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This agenda is subject to change at any time up to 24 hours prior to the scheduled meeting
This meeting will be held in Council Chambers at City Hall

Peachtree City
Mayor & City Council
Kim Learnard, Mayor
Phil Prebor, Mayor Pro Tem
Mike King, Post 2
Clint Holland, Post 3
Frank Destadio, Post 4

CITY COUNCIL OF PEACHTREE CITY
REVISED MEETING AGENDA

JANUARY 19, 2023
6:30 p.m. 

I. Call to Order

II. Pledge of Allegiance

III. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

IV. 2023 State of the City Address

V. Public Comment

VI. Agenda Changes

VII. Minutes
December 15, 2022, Regular Meeting Minutes
December 15, 2022, Executive Session Minutes

VIII. Quarterly Reports

IX. Consent Agenda
1. Resolution # 01192023-CA1 Call for election and setting of qualifying fees
2. Legal Organ – Fayette County News
3. FY-23 Budget Amendment- Lake Peachtree HOA donation for Lake Peachtree fish restock
4. FY-23 Budget Amendment – Insurance Reimbursement – Lightning damage
5. Acceptance of the GMC Proposal for Professional Services for the Unified Development

Ordinance( UDO) 
6. Proposal to change GIS Technician position to a second GIS Analyst position

X. Old Agenda Items
11-22-03 Variance – Transitional Yard Buffer – 100 McWilliams Drive  ( Cailloux) 

XI. New Agenda Items
01-23-01 Resolution # 01192023-NA1 Kelly Drive Road Abandonment and Disposal

Meeker) 

XII. Public Hearings
01-23-02 Variance Request – 319 N. Peachtree Parkway – Front Yard Fence Requirements

Applicant requested postponement due to illness
01-23-03 Rezoning for 949, 951, 975, 976, 986, 1000, and 1001 Crosstown Drive and 555 – 575

Hwy 74 S from GI and LI Industrial to GC General Commercial  ( Cailloux)  

XIII. Council/Staff Topics
1. Updated Branding Initiatives – The Fred Amphitheater (Laura Valente of Premier Events Live) 

XIV. Executive Session

XV. Adjourn



City Council of Peachtree City
Meeting Minutes

Thursday, December 15, 2022
6:30 p.m. 

The Mayor and Council of Peachtree City met in regular session on Thursday, December 15, 2022. 
Mayor Kim Learnard called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Council members attending: Frank
Destadio, Clinton Holland, Mike King, and Phil Prebor.   

Magistrate Court Judge Kathy Valencia administered the oath of office to new Post 3 Council
Member Clinton Holland. 

King nominated Prebor, a Council Member of seven years, to serve as Mayor Pro Tempore. Destadio
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. Learnard administered the oath of office to Prebor.  

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
None

Public Comment
Suzanne Brown distributed copies of her remarks to Council members and provided a copy to be
read into the record.  Copies of her remarks are available for viewing at City Hall.

Agenda Changes
None

Minutes
December 1, 2022, Regular Meeting Minutes
King moved to approve the December 1 2022, Regular Meeting Minutes and the December 1, 2022
Executive Session minutes. Prebor seconded. Motion carried unanimously. 

Consent Agenda
1. Renewal of Insurance Brokerage Services
2. Resolution #12152022-CA2 Indemnification of Public Officials
3. Appointment of Public Facilities Authority Board Members
4. FY2023 Budget Amendments – Police Software/ Hardware Expansion
5. FY2023 Budget Amendment – Hotel Motel Tax
6. FY2023 Budget Amendment- Hockey Association Donation
7. FY2023 Budget Amendment- BMX LED Light Upgrades
8. Award the 506 Rose Down Trace N Drainage Improvements
9. Award Tree Trimming and Removal Services to Total Outdoors
10. Authorize the Adjustment of Work Hours and Pay Period for Fire Dept. Shift Employees
Destadio moved to accept Consent Agenda items 1-10. Prebor seconded. Motion carried
unanimously.

Old Agenda items
None

New Agenda items
12-22-03 Consider GMP proposal from Kiewit – SR54 and Lake Peachtree Path Bridge

Replacement
City Engineer Dave Borkowski said he and representatives from Kiewit Construction and the
engineering firm of Moffatt & Nichol would be making this presentation. This was a project of the 2017
Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST). There was a competitive bid process for the
design/ build contract, and Borkowski explained Kiewit was selected based on qualifications as well as
a fixed fee percentage.   

This project had been on hold for a while, Borkowski noted, because they wanted to finish the
Gateway Bridge project, which Kiewit also did. There were also challenges involved in detouring cart
traffic, which required coordinating with the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) to get
permission to move the detour to the shoulder of SR 54 with protective concrete barriers.   



Borkowski introduced Scott Caples, an engineer with Moffat & Nichol, to go over information about the
project and to answer questions. Caples said they were working with Kiewit. The current bridge was
built around 1990 and was a concrete beam structure with precast double-stem Ts. There were four
spans of 40 feet each for a total length of 160 feet. It was just seven feet wide, which was only enough
for one-way travel.  

The primary goal was to create a wider bridge of 12 feet that could accommodate two-way traffic. 
The beams on the existing structure cannot be widened, he explained. They recommended installing a
new superstructure with a pre-fabricated steel truss which would give it a similar look to other path
structures in the city, especially to the spillway structure. Eliminating the center bent would keep Kiewit
from working in the water, he noted, then presented the proposed plan and elevation views. 

Coordinating with GDOT would be one of the biggest challenges, Caples remarked, because they
wanted to move cart traffic to the eastbound shoulder during construction and that would require
issuance of an Encroachment Permit through GDOT. There might be a few short-term path closures, 
but the intent was to keep it open throughout construction. He acknowledged that cost was always a
concern, but the proposal would allow Kiewit to get in and out as quickly as possible and to stay out of
the water.  

The cost was approximately $1.9 million, said Borkowski, and that was a guaranteed maximum price
that included everything—design, permits, and construction. There was adequate funding in the
SPLOST, which totaled $45 million, plus excess revenues that exceeded projections and could be
transferred into this project.  

He asked if Council had any questions? King wondered how long the path would be closed, and
Kiewit’ s Jeff Brown said the entire project would take about 20 weeks. Within those 20 weeks, there
would be a few times the path would be closed. They were trying to do it at night, and he estimated it
would be about 18 nights, but it could be 11 nights and seven times during the day. This was for pile
placement.   

Would there be only two pylons? Destadio asked. They were showing three piles per bent, Brown
replied, but they could possibly get it down to two. When they talked about being “ in the water,” 
Destadio commented, he said he assumed they did not mean actually in the water because that
would require a permit from the Corps of Engineers since an active stream flowed through the lake. 
That was correct, Brown replied; they would work from the banks.  

Holland saw that the first page of the staff report said the cost would be just under $2 million, but the
funding on the next page said $1.6 million. Why? Finance Director Paul Salvatore said the $1.6 million
was supplemental to what was already in the SPLOST budget, which was $539,000.  

Prebor said he had asked Interim City Manager Justin Strickland earlier in the week about the two
proposed styles and why one cost more than the other? Strickland remarked that Caples believed this
would be cheaper than going with a higher truss. Caples affirmed this, saying a low profile would be
more cost effective and provide better aesthetics. They did not want the top of the truss sitting above
where the timber rail was today. If they wanted a single-span bridge, they would need a truss 10 to 12
feet high; that would require a crane and be much heavier.  



Prebor remarked that he liked the idea that this bridge could be cheaper than projected. He asked
how deep would the pilings need to go down? and Caples said about 40 feet.   

Would the pilings need to be made of any special materials because of the type of water or would
they be an encased style? Holland inquired. They would not be encased, Brown said; they were steel H
piles like what was on the SR 54 bridge and would have a protective coating from the water line on
down. Was that in the proposal? Holland wondered, and Borkowski said it was not expensive.  

Learnard wanted to know how long they thought it would take to get the permits from GDOT? Caples
explained they would have to let GDOT know what they planned to do, since this was not a GDOT
project, then replied that he could not begin to venture a guess. The Mayor wondered how different
would the elevation of the handrail be from what was there now? Caples replied it would be a couple
of inches higher. 

