
City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda

January 18, 2007
7: 00 p.m.

I. Call to Order

II. Pledge of Allegiance

III. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Remind Attendees to Turn Off Cell Phones

Recognize Terry Blackburn for 10 Years of Service

Recognize Matt Davis for Service on Airport Authority
Proclamation for Kiwanis Week
Presentation of Builders Awards

IV. Public Comment

V. Minutes

December 14, 2006, Special Called Meeting Minutes

January 4, 2007, Regular Meeting

VI. Consent Agenda
1. Consider Resolution Calling for Municipal Election
2. Alcohol License - Change in Licensee and License Representative - Greenway # 646
3. Consider Local Government Lighting Project Agreement for SR 74/ Paschall

Road Multi- use Tunnel
4. Consider Bid for After-market Accessories

VII. Old Agenda Items
12- 06-02 Consider Variance - 403A Dividend Drive

VIII. New Agenda Items
01- 07- 12 Citizen Request to Discuss Sign Ordinance
01- 07- 13 Consider Request for Funding from Promise Place
01- 07- 14 Hear Proposal from Fayette County Art Center
01- 07- 15 Consider Amendments to Home Occupation Ordinance
01- 07- 16 Consider Amendments to Rules of Court Ordinance
01- 07- 17 Consider Amendments to Peddlers & Solicitors Ordinance
01- 07- 18 Consider Approval of Probation Services
01- 07- 19 Consider Reclassification of Budget Analyst Position
01- 07-20 Consider Reclassification of Human Resources Specialist P.osition
01- 07-21 Consider Pool Passes for Retired City Employees
01- 07- 22 Consider Name Brand/Sole Source for Kustom Media Manager System

IX. Council/Staff Topics
Update on MacDuff Parkway Landscaping
Update on Golf Cart Registration

X. Executive Session

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



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Special Called Meeting

December 14, 2006

6: 00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City held a Special Called Meeting on Thursday, December 14,
2006, in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at 6: 00
p.m. Other Council Members present were: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, Cyndi Plunkett, and
Judi Rutherford.

The purpose of the meeting was to consider the acceptance of the dedication of the TDK right-
of-way from the Peachtree City Airport Authority (PCAA) and to hold an executive session.

City Attorney Ted Meeker addressed Council regarding the consideration of the acceptance of a

quitclaim deed dedication of the right-of-way necessary for the TDK Boulevard extension.
Meeker noted there were additional documents on the dais, including copies of the quitclaim
deed from the PCAA to the City and the limited warranty deed from PCH Investments, LLC, to
PCAA, which actually conveyed the right-of-way to the PCAA on November 1. The last
document was the survey plat that incorporated the road.

Logsdon asked Meeker to explain why Council was holding the special called meeting.
Kourajian told Logsdon that he felt Council was being bullied into making a decision in the 11th
hour. He continued that he also felt bullied with the GRTA decision on the Developments of
Regional Impact ( DRIs). Council needed to take a step back and decide what was best for the
City.

Kourajian moved to deny the acceptance of the dedication ofTDK right-of-way from the Airport
Authority; that the enhanced runway safety area of Falcon Field remain as it was following the
purchase from Sequoia Golf, that Council request an extension until January 18, 2007, from
Pathway to accept the right-of-way, that Council not support the TDK extension in its present
form, and that Council encourage the Fayette County Board of Commissioners to withdraw their
support and funding. Those conditions were to stay in effect until such time as a more

comprehensive traffic plan was established that would address traffic congestion in and around
Peachtree City, alternate primary traffic routes to 1- 85 North were provided, financial assistance
to the required City intersection improvements was provided, and the impact to Falcon Field was
assessed. Plunkett seconded.

Meeker answered Logsdon' s earlier question. He said that the limited warranty deed between
PCH Investments and the PCAA had a reversion clause. With the typical reversion clause, the
title to the property would revert back to the original owner, the person who conveyed the
property, if certain events did not happen. There were two events under which the property
could revert back to PCH Investments. The latter was the building of the road within three years,
which staff had been aware of at least two weeks prior to the closing. The other event was that
the City had to accept the dedication of the right- of-way by December 15, 2006.
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Rutherford asked when the reversion clause had been added. Meeker said it had been added
sometime between when the draft was forwarded to the City for review, when the City said there
was no problem with the three- year requirement for road construction, and the closing date
among the other parties. The City was not a party to any of the closings. Kourajian asked when
that occurred. Meeker said it was approximately two weeks prior to the closing on November I.

