
streets.  As long as the streets are private, no public monies may be spent on their maintenance
and upkeep. Another question is whether the City can go ahead and accept the dedication of the
private streets and then spend money on the “new” public streets which were formerly private.
This is a more difficult question to answer. Obviously, once the private streets are brought up
to City standards, then there is no real difference between “maintaining” those streets and
“maintaining” the other subdivision streets located throughout the City. Thus, the City is clearly
empowered to spend public monies on public streets (which were formerly private) and which
have achieved City standards.

I recommend against spending City money to repair these presently private streets to
bring them up to City standards. In other words, it might be possible to go ahead and accept the
dedication of the private streets that do not meet public road standards and then expend City
money to make those improvements. However, the City does not have a history of accepting
sub-standard roads from developers, and then expending City monies to make such
improvements. I believe accepting these private streets and expending public monies to make
needed improvements sets a dangerous precedent and, therefore, I advise against it.

In summation, I see no legal problem in expending public monies to make routine repairs
and provide normal routine maintenance on public streets once those streets have been brought
up to City standards, and once those streets have been dedicated to the public. Irecommend
against spending any City monies on the private streets to bing them into compliance with the
city’s standards.
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Should you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best regards.
Sincerely,
WEBB, LINDSEY,
COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC
Richard P. Lindg€y
RPL:jmf
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jim Basinger, City Manager

FROM: Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services 5‘3
DATE: April 26, 2001

SUBJECT: Public Hearing — Occupational Tax/City Fee Structures

Council, as discussed, a second public hearing regarding subject fees is to be held during the May
3, 2001 City Council meeting. This hearing has been advertised in the city legal organ, the
Update newsletter and cable Channel 2. As a result of the last public hearing on April 19, 2001,
the proposed fees for pool passes for out-of-county residents were changed to be twice the
amount of fees charged for Peachtree City residents. No other changes to the proposed fees were
recommended at this meeting. The attachments to this memo include all the proposed new fee
structures, as revised.

At the close of the May 3rd public hearing, Council may take action to adopt the new fee
structures. As mentioned at the last Council meeting, the recommended date for implementation
of the new rates is July 1, 2001. Members of staff will be present to answer any questions you
may have concerning the proposed new fee structures.




«

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jim Basinger, City Manager

FROM: Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services ?6
DATE: April 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Comprehensive Revenue Analysis — Fee Increases

Council, as you recall, staff had conducted a comprehensive revenue analysis, the results of
which were discussed at the retreat. As a result of these discussions, many suggestions were
made as to how the existing fee structures should be revised. Also discussed was the
introduction of several new fees. Following is a brief summary of the changes being proposed:

Occupational Taxes - raise the per employee rate from $12 to $15; raise the minimum from $75
to $100 and increase the maximum tax from $1,250 to $1,575, then by an additional $500 each
year, for a four-year period (See Attachment 1, column B).

Alcohol Tax — Implement increases to various fees associated with alcohol consumption, over a
five-year period (See Attachment 2).

Building Department Permit Fees — Increase various fees per the attached schedule, add a new
fee for sign permits, and remove the fee for elevator inspection (See Attachment 3).

Recreation Fees & Charges — Increase various fees per the attached schedule, and add an
additional fee for use of tennis courts by larger competitive organizations (See Attachment 4).

Court fines & Charges — Add a $2 per citation technology fee for maintaining our computer
system.

At this time, staff recommends that two Public Hearings be scheduled for Council to discuss the
proposed changes to our fee structures, and gain public input. Council may then take action at a
subsequent City Council Meeting to formally adopt new fee structures. Staff members from each




department having input to the proposed changes will be present at these meetings to answer any
questions.

Staff further recommends that the effective date for implementation of such new fee structures be
set for July 1, 2001. This should give staff sufficient time to broadcast notice of the new rates,
and make any changes to our computer systems and forms that will be necessary to accommodate
any new fee structures established.
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BREAKDOWN OF POTENTIAL INCREASES

. NOTE: This report only shows the number of employees for which we actually have licensed. If you see a jump in the
sequence in numbers it is because we do not currently have a business with that number of employees.

S

A B C D E
$12 rate $12 rate $15 rate $15 rate $15 rate $15 rate
Per Employee | Per Employee | Per Employee | Per Employee | Per Employee | Per Employee
Current PTC (Norcross)
# of $75 min - $1,250 max $100 min - $1,500 max § $100 min - $1,500 max § $100 min - $2,500 max § $100 min - $5,000 max $100 min - no max

Employees tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase
1 thru 1 $75|  na $100 $25 $100 $25) $100 $25 $100 $25 $100 $29)
1 $132|  na $132 $0 $165 $33 $165 $3 $165 $3 $165 $3

12 $144]  wa $144 $ $180 s3] $180 $3 $180 $36 $180 $3)

13 $156|  nia $156 $ $195 $3 $195 $3 $195 $3 $195 $39

14 $168]  wa $168 $0 $210 $42 $210 $42 $210 $42) $210 $42}

1 $180[ i $180 sof $225 $45]  $225 $4 $225 $45 $225 $4

16 $192[  wa $192 sof $240 $48 $240 $4 $240 $4 $240 a8

1 $204)  na $204 sof $255 $51 $255 $51 $255 $51 $255 $51

1 $216|  nia $216 $0) $270 $54 $270 $ $270 $54 $270 $54

19 s28]  wa $228 $0 $285 $57 $285 $5 $285 $5 $285 $57

2 $240|  wa $240 $0 $300 $ $300 $6 $300 $6 $300 $60
. Al 52| wa $252 $0 $315 s6f 8315 s3] $315 $6 $315 $6
22 $264| nia $264 $ $330 s66]  $330 $66] $330 $66 $330]  $66

2 $276]  nla $276 - $0 $345 $69 $345 $6 $345 $6 $345 $69

2 $288] wa $288 sof $360 $7 $360 $724 $360 $7) $360 $72

2 $300] $300 sof $375 $7 $375 $75 $375 $7 $375 $7

2 $312)  wa $312 sof $390 $7. $390 $7 $390 $78 $390 $78

28 s3] wa $33 sof  s420 sef  sa20 $ $420 $84 $420 $84

o sug  na $348 sof w435 $e7] 8435 $87 $435 $87] $435 $87

3 $360|  n/a $360 $ $450 $ $450 $9 $450 $9 $450 $9
w2l wa $372 $0 $465 s9f  saes s3] s465 $99 $465 $93

