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City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
February 21, 2019

6:30 p.m.
Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Proclamation - DeMolay Month
Recognize Employee of the Month - Shamon Thomas, Public Works
Public Comment

Agenda Changes

Minutes
February 7, 2019, Regular Meeting Minutes

Consent Agenda

1. Consider New Alcohol License — Asian Cook, 1200 SR 74 S, Suite #16

2. Consider Bid for Kedron Pools Resurfacing — United Pool Construction

3. Consider Bids for Kedron Pools Sand Filters (2) Replacement - United Pool Construction
Old Agenda ltems

New Agenda ltems

02-19-04 Public Hearing - Consider Variance to Sign Ordinance, 1119 HWY 74 §
(Robin Cailloux)
02-19-05 Public Hearing - Consider Variance to Side Setback, 103 Tapestry Place

(Robin Cailloux)
Council/staff Topics
Executive Session

Adjourn

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




City Council of Peachtree City
Meeting Minutes
Thursday, February 7, 2019
6:30 p.m.

The Mayor and Council of Peachtree City met in regular session on Thursday, February 7, 2019.
Mayor Vanessa Fleisch called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Others attending: Terry Ernst,
Mike King, Kevin Madden, and Phil Prebor.

Election and Oath of Office for Mayor Pro-tem
King nominated Ernst for another term as Mayor Pro-tem. Madden seconded. Motion carried
unanimously, and Fleisch administered the oath of office to Ernst.

Public Comment

Al Yougel, executive director of Keep Peachtree City Beautiful (KPTCB), updated Council on the
group's achievements during 2018. More than 900 frees were processed during the Bring One for
the Chipper Christmas tree recycling event, and Yougel thanked Lee King and King Tree Experts
for providing employees and equipment at various locations. He also pointed out that KPTCB
provided 20,818 hours of court-ordered community service, the most ever. Last year, drop-offs of
cardboard at the recycling center increased 38% over 2017, totaling 456,000 pounds. Glass drop-
offs increased 186% to 288,000 pounds. Yougel accounted for that jump by noting that garbage
collection companies no longer accepted glass at curbside. The total drop-off weight at the
recycling centerin 2018 was 1,187,000 pounds. Yougel thanked Council for their support of KPTCB.

Minutes
King moved to approve the January 17, 2019, regular meeting minutes as written. Prebor
seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

Consent Agenda

1. Consider Elimination/Replacement of Seasonal Position in The Fred Amphitheater

2. Consider Acceptance of $20,000 in Safety Grants from GIRMA

3. Consider Elimination/Replacement of Position in Human Resources

4. Consider Budget Amendment - FY 2019

5. Consider Appointments to Convention & Visitors Bureau - Patti Kadkhodaian; Paul Salvatore,
Jon Rorie, ex-officio capacity

Emnst moved to approve Consent Agenda items 1-5. Madden seconded. Motion carried

unanimously.

New Agenda ltems
02-19-01 Public Hearing - Annual Re-adoption of Zoning Map and Ordinance
Senior Planner Robin Cailloux explained that the City re-adopted the Zoning Map and Ordinance
on an annual basis to keep those documents viable throughout the year. She presented a map
showing the changes in 2018 and presented a summary:
1. 279 Senoia Road, Agricultural Reserve (AR) to Limited Use Residential (LUR-17).
180 Senoia Road, AR and General Industrial (Gl) to LUR-18.
100 Line Creek Drive, General Commercial (GC) to Limited Use Commercial (LUC-29).
Bradshaw tracts (annexation and zoning) on SR 54 East, AR (Fayette County) to LUC-30
State Route 54 (annexation and zoning) from Community Commercial (CC), Highway
Commercial (HC), and R-20 Single Family Residential (Fayette County) to GC and R-43
Single Family Residential.
6. Northwest unincorporated Islands (annexation and zoning) from AR (Fayette County) to
LUR-14.

s NI
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Cailloux noted there were few ordinance changes, and those were text changes related to
Limited Use zoning districts.

Fleisch opened the public hearing. Michael Keever of Golf View Drive asked if this information was
available to the public. Cailloux said she could email a copy or provide a printed copy. No one
else wished to speak, and Fleisch closed the public hearing.

King moved to approve New Agenda item 02-19-01, re-adoption of Zoning Map and Ordinance.
Prebor seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

02-19-02 Public Hearing - Consider Variance to the Land Development Ordinance, Sec. 1007
Floodplain Management, 102 Pebblestump Point

City Engineer Dave Borkowski said the owner planned significant re-development of this property,
but there was a lot of floodplain, and that required granting a variance. He showed the location
at an area called The Point because it jutted out into Lake Peachtree. Aerial views to the west
and south showed the home and old tennis courts to the side. Borkowski said the proposed project
called for building a stand-alone garage and a new pool and demolishing the tennis courts. A
map of the property showed that most of it was in the floodplain. The development potential on
the property would be limited without a variance. Borkowski displayed a rendering of the
proposed garage.

Borkowski noted that the property owner had to hire his own engineer to provide the engineering
studies and modeling that the City required to show that there would be no negative impact by
granting this variance. He said the plan met rise requirements, and all necessary information was
in the meeting packet provided to Council. Staff recommended the variance request be
approved because it met all of the City's variance criteria. There was no place to do anything on
that lot without encroaching on the floodplain. Borkowski noted that staff had provided wording
for a motion if Council wished to act.

Fleisch opened the public hearing. David Rutt, the applicant, said he had already begun clearing
the property. The tennis court, built around 1962, was buckled and unusable, and he was also
removing an old shed. His goal was to clean it allup and install the garage and a pool. Ernst asked
if the garage would match the house, and Rutt said it would. Rutt also presented a letter from his
only neighbor in support of the project. No one else wished to speak, and the Mayor closed the
public hearing.

Prebor asked how high the garage would be above the floodplain. Borkowski stated that the
floodplain was 789, and the garage would be at 791, a couple of feet above the Federal
Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA) floodplain.

Ernst moved to approve New Agenda item 02-19-02, variance to Sections 1007.4.3. (3), 1007.4.5.
(1), 1007.5.2. (3), and 1007.5.1. (1) of the Floodplain management/flood damage prevention
ordinance in Article X of the Land Development Ordinance. King seconded. Motion carried
unanimously.