Destadio moved to approve New Agenda item 12-22-03, GMP proposal from Kiewit – SR54 and Lake
Peachtree Path Bridge Replacement and the attached budget amendment at a cost not to exceed
1,996,693. Prebor seconded. Motion carried unanimously.   

12-22-04 Consider Findings of Hearing Officer in Ethics Complaint XIII
Learnard recused herself from this discussion and left the meeting room. 

King said they would have to vote whether or not they would accept the findings of the hearings
officer in an ethics complaint filed against the Mayor. They had three options: 
l. Accept the findings and recommendations of the hearing officer;
2. Accept the findings of fact and reject the recommendation, instead substituting their own discipline;
or
3. (which required a supermajority vote) Reject the findings and recommendations and either:
a) Dismiss the complaint; or
b) Conduct a hearing to determine alternate findings and recommendations.

The findings were, King stated: 
1. Complaint was not filed in accordance with the requirements of Section 62-73 (d) and (e);
2. Complaint was not justified.

King moved to accept the findings of the investigating officer. Destadio seconded. 

Destadio read a prepared statement: 
Like all of us on the dais here tonight, I have read the Hearing Officer’ s summary several times and was
initially concerned that the citizens who have not read it would believe things were just being
whitewashed. I would like to make it clear that is not the case. While it is true, the Hearing Officer, as a
matter of principle, did state and point out some errors in the submittal, such as the complainant did
not submit a sworn affidavit form and used the incorrect State law in her justification for the complaint. 
Nonetheless, he quickly proceeded, in my opinion, to review the complaint and to perform an
investigation with the data he collected. I therefore believe he drew a conclusion based on the facts
he had and what his investigation determined, and the law as written. 
Any citizen has the right to challenge any action we take as your elected officials. While you do not
have to hire an attorney, obtaining some legal advice would be highly recommended for your own



peace of mind and to make sure your complaints cover all the bases required by law. 

Holland, too, had a statement: 
Since this is my first meeting and a City Council member, and this ethics complaint is a serous matter, I
felt it necessary to write my thoughts down for the official record, and I will be pleased to give a copy
of this statement to the City Clerk for inclusions in this meeting’ s minutes. 
The questions and concerns surround the ethics complaint and subsequent legal response before us
centers around full disclosure. I live by my principles of honesty and openness, and I campaigned on
personal transparency along with the need for transparency in govern. 
Today is may first test for transparency, and I want to disclose that the citizen who filed the complaint
against Mayor Learnard, Suzanne Brown, did make two financial contributions to my political
campaign a month or so after she issued the official ethics complaint against the mayor.    
Therefore, I choose to take the high road and stick to my core principles, not only for myself, but for
good governance for Peachtree City. I listened to our constituents who have made it clear that they
expect open, honest, and transparent government.  
So, I could easily recuse myself based on the previous discussion, but I felt it is necessary to be true to
my guiding principles and will vote my conscience when asked.  

City Clerk Yasmin Julio asked that King re-state his motion. He moved that they accept the
recommendations of the investigating officer and that the ethics complaint be dismissed. Destadio
seconded the motion.  

Prebor asked City Attorney Ted Meeker to explain the difference in the findings between the
complaint not being filed in accordance with the law and the complaint not being justified. Meeker
said it spoke for itself. It was ultimately Council’ s decision to make about whether they would accept or
reject that.  

The motion carried 3-1, with Destadio, King, and Prebor voting in favor, and Holland voting against. 

Council/ Staff Topics
1. Consider Roadway Sign Design Alternatives – 54/ 74 DLT Project
Borkowski reminded Council they had previously authorized the design of possible enhancements to
the signage for the SR 54/ 74 displaced left turn (DLT) project. Tonight, he would present several options
and get direction from Council on which alternative to design. They would not be considering traffic
design alternatives, signal design, or construction costs. He was not going to present a final
construction cost either, only their opinion of the final cost, because the final cost could not be
calculated since the design was not complete. They did not know what the material of the supports
would be; that was what they were now asking Council.

He turned it over the Keith Strickland, no relation to the interim City Manger, an engineer with Stantec
Consulting Services, noting that Council had been sent renderings of the proposals, but he had some
background information that could perhaps help their decision. They were looking at overhead signs
for northbound and southbound SR 74 as it approached the intersection. Strickland showed a sign at a
DLT in Dawson County, saying this was what was proposed in the construction document. This was a
100-foot span structure; on 74, one structure would be 133 feet in length and the other would span 160
feet.  He then displayed a signal structure for another DLT in Snellville and noted that staff expressed
some interest in the type of columns used.



Three proposed design concepts for truss structures were shown on the next slide. Concept one was a
typical Pratt truss structure, similar to most of the cart path structures. Destadio asked again about the
length of the spans, and Strickland replied that the one on the northbound side was 133 feet and
southbound was 160. All the concepts were drawn at the northbound location. 

Concept two showed a curved Pratt truss, very similar, except the upper chord had a slight curve. The
third concept was called a bowstring truss, which Strickland said was a cleaner type of truss, but it did
not mimic the path structures like the other two.  

Another photo showed potential variations in the columns that would support the trusses. Of the six
examples, all were rectangular except for one that was an oval column on a rectangular base. 
Another slide illustrated lighting options for the signs that could go on the columns. There was another
slide that showed the different types of materials available for the columns. The first was stamped
concrete with a colored concrete accent. Two others had stamped concrete, with stone veneer also
used on the third column base. The others were brick veneer on stone veneer bases. The rendering
showed different toppings, including a dome and others with flat toppings.  

They would know more about the cost when Council had chosen the styles and materials, but
Strickland said he could share some estimates. The original GDOT overhead structures were $145,000
and $170,000. The estimate for concept one at $300,000 per structure for the steel truss, and $250,000
each for the structural supports. It would be $120,000 for architectural treatments, primarily for the brick
or stone veneer. Lighting would be $50,000 per structure. There was a need for utility relocations on the
northbound structure because the current support structure was as close as allowed to a Georgia
Power easement. If they increased the size of the support structure, it would require moving the
Georgia Power line at a cost of $50,000 to $70,000. Council had already approved $144,500 for
engineering to Stantec. The total estimated preliminary cost of both structures would be $1.7 million, 
Strickland stated, asking Council if they had questions.  

Prebor noted that he was against the custom design when they first talked about it, adding that it was
1.4 million then. He said he would like the stamped concrete if they did this, but noted Council should

remember there would have a down payment on a golf cart path bridge due at that point. 

Learnard reminded him they were not there to debate whether or not to go through with this; they
were just there to choose materials. Prebor agreed and again said he liked the stamped concrete. 

It was almost too much to think about, Learnard remarked. They were talking about base, columns, 
truss, lighting, materials, and the cap. Did they need to start from scratch? They had something
established at the Partners Pizza bridge already, she pointed out, adding that they could debate the
choices all night long.  

Learnard said she liked the stamped concrete column with the brick veneer base and a pointed cap
on top, with the truss shown on concept two, but would be okay with concept one. She said she liked
the lighting shown on the second column, and Prebor added that it looked like the lighting on the
Partners bridge.  Learnard stated they had identified preferences for the base, truss, column, lighting, 
and a cap. 



Holland said he would like to see the options a little closer before he stated his preferences, and the
Interim City Manager Strickland asked if he received the PowerPoint prior to the meeting? Destadio
said he did not like the project, but he liked the stamped concrete better that anything and would
accept the Mayor’ s choices. 

Learnard asked Stantec’ s Strickland and Borkowski if that was the information they needed? Prebor
stated he and Holland wanted to look at it some more, but Learnard said they needed to move
ahead. If there was anything they wanted to change later, they could do it. She went over the
choices again, saying she liked the third column with the fifth column’ s top, a stone veneer base, and
the second truss. Lighting would be the backlit example that was sixth in the photo, which they agreed
matched that at Partners.  

Holland said the lighting on the second column from the left seemed brighter, but it might be because
of the white concrete. That could be a safety issue. Justin Strickland said they were just giving them
direction and asked Keith Strickland what the deadline was to get this submitted to GDOT for inclusion
into the project? He said it was scheduled for letting in June, and he would need a final answer by the
next Wednesday in order to proceed with the design.  