32 $384] nla $384 $ $480 s9of 480 $96 $480 $96{ $480 $96

3 $3%6| na $39 sf 3495 soof 495 59 $495 $99 $495 $9

3 $408] $408 $0 $510 $102 $510 $102 $510 $102 $510 $102

3 $420]  nla $420 $ $525 $105 $525 $105] $525 $105 $525 $105

3 $432|  na $432 $0 $540 $108 $540 $108 $540 $108] $540 $108

B s8] wa $456) sof $570 st $570 $114 $570]  $114 $570 $114

39 $468]  nia $468 sof $585 $117] $585 $117 $585 $117] $585 $117

40 $480]  n/a $480 $0 $600 $120) $600 $12 $600 $12 $600 $120

41 $492[ i $492 $0 $615 $123 $615 $123 $615 $123 $615 $123

42 $504]  nla $504 $0 $630 $126 $630 $126 $630 $126 $630 $126

4 $516] $516 $0 $645 $129 $645 $12 $645 $12 $645 $129)

44 $528]  nla $528 $0) $660 $132 $660 $132) $660 $132 $660 $132

45 $540|  n/a $540 $0 $675 $135 $675 $135) $675 $135 $675 $135

47 $564|  nfa $564 $ $705 $141 $705 $141 $705 $141 $705 $141
. sof  s600] i $600 sof $750 $150 $750 $15 $750 $15 §750 $150




$12 rate

Per Employee

Current PTC

A
$12 rate
Per Employee

B

$15 rate
Per Employee

#,575
$100 min - $1;806-max

C
$15 rate
Per Employee

$100 min - $2,500 max

D

$15 rate
Per Employee

$100 min - $5,000 max

E

$15 rate
Per Employee
(Norcross)

$100 min - no max

# of $75 min - $1,250 max § $100 min - $1,500 max
Employees tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase tax increase
sof  $672] o $672 sof $840 s168)  $840 $16 sed0[  s16ef $840 $168
oof  $720 wa §720 sof 900 $18 $900 $18 so00]  s18 $900 $180
o]  sre8]  wa $768 sf  $960 $192]  $960 $192 $960|  $192 $960 $192
6] 780 na $780 sof $975 $19 $975 $19 $975]  $195 $975 $195
7 $664| nia $864 sof  $1,080 s216]  $1,080 s21 $1,080]  $216 $1,060 $216
7 $876| n/a $876 sof  $1,095 s219]  $1.005 s1o]  s1.005]  s219f $1,095 $219
o $912] wa $912 sof  $1,140 s228]  $1,140 s28]  §1,140 s228f $1,140 s228]
7 $93%| wa $936 $ $1,170 23] $1,170 s4]  staro]  soaf $1,170 s234]
8 $960( na $960 sof  $1,200 s240]  $1,200 saao]  s1200)  s2a0] 51,200 s240]
s 972 wa so72| s 81,215 sa93f  s1,215 E IR R E R s3]
of s1116] na $1,116 $ $1,395 $219)  $1,395 $27 $1,395| 27 $1,395 $27
o]  s1128]  wa $1,128 sof  $1410 282 $1410 s8]  $1410 $282 $1410 $282
oof s1140] wa $1,140 $ $1425 $285]  $1,425 s s1.425] 288 $1,425 $285
105]  $1250] na $1,260 s10f  $1,500 $250]  $1,575 s $1575]  $325 $1,575 $325)
13 $1,250]  wa $1.356 st $1.500 s2s50f  $1,695 saasf  s1605]  saas $1,695 $445
15 $1.250  wa $1,380 $13f  $1500 s250]  $1.725 s strs|  sare]  s17s]  sars
17]  $1250]  wa $1.404 s15f  $1500 s250]  $1.755 ssosf  $1755] 509 $1,755 $505)
155  $1.250] nia s15000  sas0f  $1,500 s250]  $2,325]  s1075]  s2325]  $1,075 $2,325]  $1,075
165]  $1.250] i $1,500 $2 $1.500 s250]  $2475|  §1,22 $2475] 1,225 $2475|  $1,225
2000 $1250] wa $1,500 $250f  $1500 s250f  s25000  $1,25 $3,000]  $1.75 $3000]  $1.75
20 s1250] wa $1,500 s250f  $15500 s250]  s2500]  s1250f 3060  s1,810] 3060 1,810
250f  $1,25 na $1,500 $25 $1,500 sos0f  s2s00]  st2s0f  s3zso|  s2.s00f 3,750 25004
260f 1,250 wa $1,500 $250f  $1,500 s250f  s2500(  s12500  s3.900  s2.650] $3.900]  $2,65
285 $1,25] wa $1,500 s250  $1,500 sos0f  sas00]  stosof  sa2rs| 302 4215 $3,029
397]  $1.250]  nia $1,500 $250)  $1500 s250f  s2s00]  s12s0f  ss000]  s37s0f $5955)  $470
a1 $1250] wia $1,500 s250f  $1,500 so50f 2500  stosof  ss000] s37sof  se240]  s4,90
soff 1,250 wa $1,500 $250f  $1,500 s250]  s2500]  $1250]  $5000]  $375 §7.515|  $6,265
o12f  $1,25] wa $1,500 s250f 15500 so50]  s2500(  s1250] 50000  s37sof  $13680]  $12,430
o61f  $1.250] wa $1.500] §2 $1,500 s250]  s2500(  s1250f  ss000]  sazsof  s14415] 13,165
1214 $1,250] nia $1,500 s250f  $1,500 s250f  s2.500]  $1,25 s5000]  s37sof  $18.210]  $16.96
Current Revenue: Potential Revenue with: §| Potential Revenue with: | Potential Revenue with: § Potential Revenue with:§| Potential Revenue with:
$75min - $1,250 max | $100 min - $1,500 max § $100 min - $1,500 max § $100 min - $2,500 max § $100 min - $5,000 max $100 min - no max
s165498] nia [ s196956] s31458] s212.260]  sa6762] s227,785]  ge2287]  s249,520] sea022]  $285535]  $120,097
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Fee Description