Plunkett asked Meeker when the City became aware of the December 15 deadline. Meeker said
it was on Tuesday, December 12, around 10 a.m. Rutherford noted that the City became aware
of the deadline during the PCAA Selection Committee interviews. City Manager Bernard
McMullen said that was correct. Meeker said McMullen called him, then Meeker called Doug
Warner, the PCAA attorney.

Plunkett asked if there had been any communication from Pathway Communities regarding the
approaching deadline. Meeker said he not heard anything from Pathway. After speaking to
Warner, they looked into it further. Meeker continued that he had spoken to Warner a few weeks
ago and told him the acceptance should be on the January 18, 2007, Council agenda. Kourajian
verified that was after the closing. Meeker said yes. He continued that Warner told him he had
immediately contacted Pathway to request an extension of the deadline following their
conversation on Tuesday. Rutherford said she understood Pathway had been willing to grant an

extension providing the City paid the legal fees. Meeker said he understood the initial response
was Pathway did not think there would be a problem extending the deadline. Subsequently, they
requested the PCAA cover the legal costs associated with drafting the extension.

Meeker continued that he spoke with Warner and his associate Matt Ramsey on Tuesday
afternoon, who said it would be better for Meeker to speak with the PCH Investments' attorney.
Meeker said he had spoken with PCH Investments a couple of times over the last few days, and
they were not willing to extend the deadline.

Rutherford said she understood that they wanted the City to pay the legal fees for the extension,
not that they were not willing to grant an extension. Logsdon said he was not willing to pay the
fees. He also spoke to Doug Mitchell of Pathway/PCH. The gist of that conversation was that
Pathway preferred the property revert back to them rather than grant an extension. Logsdon said
he preferred to have the right- of-way under City control, so the City could dictate what
happened, rather than have it in the developer' s control.

Plunkett asked if the clock started ticking on the three- year road development if Council
accepted the right-of-way at this meeting. Meeker said that clock started at the closing on

November 1. Plunkett asked if the closing started the ball rolling for funding from the
Department of Transportation and the County Commission. Meeker said the closing was a step
in the process, but was not the end step. Plunkett said if the right-of-way was in Pathway' s hand,
nothing would happen because they did not have the resources to build the road. Meeker said the
City could not build the road until the right- of-way was obtained.

Logsdon said that the developer could build the bridge and the road, but he felt the City was
better off if it was in its hands. He had spoken with Fayette County Commission Chairman Greg
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Duun and Commissioner- elect Jack Smith that day, and he was told the Commissioners did not
intend to build the road if the City did not want it.

Kourajian asked if the bridge would land on City, County, or Pathway property. The developer
would need approval to build the bridge from the City or County if the developer did not own the
property the bridge would land on. Meeker said that, based on the plat on the dais, the road
would have to go through some Fayette County property. McMullen said, to the best of his
knowledge, Fayette County owned property around the dam and where the bridge would land.
The plat on the dais did not show the property all the way to the dam. Rutherford said she
recalled that the County owned the land to the creek.

Boone asked about the FAA grant used to purchase the land. He asked if the City would have to

pay for the land twice if the right-of-way reverted back to Pathway. Meeker said that, according
to Warner, it was not a situation where the City would have to pay twice for the property. There
was some property trading involved. Pathway was given money for the roadbed that was at
issue, but they also agreed to donate the roadbed of the former TDK plan to the PCAA. He had
not seen all of the closing documents, but the bottom line was that the PCAA used certain FAA
money to acquire the two holes of the golf course and some of the surrounding property.
Sequoia Golf used that money to purchase some ofthe land needed to re- Iocate the golf holes.