02-19-03 Consider Authorization to Purchase Radios

Fire Chief Joe O'Conor told Council he was asking for the go-ahead to confinue with a Special
Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) project. He said digital radios were identified as Project
31in the SPLOST. The County was in the process of updating the countywide public safety network
from an analog system to a phase two digital system and had solicited bids for the project,
budgeted in the SPLOST at $18.2 million. This was competitively bid, and very comprehensive
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responses were received. E.F. Johnson was awarded the County bid for $14,964,675.53 in
November. A component of that bid was authorization to offer competitive pricing to the
municipalities in the County that will also have to upgrade their systems through Kenwood, the
firm's mobile radio brand. He was asking to purchase new portable and mobile radios for the Fire
Department, Police Department, Public Works, Recreation, Engineering, and Code Enforcement.
O'Conor noted that many departments utilized radios and said a list had been submitted of all of
them.

The Chief continued that most of the City's inventory of radios were not upgradable to the second
phase of digital communications, which would be a substantial upgrade. Staff was asking for
authorization to contract with Kenwood, the same brand that was building the countywide
network, doing business as Radio One, for the purchase of the two-way radios.

Fleisch asked about timing. O'Conor noted that a representative from E.F. Johnson was present.
The County's original goal was to have their portion of the project completed in 18 months. There
were substantial upgrades to be done to that system and the 911 Center. The Chief noted that
Kenwood produced more than 10,000 radios per month, so Peachtree City's order of 270 radios
would be low in comparison, and he would expect quick delivery. The radios would be issued in
2019, within the one-year warranty period, even though the County might not upgrade for
another year or so. He noted that these new radios would be fully compatible with the County's
existing system.

City Manager Jon Rorie reiterated that this had been a competitive bid process through the
County, with two responses. This was a high-technology issue, and the radios had bands that
allowed them to operate within a department, as well as integrate with state or federal agencies.
He emphasized that O'Conor and Police Chief Janet Moon had been part of this process from
the beginning as part of the 911 Advisory Board and had put in a lot of effort.

Prebor commented that Rorie had mentioned just this week the importance of communications
in these departments. O'Conor noted that Kenwood had made demonstration radios available
to them, and they had been very pleased. He remarked that there was initially some hesitation in
leaving their old vendor that had been in the public safety arena for many years, but they were
confident in the change.

Ernst said that had been the question he wanted answered. He had no problem in this situation
spending more money for the right equipment, and asked O'Conor if he was certain this was the
right stuff. O'Conor said he believed it was. He reported that Moon, as chairman of the 911 board,
had to review the bids and was part of the decision-making process.

Madden noted the distributor was based in Texas and asked if the product was made in the United
States. The manufacturer's representative said that it was.

Madden moved to approve New Agenda item 02-19-03, purchase of new radios. Emst seconded.
Motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics

Presentation — Ordinance Revisions RFP

Cailloux said she wanted to convince Council that a complete overhaul of the City's ordinances
related to development was needed and explain why staff recommended using a Unified
Development Ordinance (UDO) as a model. She also would discuss the schedule for the request

for proposal (RFP) and explain how it fit into the bigger picture.
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First, Cailloux presented a timeline of the City's Zoning Ordinance, which was first adopted in 1970,
followed by a subdivision ordinance in 1975. Then an environmental ordinance, dealing with soil,
erosion, and floodplains had been adopted in 1977. That same year, the zoning ordinance was
completely overhauled. The subdivision and environmental ordinances were combined in 1985 to
form a Land Development Ordinance. Since then, most development had been regulated by the
Zoning Ordinance and the Land Development Ordinance.

Despite many changes (over 100 between 1977 and 1987), there had not been a complete
review of the ordinances since that 1977 overhaul and no effort to see how everything fit together.
This resulted in unintended conflicts and inconsistencies. For example, the ordinances were often
not updated to reflect changes in the City's organization and names of departments. The Zoning
Ordinance had four types of street classifications, while the Land Development Ordinance had
more than 15 types of streets defined. Within the Land Development Ordinance, there was a
section for street design that listed only four designs, but not the same four defined in the Zoning
Ordinance. This was just one example of inconsistencies, Cailloux noted.

In addition, the ordinances did not reflect changes in technology that had occurred since 1977.
Cailloux said there was an ordinance that required a specific type of gas to be used in lighting,
but now there were more cost-efficient methods of lighting, such as LED. Multiple paper submittals
of plans were required by the ordinance, even though the Department had moved to an
electronic system. The ordinance did not address changes in how mail was delivered, requiring
individual mailboxes and not mentioning the kiosks that had become common.

Cailloux had been surprised to learn that, although golf carts were one of the key elements that
defined the City, the ordinances did not mention amenities associated with golf carts, such as
parking. Nowhere in the ordinances was golf cart parking regulated, so there were no standards
requiring how many spaces should be provided or how big they should be.

One of the most influential changes since the 1977 revision was a change in the development
pattern. There had been a shift from large-lot subdivisions to developments with small lots and
communal parks. Cailloux said North Cove was an example, as were several phases of Everton.
Cailloux recalled that, several weeks ago, Council granted a variance for a fence height that was
necessary because of the smaller lot sizes. At that time, Council mentioned that the fence
ordinance might need to be reviewed. Another change was the move from strip malls and office
parks to mixed-use, walkable villages that appealed to both millennials and the senior population.
The shift from new development to re-development was another change that must be addressed
in the ordinance. Re-development had its own set of challenges, and was one of the concerns
mentioned by the public when the Comprehensive Plan was updated. One of the tasks
earmarked for completion within five years of adopting the Comprehensive Plan was to revise the
Zoning and Land Development Ordinances to encourage re-development of those targeted
areas.

Given the piecemeal and dated content of these ordinances, staff was recommending a
complete review and a move to a UDO model that would combine all pertinent ordinances into
one document. This could include environmental, zoning, street design and fransportation,
signage, building and architectural standards, and economic development incentives. A UDO
outlined the entire development process in one place, which would reduce risk to developers by
letting them know up front what would be required of them. This predictability could lower the
cost of development. The UDO would provide universal definitions throughout the document.
Cailloux also noted that it was highly graphic. She presented an example of the Raleigh, N.C.,
UDO, that she said reduced what would be at least 20 pages of traditional zoning ordinance fext
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to one graphic element with a table at the bottom of the page. The graphic nature of a UDO
would be hugely efficient and easy for staff, developers, and the public fo understand.