Peachtree City

Current Alcohol License Related Fees and Five-Year Implementation Scheduled Increases
A Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed
Current FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006
Beer - Retail $425 $500 $575 $625 $700 $775
Wine - Retail $225 $300 $375 $425 $500 $575
Beer, Wine Distilled Spirits Retail $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000
Beer - Pouring $425 $500 $575 $625 $700 $775
Wine - Pouring $225 $300 $375 $425 $500 $575
Beer, Wine, Distilled Spirits Pouring $2,500 $3,000 $3,500 $4,000 $4,500 $5,000
Sunday Sales Additional Fee $0 $100 $200 $300 $400 $500
Liquor Excise Tax 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3%
Application Fee $150 $175 $200 $200 $200 $200
Change in License Fee $150 $150 $150 $150 $150 $150
Permit Fee per Employee n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Delinquent Renewal n/a $100 $100 $100 $100 $100
Alcohol Lounge Fee - no restaurant $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500 $2,500
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

Director of Financial Services

FROM: Director of Developmental Services AW /(%Q

DATE: February 8, 2001

SUBJECT: Building Department Permit Fees

We

have just completed a study of our basic fee structure by comparing our building fees with

those of other communities in the immediate area. Based on that study, staff recommends that the
Peachtree City permit fee structure be revised as follows:

1.

10.

The fee for Residential Building Permits should be increased from $.10/SF with a $200
minimum to $.25/SF with a $300 minimum.

The fee for Commercial Building Permits should be increased from $3/1000 with a $30
minimum to $5/1000 with a $300 minimum.

The fee for Accessory Building Permits should remain the same at $20 minimum.
The fee for Trade Permits should be increased from $25 minimum to $50 minimum.
The fee for Pool Permits should be increased from $20 to $50.

The fee for Fence Permits should remain the same at $20.

A new fee should be established for Sign Permits. It is recommended that the new fee be $25
for each freestanding and/or wall sign for which a permit is currently required.

The fee for Re-Inspections should be increased from $25 to $25 minimum, with $25 for first
call-back and $50 for each additional call-back.

The rezoning fee should be increased from $200 minimum and $2500 maximum to $600 plus
$25 per acre with no maximum limit.

The variance fee should be increased from $50 per request to $250 per request.




Building Department Permit Fees
Page 2
February 8, 2001

11. The Elevator Permit Fee, which is a part of the Electrical Trade Permit, should be eliminated
in response to a request from the Attorney General’s office. This fee is currently one percent
of the cost of an elevator up to $20,000 and $200 plus one-tenth of a percent of all costs over
$20,000. The Attorney General pointed out that the State inspects all elevators, and our fee
amounted to a double charge.

A summary of the fee comparisons, as well as the current and proposed fee schedule for
Peachtree City, is attached for your review.

JBW/jir

Attachment

cc Building Official
Permits Clerk




ATTACHMENT #4




_ _ _ _ ~ ‘

| Recreation Fee Schedules: Current and Proposed

‘ _
r \ Peachtree City Out of County Commercial
Facility * Current Proposed Current Proposed Current  |Proposed
Clty Parks | $15/hr $15/hr 18.75/hr $30/hr $40/hr
Ath. Fields, lights $10/hr $65/game $12.50/hr $130/game $165/game
Athletic Fields $30/hr $50/game $37.50/hr $100/game $125/game
BMX track| $150/day $150/day 187.50/hr $250/day 375/day
Sm Mtng Room $15/hr $30Mr £ 25 18.75/hr $60/hr $75/hr
Lg. Mtng. Room $25/hr 580/Mr 44 31.25/hr $100/hr $125/hr
Picnic Pavillion $10/hr $15/hr $12.50/hr $30/hr $40/hr
Kedron lap pool (S) |40/hr $50/hr $75/hr $100/hr $125/hr
Kedron Lap pool (W) [$50/hr $60/hr $87.50/hr $120/hr $150/hr
Kedron 2 pools(s) $60 (s) $75/hr $75/hr $150/hr $185/hr
Kedron 2pools (w) $70/hr $100/hr $87.50/hr $200/hr $250/hr
Kedron Instruction(s) |$30/hr $40/hr $37.50/hr $80/hr $100/hr
Kedron Instruction (w)|$40/hr $50/hr $50/hr $100/hr $125/hr
Glenloch Pool $30/hr $40/hr $37.50/hr $80/hr $100/hr
Pebblepocket Pool  [$25/hr $40/hr $31.25/hr $80/hr $100/hr
Clover Reach Pool  [$25/hr $30/hr $31.25/hr $60/hr $75/hr
Ked. Rm 2| $45/hr $50/hr $56.25/hr $100/hr $125/hr
Ked. Rm. 3 $25/hr $30/hr $31.25/hr $60/hr $75/hr
Gym 1/2 court $30/hr $40/hr $37.50/hr $80/hr $100/hr
Gym full court $60/hr $70/hr $75.00/hr $140/hr $175/hr
Full gym (2 cts) $100/hr $120/hr $125/hr $240/hr $300/hr
Pool Passes-1 $50 $50 $75.00 &5 4 oo N/A
Pool Passes-2 $100 $100 $150 50 3200 N/A
Pool Passes -3 $125 $125 $187.50 750 4250 N/A
Pool Passes - 4or mor}$150 $150 $225.00 $225:004300 N/A
Basketball outdoor $10/hr $20/hr $20/hr $25/hr
Gazebho _ $10/hr $20/hr $20/hr $25/hr
Multi-purpose pavil $40/hr $80/hr $80/hr $100/hr
Tennis courts/light $15/hr $30/hr $30/hr $40/hr
Tennis Court/unlighted $10/hr $20/hr $20/hr $25/hr




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor and City Council
VIA: City Manager
Director of Financial Services V* 5
FROM: Director of Leisure Services
DATE: March 6, 2001

SUBJECT: Additional Fee Structure Information

Recently, the issue of charging certain groups for use of the city’s public tennis courts has come
up.