Rutherford noted that there were at least two opportunities before the City had to make a final
decision on the road. Meeker said there would be at least two more occasions where issues
would be brought back to Council. Rutherford clarified that the City would have control over

the property if Council accepted the right-of-way at the meeting. Meeker said the City would
have to ask Pathway for the property again if the right-of-way reverted back to their ownership.
Boone said that would be where the City could be held hostage again. He would rather see the

property in the City' s control, with or without TDK Boulevard.

Kourajian said Council would be making an emotional decision if the right-of-way was accepted
at this meeting. He said the City could go to the PCAA to get the money for the legal costs.
Boone asked why Council would want to spend City money. Rutherford said it would be PCAA

money. Logsdon said the PCAA felt it was not obligated to pay the fees since Council was

responsible for the acceptance. Kourajian said if Council had been told about the deadline, the

City would not be in this position.

Logsdon said he wanted the City to have control of the right-of-way. Boone agreed. If the right-
of-way was in the City' control, it would be a win-win for everyone, and the City could mandate
in the future whether there was a decision to extend TDK or not. Plunkett said Council was

allowing someone else to dictate to them now. She read all the documents, but had only had 12
hours to digest the information.

Rutherford clarified that Pathway was not willing to extend the deadline. Meeker said that, by
his interpretation, the acceptance had to be by midnight. Until now, the answer had been no on

extending the deadline, and he saw no reason for Pathway to change its mind before midnight.
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Kourajian asked how Meeker knew Pathway was not willing to discuss an extension. He asked
Meeker when he last spoke to them. Meeker said he spoke to the Pathway attorney at 4 p.m. that
day. Kourajian stood by his motion. Logsdon said Council might be pushed into making a
decision, but felt there had been time to make a rational decision. Any time the City had control,
it was better. Kourajian did not disagree with the fact that control was best, but said there must
be a reason Pathway did not want to extend the deadline. He questioned why. Rutherford asked
why Pathway had slid the reversion clause in the agreement between the time the City had
looked at the draft and the time the agreement was signed. Plunkett said there might be a

perfectly legitimate answer, but Council could not get that answer due to the arbitrary time
constraints.

Rutherford asked how Council could be sure Pathway would be willing to give the right-of-way
back. Meeker said he was told the right- of-way would be donated to the City when the City was

ready to take it. Rutherford questioned how the City could be sure that would happen. Boone
said the City could be held hostage again if Pathway and Tom Reece got together and put in a
road. He had a problem with not having control of the property. Plunkett said she was not ready
to accept the right-of-way. .

Rutherford asked if Council chose to accept the right- of-way"' but chose not to build the road,
then could the City just plant flowers in the right- of-way. Meeker said yes, but the right- of-way
with the flowers would revert back to Pathway if the road was not completed in three years.
Rutherford reiterated that Council still had to approve at least two more steps, including
engineering funds. Plunkett said if Council did nothing in the next year, there was no way the
road would be completed within three years.

Logsdon said Pathway' s concern for the road was their landlocked property. Rutherford clarified
there was a triangle- shaped parcel owned by Pathway that needed access. She asked where it
was located in relation to the right-of-way. Meeker showed where the parcel and the right-of-
way in question were located on the plat.

Logsdon opened the floor for public comment. Meeker reminded Council there was a motion on

the table. In order to take public comment, he said Council Member Kourajian should withdraw
his motion, and Council Member Plunkett should withdraw her second. They could listen to the
public comment, then renew the motion. Kourajian asked if another Council Member would
make a motion in his stead if he removed his motion. Council agreed to let Kourajian renew his
motion. Kourajian withdrew his motion. Plunkett withdrew her second.

Residents who addressed Council included Steve Brown, Richard Spain, Gale Sanders, Doug
Sturbaum, Laura Johnson, Darcy Pitts, Dixie Jennings, Phil Jones, Jim Savage, and Juan Matute.
Their comments included the following:

The original premise for building the road was traffic relief.
Traffic numbers and models were always deflated when developers' engineers did the
studies.

r ". -"--'''-' "~._"--'-'
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The Coweta County Developments of Regional Impact ( DRI) would significantly affect
traffic.

There was a significant amount of undeveloped land in eastern Coweta County, even
when taking the three DRIs into consideration.
The TDK extension was a key route in Coweta County' s transportation plan.
Falcon Field' s runway zone was protected without accepting the right-of-way.
The TDK extension was a key route in the development of that area of Cow eta County.
There were questions as to when the reversion clause was added and why Council had
not been informed.

