








City Council Minutes

April 17, 2008

Page 4

Karla Grady White, the listing agent for the home, said the property had been on the market for

one year and had not sold due to the square footage, according to the feedback. She said the

sunroom addition would improve the competitive market analysis for all the homes in the

neighborhood. White noted that the situation fit the special exception variance.

Phyllis Aguayo pointed out that developers convinced the City that the cluster subdivisions were

good because people wanted smaller homes and lots. At the time, there had been a lot of debate.

Now, the City was reaping the results. The variance requests were eating into the setbacks,

greenbelts, and buffers. She empathized with the owners who wanted to build further back into

the setback, but she urged Council to not consider such development in the future. She was

concerned that approval of the variance would set a precedent that would make it difficult for

Council to deny similar requests in the future and destroy the concept of the setbacks.

The public hearing closed.

Plunkett asked if any trees had to be removed to build the sunroom. Mrs. Svoboda said no trees

would be removed, and the greenbelt behind the home was approximately one to one and one-

half acres in size.

City Planner David Rast noted that the Center Green subdivision was more of a starter home

subdivision when it was first built. The property was zoned GR- 4, four lots per acre, and

required a minimum building setback of 30 feet. The rear of the property abutted a City
greenbelt. The foundation of the home was approximately one and one-half feet into the rear

setback. The situation was similar to the variance granted on April 3 for 516 Clearwater Cove.

The sunroom would be located off the existing living area and breakfast area. There was no

other place on the structure to build an extension. The greenbelt was heavily wooded. The

addition would be visible only by the homes on either side, and the property owner had letters

from them in support of the request. There was not a homeowners association. Rast said the

City would get more variance applications of this type, which would encourage people to move

into the existing neighborhoods. Staff recommended approval.

Sturbaum asked if a patio or outside area was planned off the door. Mrs. Svoboda showed the

door location on the diagram. Sturbaum asked if the area would be grass or brick pavers. Mrs.

Svoboda said there would be some type of surface.

Boone said he did not have a problem with the variance. It was a great idea to revitalize the

older homes as long as it was in compliance with the staff recommendations. Logsdon read the

conditions in the staffmemo.

Haddix said he would be more comfortable if there was no possibility of further intrusion of

concrete pads into the setback. City Attorney Ted Meeker suggested a condition be added that

stated, " no additional impervious surface beyond the foundation." Rast said that would be added

to the conditions.
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Sturbaum moved to approve the variance to the rear setback at 147 Long Leaf with the three

conditions and with the additional condition as stated by the City Attorney. Haddix seconded.

The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 08 Presentation of the 2007 Financial Statements

Miller Edwards of Mauldin & Jenkins, the City' s audit firm, addressed Council. He noted that

the City had a good fund balance, which had increased to approximately $ 10 million in the

General Fund. There were approximately $ 26 million in General Fund revenues. The City had a

very favorable budget process, especially with budget amendments. The budgeted to actual

looked very good. The City budget was administered well, and that started at the top. The City
was unique and had a very large General Fund for its size. There were not many special revenue

funds, which was good. For a growing City that liked to re- invest in itself, the fund balance was

where it should be. Edwards continued that the management discussion analysis and transmittal

letter were written in laymen' s terms and explained why things were the way they were. The

City also received the certificate of achievement from the Government Finance Officers

Association ( GFOA) for several years. The City went beyond preparing the basic information

and included trend information, demographics, economics, and the largest employer. The

information was the key to understanding the community and its financial information.

Edwards continued that his firm tested the internal controls and looked at their design, which

were very good. They found an audit adjustment. New standards were in place, and there was

no choice but to make the adjustment a " find." An amount that Council had agreed to fund was

not on the books. It had been included in the budget process, but not as a commitment or

liability. Plunkett asked if that was the stormwater utility money. Edwards said it was. It was

an isolated situation and was a unique situation. The audit got cleaner every year. Staff did a

very good job. The City only had three audit adjustments, but most cities had hundreds.

Management was aware of the adjustments and in agreement.

Logsdon asked what the standard was that classified the find as a material weakness. Edwards

said auditors had to assess materiality, which included quantitative and qualitative elements.

Typically for governments of the same size, they would look at the General Fund revenues and

multiply them by a sliding scale percentage, which determined the materiality. In this case, the

materiality was right at the threshold of the adjustment. A material weakness was a situation in

which an error in the statement could have occurred that was material. There was also a new

term called a " significant deficiency," which was considered approximately 20% of materiality.
Anything below that, if the auditors did not think it was significant, was considered a

management point. Edwards said they did not have any management points to offer because

they had been met over the years.

Plunkett said she hoped the residents would have confidence in the Finance Department and

thanked staff.