We have 12 public tennis courts: 4 lighted at Glenloch and 2 lighted at Pebblepocket; and 2 each,
unlighted, at Braelinn, Smokerise and Blue Smoke parks. In the last couple of years the courts
have seen increased usage from high school teams. We have done a good job of accommodating
these teams without adversely impacting public usage time. The sport of tennis is gaining
popularity here, in large part due to the tennis center activities. This past fall we began offering
tennis lessons on our courts, using contract instructors, because there was a great demand that the
tennis center couldn’t accommodate. The lessons have been filled and are very popular with
citizens.

Last fall, an ALTA (Atlanta Lawn Tennis Association) team comprised of 12-14 members,
mostly Peachtree City residents, approached us with a request. This team requested to use the
Glenloch courts to host home matches on Thursday mornings and for team practice/instructional
time one additional day per week. Their season is relatively short, about 6 weeks, in spring and
fall. We researched the request and determined that granting this request could open the doors
for more ALTA teams to make the same request. There are different divisions of ALTA
(opened, men’s, mixed, etc.) who all play home matches on different days. We also saw this as
an opportunity to have the courts used at times when there is little general public usage, and at
the same time obtain revenue. In this particular case, because most are Peachtree City residents,
we also saw it as serving a segment of our public. Since then, another Peachtree City-based
women’s ALTA team has approached us with a similar request.

These teams are not considered general recreation users. They are competitive in nature and part
of a larger competitive organization. Therefore, we feel it is Justified to charge a nominal fee for
the privilege of reserving the courts for their exclusive use. These teams are accustomed to
paying court fees for matches and practice, so they were quite willing to pay a fee for use of our
courts. Since there isn’t an approved fee structure in place, this first year we will negotiate an in-
kind fee. That is, the teams will agree to provide something to improve the Glenloch tennis court
area (picnic tables, new nets, windscreens, etc.). We will base the in-kind amount on a fee
schedule that consists of a per/team lump sum fee for home matches, and a lump sum for practice
times. We will also add an additional fee for members who are not Peachtree City residents. We
are currently working out that schedule and should be able to discuss it in detail at Retreat.




BACKGROUND: ALTA
FEE STRUCTURE

Two Atlanta Lawn Tennis Association (ALTA) teams will be utilizing the four
tennis courts at Glenloch for their spring, 2001 season. The spring ALTA season will last
for seven consecutive weeks, beginning the week of March 12,

The two teams are classified as Thursday morning Women’s teams. Their
matches will be held on Thursdays from 9:00 a.m. until approximately 1:00 p-m.
Included in their seven-week match season are home matches as well as a two-hour
practice/coaching session per week. Because Glenloch has only four courts available, one
team will have an “away” match each week and the second team is scheduled for a
“home” match.

The city has not previously hosted this type of competitive, organized tennis
program where court usage fees need to be established.

The Parks and Recreation Department is proposing the fee of $50 per home match
per team. Should the twelve to fifteen member team roster list any non-county residents,
those non-county members will be charged an additional $10 per person per home match.
Currently the two spring teams have mostly Peachtree City and some county residents.

Each team is presently being coached for two hours either on a Monday morning
or a Tuesday morning. Each team member pays $45 per month to the city for these
lessons, and registers with Recreation like any other class. The coach then receives the
same percentage of the fees as do other class instructors.

Each team captain will follow the same procedures concerning a key and key
deposit for the building (for use of restrooms) as other class instructors. The fee is a
refundable deposit of $50. -

Each team captain or team designee will be expected to submit a team roster,
practice schedule and home match schedule prior to the beginning of the ALTA season.
A formal agreement will be signed by the team captains outlining all necessary

arrangements.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jim Basinger, City Manager%,“ﬂ

FROM: Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services f. >
DATE: April 27, 2001

SUBJECT: Acceptance of FY2000 Annual Audit

Attached is a copy of the Annual Audit Report for the period ending September 30, 2000 for your
review. As was the case last year, both revenues and expenditures in the General Fund were
favorable as compared to budget estimates. However, the General Fund unreserved fund balance
decreased by $ 137,695 due to operating transfers to other funds. The issues of declining fund
balance and the maintenance of minimum cash reserves will be topics of discussion at the next
Council meeting when proposed financial policies will be presented.

Staff is available to answer any questions that you may have. In addition, Mr. Ed Wetherington,
the City’s Auditor, will be present at the Council Meeting to make a brief presentation and answer
any questions that you may have concerning his audit report.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger ?% i

FROM:  JaneMiller <
DATE: April 24, 2008

SUBJECT: Alcohol Licensee and License Representative— Ginza Steak and Sushi

Mr. Silvestel Kun Lee has applied to be the Licensee and License Representative for Ginza Steak
and Sushi Restaurant which is being purchased by his company. The application is attached for
your consideration. Mr. Lee will be present at the meeting on May 3, 2001 to answer any
questions you may have.

/jsm

Attachment




¥ POLICE DEPARTMENT o Sy
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¥ 153 Willowbend Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 ¢ 770-487-8866 ¢ Fax: 770-631-2512 {i‘ﬁ' ] 3:’

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

STILVESTEL KUN LEE
Name

3007 ROLLING FOG, FRIENDSWOOD, TEXAS 77546
Address

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

application for this license.