The developer' s control of the 11
th

hour decision put the control in their court.
The TDK extension only benefited Coweta County.
There were concerns that there had been no public hearings or input for such an

emotional issue.

There were questions as to how the City got into this situation.

Big box development should be stopped to alleviate traffic.

Pathway normally threw in contract changes at the last minute.

Accepting the right-of-way was not a negative; control of it was positive.
Change was inevitable, but it should be managed.

Rutherford said the City had appealed GRTA's Notice of Decision. Logsdon said he had spoken
with GRTA that day, and the dialogue had been good. They were going to review the Notice of
Decision.

Logsdon noted that the City held a workshop a few months ago on the TDK extension and had
invited all the elected officials in Fayette and Coweta Counties. No one attended from Coweta
County. Fifteen people spoke - seven in favor of the extension and eight against. The Chamber
of Commerce spoke in favor of TDK. Rutherford added there had been public input on multiple
occasions. Rutherford said that, even if Council accepted the right-of-way, the process was not
over. Kourajian recalled that County Commissioner Duun said the County had enough money to
build a two- lane bridge, but not a four- lane bridge as GRTA put in the Notice of Decision.
Rutherford said she would not support a four- lane bridge. Logsdon said no one would. TDK
was designed as a relief corridor, not anything further. Rutherford noted that the TDK extension
would provide another cross- county route, which was needed. The TDK extension was not a bad
thing. She said they had to look at all the information.

Logsdon said that Fayette County and Coweta County would double in population over the next
several years. Georgia 54 would not be able to handle that traffic. There had to be other east-
west corridors into Coweta County, maybe at Crabapple or Dogwood. Georgia 54 would get
slammed with the growth. Logsdon said he told the state that the GA 54/ GA 74 was stressed and
could not handle another four- lane road dumping traffic onto it. There needed to be more four-
lane roads leading to 1- 85 in Coweta County. He said the City had to be a regional player; it
could not be isolated.

I.-..--..------~--_..-
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Boone said that in DR! the plan was to four- lane old 85 on the south side. There should be
pressure on the Fayette County Commissioners to work with Coweta County and the legislators
to examine and look at four-Ianing corridors in Coweta County to alleviate the problems on GA
54. All the future development was going to jam GA 54 up again.

Plunkett said that Coweta County could do whatever it wanted, and the City and Fayette County
did not have a say in that. Those people would want to come this way. TDK could be one ofthe
solutions, but it was not just residents, but also commercial development. Commercial
development would not go in without access to Fayette County. Her concern was building TDK
without trying to direct the growth in the surrounding area so it was more reasonable and
manageable. Boone noted that the City' s original population was projected to be 80, 000 with a
clover-leaf at GA 54/ GA 74. Instead, the City had 36, 000 after 50 years. Reece and the other
developers had aggressive plans that would happen over time, possibly past 2016.

Rutherford said the only thing that would bring the City to the table in Coweta County was to
build the TDK extension. If the City was not at. the table, it would not have a voice. Boone
added that GRTA' s plan was for a four-lane road ,and four- lane bridge. The City had to have a

seat at the table. Rutherford said it was appropriate to look at the choices the City had at this
meeting; it would not be the last opportunity to make or break the road. It was the first of many
challenges.

Kourajian explained how the situation for the special called meeting had come about. Council
had been aware that the agreement between the PCAA and Pathway required the road to be built
within three years, but there had been nothing in the draft Council and staff had seen about the
deadline to accept the right-of-way. Everyone had' tried to work it out and had spent until 5 p.m.

on December 13, the deadline for the special called meeting notice, trying to do so. Rutherford
added that, so far, all of the contracts had been signed outside the realm of the City, which was

why Council looked ridiculous and was unhappy.