04- 08- 09 Consider Acceptance of Bridge Donation ( Picnic Park to Drake Field)

City Engineer Dave Borkowski said that staff recommended that the City accept a $ 12, 000

donation from TriPTC, Inc., for a foot bridge to span the small creek between Drake Field and
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Picnic Park contingent on approval of the wetlands issues. Another $ 7,700 would be needed for

the wetlands assessment and permitting from the Corps of Engineers. Borkowski stressed that

the bridge construction was contingent on the floodplains and wetlands issue. He said they
hoped to get a " no rise" evaluation, and that the issue was with the creek itself, not Lake

Peachtree. The Army Corps of also needed to look at the area.

Plunkett thanked TriPTC, Inc., for the donation. Plunkett moved to accept the donation from

TriPTC, Inc., contingent on the $ 7, 700 for the wetlands fees. She asked staff to notify Council if

the cost increased so adjustments could be made. McMullen said the funds should come from

Council Contingency. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 10 Consider Accepting FEMA Grant Relative to Storm Water Alterations for

Tinsley Mill Village
Borkowski noted that Tinsley Mill Village had experienced recurring flooding since the early
1970s. The City, County, and the Tinsley Mill Village Homeowners Association (TMHA) had

worked on finding a solution for years. The homeowners hired a consultant to help with a grant
from the Federal Emergency Management Agency ( FEMA) and were awarded an $ 892, 410

flood mitigation grant. An agreement between the City and TMHA was also included that

allowed the City to accept the grant, pay all invoices, and submit reimbursement requests to

FEMA and TMHA. FEMA would reimburse the City 75%, and TMHA would pay the

remaining 25%.

Plunkett moved to accept the Tinsley Mill flood mitigation assistance program grant and

authorize the Mayor to sign the agreement between the City and Tinsley Mill HOA and City
Manager to sign the grantee- subgrantee agreement. Boone seconded. The motion carried

unanimously.

04- 08- 11 Consider Approval of Task Order for Design and Permitting for Tinsley Mill

Borkowski asked Council to approve the task order from Integrated Science and Engineering
ISE) for the design and permitting of the flood control project in Tinsley Mill Village for an

amount not to exceed $ 74, 325.

Boone moved to approve the task order from ISE for design and permitting of the flood control

project in Tinsley Mill for an amount not to exceed $ 74, 325. Haddix seconded. Logsdon
clarified that the money would be reimbursed from the grant. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 12 Alcohol License - NEW - Piazza Fine Wines, Beer & Spirits

Tyler noted that there was a question as to whether the location of Piazza Fine Wines, Beer &

Spirits met the required 500 yards from a nearby package store. The applicant had turned in a

survey just prior to the meeting, and staff had not had time to review it in detail. Staff

recommended approving the license contingent upon the survey showing compliance with the

state requirements.
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Boone moved to approve the alcohol license for Piazza Fine Wines, Beer & Spirits contingent
upon the documentation provided to the City and state for the required 500- yard separation.
Plunkett seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 13 Alcohol License - NEW - Sundried Tomato ( The Fred)

Plunkett moved to approve the alcohol license for the Sundried Tomato to operate at The Fred.

Haddix seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 14 Consider Intergovernmental Agreement for WASA - Re- use Water on

Sports Fields

McMullen noted that the agreement had been discussed with Council previously. He explained
that WASA would fund any infrastructure changes needed upfront. As the City used the water,

WASA would be reimbursed. Logsdon noted it was the contractual agreement for what had been

discussed and agreed to.

Haddix moved to approve the intergovernmental agreement between WASA and the City for the

use of re- use water on the sports fields. Sturbaum seconded.

Boone noted that there had been concerns about the kids getting infections and viruses from the

water. He understood that the water would be held in a detention pond and exposed to the sun

long enough to kill the viruses. McMullen verified that the water would initially go to a holding
pond at the Baseball Soccer Complex ( BSC). He added that Leisure Services Director Randy
Gaddo would work with WASA to look at any new technology that would address any residual

VIruses.

Plunkett suggested evaluating the use of the water in four months and reporting the results to

Council. If there was a problem, then the City would stop using the water. Haddix added that

WASA had assured Council that they would keep up with equipment and procedures. Plunkett

said that there should be a more formal effort to let people know the results. McMullen said a

notice could be placed in the Update at the end of the playing year. Haddix suggested quarterly
updates.

Dennis Chase said he was familiar with the pond, and there was no evidence of five- day
retention in the pond. The water would quickly contaminate the whole pond. He could not

prove they would put virus-laden water on the field, but the City could prove it was not. He said

using the water would put the City at risk. Logsdon said the issue had been debated, and he

understood and respected what Chase had said. The issue had been researched, and re-use water

was a common practice in many places. Chase reiterated that the decision put children at risk.