An overhaul, rather than a complete revision, was recommended because staff wanted to take
elements of what was working and combine it into this new UDO. Cailloux explained that the
current ordinance included two types of zoning: Euclidean and flexible. Euclidean included the
traditional categories of commercial, industrial, and residential that did not overlap. The flexible
zoning code, called Limited Use, was used in commercial, industrial, and residential districts, as
well. The City was seeing more and more requests for these Limited Use zonings, Cailloux noted,
because it offered the ability to get more of what the market was demanding. Currently, the City's
Limited Use zonings were very open ended, with the developers requesting what they wanted to
build. With a UDO, the City would be able to tell developers what the community wanted. The
UDO would change the City's role in the Limited Use zoning process from reactive to proactive,
Cailloux explained.

What staff recommended was a hybrid approach UDO, keeping the Euclidean model where it
worked, such as for single-family residential neighborhoods. The hybrid UDO would allow the
addition of a form-based element for use in appropriate areas, such as redevelopment areas. It
would define expectations up front for property owners and developers, even before they
approached the City.

Cailloux said she hoped she had shown why the UDO was a comprehensive, modern tool for the
City and how it would help achieve the Comprehensive Plan's goal of reducing the barriers to
redevelopment. Cailloux continued that, within the next month, staff would approach Council
with a draft application for a Regional Planning Grant. She remarked that this was a new process
because the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) had combined the Livable Centers Initiative
(LCI) program and the Community Planning Grant programs into one application. The deadline
to apply was late March, with the grants awarded in April or May. Cailloux was optimistic they
would receive the grant, and once they knew how much money they would receive, they could
issue the RFP for the revision and the UDO. Both planning efforts would run concurrently, she noted,
so they remained efficient and relevant and could inform each other.

Rorie asked if there were other options, in the absence of the LCI and Community Planning grants.
Cailloux said money had been set aside in the budget. There were matching funds for the grant,
along with the full amount for the UDO and the ordinance revisions. Cailloux said her hope was
that they would get everything they wanted from the ARC and could leverage their funds to do
the UDO and possibly some more.

Fleisch inquired how long would it take to complete the UDO and the revisions. The Community
Planning Grant was to help the City define and refine its redevelopment issues. Depending on the
amount of money, the grant would enable the City to address some of the issues they knew would
arise, such as fraffic impacts. It would help with market research to ensure that the plan was
practical and could actually be accomplished. It would also let the City decide if that was its
vision. The UDO would then step in as the tool to implement that vision. Cailloux said she wanted
the tool to reflect the vision, and that was why both parts would be done concurrently. They could
begin the UDO process and have them start working on the issues that staff had already compiled,
then add the form-based element as a result of the planning grant. Cailloux said they were trying
to be aggressive and leverage the regional funds as much as possible.

Rorie noted the retreat sessions for the 2020 fiscal year budget would include discussions about
redevelopment, Community Improvement Districts, and using code enforcement as a tool. He
said he wanted Council to be thinking about these issues.
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Marianne Dias asked from the audience how this would impact the vilage concept of the City.
Fleisch said that would be determined, and Cailloux noted there would be extensive public input,
with a series of public meetings, before anything was adopted.

King moved to convene in executive session to discuss the acquisition, disposal, or lease of real
estate and pending or threatened litigation at 7:12 p.m. Ernst seconded. Motion carried
unanimously.

King moved to reconvene in regular session at 8:22 p.m. Ernst seconded. Motion carried
unanimously.

King moved to authorize the City Attorney to enter into a joint defense agreement with Fayette
County in the Suburban Land lawsuit. Ernst seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

King moved to authorize the City Attorney to seek an award of attorney’s fees from John Dufresne
and his attorney in a lawsuit involving the City and the Water and Sewerage Authority (WASA).
Ernst seconded. Motion carried unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, Madden moved to adjourn the meeting. King
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:24 p.m.

Martha Barksdale, Recording Secretary Vanessa Fleisch, Mayor




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: Jonathan N. Rorie, City Manager DS/
FROM: Pam Dufresne, Deputy City Clerk @
DATE: January 27, 2019

SUBJECT: Alcohol License — NEW - Asian Cook
February 21, 2019, Consent Agenda

Recommendation:
Staff recommends Council approve the attached application for a new alcohol
license for Asian Cook.

Discussion:

Asian Cook, a restaurant to be located at 1200 SR 74 South, Suite #16 (formerly
Shangri-la), has submitted a request for a new alcohol license. Mr. Jie Lin (owner
of Chopstix and Green Ginger) has requested he be appointed as the Licensee
and License Representative.

To clarify, Shangri-la, also an Asian restaurant, closed in May 2018. Mr. Lin did noft
purchase that business, but is opening a new business, which requires a new
alcohol license.

Mr. Lin has met the requirements of the Alcohol Ordinance for an alcohol license.

Budgetary Impact:

The budgetary impact of the alcoholic beverage license will be positive. The
applicant will be required to pay the annual fee for consumption sales of beer
and wine, plus the fee for Sunday Sales, which is $1,850.00 annually.

Attachment
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PEACHTREE YCITY

PLAN TO STAY™

CITY HALL

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD
PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
PHONE: 770-487-7657

Fax: 770-631-2505
WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

Application For Alcoholic Beverage License

N

Business Name:

TRoN WK pre Inc

Business Location:

[200 6‘”}{79@7‘&"é pesciie: GA 20

9 | 78-E¥8-6385

Nature of Business:

IZAS‘f'Mme/

Mailing Agdress

gcm&

Business Phone Number:

e

Name of Licensee:

Jie er/

I f'Vcw Jv P

Home Address ‘“ﬂ\/\“& aA

2oz lS

Home Phone Num! Z

ks

Name of License Representative:

JTE R

Home Address:

SmL.

Home Phone Number:

- Pleéée‘indicate type of licenses 'applyinyg’ for

‘Wholesale Dealer

Corporation Name and the name of the name of a
Contact Person regarding License Changes, Taxes, etc.