Kourajian reinstated his earlier motion to deny the acceptance of dedication ofTDK right-of-way
from the Airport Authority; that the enhanced runway safety area of Falcon Field remain as it
was following the purchase from Sequoia Golf, that Council request an extension until January
18, 2007, from Pathway to accept the right- of-way, that Council not support the TDK extension
in its present form, and that Council encourage the Fayette County Board of Commissioners to
withdraw their support and funding. Those conditions were to stay in effect until such time as a

more comprehensive traffic plan was established ithat would address traffic congestion in and
around Peachtree City, alternate primary traffic routes to 1- 85 North were provided, financial
assistance to the required City intersection improvements was provided, and the impact to Falcon
Field was assessed. Plunkett seconded.

Rutherford questioned the following wording in the motion - " Council not support the TDK
extension in its present form." She said the present form was two lanes and asked Kourajian if
he supported four lanes. Kourajian said that he h<id supported TDK for three years, as a traffic
relief. Rutherford asked ifhe approved the current two- lane plan. Boone noted that the City was
not getting an extension on the right- of-way acceptance. Kourajian continued that he did not

t------
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support any plan until the conditions in the motion were met. Boone referred to the portion of
the motion requesting the extension of the deadline. Boone noted that, as of 4: 00 p.m., the Citywould not get an extension. Kourajian said if Pathway wanted to hold a gun to the City' s head
later in order to get the right-of-way, it was their prerogative. He was not prepared to make a
decision on an 11th hour conundrum that said he had to decide now. If the Mayor and City
Manager had not been in that meeting, it would have reverted back anyway. Logsdon said the
clause was caught in time to make an informed decision in a controlled environment. Kourajiansaid he did not believe in coincidence or that it just happened to come up. Rutherford said she
was more concerned that the PCAA had not told Council about the addition of the reversion
clause. She asked Kourajian what he expected to learn by January 18. Kourajian said he did not
know, but he did not feel he had to make a quick decision.

The motion was defeated 2 ( Kourajian, Plunkett) to 3 ( Logsdon, Boone, Rutherford).

Plunkett moved to adjoum the meeting. Kourajian seconded. The motion failed 2 (Kourajian,
Plunkett) to 3 ( Logsdon, Boone, Rutherford).

Rutherford said it was not an easy decision. It should be made with more information. She
moved to accept the right-of-way for TDK. Boone seconded. Kourajian asked Rutherford to
include a friendly amendment to add the additions from his motion. Rutherford amended her
motion to include that accepting the right-of-way did not mean Council supported building the
road. Boone seconded the amendment. The motion carried 3 ( Logsdon, Boone, Rutherford) to 2

Kourajian, Plunkett).

Plunkett said Rutherford' s point was well taken. Now that the right-of-way was accepted, there
should be public input and more information in order to make the best decision possible. The
other Council Members agreed.

Kourajian moved to convene in executive session for threatened or pending litigation and a

personnel matter. Rutherford seconded.

Rutherford moved to reconvene in regular session. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

With no other business to discuss, Kourajian moved to adjourn the meeting. Boone seconded the
motion. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8: 01 p.m.

Jane Miller, City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting

January 4, 2007

7: 00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, January 4, 2007, in the City Hall Council
Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at 7: 00 p.m. Other Council Members
present: Steve Boone, Stuart Kourajian, Cyndi Plunkett, and Judi Rutherford.

Announcements, Awards, Special Recoe:nitions
Mayor Logsdon presented a proclamation for Robert E. Lee' s bicentennial birthday to Glen Allen
and James Roberts of the Sons of Confederate Veterans. Mayor Logsdon read a proclamation of
congratulations and appreciation for the Fayette County 911 Center on being named the " 2006 911
Center ofthe Year" by the Georgia National Emergency Number Association.

Public Comment

Lynda Wojcik commented on clear- cutting and the lack of buffers at the Target shopping center in
Kedron. She also expressed concern regarding the cart path to the shopping center, which dumps
carts onto the street at an entrance to the shopping center.

Minutes

Rutherford moved to approve the December 5, 2006, workshop minutes as written; the December 7,
2006, regular meeting minutes as amended on page 6, and the December 14, 2006, special called
meeting minutes with the amendment on page 7. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

Monthlv Reports

Logsdon noted that the Council Retreat was scheduled on March 2- 3. Plunkett asked if a different
amount for the jail fund was considered for 2007. Administrative Services Director/City Clerk Jane
Miller noted that the City was required by state law to pay 10% of the fines, so the amount was not
negotiable. Rutherford noted that the Association of Fayette County Governments was scheduled to
meet on January 9 at 7 p.m. Kourajian asked why the Police Department report used calendar year-
to- date figures rather than fiscal year- to- date. City Manager Bernard McMullen said the
Department was required to use calendar year- to- date figures for FBI reporting.