The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 15 Consider Contract - EMS Billing
McMullen noted that the agenda item needed to be continued to May I due to an issue that the

City Attorney needed to review regarding the insurance documents.
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Plunkett moved to postpone to the EMS billing until May 1. Boone seconded. The motion

carried unanimously.

04- 08- 16 Consider Acceptance & Utilization Agreement for SR 54 Landscape
Enhancements ( Phase 4) TEA- 21 Grant

Rast said the agreement was for Phase 4 of the SR 54 East landscaping grant that was awarded

several years ago. The document was required to utilize the funds. The design was done in

house, and the City had gotten all the approvals. The project was ready for bid, but could not be

put out for bid until Governor Perdue lifted the restriction on releasing funds for landscape
projects. Staff recommended the Mayor be authorized to sign the agreement so it could be

forwarded to DOT.

Plunkett asked how long the agreement would be good for once it was signed. Rast said it was

good forever. Plunkett asked if drought-resistant plants had been suggested. Rast said DOT had

an approved list of plants for the right-of-ways. Rast and the Public Works landscape supervisor
had a list of plants they wanted to see used in projects, and this project would use plants from

that list.

Plunkett moved to authorize the Mayor to sign the acceptance and utilization agreement for SR

54 landscape enhancements ( Phase 4) TEA-2l grant. Sturbaum seconded. The motion carried

unanimously.

04- 08- 17 Consider Motorola Agreement for 911 Radio Reconfiguration
Plunkett said she had learned that there would be no cost to the City. Fire Chief Ed Eiswerth

clarified that the agreement provided for replacing the City' s older radios at no cost to the City.
Meeker added that the replacement was due to an Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
requirement.

Plunkett moved to accept the Motorola agreement for the 911 radio reconfiguration. Boone

seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 18 Consider Insurance Broker Services Contract

Logsdon noted there was an additional item on the dais - a spreadsheet with the interview and

cost scoring of the top four candidates. Tyler noted that staff had spent several months

developing the Request for Proposal (RFP) and evaluating firms to act as the City' s broker of

record. The City currently had an insurance agent of record. Staff was looking for someone

with the ability to provide a comprehensive evaluation of the City' s insurance programs. Eleven

proposals were received. Staff recommended Council approve McGriff, Seibe1s & Williams of

Georgia for an amount not to exceed $ 47, 500 per year, with three optional one-year renewals.

Plunkett asked if this was a new line item. Salvatore said it would be budgeted that same way as

it was now. The City' s current insurance agent worked on commission, and the cost was spread

throughout the departments. Boone asked if the service would save money. Salvatore said the

fees would be less than the commissions that were paid now. The service would also help the

City get better discounts and wanted to start a we1lness program to keep claims down.



City Council Minutes

April 17, 2008

Page 9

Boone moved to approve the proposal for brokerage services from McGriff, Seibe1s & Williams

of Georgia for an amount not to exceed $ 47, 500 per year, with three optional one-year renewals.

Plunkett seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

04- 08- 19 Consider FY 2008 Budget Adjustments
Salvatore noted that there was a significant shortfall in the Local Option Sales Tax ( LOST), and

the projected shortfall for the year was 11 % or $ S50, 000. There was not an immediate crisis for

FY 200S. The overall shortfall was closer to $ 600, 000 since the City was doing better in other

revenue areas and with expenses. For FY 2009, the initial projection was that the City would

receive $ 1 million less in LOST funds. Salvatore continued that they usually projected a four to

five percent increase in LOST. The Fayette County Tax Commissioner had already put the word

out that home assessment values would remain flat, so that projection had been cut by $150, 000.

Staff was being proactive. He expected the economic downturn to last a few years. Salvatore

and McMullen had gotten the directors and chiefs together to look at their budgets. The

adjustments ranged from computer supplies and equipment to cutbacks in education and training.
The City' s actuary said the retirement contribution could be cut back without hurting benefit

payments or obligations. There were also savings in the debt service fund and in salaries.

Logsdon asked Salvatore to explain the savings on the pension contribution. Salvatore said that,

in 2005, the City had a good year and had raised the funding level on the contributions. The

investments had a good year, so a decision was made to keep the funding ahead. At the current

funding level, the City was eligible for a full choice of investments. The City wanted to maintain

that level and was well within the limits. This would be a one- time cut at the end of the fiscal

year. It would not affect the City' s ability to meet its pension obligations.

Logsdon expressed concern about cutting education for the Fire Department and EMS. Chief

Eiswerth said the cuts would impact some, but the biggest cut was in the specialty training such

as swift water rescue and dive water rescue. They also looked at other ways to cut expenses. He

noted that one person would attend a conference instead of three. For one of the training
courses, those attending would stay in a cabin owned by one of the firefighters instead of staying
in a hotel, which would cut down on the costs. Officer training was cut, but would be done in-

house.