Slgnature \ C::j7

W%/&’jﬁyoa/

Date

AW/ mlﬁ(h

Witness

An Internationally Accreditated Agency
A State Certified Agency




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD

PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269

(770) 487-7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE

Business Name: Tee In Trinity, Inc.
d/b/a Ginza Steak & Sushi

Business Location:
620 Crosstown Rd., Peachtree City

GA 30269

Nature of Business:
Restaurant

Mailing Address:
Same as Above

Business Phone
Number:
770-631-0005

Name of Licensee:

Silvestel Kun Lee

Home Address:
3007 Rolling Fog, Friendswood, TX
77546

Home Phone Number:
281-648-0054

Name of License Representative:

Home Address:

Home Phone Number:

Retail Consumption Dealer

I Retail Package Dealer Wholesale Dealer

X Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beverage
X Wine Wine Wine
X Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits

=

NAME

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

ADDRESS

Please provide Home Addresses for the
individuals listed:

PHONE
NUMBERS

Please provide Home
and Business Phone
Numbers for
individuals listed:

Silvestel Kun Kim, President

3007 Rolling Fog, Friendswood, TX
77546

281-978-3464

Charles H. Lee, Secretary

Same as Above

281-648-0054

Sun A. Lee, Treasurer

Same as Above

281-648-0054

Is any person who owns an interest in the license an employee of the City of Peachtree City? _I‘lo_




POSITION PAPER
Proposed Rezoning: Peachtree City Holdings Tract
Crabapple Lane West )|
Director of Developmental Services \gx\‘\\l
April 26, 2001 (

Situation:

Peachtree City Holdings, LLC, owns the 6.72-acre tract at the southwest corner of GA 74
and Crabapple Lane West. Mr. Jerry Peterson, a representative of the owner, has
requested that the tract be rezoned to accommodate the development of a small office
complex (Attachment “A”).

Facts:

1.

The property is currently zoned R-43 Residential for single-family homes on lots of
at least one acre. The property is currently land use planned for low-density resi-
dential use for single-family homes on lots of at least one acre.

The property is bounded on the east by GA 74 with a right-of-way that varies
between 200 feet and 300 feet in width in that area. Across GA 74 the property is
zoned GC General Commercial and is partially developed as the Kedron Commercial
Center.

The property is bounded on the west by land zoned AR Agricultural and land use
planned for low-density residential use (lots of at least one acre).

The property is bounded on the north by Crabapple Lane West with a right-of-way of
60 feet. Across Crabapple Lane is land zoned R-43 Residential and used for a fire
station to service the area. To the rear of the fire station is a Georgia Power electrical
sub-station and a Fayette County Water tower. Also across Crabapple Lane is a 58.4-
acre tract that was recently rezoned from Agricultural to R-43 Residential for 45
single-family units on lots of at least one acre.

The improvements to the GA 74/Crabapple intersection were predicated on the
assumption future development in the area would be in accordance with the Land Use
Plan at low-density residential standards.

The property owners to the west, McElreath and Henry, have submitted letters
supporting the proposed rezoning (Attachment “B”).

The Planning Commission, at its meeting on April 9, 2001, unanimously voted to
recommend that the proposed rezoning be denied (Attachment “C”).




Proposed Rezoning: Black Property
April 26, 2000
Page 2

Recommendation:

The Staff joins the Planning Commission in recommending denial. The proposed
rezoning would not be in accordance with the Land Use Plan for that area. It was never
intended or even contemplated that office/commercial development would extend across
GA 74 into this area. The existence of the fire station, electrical sub-station, and water
tower did not adversely influence the recent rezoning to R-43 Residential of the property
across Crabapple. The church and school which have been developed south of the
property are consistent with the intended low-density residential use of the property. The
support of the two adjoining property owners to the west seems to indicate they are more
interested in also rezoning to an office/commercial use than they are willing to simply
live next door to one. In summary, there is no compelling public justification for the
proposed rezoning.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “C”




A REZONING REQUEST FOR

CRABAPPLE CORNER
6.7 ACRES

CONTENTS:

INTRODUCTION
PROPOSAL
ANALYSIS
SUMMARY

BN -

Submitted By:
PATHWAY COMMUNITIES
P.O. BOX 2007
PEACHTREE CITY
GEORGIA 30269

MARCH 23, 2001

Attachment "A"




1. INTRODUCTION

Upon entering Peachtree City on Highway 74 from the north, just after the “Welcome Home”
sign, the first real gateway to the City is the intersection of Highway 74 and Peachtree Parkway/
Crabapple lane. The stop light at this large intersection is surrounded by Kedron fire station,
Kedron Office Park and Kedron Center. These three corners have a very public entry image,
which leaves the fourth corner with the appearance of a single family house.

The current zoning for this 6.7 acre triangular shaped parcel of land is R-43, which as is illustrated
on “Exhibit H”, would allow only three lots to be developed on this busy corner. This request is
to zone this property OI (Office Institutional) to allow development which will make all four
corners compatible as the northern gateway to our City and allow the property to be properly
used.
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2. PROPOSAL

This proposal is to zone the 6.7 acre site at the south west corner of Highway 74 and Crabapple
Lane from the existing R-43 (one acre residential), to OI (Office Institutional). This zoning will
allow this corner to become a part of the Highway 74 corridor as it has developed over the past
years, while providing a proper public entry to the City. The east side of Highway 74 begins at
the City Limits with the Kedron Office park now containing World Airways as the first building,
then continuing on the south of Peachtree Parkway with the first phase of Kedron Center
containing Kroger, other shops as well as the free standing parcels for Wendy’s, First Union and
other future buildings directly across from the subject site. To the south of Kedron Center phase
two is the existing Newgate commercial park with the hotel and convenience retail north of
Georgian Park. Directly to the south of Georgian Park is the Georgia Park Condominiums.

On the west side of Highway 74 north of Ardenlee is the new Lutheran School and Church. The
school is now open as the first phase of this project, which is a short distance south of the subject
site. To the north of subject property is the Kedron Fire station, the new Georgia Power
substation, and the very visible water tower.

These relationships are illustrated on “Exhibit A” and “Exhibit B” the air photo, as well as the
photographs.

Developed as R-43 this parcel would have a 100" greenbelt along Highway 74 and no other
buffers or special setbacks on the other two sides. This R-43 plan is illustrated in “Exhibit H”.
Developed as an office site illustrated in “Exhibits I & J”, the site will have a 60' buffer along

- Highway 74, along with a special 75' building setback along the entire west side of the property,
and a large buffer from the creek south. This leaves approximately 3.5 acres of the 6.7 acre site

usable for an office building.

An office building in this location with these set backs and buffers, along with the fire station on
the north side of Crabapple Lane will provide a visual entry and proper step down as you enter
Crabapple Lane from the busy Highway 74. No family will want to live in a home on one acre on
this corner location.
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3. ANALYSIS

This very busy corner is more suitable for an office than it is for three houses on one acre lots.
The office use will provide the transition and buffers from the four lanes of traffic on Highway 74
and the various other uses along the highway. There is a limited amount of office land remaining
in Peachtree City including 14 acres in Kedron Office Park and 11 acres in Westpark. Both of
these areas are best suited for five to six acre lots with larger buildings than the subject site will
allow. There are few areas appropriate for office buildings of this size and quality remaining in
Peachtree City.