Retail Consumption Dealer Retail Package Dealer
\/ Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beverage
\/ Wine Wine Wine
Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits Distilled Splrlts
Please complete mformatmn below (use. separate sheet if necessary) L
NAME ADDRESS PHONE NUMBERS
Individual Owner’s Name, Partners’ Names, Please provide Home Addresses for the Please provide Home and
individuals listed: Business Phone Numbers for

individuals listed:

QoL

)

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

o

If YES, Please Provide Name of Employee:




CITY HALL
151 WILLOWBEND ROAD

~ PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269

PHONE: 770-487-7657

PEACHTREE CIW Fax: 770-631-2505

PLAN TO STAY™ WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City

I, Janet Moon, Chief of Police for the City of Peachtree City, do hereby certify that:

Jie Lin
175 New Haven Dr
Fayetteville, GA 30215

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

narcotics or drugs within five (5) years prior to the date of the application for this license.

Janet I’. Moon

Chi olice
-d519

Date

Mol i ol

Witness




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members
VIA: Jonathan N. Rorie, City Manager\
Paul Salvatore, Financial Services Director }?9
Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent \(_ﬁ’ a2
Quinn Bledsoe, Recreation & Special Events Director /) ﬁ
FROM: Stoney Hart, Recreation Program Manager g&L
DATE: 2/14/2019

SUBJECT: Kedron Pools - Resurfacing (2)
21 February 2019, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council approve staff’s recommendation that the project of pool resurfacing of both Kedron
Pools be awarded to United Pool Construction for the price of $70,010.00.

Discussion:

Staff received quotes from three (3) qualified contractors.

CONTRACTOR QUOTE
United Pool Construction $70,010.00
The Pool Butler $79,100.00
Innovative Pool and Spa $111,000.00

Budget Impact:

Sufficient funds have been budgeted for this purchase.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members
VIA: Jonathan N. Rorie, City Manage
Paul Salvatore, Financial Services Director . 5.
Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent /™
Quinn Bledsoe, Recreation & Special Events Director L/ﬂ
FROM: Stoney Hart, Recreation Program Manager 5/ —/
DATE: 2/14/2019

SUBJECT: Kedron Pools Sand Filters (2) Replacement
21 February 2019, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council approve staff’s recommendation that the project of sand filter replacement for both
pools to be awarded to United Pool Construction for the price of $49,278.

Discussion:

Staff received quotes from three (3) qualified contractors.

CONTRACTOR QUOTE
United Pool Construction $49,278.00
The Pool Butler $ 57,650.00
Innovative Pool and Spa $ 79,000.00

Budget Impact:

Sufficient funds have been budgeted for this purchase.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jonathan N. Rorie, City McnageO{

FROM: Robin Cadilloux, AICP '
Senior Planner %AA

DATE: February 14, 2019

SUBJECT: Public Hearing: Consider Variance Request, Maximum Wall Sign Size,
1119 State Route 74 S
February 21, 2019 City Council Meeting

Case Number: PV19-0003

Request: Variance from Section 66-15 (5), Sign Ordinance
14% increase in allowable wall sign area

Property Location: 1119 SR74 S

Current Zoning: Gl, General Industrial

Property Owner/ Applicant: Sigvaris Group, Inc.

Discussion:

The Applicant is requesting relief in the form of a variance from the maximum wall sign
area requirement [Section 66-15(5)] of the Sign Ordinance which provides a maximum
wall sign area for single-tenant industrial buildings to 150 square feet. The Applicant
proposes to add to the existing wall sign, thereby creating a 170 square-foot wall sign,
which is a 14% increase in size.

As part of the application, the Applicant has included a justification narrative, elevations
and sign plans showing the proposed sign on the building front.

The current sign is 91 square feet and in compliance with the ordinance. The Applicant
has recently expanded their business model to include new services, and as a result,
changed their name to “Sigvaris Group” to reflect these changes. Per the Applicant’s
statement, replacing the existing letters would have negative structural impacts to the
synthetic stucco facade and require repairs.

Variance Consideration
In accordance with Section 1202 of the Zoning Ordinance, variances shall only be
granted if:




1119 SR 74 S Sign Variance Request
Page 2

(a) The request is in harmony with the intent of the zoning ordinance

(b) The application of front setbacks on this property would create a hardship.
There must be some extraordinary conditions on this property (such as size,
shape, or topography) that similarly zoned properties do not have to
contend with.

Variance Criteria
Section 1207 of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance states the City Council shall not
grant a variance unless all of the following findings can be made

(a) There are special circumstances applicable to the property, including
location, shape, size, surroundings, or topography so that the strict application
of this ordinance denies the property of privileges enjoyed by other property in
the vicinity and under identical zoning district classification;

Staff Comment: There are no special circumstances are applicable to the

property.

(b) The strict or literal interpretation and application of this ordinance would result
in practical difficulfies or unnecessary hardships inconsistent with the general
purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, or would deprive the Applicant
of privileges granted to others in similar circumstances;

Staff Comment: The Applicant states that removing the existing sign and
replacing it with smaller letters would result in structural repairs to the facade
that pose a practical difficulty.

(c) There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable
fo the property involved or the intended development of the property which
preclude the applicant from complying with this ordinance and that do not
apply generally to other property in the same zoning district and which prevent
the applicant from complying with existing regulations;

Staff Comment: There are no exceptional or extraordinary circumstances on
the property.

(d) The granting of such variance will not consfitute the granting of special
privileges inconsistent with the limitations on other property in the same zoning
district;

Staff Comment: Granting this variance would constitute the granting of a
special privilege inconsistent with the wall sign requirements on other property
in the same zoning district.

(e) The granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the public
health, safety, or general welfare nor injurious to property or improvements in
the zone or neighborhood in which the property is located,; and
Staff Comment: Granting of a variance in this case would not be detrimental to
public health, safety, or general welfare.
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(f) The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any objective
of the Comprehensive Plan.
Staff Comment: Granting of the variance would not create any significant
inconsistencies with the Comprehensive Plan, which encourages the
expansion of existing industries located in the City.