Plunkett said she understood that some of the classes were not offered this year, so those could

be moved to the next fiscal year. Eiswerth said they were ahead on some of the certification

classes. They could live with what they were presenting. Senior staff had looked everything
over.

Boone noted that, if the LOST increased, Council could look at additional budget amendments.

McMullen said the directors and chiefs had recommended more cuts that what was

recommended. There was still some flexibility in each department. Plunkett suggested leaving
the pension cut off the table until September. It might not be necessary ifthings improved.
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Haddix asked Eiswerth why there was a reduction in repair and maintenance. Eiswerth said the

cut was based on the first six months maintenance record. The cut would not affect any critical

equipment.

Sturbaum noted that they had previously discussed a list of critical items and a list of wants. He

assumed that the cuts were the wants, not the more critical items. McMullen said that computer
replacement had been on a three- year schedule in all the departments. Now they were looking at

using the computer until it broke, then replacing it. The adjustment in Public Works was due to

salaries and the conversion to contracts. There was now a six-month history, and they knew

where cutbacks could be made. In some cases, the department heads were being creative in ways

to save money. For FY 2009, staff would prioritize, especially with new programs, before

bringing the budget to Council.

Plunkett moved to accept the FY 2008 budget amendments without the pension fund adjustment.
Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff TODics

Borkowski reported that the consultant had completed part of the right-of-way acquisition
process that week for the CSX bridge/ multi- use path, which meant the City could begin
contacting the property owners within a week. The right-of-way acquisition would determine

how long everything else took. The package needed go to DOT for permission to bid the project.
The items left included utility coordination and a current environmental and historical

documentation. The time limit had expired on the one that had already been submitted, so they
would need to certify that nothing had changed. The right-of-way plans were approved; the

construction cost estimate was done. Once DOT gave the notice to proceed, then the City would

enter into a construction management contract with the DOT. There was not a time frame for

completion, but it should be done in 2008.

Borkowski reported that the Huddleston Pond dam was done. They had to survey and certify
that the dam was built according to the design, and the dock and path had to be finished. The

work should be completed in a month depending on the weather. McMullen added that Gaddo

was working with some people to improve the fish habitat, and he could also look at re- stocking
the pond. Borkowski said some deciduous trees had been put in the lake to help with the fish

habitat, and there had not been any fish kills.

Boone asked the status of the stormwater projects, specifically the 60- inch culvert on Flat Creek

Road. Borkowski said the pipe- cleaning contract had been approved in January, and that culvert

had not been cleaned yet. Boone noted that there was a smaller culvert in Interlochen that was

completely blocked. Borkowski said they were not aware of that one and asked Boone to send

him the location.

Sturbaum asked staff to find out how much it would cost to have an AED placed at Braelinn

Field. League play was starting, and there should be an AED at the fields to meet league
requirements. He noted that there was one at the BSC.



















LEISURE SERVICES MONTHLY REPORT

Mar- OS

Activitv Description Unit March 2008 FY 2008 YTD FY 2007 YTD

Library
Books Circulated number 37, 815 209, 792 186, 294

Internet Usage visits 3,600 21, 964 19,428

Computer Lab Use hours 48 187 184

Recreation

889

493

334

3

18, 798

905

3,408
2, 609

1, 692

10

15, 157

912

3,406
2, 539

1,704
5

Class/ Program Revenue

Playing Surface Mowing
Playing Field Preparations
Building Maintenance

Litter Removal

Complaints answered

hours O'

hours

hours

hours

number

4, 722

Started Outsourced Sports Field Mowing in March 08
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

BUDGET AMENDMENT

NUMBER 08- 010

DATE May 1, 2008

ACCOUNT I I PJT II DESCRIPTION II INCREASE II DECREASE 1
200- 00- 37 -1040 xxx Donations - Park Bench Memorial 836

200- 1320- 53- 1175 xxx Operatinq
Exp-, - 

Neiqhborhood Parks 836

204- 00- 34- 7901 xxx Reimbursements - HAZMA T 1, 628

204- 3510- 53- 1175 xxx Operatinq SUQl)lies - HAZMAT 1, 628

209- 00- 34- 2102 xxx Donations - CERT 6, 000

209- 3210- 53- 1175 xxx Operating Supplies - CERT 2, 000

209- 3210- 53- 1650 xxx Small Tools & Equipment - CERT 4,000

235- 00- 34- 7900 xxx Other Revenue - Fees - BMX Fees 788

235- 6129- 54- 1200 xxx Site Improvements - BMX 788

238- 00- 36- 1100 xxx Interest Earnings - Little Leaaue 28

238- 6129- 53- 1175 xxx Operatinq Supplies - Little Leaque 2, 715

238- 6129- 54- 1200 xxx Site Improvements - Little Leaque 2, 687

239- 00- 34- 7901 xxx Field Acct. Fees - Youth Soccer 7, 926

239- 6129- 54- 1200 xxx Site Improvements 7, 926

265- 00- 37- 1000 xxx Donations - Special Events 2, 900

265- 6190- 52- 3600 xxx Dues & Fees 2, 900

TOTAL I $ 42, 899 II $ 2, 6871

Mid- year budget adjustment to cover expenditures in Special Revenue Funds off- set by
corresponding increases in budgeted revenues that have been received or will be received in

fiscal year 2008.