At first, Council said that was not possible, but King said he believed they could look at it and come up
with a consensus to move forward. Council agreed to work on it.     

2. Rezoning of properties at or near the intersection of Hwy 74 S and Crosstown Drive from Industrial to
Commercial to align zoning with current uses
Council had discussed this during their weekly meetings with staff, explained Planning and
Development Director Robin Cailloux, but they needed to have a public discussion so everyone would
understand the meaning of all the rezoning signs on Crosstown Road. Cailloux showed the properties
on a zoning map, saying they were being used for things typically in a Commercial zoning because
before 2008 accessory uses in an Industrial zoning could include anything that an industrial user might
need, such as a fast-food restaurant or a hotel. After 2008, major text amendments to the General
Industrial (GI) and Light Industrial ( LI) zoning districts made them strictly industrial uses.

Now, they needed to clean up the map, not because it would be nice to get everything on the map
the right color, but because it was coming to a head for these property owners. These were aging
properties that were considered legally non-conforming, falling under what was often called a
grandfather clause.” The ordinance contained limitations for uses that were legally non-conforming. 

They did not have the right to expand as they would in a Commercial district, and they could not
renovate to more than 50% of the depreciated value. If the business were vacant or had stopped the
non-conforming use for a year or more, they could not open it up again.  

All three of those conditions were happening now in this area, Cailloux noted. The new owners of the
hotel would have liked to do more renovation, but the depreciated value was less than $2 million, so
they were limited to spending half of that, about $900,000, which only allowed for interior renovations. 
The fast food industry had changed significantly since COVID and relied more on drive-thru service. But
the limitations on non-conforming use meant they could not expand the kitchens or the drive-thru
lanes. Also, there was a car wash site that had been vacant for many years, Cailloux continued. While
a car wash was a permitted use in the LI zoning district, this lot did not have the kind of space needed
for a modern car wash. They were looking to change the use, but under the current zoning the only



uses would be Industrial, and the lot was too small for that. Gas stations and convenience stores were
not permitted uses.  

Getting these to be no longer grandfathered and giving them a by-right status, not only helped the
property owners, it helped the community, she continued. Allowing them to invest in their properties
would result in higher hotel/ motel taxes plus additional taxes from the higher property values.  

This proposal was heard by the Planning Commission at their most recent meeting, Cailloux reported, 
and tonight’ s meeting was not an official public hearing. That would be at the January 19 Council
meeting. She just wanted to get this before Council so they would have time to think on it before then.  

Prebor said he watched the Planning Commission meeting online and something that surprised him
was the stipulation that the owner could only spend 50% of the depreciated value on renovations, 
which he said meant it would just go into ruin eventually. When the hotel was built, it was a conforming
use, he noted, then the City changed the regulations, leaving it to deteriorate into ruin. He said he was
sure the owner would keep it until that happened so, in essence, they were not doing the City any
favors by forcing that.  

In many ways, Cailloux remarked, a legally non-conforming use was intended to phase out uses that a
community did not want there anymore, but she did not believe that was the case in this corridor. That
was not the intent when the ordinance was revised. Prebor asked if this made sense to everyone, 
saying it meant a guy could not improve his property. 

Other than the hotel, which was the old Days Inn, Destadio stated, had anyone else complained
about their capability to expand? The auto repair store would like to add some uses not permitted in
the GI district, she said. They had been approached by someone who was interested in purchasing the
car wash site for a golf cart sales center, but that was not a permitted use in an Industrial district.  

Could they not ask for a rezoning? Destadio asked, and Cailloux said they could, but they would have
to go through the whole process and pay the fee. That was the normal process when someone
needed a different zoning, Destadio stated, but Cailloux pointed out it was the normal process when
someone wanted to change a use. It was not the normal process when a text amendment initiated by
Council resulted in a change in their conformity.  

Destadio asked what was the text amendment for? That was in 2008 when the City stopped
interpreting these to be accessory uses and made the Industrial district strictly industrial with no
Commercial uses allowed, Cailloux said, adding that she believed this occurred after the City lost a
lawsuit. They changed it in order to protect the Industrial uses from these kinds of encroachments.  

Would they be changing these all to GI? Destadio asked, and Cailloux said it would be General
Commercial (GC) because they had just one commercial zone. Destadio asked what was in GC? Any
kind of retail use or office use; car repair and gas stations were permitted, Cailloux replied, adding that
no Residential and no Industrial uses were permitted.  

Who owned the hotel and when did they purchase it? Holland asked. Cailloux said it had been
publicly disclosed as Francis Ford Coppola, and it would be used for housing the cast of the film
Megalopolis” during filming. Afterwards, it would be turned into a Coppola boutique hotel; there was



one in Milan and one in Paris, she commented, adding she believed there was one in Los Angeles. 
When did that happen? Holland asked, and Cailloux said within the last year.  

They could just give them a variance and let them remodel how they wanted, said Holland, but
Cailloux corrected him, saying you could not do a variance on land use. If they kept using it as a hotel, 
could they give them the ability to remodel as they wanted to? Holland asked.  

Meeker said there were some limitations, and Cailloux said within the non-conforming use it would
have to follow the 50% depreciation rule, but if it was conforming, there was no limit. But it would have
to rezoned to GC? Holland asked, and Cailloux said that was correct. Was mixed use allowed in GC? 
Cailloux said it was not. What did she predict would be the types of uses going in there? Cailloux
replied that she did not foresee any changes other than the properties continuing to be used the way
they were currently used and be able to invest and grow.  

What would be a downside for the City if they rezoned all these properties to GC? Holland asked, 
saying they would be putting Commercial into an Industrial area. But, Cailloux pointed out, 
Commercial was there now. She could not see any negative consequences.  

Prebor pointed out that someone could use the Industrial zoning right now to put in a refinery, and
Cailloux added there was no height limit in Industrial. It could go there today, Prebor said. Five stories
high, Learnard stated, with Cailloux adding “ or more.” It could be as high as the Fire Marshal allowed, 
she said, noting that Certain-Teed was over 100 feet tall.  

The size of the lot would limit the use, Cailloux said, so they would not see a refinery, but they could see
a salvage yard go in there at what was one of the gateways into the city. Was that the kind of use
they wanted there?  

Holland thanked Cailloux for her answers, saying he was afraid it would be turned into some type of
residential or mixed use with apartments above retail. She had allayed those fears.  

Prebor asked how they could make it so this person could remodel their hotel? Cailloux told Meeker
she did not think they could give a variance on the 50% rules for a legally non-conforming use. Meeker
said it was not really addressing the use, and Cailloux said they might be able to grant a variance that
way. But the cleanest way would be through a rezoning, she noted. Meeker said he would have to
look at it. 

Prebor said he did not want to stand in the way when someone wanted to invest in the community. 
King said he thought they would eliminate a lot of the negatives that could happened if they just went
ahead and rezoned these six properties to GC. He could not see these areas ever being used for
Industrial, and this would just be permanentizing the Commercial uses they had now, so he would be in
favor of it. 

Cailloux again said they would have another opportunity to discuss this at the January 19 public
hearing.      

King moved to convene in executive session at 7:49 p.m. for threatened or pending litigation and the
sale, acquisition or lease of real estate. Prebor seconded. Motion carried unanimously.   



Prebor moved to reconvene in regular session at 8:01 p.m. King seconded. Motion carried
unanimously. 

There being no further business, King moved to adjourn the meeting. Destadio seconded. Motion
carried unanimously. 

The meeting adjourned at 8:01 p.m. 