Election and Oath of Office for Mavor Pro- tem

Oath of Office for Municipal Court Jude:e
Oath of Office for Municipal Court Jude:e Pro Hac

Kourajian nominated Rutherford for mayor pro- tern for 2007. Plunkett seconded. The motion
carried unanimously.

Mayor Logsdon administered the oaths of office to Mayor Pro- tern Rutherford, Municipal Court
Judge Stephen Ott, and Municipal Court Judge Pro Hac Eric Maxwell.

Consent Ae:enda

1. Annual Indemnification Resolution
2. Authorization of Legal Organ
3. Consider Appointments to Recreation Commission - David Ring, Shayne Robinson

first alternate), Tami Morris ( second alternate)
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4. Consider Appointments to PCAA - William Flynn, John Corder (alternate)
5. Consider Appointments to WASA - Wade Williams, Gary Emmel (alternate)\
6. Consider Appointments to PCT A - Stanley Phillips
7. Consider Appointment of City Planner as Zoning Administrator
8. Consider Appointment of City Planner as City Landscape Architect
9. Consider Stormwater Maintenance Agreement for Starr' s Mill Professional Center

Rutherford thanked the appointees for their service. Rutherford moved to approve the Consent
Agenda. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

New Ae:enda Items
01- 07- 01 Public Hearing - Consider Request from John Wieland Homes to Lift Multi-

family Moratorium on 89. 146- acre Undeveloped Tract within the West Village
City Planner David Rast gave an overview of the proposal for the West Village townhomes. The
89. 146- acre tract, which was located in the City, was part of part of John Wieland' s proposed
annexation and rezoning for the West Village. The property was included with the remainder of the
Wieland tract located in the County and the Levitt & Sons property located to the north for the West
Village Development of Regional Impact ( DR!). The tract was undeveloped and heavily wooded.
It was currently zoned GI General Industrial. Rast showed a PowerPoint ( included in the official
meeting file) of the tract. He said that the moratorium had to be lifted before staff could analyze
and review the proposed townhome development as part of the annexation.

Plunkett said this was a problem for her. She asked why this portion of Wieland' s development,
which was located in the City, was considered part of the annexation. The property was not part of
the annexation and was a separate issue. The City should not have to deal with the parcel as part of
the annexation. Rast said all three parcels ( the tract in the City, the Wieland property in the County,
and the Levitt & Sons property) had to be treated as one development for the DR! because they
would ultimately be one development. According to the Georgia Regional Transportation
Authority' s ( GRTA' s) rules for DRIs, individual parcels could not be singled out to get around the
threshold. Plunkett pointed out that the only way this tract would be part of the development was if
the zoning changed. She asked what would happen if the property stayed industrial. Rast said that
because of the density proposed on the tract, there would be an impact on the traffic studies and
other documents submitted for the DR!. Rutherford clarified that they could not look at the entire
project, including the annexation, until there was permission to look at plans for this tract. The way
the ordinance was written required that the moratorium be lifted before staff could look at the plan.

City Attorney Ted Meeker pointed out that the parcel was not being rezoned at this time. In order
for staff to even consider a plan with any sort of multi- family housing component in it, Council had
to lift the moratorium. Kourajian asked if Council did not lift the moratorium whether the
townhome part of the annexation plan would be dead, or there could be no discussion on the multi-
family part of the plan. Meeker said there could be no discussion on the multi- family part of the
plan. It could be discussed in the context of the remaining parcel to be annexed. Logsdon clarified
that if the moratorium was not lifted, then Council could still look at the rest ofthe annexation plan.