ENTERED

APPROVED



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

BUDGET AMENDMENT

NUMBER 08- 011

DATE May 1, 2008

ACCOUNT II PJT II DESCRIPTION II INCREASE II DECREASE I

100- 00- 34- 7900 xxx

100-41 00- 53- 111 0 xxx

4, 236

4,236

TOTAL I $ 8,47211 $ I

To increase budgeted revenue and expenditures in the General Fund to account for a donation

from the Highlands Subdivision for a new entrance sign.

ENTERED

APPROVED









CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

BUDGET AMENDMENTS - FISCAL YEAR 2008

May 1, 2008

General Fund ( 100)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Highlands Subdivision Signage
Education & Training Transfer

Repair & Maintenance - Library
Sale of Fixed Assets & Transfer to PIP

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

26, 848, 917

4,236

62, 271

26, 915,424

3, 904

836

4,740

1, 220

1, 628

2, 848

19, 991

6, 000

25, 991

65, 574

8, 742

74, 316

1, 107

2, 900

4, 007

2, 209, 752

62, 271

2, 272, 023

Neighborhood Parks Fund ( 200)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Park Bench Memorial

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

HAZMAT Fund ( 204)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Reimbursements

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

Grant ( CERT)/Donations Fund ( 209)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Donations

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

Athletic Fee Funds ( Various)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Donations

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

Special Events Fund ( 265)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Donations

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures after amendments

2008 PIP Fund ( 358)

Budgeted Revenue and Expenditures before amendments

Budget Amendments:

Sale of Fixed Assets & Transfer to PIP





































CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council ~

i1~
City Manage~"{/
Assistant City an ge
Financial Services rector ~: 7.
Assistant Financial Services Director ~

Purchasing Agent ~

VIA:

FROM: Public Services Director '1'. (!., .

DATE: April 24, 2008

SUBJECT: Truck Bids

May 1, 2008 City Council Meeting

Recommendation: Staff recommends that Council award the purchase of three ( 3) new Ford F- 350

vehicles to Allan Vigil Ford of Morrow, Georgia, for the low bid price of $87, 572. 00. Furthermore, staff

recommends that Council authorize the trade- in of:

Ford F- 150 1991 124, 827 miles

Ford Crown Vie 1999 132, 576 miles

Ford F- 350 Stake Body 1997 59,290 miles

VIN IFTEFI5YOMNA60958

VIN 2FAFP71W2XXI59637

VIN 3FEKF37H9VMA47401

Discussion: The City solicited sealed bids on March 12, 2008, for four ( 4) Ford utility vehicles for

assignment to the Public Works Department. The desired vehicles included three modified F- 350 pickup
trucks and one F- 250 pickup truck. Three companies submitted bids on these vehicles, including trade- in

as follows:

Vehicle

F- 350 Pickup # 1

F- 350 Pickup # 2

F- 350 Pickup # 3

F-250 Pickup # 4

A. Vi!!i1 Ford

30, 185. 00

27, 895. 00

29, 492. 00

27, 682. 00

Le!!acv Ford

30, 770. 00

30, 368. 00

31, 101.00

28,191. 00

Cunnin!!ham Ford

42, 141.00

40, 283. 00

48, 010. 00

39, 803. 00

The low bid amount received from Allan Vigil Ford exceeded the budgeted amount for these vehicles.
After significant evaluation by the City' s Fleet Manager and Public Services Director, the list of truck

needs were prioritized. The three ( 3) selected trucks are based on the most urgent need as determined by
City staff.

Bud!!etarv Impact: $ 93, 091 was budgeted in accounts # 100- 4100- 54- 2050 and # 100- 4100- 57-

9100 to cover the new vehicles. The actual cost for these three ( 3) vehicles is $ 87, 572.













Floodway" or " Regulatory Floodway" means the channel of a stream or other watercourse and
the adjacent areas ofthe floodplain which is necessary to contain and discharge the base flood flow
without cumulatively increasing the base flood elevation more than one foot.

Functionally Dependent Use" means a use which cannot perform its intended purpose unless it is
located or carried out in close proximity to water.