Martha Barksdale, Recording Secretary Kim Learnard, Mayor
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
QUARTERLY REPORT

GENERAL FUND AND HOTEL/ MOTEL TAX FUND
BUDGET COMPARISON ( UNAUDITED )
QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2022

2023 YTD Dollar Percentage
Description Budget Actual Difference To-Date

General Property Taxes 21,716,204$          19,017,377$           ( 2,698,827)$          87.57%
Franchise Taxes 2,833,339 135,861                 ( 2,697,478)            4.80%
Local Option Sales Tax 10,249,704 2,649,258              ( 7,600,446)            25.85%
Other Sales  & Use Taxes 1,061,008 246,547                 ( 814,461)               23.24%
Business Taxes 3,621,894 3,889,684 267,790 107.39%
Licenses & Permits 1,998,597 559,204                 ( 1,439,393)            27.98%
Intergovernmental/ Grants 280,598 38,500                   ( 242,098)               13.72%
Charges for Services 1,255,150 199,900                 ( 1,055,250)            15.93%
EMS Billings 990,000 157,694                 ( 832,306)               15.93%
Fines & Forfeitures 988,680 165,113                 ( 823,567)               16.70%
Investment Income 76,650 102,280 25,630 133.44%
Other Revenue 126,946 88,578                   ( 38,368)                69.78%
Other Financing Sources 665,644 183,231                 ( 482,413)               27.53%

Total General Fund Revenues 45,864,414$          27,433,229$           ( 18,431,185)$         59.81%
Surplus Carryover 1,692,708
Total General Fund 47,557,122$          

2023 YTD Dollar Percentage
Division and/ or Type Budget Actual Difference To-Date

Executive Services 1,183,217$            116,788$               1,066,429$            9.87%
Administrative Services 1,197,487 221,421 976,066 18.49%
Financial Services 3,012,017 676,565 2,335,452 22.46%
Police Services 9,713,042 1,919,259 7,793,783 19.76%
Fire/EMS Services 10,973,152 2,183,740 8,789,412 19.90%
Public Works/ Building Maint./ Engineer/ Grounds 8,081,082 1,559,801 6,521,281 19.30%
Planning & Development/ Code Enforcement 1,837,209 255,361 1,581,848 13.90%
Library Administration Services 1,169,690 258,779 910,911 22.12%
Recreation & Special Events. 4,038,381 700,656 3,337,725 17.35%
Non-Divisional:

Unemployment Insurance 20,000                  -                           20,000 0.00%
Non-Profit Organizations 30,000                  -                           30,000 0.00%
Transfer to Airport Authority 12,750 12,750                   -                          100.00%
Transfer to Keep PTC Beautiful 6,430                   -                           6,430 0.00%
Transfers to Other Funds 5,671,924 2,497,935 3,173,989 44.04%
Liability Insurance 125,000                -                           125,000 0.00%
Litigation Services 245,612 5,418 240,194 2.21%
Contingency - Facilities Maintenance 150,000                -                           150,000 0.00%
General Administration/ Miscellaneous 937,725 2,760 934,965 0.29%

7,199,441 2,518,863 4,680,578

Budgeted Savings ( 866,096)               -                           ( 866,096)               0.00% 

Total General Fund 47,538,622$          10,411,233$           37,127,389$          21.90%

2023 YTD Dollar Percentage
Description Budget Actual Difference To-Date
Total Hotel/ Motel Taxes 1,748,384$            523,254$               ( 1,225,130)$          29.93%

2023 YTD Dollar Percentage
Type Budget Actual Difference To-Date
Transfer to General Fund 655,644$              138,351$               517,293$              21.10%
Transfer to Tourism Association 764,918 161,409 603,509 21.10%
Transfer to Hotel/Motel - TPD Fund 327,822 69,175 258,647 21.10%
Total Hotel/ Motel Transfers Out 1,748,384$            368,935$               1,120,802$            21.10%

HOTEL/ MOTEL TRANSFERS OUT

PERCENTAGE OF BUDGET YEAR COMPLETED 25% ( ACTUAL TRANSACTIONS STILL PENDING)

GENERAL FUND REVENUES BY MAJOR CATEGORIES

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES BY DIVISION AND/ OR TYPE

HOTEL/ MOTEL FUND REVENUES



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
DONATIONS RECEIVED
QUARTERLY REPORT

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2022

Kiwanis Club of Peachtree City DARE 1,780. 00
Hockey Association Hockey Rink 1,500. 00
BMX Parents Association PTC BMX Park 2,000. 00

TOTAL FOR QUARTER ENDED 12/31/2023 5,280. 00$           



Circulation

PEACHTREE CITY LIBRARY
4TH Quarter & 2022 Year in Review

YTD: 310,295
4th Qtr: 72,203

YTD Books & media transferred
through IntraPINES lending

28,760 Active Users

9% from 2021

117,574
in-person
visits YTD

YTD Computer Use YTD Wireless Use

YTD: 2,413

7,580 33,412

SERVICES AND ACTIVITIES

LIBRARY TECHNOLOGY

Program
Attendance

E-books/Audios
Downloaded

YTD: 64,201
4th Qtr: 15,760

YTD: 9,596
4th Qtr: 2,010

Reference
Assistance

YTD.: 14,437
4th Qtr: 4,274

4th Qtr.: 1,577 4th Qtr.: 9,207

4th Qtr.: 26,629 4th Qtr.: 465

48,283

4th Qtr: +368

4th Qtr: 11,528

11.9% from 2021 + 10.9% from 2021

Peachtree CityLibraryis #2 incirculationinPINESLibrary
Consortium

In-Person Visits Volunteer Hours

4.8%- 15%+ 64.6%+45%



Building Department

Community Development
Q4 2022 Report
The Community Development Division consists of three departments: Building,
Code Enforcement, and Planning & Zoning. 

Code Enforcement

Spotlight

PERMIT REVENUES
Q4 revenues were $114,010 below projected amounts

Q4 22 Q1 23 Q2 23 Q3 23

Actual

Budgeted

149
Erosion Control

inspections in Q4. This
is a 200% from 2021

CE met their goal of being at least 80% proactive

80%

3 administrative variances and 3
standard variances were heard in Q4

Analyzed 10-minute and 15-minute
golf cart service area around vacant
Kmart site

Created and adopted Career
Development Plan for Code
Enforcement team. Officer Mentch
qualified for progression

31%
Development activity

has reduced 31% since
the peak in 2019

491
Permits issued in Q4

Q1 22 Q2 23 Q3 23 Q4 23

347 Enforcement actions in Q4. This did not meet the
quarterly goal of 400 actions.

Development

Review times for commercial developments exceeded
the goal of 14 business days on 55% of projects. 

55%

6

Onboarded 2 new Planning
Commissioners
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Q4 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
New Residential 31 65 56 64 79 122 27

Engineering 2.8 days Residential Alter. 122 163 113 188 204 221 166
Planning 1.9 days New Commercial 7 2 4 5 1 10 0

Building 3.8 days Commercial Alter. 29 26 30 17 14 26 25

LDP & Engineering 39 66 68 74 72 168 71

Trade Permits 100 127 137 123 103 113 86
Engineering 2.5 days Others 19 13 26 29 25 24 36

Planning 2.6 days Total 347 462 434 512 526 781 491
Building 6.3 days Residential 153 228 169 252 283 343 193

Commercial 36 28 34 22 15 36 25
Trade & Other 158 206 231 226 200 305 193

Fees $ 307,527 $ 288,046 $ 285,782 $ 254,825 $ 313,103 $ 454,822 $ 173,175

0.43731778

Q4 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

New Residential $ 9.M $ 17.7M $ 16.1M $ 19.2M $ 28.2M $ 42.6M $ 11.6M
Residential Alter.$ 1.3M $ 1.7M $ 1.2M $ 3.M $ 3.M $ 3.5M $ 4.3M
New Commercial $ 6.6M $ 2.7M $ 12.3M $ 1.4M $. 1M $ 1.3M $. M

Commercial Alter.$ 5.2M $ 3.M $ 2.4M $. 8M $. 9M $ 3.6M $ 3.1M
Trade Permits $ 1.4M $ 2.2M $. 7M $ 1.1M $ 1.M $ 1.5M $ 1.M