The Land:

The topography on “Exhibit G” shows a site which is fairly level at about 6% on the north along
Crabapple Lane and on the southern tip, while a portion in the center along the drainage area is
steep at about 20%. The land is level with Crabapple Lane and will be easy to provide access at
any location along the frontage, while the low drainage side of the site is a natural location for the
detention as required by ordinance. As can be seen on the air photo “Exhibit C” the entire site has
a good cover of trees including pine and hardwood. There are especially good hardwoods along
the low drainage area of the site with pines on the upper portions.

Utilities:
Utilities are in place or near by to serve the existing business in the area. The existing sewer line
on the east side of Highway 74 behind the First Union Bank can be extended with a bore under

the highway to serve this office site.

Tax:
The taxes generated from an office building with OI zoning are considerable more than that of

three homes allowed under the existing R-43 zoning. Also with this poor residential location the
homes may not be of the value assumed here, or built anytime in the near future.

3 Homes x $250,000 = $750,000 x 40% (accessed) x 4.06 mills = $1,218 PTC tax
35,000 s.f. Office on 6 acres = $4,630,000 x 40% (accessed) x 4.06 mills = $7,519 PTC tax

Police/ Fire/ Emergency
Emergency services are provided by Kedron Station which is directly across the street from this

site.

Public Education:
An office building will have no effect on the school system.

- Recreation Program:
“An office building will have no effect on the recreation programs.

Environmental protection:
The entire site sloops towards one low point where the existing drainage is piped under Highway
74. This provides an ideal location to control detention and water quality issues including erosion




control as required by City ordinances. The buffers and set backs provided by City ordinances
covering OI zoning will leave a good portion of the 6.7 acre site in a natural state with good tree
and ground cover. Once the zoning is in place the site plan and engineering studies with all of the
site details can be prepared for planning commission and staff review. The site potential shown in
“Exhibit J” is for illustrative purposes only and may vary with the final development plan.

Transportation:

An office building of approximately 35,000 square feet will generate about 4 cars/ 1000 s.f., or
140 cars. This is more than three homes will generate on the same 6.7 acres, but the access east
or west on Crabapple Lane, north or south on the 4 lane Highway 74, or east on Peachtree
Parkway will allow for a good distribution of the traffic. There is a traffic signal at the
intersection of Crabapple Lane and Highway 74 controlling the traffic today.
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4. SUMMARY

The zoning of this 6.7 acre parcel from residential to office is an opportunity to complete the four
corners of this gateway to Peachtree City with compatible public development. This could
include some type of feature walls on each of the four corners to provide extra continuity.

The surrounding uses, the shape and exposure of this parcel do not lend it to residential use.
Office use with the required buffers and setbacks will provide a good transition between the
commercial activities along Highway 74 and the residential property to the west along Crabapple

Lane.
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REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE

April 6, 2000

Mr. Mayor and Council Members
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Dear Mr. Mayor and Council Members:
We, the McElreath Family, are the contiguous property owners to west of the parcel

owned by Peachtree Holdings, LLC, at the Southwest corner of Highway 74 and
Crabapple Lane.

With regards to rezoning request number 2001-03, filed by Peachtree City Holdings, our
real estate representatives, Atlanta Land Group, and us would like to state in writing that
we support their efforts to rezone to O&I.

Sincerely,
d W Ll |
Melvin McElreath, Jr.

avii=a

Stosh Bennett Robert Armstrong

/

6450 Spalding Drive, Suite C, Norcross, Georgia 30092 ¢ Office: (770) 448-6000  Fax: (770) 448-6339
Attachment "B"
Page 1 of 2
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REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE

April 6, 2000

Mr. Mayor and Council Members
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Dear Mr. Mayor and Council Members:

We, the Henry Family, are the contiguous property owners to west of the parcel owned
by Peachtree City Holdings, LLC, at the Southwest corner of Highway 74 and Crabapple
Lane.

With regards to rezoning request number 2001-03, filed by Pathway Communities on

behalf of Peachtree City Holdings, our real estate representatives, Atlanta Land Group,
and us would like to state in writing that we support their efforts to rezone to O&I.

Sincerely,

~ ALWB mm@l&fm@
lerry Henry Donna Henry
gui=3

Stosh Bennett obert Armstro

6450 Spalding Drive, Suite C, Norcross, Georgia 30092 * Office: (770) 448-6000 ¢ Fax:.(770) 448-6339
Attachment "B"

Page 2 of 2




Page 4

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
April 9, 2001

PH-01-03 Proposed Rezoning, Peachtree City Holdings Tract
Mr. Saunders opened the public hearing at 7:23 p.m.

Mr. Jerry Peterson of Pathway Communities was in attendance to present the rezoning
request for this 6.7-acre triangular-shaped piece of land at the southwest corner of GA 74
and Crabapple Lane. A small office complex was proposed. He pointed out that at the
time the land was zoned, there were a lot of unknowns about how this area would
develop. However, it was now felt residential development of this site would not be
appropriate.

Several references were made to this area being the “Gateway to Peachtree City” with
differing opinions as to what that entrance should look like. Mr. Peterson noted that with
public buildings on three of the corners, a residence on the fourth corner would not
enhance the entry-way. He also felt that, with the right buffers, this office building and
the fire station would provide a good transition to the other uses on Crabapple Lane.

Mr. Saunders noted that the Henry and McElreath families, adjacent property owners, had
signed letters indicating their support of the rezoning.

Mr. Williams stated that the property was currently zoned R-43 Residential for single-
family homes on sites of at least one acre. In addition, the Land Use Plan had
consistently called for the area to be developed for low-density residential purposes with
individual lots of at least one acre. In addition, all of the adjoining properties were land
use planned for low-density residential purposes. He felt it was evident this area had
always been intended for residential development; and in the absence of a compelling
reason to rezone, Staff recommended the rezoning not be approved.