Future Conditions Flood" means the flood having a one percent chance of being equaled or

exceeded in any given year based on future- conditions hydrology. Also known as the 1 OO- year future-
conditions flood.

Future-conditions Flood Elevation" means the flood standard equal to or higher than the Base
Flood Elevation. The Future-conditions Flood Elevation is defined as the highest water surface
anticipated at any given point during the future- conditions flood.

Future-conditions Floodplain" means any land area susceptible to flooding by the future-
conditions flood.

Future- conditions Hydrology" means the flood discharges associated with projectedJand- use

conditions based on a community' s zoning map, comprehensive land-use plans, and/or watershed study
projections, and without consideration of projected future construction of flood detention structures or

projected future hydraulic modifications within a stream or other waterway, such as bridge and culvert
construction, fill, and excavation.

Highest Adjacent Grade" means the highest natural elevation of the ground surface, prior to

construction, adjacent to the proposed foundation of a building.
Historic Structure" means any structure that is;

a) Listed individually in the National Register of Historic Places ( a listing maintained by
the U.S. Department of Interior) or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as

meeting the requirements for individual listing on the National Register;
b) Certified or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as contributing

to the historical significance of a registered historic district or a district preliminarily determined

by the Secretary to qualifY as a registered historic district;
c) Individually listed on a state inventory of historic places and determined as eligible by

states with historic preservation programs which have been approved by the Secretary of the

Interior; or

d) Individually listed on a local inventory of historic places and determined as eligible
by communities with historic preservation programs that have been certified either:

1. By an approved state program as determined by the Secretary of the Interior, or

2. Directly by the Secretary of the Interior in states without approved programs.
Lowest Floor" means the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed area, including basement. An

unfinished or flood resistant enclosure, used solely for parking of vehicles, building access, or storage, in
an area other than a basement, is not considered a building' s lowest floor, provided that such enclosure is
not built so as to render the structure in violation of other provisions of this ordinance.

Manufactured Home" means a building, transportable in one or more sections, built on a

permanent chassis and designed to be used with or without a permanent foundation when connected to the

required utilities. The term includes any structure commonly referred to as a " mobile home" regardless of
the date of manufacture. The term also includes parked trailers, travel trailers and similar transportable
structures placed on a site for 180 consecutive days or longer and intended to be improved property.

Mean Sea Level" means the average height of the sea for all stages of the tide. It is used as a

reference for establishing various elevations within the floodplain. For purposes ofthis ordinance the
term is synonymous with National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) and/or the North American Vertical
Datum (NA VD) of 1988.

National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD)" as corrected in 1929 is a vertical control used as a

reference for establishing varying elevations within the floodplain.
New Construction" means any structure ( see definition) for which the " start of construction"

commenced after December 1, 1977 and includes any subsequent improvements to the
structure..
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d. Duties and Responsibilities of the Administrator

Duties of the City Engineer shall include, but shall not be limited to:

1) Review all development applications and permits to assure that the requirements of this
ordinance have been satisfied and to determine whether proposed building sites will be

reasonably safe from flooding;

2) Require that copies of all necessary permits from governmental agencies from which

approval is required by Federal or state law, including but not limited to Section 404 of
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972,33 U. S. c. 1334, be

provided and maintained on file;

3) When Base Flood Elevation data or floodway data have not been provided, then the City
Engineer shall require the applicant to obtain, review and reasonably utilize any base
flood elevation and floodway data available from a Federal, state or other sources in

order to meet the provisions of Sections 1007.4 and 1007. 5;

4) Review and record the actual elevation in relation to mean sea level ( or highest adjacent
grade) of the lowest floor, including basement, of all new or substantially improved
structures;

5) Review and record the actual elevation, in relation to mean sea level to which any

substantially improved structures have been flood-proofed;

6) When flood-proofing is utilized for a non- residential structure, the City Engineer shall
obtain certification of design criteria from a registered professional engineer or architect;

7) Notify affected adjacent communities and the Georgia Department ofNatural Resources

prior to any alteration or relocation of a watercourse and submit evidence of such
notification to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA);

8) Where interpretation is needed as to the exact location of boundaries of the Areas of

Special Flood Hazard ( e. g., where there appears to be a conflict between a mapped
boundary and actual field conditions) the City Engineer shall make the necessary

interpretation. Any person contesting the location of the boundary shall be given a

reasonable opportunity to appeal the interpretation as provided in this ordinance. Where

floodplain elevations have been defined, the floodplain shall be determined based on

flood elevations rather than the area graphically delineated on the floodplain maps; and,

9) All records pertaining to the provisions of this ordinance shall be maintained in the office
of the City Engineer and shall be open for public inspection.