Others $. M $. M $. 2M $. M $. M $. M $. M

Total Value $ 23.4M $ 27.3M $ 32.9M $ 25.5M $ 33.3M $ 52.5M $ 20.1M

Residential $ 10.2M $ 19.4M $ 17.2M $ 22.1M $ 31.3M $ 46.1M $ 15.9M

Commercial $ 11.7M $ 5.7M $ 14.7M $ 2.2M $ 1.M $ 4.9M $ 3.1M

Trade & Other $ 1.5M $ 2.2M $ 1.M $ 1.1M $ 1.M $ 1.5M $ 1.M

0%

5%

16%

CONSTRUCTION VALUE Q4 Comparison: Construction Value

Commercial Goal: 10 Days
Avg.% Exceed

6%

4%
23%

2022 Q4 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
Peachtree City

PERMITS
AVG. REVIEW TIMES PERMIT TYPES Q4 Comparison: Number of Permits Issued

Avg.% Exceed
Residential Goal: 5 Days
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300

350

400
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Residential Commercial Trade & Other

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

2016 2017 2018 2019 20202021Millions
Residential Commercial Trade & Other
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2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Concept. Site Plan 3 1 4 2 2 3 5

Engineering 7.8 days Final Site Plan 9 10 5 5 2 5 7

Planning 7.5 days Landscape Plan 3 5 3 6 1 1 1
Conceptual Plat 2 3 4 5 5 1 0

Road Plans 3 3 7 11 2 2 1
Final Plat 7 4 8 7 4 12 3

Engineering 16.5 days Zonings & Others 6 7 12 12 12 12 16
Planning 16.1 days Total 33 33 43 48 28 36 33

Subdivision Plans 12 10 19 23 11 15 4
Commercial Plans 15 16 12 13 5 9 13

Zonings 6 7 12 12 12 12 16
Fees $ 16,291 $ 18,721 $ 33,708 $ 24,729 $ 16,698 $ 15,957 $ 11,218

2017 plans 26 22 plans 17
plans - 0.3461538

2016* 2017* 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Building 1,228 1,228 1,819 1,632 1,836 1,904 1,827
Zoning 0 18 147 95 146 149 293

Erosion Control 7 33 73 12 73 49 149
Incomplete data in software

1,279 2,039 1,739 2,055 2,102 2,269

20%

DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEWS
AVG.  REVIEW TIMES PLAN TYPES Q4 Comparison: Plan Reviews

Peachtree City
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT2022Q4

PROTECTIVE INSPECTIONS
INSPECTION TYPES Q4 Comparison: Inspections

25%

Commercial Goal: 14 Days
Avg.% Exceed

50%
55%

Residential Goal: 14 Days
Avg.% Exceed
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Repaired & upgraded to LED in City Hall rear
parking lots
High Voltage installed to power new wifi
system at Kedron Rink
Replaceed heating system pumps, motor
starters for pools at Kedron
Replaced burglar alarm/ glass break devices
at McIntosh Place
Remodeled office for new City Manager
Installed new HVAC, ramp, dumpster pad at
Station 83
General Preventative Maintenance

170 storm drains cleaned
341.8 miles of streets swept
3 detention ponds cleaned
225 linear feet of ditches cleaned

FLEET

Gateway Bridge Lights repaired
Amphitheater Lighting Rig addition design comlpleted
Flat Creek Bridge Timber board replacements completed
Notice to proceed for SR 54/Lake Peachtree
Multi-bridge replacement
IMS completed Citywide Paving Assessement
Completed initial design for Huddleston/SR 54 intersection
improvements

2241 Visitors
93 Mulchers

The Recycling Center at
Rockaway Road is open on
Wednesdays 1:00 pm- 4:30 pm
and Saturday 8:30 am - 4:30 pm

PUBLIC SERVICES

NOW YOU KNOW
PAVING

STORMWATER

242 vehicles serviced
251 pieces of equipment serviced

4TH QUARTER
OCT - DEC 2022

ENGINEERING

The Peachtree City Grounds
Department has been moved to
Public Works

TRAFFIC SIGNS
23 signs made
24signs replaced
12 signposts replaced
51 sign posts maintained
27 new signs installed

BUILDING MAINTENANCE

TREES
157 trees removed within public ROW

18 potholes filled on paths and roads
1.52 miles of cart path paved
2.66 miles of roadway paved



Total Employees 325

New Hires 9

Separations 18

HUMAN RESOURCES

Average Salary:
55,568.404thQuarter: 

October to December 2022

Administration - 0
CVB - 1
Finance - 0
Fire - 5
Human Resources - 1
Library - 0
Planning & Dev. - 0
Police - 7
Public Services - 3
Recreation - 1

Department Vacancies as of

12/31/ 2022

Total: 18

Employee Activities &

Upcoming Events
Safety Committee Meeting - December 8, 2022

January Jumpstart Fitness Challenge - January 17, 2023

Employee Retirement Plan Meetings - Coming in February
2023
Mobile Mammography Bus - February 28, 2023

Employee Holiday & Awards Luncheon - December 9, 2022



Recreation and Special Events
4th Quarter

Kedron

Athletics

Programs

22 Glenloch programs

Events

48 Kedron programs

October - December 2022

2 City events:

509 participants

18 special events

969 pass users

Fall Festival
Hometown Holiday

open gym

3,474 daily fee users

1751 pass users
833 daily fee users

open swim

Atlanta Air Show

Hispanic Heritage
Magnolia Arts

Adult Basketball

NEW women's league

22 men's & women's teams

241 participants



Grounds & AmphitheaterGrounds & Amphitheater

ParkFacilitiesParkFacilities

AmphitheaterAmphitheater

AthleticFacilitiesAthleticFacilities

Q 4 October-DecemberQ4 October-December 20222022

Rye grass added to 25 acres of fields

8 new foul poles installed at girls' softball

Pre emergent added to 12 baseball and 7 softball fields

Improvements to lawn section:
New leveled tiers

Sod added
Flagstone stairs added

Holiday lights at City Hall and Drake Field

New park benches at Blue Smoke Park

Resurfaced tennis courts and added pickleball lines
at Blue Smoke park





191 McIntosh Trail • Peachtree City, GA 30269 • www.visitpeachtreecity. com

Marketing, 
Advertising & PR

DIGITAL MARKETING
365 Degree Total Marketing - Festivals - August
Better Homes & Garden / Food Network - Fall Getaway Campaign - October

Quarter 4

Facebook

October- December 2022M&C
Group Sales
NEW LEADS Dream Tours – 2023 Family Reunion – 

July 2023 from Going on
Faith Conference) Professional Pickleball Tour – 
PPA Tournament –  

September 2023 Group to Go – Passover Event – Mar/
April 2023,  
2024, 2025 National Club Baseball Association – 
Club Baseball Tournament – 

May
2023 DEFINITES Certain Teed – Planning Meeting – 

November 2022 AFC Lightning  - Women’s Coaching Clinic – 
January 2023 AFC Lightning – Men’s Coaching Clinic – 

January 2023 HOSTED, ATTENDED, AND SERVICED (ENTIRE
CVB TEAM) GACVB Sales Symposium – 

December 2022
LOST BUINSESS 2023 Gold Cup Championships (1) – 

Summer 2023
SHOW ATTENDED Boomers in Groups

Conference – Gwinnett County – 

November
2022

Visitor Touches Gift
Store Sales: 

9,545 Total Sessions: 
39,096 Mobile: 
30,183 Desktop: 
5,026 Tablet: 

2,691 Unique Users: 
33,108 Pageviews: 

51,

639 Website 408 Total
incoming calls 298 In-

state calls 107 Out-of-
state calls

3International
PRINT ADVERTISING American
Road - October Convention
South - October Blue Ridge Motorcycle Mag - 

October- December Smoky Mountain Living - 
November/ December Southern Cast Iron - 

November/ December Guide to Georgia Events - 
Holiday Issue

November/ December Sports Events Annual Event
Planner Issue  - 

December
2022 Google
3 campaigns: Fall
Events 2022
Thanksgiving Travelers

Holiday Travelers Impressions: 2,
003,955 Link Clicks: 
21,561 Ad Spend: $3,

271.66
6 campaigns: Fall
Events 2022 Porch
Parade Contest Fright
Lights Contest
Thanksgiving Travelers
Holiday Travelers Holiday
Trail

Lights Contest Impressions: 1,
529, 529 Reach:  
860,668 Link Clicks: 
7,759 Ad Spend: $6,
173.97
Reactions, Comments, Shares, Saves: 