ATTACHMENTS




PEACHTREE \CITY

P: 770-487-5731

VARIANCE APPLICATION

153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30269
F: 770-631-2552

WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

Admin. Variance Fee: $25.00
Variance Fee: $250.00 + $100
for each additional request

Receipt #
Date Filed /
Case #

S | SO

Office Use Only

Z | street Address _1119 Highway 74 South Eg | Name SIGVARIS Inc.
- Peachtree City, GA 30269 §§ Phone 770-632-2954
U | Zoning District: £° | Email ionathan.leonard@sigvaris.com
3 [ Residential O Multi-Family 2 Commerdial\Industrial\Office
3 Variance Type:
z O Administrative [ special Exception [ Variance (check one below) E 6 Subdivision:
<
E Variance from which ordinance: a z
2= | Phase: Lot #
; 1 sign O Fence O Land Development O Zoning «
Please submit the following evidentiary items in support
E Name SIGVARIS Inc (L7 of this application and the requested variances.
< Address 1119 H'gmy 74 South E E D i (Pllease ;hfc:hoﬂ the "e:\:yn;." are ma;bed to this a;pkam:\))
o . : - e W ite plan (with prope ines and proposed worl
H | City, State, Zip Peachtree City, GA 30269 ) g 2 A detailed report justifying the requested variance
& Phone # 770-632-2954 & 8 [ Letters of support from adjacent property owners
& | Email ionathan.leonard@sigvaris.com @ ©| 12 Digital Photographs \ Renderings (CD or Email)
[ Other Items Demonstrating Need (topo. Survey, etc)
i i ication? Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
. 1.) Isa current survey included with the application? | [J Yes [J No ” sZwm sbric i) ot Asilbibot bl 9! _p‘gmm)
F 2.) Does the application pertain to a zoning setback? | [J Yes [ No
§ 4 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? O ves [JNo
= 5 4.) How long has the violation existed? Years
- o 5.) What is the required setback? Feet
E § 6.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
o | 7.) Were you the owner of the property when the
« violation occurred? (If not, who was?) Oves [ nNo
1.) Isa current survey included with the application? | [J Yes [J No | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
L. (A separate detailed report Is still required to be attached to this application)
4 2.) Has property been rezoned or deed restrictions? Ovyes [ONo
E 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? Oves [ONo
E 4.) Application for a bldg setback, fence, or parking? (Circle One)
" 5.) What is the required setback, height, or spaces?
6.) How much of a variance is being requested?
” Please review the ordinances and instructions on the back of this page. | Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
T N N . < (A separate detailed report is still required to be attached to this application)
z 1.) Is a current survey included with the application? | [J Yes B2 No Building sign addition to exceed the allowable 150 sq/ft by °
5 2.) How much of a variance is being requested? 20.66 sq Feet 20.66 sq/ft
« | 3.) Were you the owner of the property when the
> violation occurred? (If not, who was?) [OvYes [JNo NA

I hereby certify that I am the o r of the prope on which a variance is being requested and that all information
provided as a part of this appligation js trueaﬁred.
1775%4- L Date {/ﬁ’/‘i

Signature of Owner/Agent:

Z [

Vs
/ y 4 OFFICE O

NLY

ADMINISTRATIVE VARIANCE l Sigriture:

Date of Acceptance:

Date of Hearing:

[J Approved [ penied

[J Approved with Conditions

& VARIANCE FROM ORDINANCES

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS

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

Signature:

Date of Acceptance:

Date of Public Hearing:

www.peachtree-city.org




VARIANCE & APPEALS ORDINANCE

A variance is a quasi-judicial exception from the law. There are
three types of Variances in Peachtree City:

(a) Administrative variance.

(b) Special exception variance.

(¢) Variance.

Administrative variance:

These variances are reviewed by a special committee and do
not require a public hearing. Applications may be considered
only if these requirements are met:

(a) The request only pertains to a zoning setback
requirement;

(b) The request only pertains to an existing setback violation;

(c) The request is for an encroachment that would not exceed
25 percent of the required setback, up to a maximum of
ten feet;

(d) The setback violation being requested has been existing
for at least one year; and

(e) The property owner making the request is not the same
property owner who was responsible for the violation.

Special exception variance:

This type of variance must be reviewed by the Planning
Commission and the City Council. A special exception variance
may be considered for only the following:

(2) A decrease of not more than 25 percent of the minimum
building setback; provided that the property line in
question and the associated building setback adjoins a
city-owned greenbelt or open space and there is no other
possible location on the property that would accommodate
the proposed building expansion without encroaching into
the established building setback.

(b) A decrease of not more than 25 percent in the minimum
number of parking spaces required by the city's parking
ordinance; provided the applicant identifies on the site
plan where this parking would be located if needed in the
future.

(c) An increase in the maximum height of a fence or wall;
only if:

(1) Such wall or fence is justified by reason of security or
privacy and will not unduly prevent passage of light
and air to adjoining properties and is not incompatible
with the surrounding neighborhood;

(2) Such greater height is justified by requirements for
security of persons or property in the area;

(3) Such greater height is justified for topographic
reasons; or

| (4) Such greater height, in the yard or yards involved, is

| not incompatible with the character of the

| surrounding neighborhood.
In no case shall a special exception variance be granted from
the conditions of approval imposed on a parcel through a
zoning change granted by the city council.

Variance:
A request for variance shall be heard by the city council at a
public hearing. An application for a Variance will only be
considered complete when these 5 items are included:
(1) A completed variance application with payment
(2) A site plan showing relevant information, including the
proposed variance and measurements from property
lines.
(3) A detailed report answered how the 6 requirements to
approve a variance are met
(4) Digital photographs or other supporting graphics
(5) Letters of support from adjacent property owners and
the HOA if applicable.

Site Plan

You must provide a drawing of the proposed variance on a legal
plat of the property. If you do not have a legal plat, a copy is
available at the Fayette County Clerk’s office. In some cases,
the City may have a copy of your plat.

The drawing should be to scale if possible, and distances from
property lines must be included.

Detailed Report Providing Support for Request
Please provide a written report stating how your request for
variance meets the following criteria:

(a) There are special circumstances applicable to the
property, including location, shape, size, surroundings, or
topography so that the strict application of this ordinance
denies the property of privileges enjoyed by other
property in the vicinity and under identical zoning district
classification;

(b) The strict or literal interpretation and application of this
ordinance would result in practical difficulties or
unnecessary hardships inconsistent with the general
purpose and intent of the zoning ordinance, or would
deprive the applicant of privileges granted to others in
similar circumstances;

(c) There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or
conditions applicable to the property involved or the
intended development of the property which preclude the
applicant from complying with this ordinance and that do
not apply generally to other property in the same zoning
district and which prevent the applicant from complying
with existing regulations;

(d) The granting of such variance will not constitute the
granting of special privileges inconsistent with the
limitations on other property in the same zoning district;
and

(e) The granting of such variance will not be materially
detrimental to the public health, safety, or general welfare
nor injurious to property or improvements in the zone or
neighborhood in which the property is located.