Section 1007. 4. Standards for Development

a. Definition ofFloodplain Boundaries

1) Studied " A" zones, as identified in the FrS, shall be used to establish base flood
elevations whenever available.
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6) Elevated Buildings - All new construction and substantial improvements of existing
structures that include any fully enclosed area located below the lowest floor formed by
foundation and other exterior walls shall be designed so as to be an unfinished and flood

resistant enclosure. The enclosure shall be designed to equalize hydrostatic flood forces

on exterior walls by allowing for the automatic entry and exit of floodwater.

a) Designs for complying with this requirement must either be certified by a professional
engineer or architect or meet the following minimum criteria:

i) Provide a minimum of two openings having a total net area of not less than

one square inch for every square foot of enclosed area subject to flooding;
ii) The bottom of all openings shall be no higher than one foot above grade; and,

iii) Openings may be equipped with screens, louvers, valves or other coverings
or devices provided they permit the automatic flow of floodwater in both

directions.

b) So as not to violate the " Lowest Floor" criteria of this ordinance, the unfinished and

flood resistant enclosure shall solely be used for parking of vehicles, limited storage of

maintenance equipment used in connection with the premises, or entry to the elevated

area; and,

c) The interior portion of such enclosed area shall not be partitioned or finished into

separate rooms.

7) All heating and air conditioning equipment and components ( including ductwork), al1

electrical, ventilation, plumbing, and other service facilities shal1 be designed and/or

located three ( 3) feet above the base flood elevation or one ( 1) foot above the future-

conditions flood elevation, whichever is higher, so as to prevent water from entering or

accumulating within the components during conditions of flooding;

8) Manufactured homes shall be anchored to prevent flotation, col1apse, or lateral

movement. Methods of anchoring may include, but are not limited to, use of over- the-top
or frame ties to ground anchors. This standard shall be in addition to and consistent with

applicable State requirements for resisting wind forces;

9) New and replacement water supply systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate

infiltration of flood waters into the system;

10) New and replacement sanitary sewage systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate

infiltration of flood waters into the systems and discharges from the systems into flood

waters;

11) On-site waste disposal systems shall be located and constructed to avoid impairment to

them, or contamination from them, during flooding; and,

12) Any alteration, repair, reconstruction or improvement to a structure which is not

compliant with the provisions of this ordinance, shall be undertaken only if the non-

conformity is not furthered, extended or replaced.

13) If the proposed development is located in multiple flood zones or multiple base flood

elevation cross the proposed site, the higher or more restrictive base flood elevation or

future condition elevation and development standards shall take precedence.
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For a residential single- lot development not part of a subdivision that has Areas of Special Flood Hazard,

where streams exist but no base flood data have been provided ( A-Zones), the City Engineer shall review

and reasonably utilize any available scientific or historic flood elevation data, base flood elevation and

floodway data, or future- conditions flood elevation data available from a Federal, State, local or other

source, in order to administer the provisions and standards of this ordinance. The City may also use the

procedures outlined in the latest edition of the Zone- A Manual from FEMA to establish base flood

elevations.

If data are not available from any of these sources, the following provisions shall apply:

1) No encroachments, including structures or fill material, shall be located within an area

equal to twice the width of the stream or fifty (50) feet from the top of the bank of the

stream, whichever is greater.

2) In special flood hazard areas without base flood or future-conditions flood elevation data,

new construction and substantial improvements of existing structures shall have the

lowest floor of the lowest enclosed area ( including basement) elevated no less than three

3) feet above the highest adjacent grade at the building site. Openings sufficient to

facilitate the unimpeded movements of floodwaters shall be provided in accordance with

Section 1007.5( a)( 6).

e. Building Standards for Areas ofShallow Flooding (AG-Zones)

Areas of Special Flood Hazard may include designated " AO" shallow flooding areas. These areas have

base flood depths of one ( 1) to three ( 3) feet above ground, with no clearly defined channel. In these

areas the following provisions apply:

1) All substantial improvements of residential and non- residential structures shall have the

lowest floor, including basement, elevated to no lower than one (1) foot above the flood

depth number in feet specified on the Flood Insurance Rate Map ( FIRM), above the

highest adjacent grade. Ifno flood depth number is specified, the lowest floor, including
basement, shall be elevated at least three ( 3) feet above the highest adjacent grade.
Openings sufficient to facilitate the unimpeded movements of flood waters shall be

provided in accordance with standards of Section lO07.5( a)( 6).