COUNTY OF FAYETTE
CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

RESOLUTION# 01192023-01

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING DATE FOR CITY ELECTIONS FOR THE PURPOSE
OF ELECTING COUNCIL MEMBERS FOR POST 1 AND 2; ESTABLISHING FEES
AND DATE FOR QUALIFYING OF CANDIDATES; ESTABLISHING DATES FOR

VOTER REGISTRATION AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

WHEREAS: A municipal general election shall be conducted on November 7, 2023, for the purpose of
electing Council Members for Post 1 and 2; and, 

WHEREAS: Candidates who are elected in said election shall serve for a term of four years; and, 

WHEREAS: Persons eligible to become candidates for said election shall be at least 21 years of age and be a
qualified elector of the City who shall have continuously resided and maintained his or her
domicile in Peachtree City for at least six months immediately preceding the election; and

WHEREAS: Candidates for said election shall qualify with the City Clerk in City Hall. Qualifying shall open
at 8:30 a.m. on the 21st day of August, 2023, and close at 4:30 p.m. on the 25th day of August, 
2023; and, 

WHEREAS: The date for a run-off election, if required, shall be the 5th day of December, 2023; and, 

WHEREAS: The City Council does hereby declare that the qualifying fee for Council Post 1 and Council Post
2 shall be $432.00. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of Peachtree City that the general
election is hereby authorized pursuant to the rules and regulations set out in this Resolution and pursuant to the
Georgia Municipal Code as amended. 

FURTHER, the Superintendent of Elections and Absentee Ballot Clerk shall be the Fayette County Board of

Elections, who is hereby authorized to provide an appropriate number of poll workers to conduct said election. 

Polling places within Peachtree City shall be open from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on the day of the general election
and the day of the run-off election, if required, and advance voting shall be scheduled in accordance with the

Georgia Municipal Election Code. 

ADOPTED THIS 19TH DAY OF JANUARY 2023. 

Kim Learnard, Mayor

Phillip E. Prebor, Mayor Pro Tem

Mike King, Post 2

Clinton Holland, Post 3

ATTEST:___________________________    _________________________________ 
Yasmin Julio, City Clerk Frank Destadio, Post 4









CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

MEMO TO: 

VIA: 

FROM:

Mayor and City Council

Robert Curnow, City Manager

Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services
Kelly Bush, Assistant Finance Director

DATE: January 5, 2023

SUBJECT: FY 2023 Budget Amendments – Insurance Reimbursement – Lightning
Damage

January 19, 2023 City Council Consent Agenda

Recommendation: 

Approve the attached budget amendment to allocate funding for equipment replacement due to lightning
damage and a police vehicle replacement due to collision. 

Discussion: 

The attached budget amendment will allocate funding for the replacement of equipment throughout the
city that was damaged by lightning during a storm this past summer.  Also included is a police vehicle that
was totaled in a collision last fiscal year but was unavailable for replacement until this fiscal year. We
have received reimbursement through our property insurance for all. The lightning damage was
reimbursed this fiscal year and the police vehicle was reimbursed last fiscal year.  

Budget Impact: 

The attached budget amendment will increase both the revenue and expenditure accounts in the General
Fund by $80,029.  

Attachments: Budget Amendment. 

kb: council reports/ Budget Amendments FY23



NUMBER

DATE

ACCOUNT PROJECT DESCRIPTION INCREASE DECREASE

100-6510-531180 Computer Supplies - Library 5,784
100-1320-531180 Computer Supplies - City Manager 2,005
100-6110-531180 Computer Supplies - Recreation 6,532
100-6110-521300 Technical Services Recreation 3,500
100-1310-521180 Computer Supplies - Mayor & Council 14,085
100-1535-521300 Technical Services - Information Tech 1,528
100-1535-531180 Computer Supplies - Information Tech 2,092
100-3210-542200 Vehicle Police 44,503

100-9999-389001 Other Revenue - Insurance Reimbursement 35,526

100-0000-389025 Surplus Carryover 44,503

NOW , THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Council hereby amends the Fiscal Year 2023 Budget
Resolution to budget for Insurance Reimbursement to cover lightening damage to equipment thoughout
multiple departments and a police vehicle totaled in FY22 replaced in FY23.

Entered

Approved

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

BUDGET AMENDMENT

23-14

01/19/2023







CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:   Mayor and City Council

VIA:   Robert Curnow, City Manager

FROM:  Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Services Director
Madhuri Adapala, GIS Manager

DATE:  January 12, 2023

SUBJECT: Proposal to change GIS Technician position to a second GIS Analyst
position

January 19, 2023 City Council Meeting

Recommendation:  
Reclassify the unfilled and unclassified GIS Technician position to a GIS Analyst position, 
Salary Grade 115. 

Discussion: After 3 months of observation, the city’ s new GIS Manager has observed that the
City has various GIS needs in different capacities. This includes Planning, Analysis, help in
managing the existing Enterprise GIS, along with extending it to suit the essential GIS needs of
City Departments. Staff therefore proposes that we convert the present allocated GIS Technician
position to a GIS Analyst position, as we can accommodate the Technician functions as needed
by the GIS Analysts in place. We believe this position change is justified due to the increased
GIS needs of the City, and to aid all City Departments with appropriate immediate as well as
long term GIS application support. 

The roles and responsibilities of a GIS Analyst are slightly complex with more focus on GIS data
Analysis, Raster Analysis, as needed, being independently responsible to lead a Project from
start to finish, with little to no guidance from the GIS Manager. This position will be focusing on
the ESRI ARCGIS Online solutions, helping to take care of the Web Application support needs
of various City Departments along with working with the existing GIS Analyst.  
Keep the AGOL account up to date with Basemaps and Locators. The present GIS Analyst is
overloaded with the GIS Data requests for mapping/ GPS data collection, and hence would help
in easing out the GPS process and with implementing ARCGIS Online applications. 

Budget Impact

It is anticipated that existing funding in the GIS department will be sufficient to cover the cost of
this reclassification as the budgeted GIS Technician position has been vacant since October 1, 
2022. The salary range for a GIS Analyst is $67,143.72 - $104,073.94. 





that property because of its size, shape, or topography, would create an
unnecessary hardship for the owner while causing no detriment to the public.  

Per section 1207 of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance, City Council shall consider the
following factors when making a decision: 

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; 

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

f.) The granting of such variance will not create inconsistencies with any objective of the
Comprehensive Plan. 

Staff Comments: 
Should the City Council decide to approve the variance request, staff recommends
approval with these conditions: 

1. Additional evergreen landscaping be added between the proposed parking lot
and adjacent residential lots to provide a visual buffer.  

2. All site lighting fixtures shall be a maximum of 3-feet in height and shall be full cut-
off.  Structural lighting shall comply with existing city ordinances and shall not
permit light intrusion onto the adjacent residential lots.  

3. A public access and path easement shall be preserved through the rear 75-feet
of the lot.  The purpose of this easement shall be for future potential connection of
the path network from McWilliam’ s Drive to Kedron Drive. 

4. The parking lot shall be designed to provide future access to the adjacent
undeveloped lot to the south. Inter-parcel connection between this lot and the
adjacent lot shall be required when the southern lot is developed.  
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VARIANCE LOCATION

Street Address _____________________________ 

Zoning

District: ____________________________ 

PROPERTY

OWNER

Name _____________________________ 

Phone _____________________________ Email ______________________________ APPLICANT

Name _______________________________ 

Address ______________________________ 

City, State, Zip ________________________ Phone # _____________________________ Email ________________________________ SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS Please
submit the following items in support of the

requested variances. See the second

page of this form for additional details.  Site

plan ( with property lines and proposed work) 
A detailed report responding to the criteria
listed on the back of this
form Letters of support
from adjacent property owners

and/

or HOA Other items

demonstrating need

VARIANCE CATEGORY

Administrative :  Existing Setback

Parking Fence Zoning Section: _____________________  Sign Sec.: _________________________       Land
Development

Sec.: ______________ SUMMARY Briefly describe why this variance is being requested:__________________________ADMINISTRATIVE
VARIANCE The Administrative Variance requirements depend on the type being requested. Please

respondto the questions below that pertain to your type of request. 
Existing Violation: 1.) 