Ms. Paula Taylor owned property on the corner of Leisure Trail and Crabapple Lane and
voiced her opposition to the rezoning request. She felt that trees would be preferable to
an office building at the City’s entrance and saw absolutely no reason to change the

residential character of this area.

Ms. Phyllis Aguayo of Stonington Drive in Peachtree City said she concurred with the
comments that had been made in opposition to this proposal. She added that she had
heard many comments from people who were disappointed about the entrance to the City
and the statement it made. She felt it would be appropriate to see homes as well as the
shopping center and office building when entering the City.

Attachment "C"
Page 1 of 2




Page 5

Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
April 9, 2001

Mr. Greg Francis, a Crabapple Lane resident, was concerned that if this rezoning request
were approved, it would begin a steady progression of Office/Institutional into this
residential area. He noted the traffic problem that had developed since Crabapple Lane
had been paved to Senoia Road and thought this rezoning would only compound the

problem.

Mr. Kevin Heine, a resident of Crabapple Woods, agreed with the other comments that
had been made in opposition to the rezoning and felt the zoning should remain

Residential.

Ms. Bonnie Beerbower had lived on Crabapple Lane for 22 years. She stated that during
that time, this area had been a residentially planned area in all of the Land Use Plans. She
felt that most people had moved to Peachtree City because of its residential quality. She
was concerned about the traffic that would be generated and wanted to see the 35 mph
speed enforced and the +6-ton trucks kept off the road.

Mr. Saunders closed the public hearing at 7:47 p.m.

Although sympathetic to the needs of the developer, Dr. Schumacher said he was not in
favor of the rezoning because he felt it was spot-zoning and violated the Land Use Plan.
Mr. Ames stated that he agreed with the reasons that had been cited by those opposing the
rezoning. He felt the opportunity to create a gateway to the City had been lost because he
did not think the recently constructed World Airways building was very attractive. He
was hopeful that landscaping would hide the building instead of the building being seen
as the backdrop for the “Welcome to Peachtree City” sign.

Mr. Payton agreed and felt that development plans should conform to the Land Use Plan.
If approved, Mr. Finney stated this would definitely set a precedent for future rezonings.
Mr. Saunders agreed that there was not a compelling reason to rezone this property.

After discussion, a motion was made by Dr. Schumacher, seconded by Mr. Payton, and
unanimously adopted to forward this rezoning request to City Council with a recommenda-
tion for denial. It was noted that the public hearing before City Council would be held on

Thursday, May 3, 2001.

Attachment "C"
Page 2 of 2
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Geeslin, Cordle, Johnson & Wetherington, LLP

Certified Public Accountants &
Business Development Specialists

10 Jackson Street
Newnan, Georgia 30263
Phone: (770) 683-4259
Fax: (770) 683-7201

200 Westpark Drive

Suite 370

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269
Phone: (770) 631-4021

Fax: (770) 631-8541

May 11, 2001

Paul Salvatore

Director of Financial Services
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, GA 30269

VIA FAX 770-631-2505 AND MAIL

Good morning Paul,
Thanks for forwarding to me the draft of your purchasing card policy.

My initial review of the policy would be that your policy addresses the issues related
to sound internal control. There also appears to be a good audit trail for review of
transactions especially the online review feature.

You may want to review transactions online with Bank of America between
statement dates.

As a reminder, during our annual audit we select a sample from all expenditures for
proper recording and adherence to City policies. So expenditures made during the

year using the purchasing card would be in the population from which we select our
sample. We would also suggest an annual review of such policies by City staff and/or

City Council.

Please call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

ﬁ .

R. Edwin Wetherington, Jr.,,CPA

Members of the American Institute of CPAs and Georgia Socicty of CPAs
gcjw.com




May 16, 2001

Mr. Felton Taylor
101 Leisure Trail
Peachtree City, GA 30269

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The Mayor and Councilmembers received your letter regarding the proposed rezoning of the
property on the southwest corner of Highway 74 and Crabapple Lane. Thank you for writing,
and I apologize for the delay in confirming that your letter arrived.

Although the letter did not arrive until after this issue came before Council on May 3, you will be
pleased to know the Mayor and Councilmembers agreed with your concerns about the impact on
the residents of the area, and particularly about the potential for a domino effect in rezoning
requests on Crabapple Lane. Council unanimously denied the rezoning request because it did
not conform to Peachtree City’s Land Use Plan.

Mr. Taylor, thank you again for writing.

Sincerely,

Betsy T4ler
Public Information Officer/Deputy City Clerk

/bt

oe: Mayor & Councilmembers

151 Willowbend Road * Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 ¢ (770) 487-7657




May 4, 2001

Mr. Jerry Peterson, Vice President of Planning
Peachtree City Holdings, LLC

P. O. Box 2007

200 Westpark Drive

Peachtree City, GA 30269

RE: Rezoning Request — SW Corner of GA 74 and Crabapple Lane

Dear Jerry:

At the May 3" City Council meeting, the Peachtree City Council denied Peachtree City
Holdings’ request to rezone the 6.72-acre tract at the southwest corner of GA 74 and
Crabapple Lane West to accommodate the development of a small office complex. The
rezoning request was denied because it was not compatible with the Peachtree City Land
Use Plan.

If you have questions in this regard, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

S

Betsy A'yler
Public Information Officer/Deputy City Clerk

BT:gr

o Zoning Administrator

151 Willowbend Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 * (770) 487-7657




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Jim Basinger N g ;
DATE: April 26, 2001

SUBJECT: Ordinance Concerning Vehicles Prohibited on Soft Paths

At the April 19 City Council meeting, Councilmember Fritz requested that an ordinance be
drafted which would prohibit e-bikes and golf carts from being operated on the soft paths at the
nature centers. Attached for Council’s review and action is an ordinance, drafted by the City
Attorney, that prohibits those vehicles and other inappropriate vehicles from operating on those
paths.

The City Attorney also researched the question of whether the City could require registration of
e-bikes. He has determined that Council could require registration of e-bikes or even traditional
bicycles. However, any list of registered e-bikes would be public information and could be
acquired by individuals to be used for any number of purposes — from mailing lists to potential
taxation. Should Council desire that staff pursue registration, I would request some guidance as
to whether you would want just a list of VIN numbers or a full-scale registration program that
includes decals similar to our golf cart registration.