2) Substantial improvement of a non- residential structure may be flood-proofed in lieu of

elevation. The structure, together with attendant utility and sanitary facilities, must be

designed to be water tight to the specified FIRM flood level plus one ( 1) foot above the

highest adjacent grade, with walls substantially impermeable to the passage of water, and

structural components having the capability of resisting hydrostatic and hydrodynamic
loads and the effect ofbuoyancy. A registered professional engineer or architect shall

certify that the design and methods of construction are in accordance with accepted
standards ofpractice; and,

3) Drainage paths shall be provided to guide floodwater around and away from any

proposed structure.

f. Standards for Subdivisions
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1) All subdivision proposals shall identifY the area of special flood hazards and provide
base flood elevation data and future-conditions flood elevation data;

2) All residential lots shall have 70% of the minimum lot size ( for that zoning district) area

outside of the future-conditions floodplain such that encroachments into the future-

conditions floodplain for residential structures will not be required;

3) All subdivision plans will provide the elevations of proposed structures in accordance

with Section 1007. 3(b).

4) All subdivision proposals shall be consistent with the need to minimize flood damage;

5) All subdivision proposals shall have public utilities and facilities such as water, sanitary
sewer, gas, and electrical systems located and constructed to minimize or eliminate

infiltration of flood waters, and discharges from the systems into flood waters; and,

6) All subdivision proposals shall include adequate drainage and stormwater management
facilities per the requirements of the City of Peachtree City to reduce potential exposure

to flood hazards.

Section 1007. 6. Variance Procedures

The following variance and appeals procedures shall apply to an applicant who has been denied a permit
for a development activity, or to an owner or developer who has not applied for a permit because it is

clear that the proposed development activity would be inconsistent with the provisions of this ordinance.

A request for a variance may be submitted by an applicant who has been denied a permit by the City of

Peachtree City, or by an owner or developer who has not previously applied for a permit for the reasons

stated herein above.

1) Requests for variances from the requirements ofthis ordinance shall be submitted to the

City of Peachtree City. All such requests shall be heard and decided in accordance with

procedures to be published in writing by the City of Peachtree City. At a minimum, such

procedures shall include notice to all affected parties and the opportunity to be heard.

2) Any person adversely affected by any decision of the City of Peachtree City shall have

the right to appeal such decision to the Peachtree City Council as established by the City
of Peachtree City in accordance with procedures to be published in writing by the

Peachtree City Council. At a minimum, such procedures shall include notice to all

affected parties and the opportunity to be heard.

3) Any person aggrieved by the decision of the Peachtree City Council may appeal such

decision to the Superior Court of Fayette County by Writ of Certiorari.

4) Variances may be issued for the repair or rehabilitation of Historic structures upon a

determination that the proposed repair or rehabilitation will not preclude the structure' s

continued designation as an Historic structure, and the variance issued shall be the

minimum necessary to preserve the historic character and design of the structure.

5) Variances may be issued for development necessary for the conduct of a functionally
dependent use, provided the criteria of this Section are met, no reasonable alternative
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exists, and the development is protected by methods that minimize flood damage during
the base flood and create no additional threats to public safety.

6) Variances shall not be issued within any designated floodway if any increase in flood

levels during the base flood discharge would result.

7) In reviewing such requests, the City of Peachtree City and Peachtree City Council shall

consider all technical evaluations, relevant factors, and all standards specified in this and

other sections of this ordinance.

8) Conditions for Variances:

a) A variance shall be issued only when there is:

i) a finding of good and sufficient cause;

ii) a determination that failure to grant the variance would result in exceptional
hardship; and,

iii) a determination that the granting of a variance will not result in increased

flood heights, additional threats to public safety, extraordinary public expense, or

the creation of a nuisance.

b) The provisions of this ordinance are minimum standards for flood loss reduction;

therefore, any deviation from the standards must be weighed carefully. Variances shall

only be issued upon determination that the variance is the minimum necessary,

considering the flood hazard, to afford relief; and, in the instance of a Historic structure, a

determination that the variance is the minimum necessary so as not to destroy the historic

character and design of the building.

c) Any person to whom a variance is granted shall be given written notice specifying the

difference between the base flood elevation and the elevation of the proposed lowest

floor and stating that the cost of flood insurance will be commensurate with the increased

risk to life and property resulting from the reduced lowest floor elevation.

d) The City Engineer shall maintain the records of all appeal actions and report any

variances to the Federal Emergency Management Agency upon request.

9) Any person requesting a variance shall, from the time of the request until the time the request
is acted upon, submit such information and documentation as the City of Peachtree City and

Peachtree City Council shall deem necessary to the consideration of the request.

10) Upon consideration of the factors listed above and the purposes of this ordinance, the

City of Peachtree City and the Peachtree City Council may attach such conditions to the

granting of variances as they deem necessary or appropriate, consistent with the

purposes of this ordinance.

11) Variances shall not be issued " after the fact."

Section 1007. 7. Violations, Enforcement and Penalties

Any action or inaction which violates the provisions of this ordinance or the requirements of an approved
stormwater management plan or permit, may be subject to the enforcement actions outlined in this
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