Wereyou

the property owner when the existing violation occurred?    
Yes No Setback Encroachment: 1.) Which
property line setback?    Front Rear Side 2.) How much encroachment requested? (

feet)________________    3.) Is the proposed structure using
the same building materials as on the main home?    Yes

No Other ______________ 4.) Have you submitted
the required letters of support from: HOA letter

OR No active HOA ALL adjacent
property owners ( not including

city- owned) Parking: 1.) Amount of Parking required _____________   Amount of parking
requested _______________ Fence: 1.) Is the fence a required pool barrier?    Yes No 2.) If

not a pool

fence, isthe request more than a25% height increase?    Yes NoIhereby certify thatIamthe
owner of theproperty on which a variance isbeing requested and thatall information provided as a part
of this application is true and correct to the bestof my knowledge. By
signing this application, Iam granting City staff permission

to enter the property and

gather information required for the
variance review.  Signature of Owner/

Agent: ____________________________________________________ Date ________________________ Admin. Variance



1039 Sullivan Road, Suite 200, Newnan, Georgia 30265

p) 678.552.2106   (f) 678.552.2107

www.intse.com

October 28, 2022

Ms. Lora Hooks, Senior Planner
Planning and Development
151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Re: DETAILED REPORT
Variance Application for
Peachtree Cardiology, P.C. 
100 McWilliams Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Dear Ms. Hooks: 

The purpose of this Letter of Intent is to provide the City of Peachtree City with a Detailed
Report of the proposed Variance Request for the development of a new medical office building
for Peachtree Cardiology at 100 McWilliams Drive in Peachtree City.  The Variance Request is
for relief from Article IX General Provisions, Sec. 916. - Transition yard standards between
dissimilar zoning districts, Subsection ( 916.2) which states the following:  

Property abutting residentially- zoned property. Notwithstanding any provision of this
ordinance to the contrary, all property zoned GC, LUC, OI, LI or GI that adjoins a
residentially zoned tract of land shall have increased setback and buffer requirements
along any rear and/or side property lines abutting the residential property. At a minimum, 
the setback and buffer requirements shall be no less than 75 feet in width as measured
from the property boundary. 

The request is to apply the 75-foot setback with a 30-foot buffer in lieu of the transitional yard
requirement. 

PROEPRTY LOCATION AND CONDITIONS
The Property is southeast of the intersection of State Route 74 and McWilliams Drive in
Peachtree City, and includes approximately 1.1 total acre.  The property has a highpoint at the
intersection of 892, with a low point directly to the east of 872 at the property line.  This 20 feet
of vertical relief provides a drainage pattern from west to east towards an existing residential
subdivision.  The property has limited access at SR 74, and thus requires a driveway on
McWilliams Drive a reasonable distance from the intersection. 



ZONING CLASSIFICATION
The property is currently zoned OI (Office Institutional), which is the primary use for the
proposed medical office building.  The property was rezoned to OI in 1994 prior to development
of the adjacent residential subdivision. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The proposed development includes construction of an approximate 7,500 SF Medical Office
Building with associated drives, parking spaces, utilities, stormwater management, and other
associated features to fully develop the site in accordance with Peachtree City ordinances.  
Stormwater management will be provided to attenuate potential runoff from various storm events
as well as to provide water quality treatment.  Landscaping will be provided meeting City
ordinances, including specific placement of screening materials along the eastern buffer.  Water
and sewer services are provided to the property. 

DETAILED REPORT ( providing support for this request) 
When applying for a variance from the Zoning Ordinance, the following report provides
statements of how this request 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; 

Yes.  The proposed property is a corner lot southeast of the intersection of S.R. 74 and
McWilliams Drive, with associated buffers and setbacks.  The property slopes from west
to east with about 20 vertical feet of relief.  The property as zoned includes a 60-foot
highway buffer and setback on its west side and a 75-foot buffer and setback on the east
side.  A driveway is not allowed on S.R. 74 and must be positioned on McWilliams Drive
as far from the intersection as possible.  With these conditions, the strict application of
this zoning ordinance renders the site undevelopable. 

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; 

Application of these regulations would create a practical difficulty and unnecessary
hardship for a medical office facility, specifically considering driveway, stormwater, and
grading applications/ requirements.  Additional developable lot width allows
modifications to the site plan for access, stormwater management, and elevations that will
allow a medical office facility to be developed successfully.  The hardships are created by
the size and shape of the property, specific to the referenced zoning section for variance. 

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; 



The two buffers with setbacks opposing each other severely restrict the width of the lot as
it faces McWilliams, which is the driveway access location for the property.  The
transitional yard buffer application is an exceptional and extraordinary circumstance and
condition that will preclude the applicant the ability to develop this land. 

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

The intent of the transitional yard can still be satisfied through application of the standard
OI buffer and setback requirements, and include specifically placed landscaping and
potential barriers to provide a similar buffer result from the current requirement of 75
feet.  As such, the granting of this variance request will not result in special privileges or
r limitations of other similarly zoned properties.   

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.  

Correct.  Granting this variance is not detrimental to public health, safety, and welfare to
the property, public, nor neighboring properties, as a standard buffer and setback will still
be applied. 

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

The granting of this variance is consistent with the objective of the comprehensive plan, 
specifically it allows the property to be developed as currently zoned. 

CLOSURE
Integrated Science & Engineering, Inc., including the property owner and developer, appreciates
your consideration of this Variance Request.  Please feel free to contact the undersigned with any
additional questions, comments, or if we can provide any additional information. 

Sincerely,  

INTEGRATED SCIENCE & ENGINEERING, INC. 

Jason L. Walls, P.E. 
Principal











Legal Description

All that Tract or Parcel of land lying and being in Land Lot 58 of the 6th District of
Fayette County, Georgia, in the City of Peachtree City, and being more particularly
described as follows; Commence at a magnail set at the South-East end of the
curved Right-of-Way intersection of the Easterly Right-of-Way of Cadmum Court, 
having a 50 foot Right-of-Way, and the Northerly Right-of-Way of Kelly Green, 
having a Variable Right-of-Way, being 60 feet at this location; Thence North 70
degrees 03 minutes 48 seconds East along the Northerly Right-of-Way of Kelly
Green a distance of 125.20 feet to a ½” rebar set; Thence South 19 degrees 56
minutes 12 seconds East a distance of 60.00 feet to a ½” rebar set on the
Southerly Right-of-Way of Kelly Green; Thence South 70 degrees 03 minutes 48
seconds West along the Southerly Right-of-Way of Kelly Green a distance of
125.20 feet to a ½” rebar set; Thence North 19 degrees 56 minutes 12 seconds
West a distance of 60.00 feet to a magnail set, and the True Point of Beginning; 
said Tract containing 0.173 acres, more or less, and being shown as a portion of
the Right-of-Way of Kelly Green on a survey prepared for the City of Peachtree
City by W.D. Gray and Associates, dated 11-01-2022, said plat by this reference
hereby incorporated herein and made a part hereof. 



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
STATE OF GEORGIA

RESOLUTION No.  01192023- NA1

A RESOLUTION TO ABANDON A PORTION OF KELLY GREEN. 