(f) The granting of such variance will not create
inconsistencies with any objective of the comprehensive
plan.

Digital Photographs and Other Graphics

Please include photos of the property showing the existing
conditions. You may also submit printed copies of these
photos, but they should be high quality to allow reproduction
for distribution to City Council.

Letters of Support

Although not necessary, having letters of support from all
adjacent property owners and the HOA (if applicable) is very
helpful.

www.peachtree-city.orqg




SIGVARIS

January 18, 2019

Robin Bechtel Cailloux
Senior Planner

153 Willowbend Rd.
Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re: SIGVARIS Inc. Variance Request

Dear Ms. Cailloux,

This letter will serve as our detailed report for the formal request of the variance as it
relates to our wall sign.

Variance Request: Approval of 170.66 sq/ft of building signage

(a) Response: NA

(b) Response: Applicant received approval on 06/08/2016 for a wall mounted reverse
channel LED sign totaling 91.2 square feet to install on the building fronting Hwy 74
as part of the expansion of the manufacturing and office areas. Applicant is part of a
global rebranding of the organization. According to mandates from corporate,
applicant is required to incorporate the new logo which includes the word “GROUP”.
This change to the corporate logo necessitates an addition to the existing sign on our
building. While every attempt has been made to comply with the 150 square feet
sign maximum, the logo would need significant changes that would not comply with
corporate printing guidelines. To comply with the 150 square feet sign maximum,
applicant would need to remove the existing sign and take undo hardships to
incorporate a smaller logo. This would require the repair of all penetrations through
the exterior walls for the electrical and letter hanging supports. The exterior wall
would require an unknown amount of work to match the texture of the surrounding
EIFS. The repaired penetrations would further need to be painted to match the
existing area and color matching would be difficult based on the staining of the
exterior over time.

(c) Response: NA

(d) Response: NA




SIGVARIS

(e) Response: Minimal impact is being proposed by maintaining existing signage
height and letter spacing. The site is in an industrial area zoned Gl. Incorporating
the addition of the word “GROUP” into our existing sign would not be to the detriment
of public health, safety or general welfare nor injurious to property or improvements.

(f) Response: NA

Sincerely,

m:%%/

Jonathan Leonard
Senior Project Manager
SIGVARIS Inc.




EEEm Bl
SIIVADIS

= ¢

pasodoid

uaun)




NI dNOED NOIS V 40 LNSSNOD NILIRIA SN
LNOHLUA GELUSIHON SV LUV NI 30 TI0HA NI NOLLINAOUZH 5O “neq o108y ::eg
0699-F9E-829:XV4 1-98p-0Lz NOUVIILTY ANV N dNNORD NOIS V 40 ALI34ON IHL SI 80 StL e i 2k} 6
Tofao) Quoypads paswdasd | _— 34710M 800Vr  Aq umeiq
iﬂh IABY M OM NG o3 o B 20/pus spRy NAVOHS SV SNOISIAZY HAV INVOHS SV
Buparoos 40 DOJEYS 3G 03 10N "PIIS LIRS A Areoyiads pasedaud Uveq sey QALYIRIEYH 38 OL 130U SIHL IAOUdIY SUALLIT 031 GALHOM quv&
HIOMIE UL U pUE Ui SIAoA] Inake) pue o Asuggad Bupedaly <Auo | -GNV GELYORIEVH 38 OL 1DNGOKE 0 INJINOD GNVLSIEONN SRIVADIS :uogedo]
Fennucd SBUSISTO J0) Posn oG 63 es put yBkdes am ooud pesedasy | ATIN ABIHIH '3 SNOLLVILIDIAS 3A0GV 3HL GIMIAR 3AVH | GUVNOT] NVHLYNOF  3U3iD

TIVM ANIH3€ 34 0L SNOUVAL3NAd

“ONISIRIOVEOIVISALAMEAND YOl 3dvav4 0000US 0L
e onpoUNL SWALLAT MAN 5019 LHOTT 662 SWA N e caon St
oo Bunsrxo - onjg }req D 78T SN Pesured s19339] i T\ AYMIOV ON

l.!!a.l"!llliﬂlﬂ.-ﬂ"ﬂ o “!- A‘. Mr\N B
: O ~ BN .U 5a31 ALHM

ety L4/0S 0ST OL dN qIMOTIV

e = FOVNDOIS 40 LUOS 99°0LI e
Ll ONUHOI T1dHYS NOIS d31 TINNVYHD 3633ATY

dNOYD SIIVADIS

SYALIIT TVNOILLIAAV MIN SUALIIT DONLLSIXT




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jonathan N. Rorie, City Manageh\/

FROM: Robin Cailloux, AICP W&
Senior Planner

DATE: February 14, 2019

SUBJECT: Public Hearing: Consider Variance Request, R-22 Zoning Side Setback
Requirement, 103 Tapestry Trace
February 21, 2019 City Council Meeting

Case Number: PV19-0002

Request: Variance from Section 1001.4 (h), Zoning Ordinance
3-foot encroachment into 15-foot side setback

Property Location: 103 Tapestry Trace

Current Zoning: R-22, One Family Residential

Parcel Size: 0.67 Acres

Property Owner/ Applicant Emmanvuel Bashakes

Discussion:

The Applicant is requesting relief in the form of a variance from the side setback
requirement [Section 1001.4(h)] of the R-22, One-Family Residential zoning district which
requires a minimum side building setback of 15 feet. The Applicant proposes to construct
a shed, encroaching into the side setback by approximately 3 feet. The existing home is
in compliance with other R-22 setbacks.

As part of the application, the Applicant has included a justification narrative, site plans/
plat showing the proposed improvement in relation to the front property line, example of
the shed, and letters from adjacent property owners.

The subject property has property frontage on both Brocade Court and Tapestry Trace,
giving this lot two (2) front yards. As required by the ordinance, double-frontage lots must
define the remaining lot lines as one rear line (requiring a 30-foot building setback), and
one side line (requiring a 15-foot building setback). Based on the placement of the house
on the lot, the applicant is requesting to place a shed in the side setback. The ordinance
allows encroachment of smaller sheds into rear building setbacks, but no into side
building setbacks.