JB

Attachment




ORDINANCE NO. 759

AN ORDINANCE TO ADD SECTION 70-40 AND ARTICLE III. NATURE TRAILS, OF
THE PEACHTREE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES TO ESTABLISH A LIST OF VEHICLES
PROHIBITED FROM THE NATURE TRAILS OF THE CITY AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF PEACHTREE CITY, and it
is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that a new Section 70-40 ARTICLE III. NATURE
TRAILS of the Peachtree City Code of Ordinances be added as follows:

ARTICLE III. NATURE TRAILS

(A) It shall be unlawful to operate, drive, or in any manner cause to locate on the dirt
trails and other nature trails which are marked with signs required in this section the following
vehicles:

(1) an electric or gasoline powered golf cart;
(2) an electric or traditional bicycle;

(3) automobile;

(4) minibike;

(5) moped;

(6) go-cart; and

(7) electric or gasoline powered scooter.

(B) All trails which are governed by this section shall be marked with a sign at all points
of entrance to the trail from parks and other recreational areas, streets, and recreation paths.

(C) The trails which are governed by this section are Flat Creek Nature Trail and
Planterra Nature Trail.

All Ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed.

Done, Ratified and Passed this 3rd day of May 2001.

Mayor

Attest

City Clerk City Council
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Jim Basinger

From: DanTennantPTC@aol.com
Sent: Monday, April 23, 2001 9:23 AM
To: citymgr@peachtree-city.org
Subject: Council Contingency Fund

Jim, I would like the topic of council contingency funds placed on the next
meeting's agenda. I ask staff to have a stated policy/ordinance prepared
that requires a consent of a majority of council in an open meeting to be
presented at the meeting.

Thanks,

Dan

4/27/01
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Gloria Reid

From: Betsy Tyler

Sent: Sunday, May 06, 2001 10:28 AM
To: Jim Basinger

Cc: Jane Miller; Gloria Reid

Jim,

The text of the Council Contingency motion reads as follows (per the tape):

"Except as provided herein, the City Council shall, by majority vote at a public meeting, approve all
expenditures from the Council Contingency fund prior to the commitment of any money in such fund
or other use thereof. In any situation where the expenditure of money from the Council Contingency
Fund is deemed to be a legitimate health, safety, or welfare emergency by the Mayor or the City
Manager, the Mayor or the City Manager may expend such money from the Council Contingency
Fund. Discussion of such expenditure shall occur as a regular agenda item at the next City Council
meeting. Under no circumstances does the Mayor or City Manager have the authority to expend
money from the Council Contingency Fund on any project if the City Council has voted at a previous
occasion not to so spend the money."

5/7/01




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO ADD SECTION 34-118.1 OF THE PEACHTREE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES TO
DELINEATE AUTHORITY FOR APPROVING EXPENDITURES FROM THE COUNCIL CONTINGENCY
FUND AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained
by authority of the same, that Section 34-118.1 be added as follows:

Except as provided herein, the city council shall approve all expenditures from the Council Contingency
Fund prior to the commitment of any money in such fund or other use thereof. In any situation where the
expenditure of moneys in the Council Contingency Fund is deemed to be in the best interest of Peachtree City by the
mayor and when the prior approval of the city council for such expenditure from the Council Contingency Fund
cannot be obtained because a meeting of the city council cannot be held before such expenditure must be made, the
mayor or the city manager may expend such money from the Council Contingency Fund. Discussion of such
expenditure shall occur as a regular agenda item at the next city council meeting. Under no circumstances does the
mayor or city manager have the authority to expend money from the Council Contingency Fund on any project if the
city council has voted at a previous occasion not to so spend the money.

All Ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed.

Done, Ratified and Passed this __ day of ,2001.

Mayor

City Council

Attest

City Clerk




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Councilmembers
FROM: City Manager
DATE: April 27,2001

SUBJECT: Relocation of Wynnmeade Traffic Signal

Although no materials are currently available on this item, staff anticipates having additional
information prior to the Council Meeting on May 3 that Council may wish to discuss. Please
advise if you have any questions.

JB/bt
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Departurent of Transpartation
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@hamuston Bistrict Office
May 1, 2001

Ram Development Group, Inc.
1874 Piedmont Road, Snite D-420
Atlanta, GA 30324

Attention: R. Doug McMurrain

Re: Permit #12-1999-022-113; S.R. 54/74; M.P.
0.62/9.4; Fayette County

Dear Applicant:
The following Temporary Condition has been made to the above referenced permit.

Permir js revised to have a temporary candition for McDuff Parkway to be a right in / right out
only for the use of construction vehicles as well as tenant entrance. This condition is not to
exceed 120 days.

All other aspects of the permit rexnain the sarue.
Please file with your copy of the approved permit.

Sincerely,
Glenn W. Durrence, P. E.
District Engineer

By: Keith B. Rohling, P.E.
District Traffic Engineer

KBR:SAD
Cc .Marc Mastranardi, Area Engineer
- ATTN: Eddic Temple, Area Permit Inspector
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Departarent of Transpartation
State uf Genrpi

Dhamustan Pistrict Office
May 1, 2001

Ram Development Group, Inc.
1874 Piedmont Road, Sunite D-420
Atlanta, GA 30324

Attention: R. Doug McMurrain

Re: Permit #12-1999-022-113; S.R. 54/74; M.P.
0.62/9.4; Fayette County

Dear Applicant:
The following Temporary Condition has been made to the above refereniced permit.

Permit is revised to have a temporary condition for McDuff Parkway to be a right in / right out
only for the use of construction vehicles as well as tenant entrance. This condition is not to
exceed 120 days.

All other aspects of the penmit remain the sare.
Please file with your copy of the approved permit.

Sincerely,
Glenn W. Durrence, P. E.
District Engineer

By: Kcith B. Rohling, P.E.
District Traffic Engineer

KBR:SAD
Cc .Marc Mastronardi, Area Engineer
= ATTN: Eddic Temple, Area Permit Inspector