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City, Fayette County, Georgia, was duly

incorporated by an act appearing at 1959 Ga. Laws, p. 2049, as amended by Ordinance

No. 770, adopted September 6, 2001, et. seq.; and

WHEREAS, the Section 6.3 of the City’ s Charter and Georgia law authorize the

City to dispose of property, including streets; and

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City owns, operates and maintains certain

streets within the city, including but not limited to Kelly Green;  and

WHEREAS, the Planterra Ridge Community Association, Inc. ( the “ HOA”) has

requested the abandonment of a portion of Kelly Green; and

WHEREAS, the HOA and Sequoia Golf Planterra Ridge, LLC are the owners of

all property adjacent to Kelly Green for which abandonment is being requested; and

WHEREAS, the City has previously installed traffic calming measures within

the Planterra Ridge subdivision in an effort to reduce non- residential traffic on streets

located therein; and

WHEREAS, recent complaints from residents of Planterra Ridge subdivision, 

and a review of those complaints by city staff, have found that the amount of non-

residential traffic within the subdivision have not been reduced and may pose safety

issues; and



WHEREAS, the City Council of Peachtree City has reviewed the request for

right-of-way abandonment submitted by the HOA, as well as all information provided

by residents of Planterra Ridge subdivision, the HOA, and City staff concerning the

abandonment of said right of way and has determined, pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 32-7-2, 

that the abandonment of a portion of Kelly Green is in the best public interest; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it appears to be in the best

interest of the citizens of the City of Peachtree City to abandon a portion of Kelly

Green; and

WHEREAS, prior to considering the abandonment of a portion of Kelly Green, 

notice was provided to the adjacent property owners; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with such notice, the HOA has exercised its right to

purchase the portion of Kelly Green that is being considered for abandonment, in

accordance with O.C.G.A. § 32-7-4(a). 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of

Peachtree City, Georgia, it is to the best interests of the city that a portion of Kelly

Green, as depicted on the drawing attached hereto as Exhibit “ A”, the legal description

for which is attached hereto as Exhibit “ B”, be abandoned, and that such right of way be

transferred to the HOA for the amount of $7,990.00. 

BE IT AND IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that the city shall retain the right to

maintain, operate, repair and replace, by itself or by any licensee or a holder of a

franchise from the city, any multi-use paths, poles, wires, pipes, conduits, sewer mains, 

water mains, or any other facility or equipment for the maintenance or operation of any

utility now located in the street or portion thereof abandoned by this ordinance. 



BE IT AND IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City shall proceed with the

disposition of the abandoned right-of-way described herein in accordance with

O.C.G.A. § 32-7-4(a), and that the Mayor is authorized to sign all documents necessary

to effectuate the disposal and transfer of said right of way for the amount of $7,990.00.  

IT IS SO RESOLVED, this _______ day of January, 2023. 

ATTEST: 

Yasmin Julio, City Clerk Kim Learnard, Mayor
SEAL) 

Phillip E. Prebor, Mayor Pro Tem

Mike King, Post 2

Clinton Holland, Post 3

Frank Destadio, Post 4



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:  Mayor and City Council

VIA:  Robert Curnow, City Manager

FROM:  Robin Bechtel Cailloux, AICP

Planning and Development Director

DATE:  January 10, 2023

SUBJECT: Rezoning of 949, 951, 975, 976, 986, 1000, and 1001 Crosstown Drive and
555-575 Hwy 75 from GI and LI industrial to GC General Commercial
January 19, 2023 City Council Meeting

Discussion
The genesis of this rezoning action began when staff approached Council about the
seven (7) parcels located at and near the intersection of Crosstown Drive and Highway
74 S. While most of the properties are currently used for commercial purposes only
permitted in the General Commercial ( GC) zoning district, the properties are actually
zoned Industrial (GI and LI).  The table below lists the specific properties and whether the
current use is permitted in the properties’ current zoning. See map attached to this memo
of properties outlined in yellow.  

Tax ID Address( es) Current Use
Current
Zoning

Permitted in
Industrial
District? 

Proposed
Zoning

Permitted in
Commercial

District? 

0612 016 949, 951 Crosstown Dr. Auto repair GI Yes GC Yes

0612 015 975 Crosstown Dr. Wendy’ s GI No GC Yes

0612 010 1001 Crosstown Dr. Gas GI No GC Yes

0612 024 976 Crosstown Dr. Hotel LI No GC Yes

0612 027 986 Crosstown Dr. McDonald’ s LI No GC Yes

0612 021 1000 Crosstown Dr. 
Vacant car

wash
LI Yes GC Yes

0615 034 555, 565, & 575 HWY 74 S Gas & Food GI No GC Yes



Staff voiced concern that the redevelopment of 1000 Crosstown Drive in particular could
have significant visual impact on the character of the Highway 74 corridor and
Peachtree City as a whole.  The industrial zoning districts do not have a height restriction, 
which means that a building taller than 4 stories within 40 feet of the road pavement
could be built on the property without any input from City staff or the public. Recent
community discussions concerning maximum building heights indicate that this may not
be something desired by some residents. 

Therefore, Council initiated the rezoning of these properties to the zoning district that most
matches the current uses on the property: General Commercial ( GC). By doing so, the
current uses on the properties will be permitted by right and will no longer be considered
legally non-conforming uses, or ‘ grandfathered’. Removing them from this category is
beneficial to the general public because: 

Under the non-conforming ordinance, the current uses cannot expand or grow
beyond their current footprint.   
Under the non-conforming ordinance, property owners cannot invest more than
50% of the depreciated value in the renovation of their property.  
Under the non-conforming ordinance, non-conforming uses cannot be
reinstituted if the property stays unused for one (1) year or more.  

Recently, there has been discussion over whether the hotel property is driving the
rezoning action, particularly related to the second bullet above (a maximum investment
based on the depreciated value of the structure). The facts are as follows: 

1) The ordinance states, “ a nonconforming building or structure shall not be restored
or structurally altered for continuance as a nonconforming use if the cost of such
restoration or alteration exceeds 50 percent of its replacement cost less
depreciation, as determined by the county tax assessor.” Staff contacted Sonya B. 
Kennedy and Dennis West at the County Tax Assessors Office in 2017 to understand
how to calculate this figure.  Staff was told that the “ Total Value” listed on the Tax
Assessor interactive map website is the replacement cost less depreciation. ( See
figure below for the screenshot of the Tax Assessor data for the hotel property at
976 Crosstown Drive) 



As shown above, the 50% value of the “ Total Value” is $ 1,306,630. 50% of the
building value is $ 961,550.  

2) There have been six ( 6) permits issued to the hotel property recently.  As listed by
the general contractor, the value of the work done for each permit is: 

a. PCA22-0034 valued at $750,000
b. PCA22-0037 valued at $50,000
c. PCA22-0044 valued at $50,000 $250,000
d. PCA22-0048 valued at $70,000 $120,000
e. Reroof permit valued at $70,000 ( this is not typically included since re-roofing

is a maintenance action and not an alteration) 
f. Demolition permit valued at $25,000 (this is typically all labor and not actually

value added to the property) 

The total value added to the property is $ 920,000 $1,170,000.  This is under the 50% 
of the replacement cost less depreciation.  

The discrepancy in the value of the two permits is a result of differing data entry
into the permit software compared to amount handwritten on the application. 
However, the total value added to the property remains under the 50% limit.  

3) The alteration costs have approached the maximum amount. Therefore, a flag has
been added in the permit software to warn that no new alteration permits can be
applied for.  See figure below. This maroon-colored flag scrolls at the top of the
property and prevents new permits from being issued without Director approval.  

4) The genesis of the rezoning action, as stated in the beginning of this memo were
based on concern over maximum building heights permitted by right in the
industrial zoning districts, particularly on Highway 74 S.  

Evaluation Criteria: 
Per Section 1304 of the Zoning ordinance, City Council shall consider the following
factors, where relevant, when evaluating a proposed change to the zoning map: 

1) Whether the zoning proposal is in conformity with the policy and intent of the land
use plan; 

2) Whether the zoning proposal will permit a use that is suitable in view of the use and
development of adjacent and nearby property; 

3) Whether the zoning proposal will adversely affect the existing use or usability of
adjacent or nearby property; 

4) Whether the property to be affected by the zoning proposal has a reasonable
economic use as currently zoned; 



5) Whether the zoning proposal will result in a use which will or could cause an
excessive or burdensome use of existing streets, transportation facilities, utilities, or
schools;  

6) Whether there are other existing or changing conditions affecting the use and
development of the property which give supportive grounds for either approval
or disapproval of the zoning proposal. 

Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Map
The future land use for the properties on Crosstown Drive is Commercial; the future land
use for the property on Highway 74 and TDK Boulevard is Industrial. All properties are
located within the Braelinn Village Center.  

Because the property uses are not changing, there are no changes to the use of existing
streets, stormwater infrastructure, water and sewer utilities, public services, or schools.  

Planning Commission Action
The Peachtree City Planning Commission conducted a Public Workshop on this request
at their December 12, 2022 regular meeting. At that meeting, Commissioners responded
unanimously in support of the rezoning action.  