103 Tapestry Trace Variance Request
Page 2

Variance Consideration
In accordance with Section 1202 of the Zoning Ordinance, variances shall only be
granted if:

(a) The request is in harmony with the intent of the zoning ordinance

(b) The application of front setbacks on this property would create a hardship.
There must be some extraordinary conditions on this property (such as size,
shape, or topography) that similarly zoned properties do not have fo
contend with.

Variance Criteria
Section 1207 of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance states the City Council shall not
grant a variance unless all of the following findings can be made

(a) There are special circumstances applicable to the property, including
location, shape, size, surroundings, or topography so that the strict application
of this ordinance denies the property of privileges enjoyed by other property in
the vicinity and under identical zoning disfrict classification;

Staff Comment: There are no special circumstances are applicable to the
property. The City has many corner lots that must meet the side setback
requirements.

(b) The strict or literal interpretation and application of this ordinance would result

in practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships inconsistent with the general
purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, or would deprive the Applicant
of privileges granted to others in similar circumstances;
Staff Comment: No evidence of practical difficulties or unnecessary hardship
was presented as part of the application. The shed could be moved 3-feet
closer to the pool fence without impacting the fence and thereby meet the
building setbacks. Relocating the shed will not affect the 20-foot required
separation between primary structures and storage of flammable materials.

(c) There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applicable
to the property involved or the intended development of the property which
preclude the applicant from complying with this ordinance and that do not
apply generally to other property in the same zoning disfrict and which prevent
the applicant from complying with existing regulations;

Staff Comment: There are no exceptional or extraordinary circumstances on
the property that don’t also apply to other corner lots zoned R-22.

(d) The granting of such variance will not constitute the granting of special
privileges inconsistent with the limitations on other property in the same zoning
district;




103 Tapestry Trace Variance Request
Page 3

Staff Comment: Granting this variance would constitute the granting of a
special privilege inconsistent with the setback requirements on other property
in the same zoning district.

(e) The granting of such variance will not be materially defrimental to the public
health, safety, or general welfare nor injurious to property or improvements in
the zone or neighborhood in which the property is located; and
Staff Comment: Granting of a variance in this case would not be detrimental to
public health, safety, or general welfare. The applicant has the support of
adjoining property owners that would be most impacted should the addition
be constructed as proposed.

(f) The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any objective
of the Comprehensive Plan.
Staff Comment: Granting of the variance would not create any significant
inconsistencies with the Comprehensive Plan, which encourages the
protection of the character of existing neighborhoods as well as the
redevelopment and reinvestment within neighborhoods.

Budget Impacts:

ATTACHMENTS
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P: 770-487-5731

VARIANCE APPLICATION
153 Willowbend Rd, Peachtree City, GA 30269
F: 770-631-2552
WWW.PEACHTREE-CITY.ORG

Admin. Variance Fee: $25.00
Variance Fee: $250.00 + $100
for each additional request

Receipt #
Date Filed 7 ey (—
Case #

Office Use Only

S | StreetAddress (03 TAPES 1"@\(‘ TRACE Z o | Name E
& w
E PeredTREE ary GA | E2 bhone__b1f -~ 1T~ FI2 8
Q Zoning District: I x O Email
9 ¥4 Residential 1 Multi-Family [ Commercial\Industrial\Office | ™ mal = Q Mol . A
3 Variance Type: J
E O Administrative [ Special Exception M Variance (check one below) E " Subdivision: T A’P Es TP‘\{
] Variance from which ordinance: gz
(-4 c & .
; O sign O Fence O Land Development ﬂZoning e Phase: Lot # 2'?
Please submit the following evidentiary items in support
E Name _EMm ANWE] BASHA XES g @0 ¢ of :rl:isr::)plicatiop ‘;vrllzgthz'requ.esx;l varri.a_:cesr.)p
l 0 [ o (Please check off the items that are attached to this application)
5 Address 3 TAPREST I (S A—LE E E @ Site plan (with property lines and proposed work)
= | City, State, Zip PeAsprree 0 1‘\( . GA o = | M A detailed report justifying the requested variance
& Phone # b1g- 176 - 3|2% g 8 B4 Letters of support from adjacent property owners
: ~ nQ Digital Photographs \ Renderings (CD or Email)
< | Email & ‘ .
3 other Items Demonstrating Need (topo. Survey, etc)
i i ication? Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
g" 1') Is a current Sl:Irve.y InCIUd?d with the appllcatlon A D Yes D Ho (A szlparate detailed reporzlis still required to be attached to gis apqplication)
B 2.) Does the application pertain to a zoning setback? | [ Yes [J No
é & 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? OvYes O No
}v') E 4.) How long has the violation existed? Years
= o 5.) What is the required setback? Feet
g ; 6.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
o | 7.) Were you the owner of the property when the
< violation occurred? (If not, who was?) OvYes [ No
1.) Is a current survey included with the application? | [JYes [J No Brigg‘égﬁfﬁgﬁ? r‘:;?rz’lsts';‘iﬁe‘ﬁ;ﬁ:‘gfaifcgfigg;i‘;}ﬁisfd:
1 & 2.) Has property been rezoned or deed restrictions? | [JYes [J No
S 3.) Is the violation an existing setback violation? Ovyes O nNo
§ 4.) Application for a bldg setback, fence, or parking? (Circle One)
» 3 5.) Whatis the required setback, height, or spaces?
6.) How much of a variance is being requested?
w Please review the ordinances and instructions on the back of this page. Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:
Q ¥ " : N (A separate detailed report is still required to be attached to this application)
Z | 1.) Isacurrent survey included with the application? | $ Yes [J No
< 2.) How much of a variance is being requested? Feet
E 3.) Were you the owner of the property when th
> violation occurred? (If not, who was?) ;\!' A OvYes [ No

I hereby certify that I am the owner of the property on which a variance is being requested and that all information

provided as a part of this application is tru

Signature of Owner/Agent:

:

Date /C/J—W/Q

Y/

OFFICE ONLY

ADMINISTRATIVE VARIANCE , Signature:

Date of Acceptance:

Date of Hearing:

O Approved [ penied

[ Approved with Conditions

& VARIANCE FROM ORDINANCES

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS

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

Signature:

Date of Acceptance:

Date of Public Hearing:

Variance Application
Revised 1/2017

www.peachtree-city.org




14 January 2019

To: Peachtree City Building Department

From: Emmanuel Bashakes
103 Tapestry Trace (Lot 28)
Peachtree City, GA 30269
Emmanuel.bashakes@gmail.com

678-776-8128

Subject: Accessory Building, Side setback variance

I am requesting a three-foot side setback variance for the placement of an
accessory building. Lot 28 in the Tapestry subdivision is a corner lot with two - 50 foot
setback requirements. Unlike a standard lot with one - 50 foot front setback, two - 15 foot
side setbacks and one - 30 foot rear setback. These lot restrictions put extra limits on a lot
that has a natural orientation towards Brocade Court. The current rear setback leaves an
area that would result in an accessory building sitting in front of my neighbors home (302
Brocade Court) located behind me in a cul-de-sac. It would not be a negative to authorize
the variance compared to the negative implications of placing an accessory building in
front of my neighbor’s home. The site I am requesting, meets the 20 foot spacing
(flammable fluids) from my home however it results in a footprint that sits three feet
across the 15 foot setback. The site for the accessory building takes into account the need
for the existing wheelchair ramp. In the case of an emergency, this sloped wheelchair
ramp provides an accessible route from the rear of the home for our son.

My intent is to build an attractive accessory building that compliments my home
instead of a temporary structure dragged into an area that will negatively impact my
neighbors. Once the accessory building is complete I will supplement the existing natural
landscape with plants as I have done with previous projects.

The orientation of the requested build site is naturally accessible on the garage
side of our home. This location has limited street exposure and serves as a natural
placement to enhance the privacy for my neighbors (401 Camden Cope).

The accessory building exterior material will match the home: hardi siding,
architectural shingles, carriage style garage door, open faced stone quarter wall, eyebrow
metal roof extension over the garage door.

I have discussed my building placement with my neighbors and they fully support
this project. Attached are their letters of support.




I appreciate your time to consider this variance proposal and looking forward to
answering any questions you may have.

Attachments: . Four photos of build site

. Design plans

. Timberline Construction Proposal and materials
. Plat Survey — Turner and Associates

. Building site on plat

. Peachtree City Building Department Plat

. Overhead photo

. Letters of Support
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135B Shamrock Ind. Park Main: (770) 487-1705 Buil
Tyrone, GA 30290 Fax: (770) 486-1603 Mota
na

CONSTRUCTION

Proposal
Submitted To Phone: E-mail Date:
Manny & Crystal Bashakes 678-776-8128 emmanuel.bashkes@gmail.com Oct. 10, 2018
Street: Job Name:
103 Tapestry Trace
City, State and Zip Code Job Location:
Peachtree City, Ga.
Architect: Date of Plans: l!ob Phone:

We hereby submit specifications and estimates fo: ACCESSORY BUILDING

¢ FOUNDATION- Pour footings for accessory building. Pour 8” concrete wall for two sides of building and extend to fence. Pour
concrete floor.

® FRAMING- Frame 8 walls and gable roof. Center section of roof to be offset gable on one side for window.
° WINDOWS- Install one 4’ transom window.

¢ EXTERIOR- Retaining wall and perimeter of building to have stone skirt to match house material. Install siding & shingles to
match house. Pour concrete apron from building to pavers. Build eyebrow roof over garage door with standing seam metal.

¢ INTERIOR- to remain unfinished.

¢ ELECTRICAL-Install circuit from meter base in conduit under pavers to new building. Includes 4 outlets, 2 sconce light boxes,
and 2 switches. Install fixtures supplied by owner.

® OWNER'’S RESPONSIBILITY- Painting & caulking, overhead door, tree removal, stone skirt material, foundation survey @f
required), light fixtures.

Contractor shall remove construction debris from site.
All workers covered by workers comp & liability insurance.
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THIS PLAT PREPARED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
SHOWING THE FOUNDATION LOCATION FOR
THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT, AND NOT TO BE
USED OR RECORDED FOR ANY OTHER PURPOSES
SUCH AS TRANSFER OF TITLE OF LAND.

BOUNDARY DATA TAKEN FROM A PLAT
DONE BY OTHERS. -

-7% 4%@5’;/f

This plat was progared for (ho exclusive use of the
person, persons or enlity namod hercon. Sald plat
003 not oxtond 1o any unnamad person, porsons
or oallfy withou! a rocortification by the sunoyor
noming sald porsen, porsons or enilty.

In my opinion, this property dces not
lie within a flood hazard area accord-
ing to the latest HUD f£lood plain map.

MAP# {3113C0090 D DATED: MARCH 18, 1996

PREPARED FOR:

EMMANUEL & CRYSTAL BA

SHAKES, INSURANCE CORP,
MARKET STREET MORTGAGE & TIMBERLINE CONSTRUCTION CO. INC.

LAWYERS TITLE

SUBDIVISION: TAPESTRY

Lot; 28 LAND LOT: 38 DATE: 11-8-84
BLOCK DISTRICT! 6th SR;]V?_W?tZS— 85, 31'2‘5?'98
scate: "= 30 coonty: FAYETTE , GA. Jos N0 841126

consulting engineers -

surveyors - planners

PEACHTREE Q7Y

4B7-980° GECRGIA 30269 487-9220
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To: Peachtree City
Date: i . . e
oo _ames [t [sunelle |
4/&'?( Cﬂ;ﬂ /( 24 (o (7@”; t)(d(/ () (/4 C.L’nf’ (;&@3(9/&)(4{
110, 26 2, 2164

Telephone #

RE: 103 Tapestry Trace, Peachtree City, GA
3 Ft Variance Request for an Accessory Building

I have reviewed and support this variance request.

meertly 7 20 [
Sincerely, N/ /2/{/'2(/ AL
//"/ ‘\;\ / I//L/(,( K /

..




To: Peachtree City
Date: Sanwaar, 17, 2028

From: Hegen Réecac Norewasusw oo

B0 BAoCaAPE cConacq PTc, G4 To2lq

¥ )

770 - G- 349
Telephone #

RE: 103 Tapestry Trace, Peachtree City, GA
3 Ft Variance Request for an Accessory Building

I have reviewed and support this variance request.

Sincere%

H.2 . Morcwansr Td