Dan Fields of John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods said they had originally requested the lifting
of both the multi- family and annexation moratoriums for the purpose of discussing townhomes in
September 2004. He noted that the townhomes in Centennial had been well- received. In the
charettes held prior to developing the plans, one of the goals identified in the Land Use Plan was to
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provide multiple housing types. He said they wanted to build townhomes, not apartments, pricedfrom the mid-$ 200,000 range. He said they were .not asking for a rezoning at this time, but to
discuss with staff what that housing mix should be. Approval of the request allowed his companyto discuss the project with the staff on the density and the type of townhomes. They needed the
Planning Commission' s and staffs input to get the mix right. Density would still become the issue.
Townhomes were a much desired and needed product and attracted empty- nesters, young
professionals, and those seeking a simpler, maintenance- free lifestyle.

No one spoke in favor oflifting the moratorium.

Phil Boswell noted that the Lexington Circle townhomes had sold miserably. Higher density meant
more automobiles and more traffic. The City needed something that would augment the lifestyle.
Just talking about it meant it would come to a vote.

Lynda Wojcik said she was against the traffic the development would bring. The City did not need
more multi- family housing with the water shortage and high traffic. The point of the moratorium
was to slow growth down. She saw nothing positive about the development and did not want to
waste staffs time and the City' s money. Wojcik said the City should wait to see the response from
the citizens regarding annexation on the recent Comprehensive Plan surveys.

Mayor Logsdon called the public hearing to a close.

Boone said he was concerned about the proposed density of 335 units and the impact on Line
Creek. He liked the idea that the overall density ratio was equivalent to the other villages, but they
wanted to jam too much into a small space. He understood that lifting the moratorium did not
obligate the Council' s approval of the concept.

Rutherford said Council was obligated to send clear direction when it could. In a general sense, the
purpose of the moratorium was to communicate that multi- family, whether townhomes or

apartments, was not what the City wanted. Rutherford moved to deny the proposal from John
Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods to lift the moratorium on multi- family housing for a proposed
development in the West Village. Kourajian seconded.

Plunkett asked Meeker to explain the ramifications of denying the request. Meeker said that
denying the request meant the DR! might have to go back through the DR! process since the DR!
was approved with the multi- family component.

Kourajian asked about the charettes. Fields said the charettes with the citizens were held in 2004.
They had discussed the concept of having a central village area. The Planning Commission had
also participated.

Rutherford said that communities aspired to a mixed use, which did not have to mean townhomes,
but a variety of commercial and residential. During the charettes, people wanted a variety of
commercial and residential. They also discussed multiple levels of housing prices. Having all
kinds of opportunities available made a community vital. The City already had all kinds of
opportunities. There multiple levels of housing. The townhomes had sold well in Centennial, but
they were not selling in Lexington. Council' s job was to be clear with the direction.
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Logsdon said the projects should not have to go back through the DRI process if there was less than
a 20% change in the density. Rast said the approval was based on the number of units, and it was

possible the applicant would not be allowed to move forward with the multi- family component. He
would have to notify the Atlanta Regional Commission ( ARC) and GRTA that the townhome
component had been removed. He did not know if the process would have to start over. Logsdon
said starting the process over was not a good option. Rutherford asked what would be wrong with
starting the DRI process over. Logsdon said he would rather avoid having to go through the DR!
process again because of the time. His point was that taking the multi- family component out was
not 20% of the entire village. Levitt & Son proposed 699 units. Wieland proposed 549 single-
family units and 335 multi- family units. The total was 1, 583, and 20% of that number was 316. The
developers would undoubtedly build additional homes on the parcel to make up the difference.
Rutherford said the developer could adjust the numbers so the multi- family component was not
20% of the proposed project.

Boone said, while he did not support the density, he had no problem letting the Planning
Commission and staff have input on the proposal. Rutherford said that, if getting the best plan
meant going back through the DRI process, she had no problem with that. They should vote in the
best interest of the City. Kourajian asked about the status ofthe $ 20,000 Wieland had committed to

help pay for the annexation process. Fields said they had not received a bill yet. Rast said he was

keeping track of the hours.

Logsdon asked Rast if staff had been working with the developer on proposal. Rast said staff had
asked the ARC and GRTA to meet because it had been the City' s first DR!. The agencies said they
would review the Wieland proposal and the Levitt & Sons proposals together and would not single
out anyone portion. Once the plans were submitted to the City, staff had been obligated to review
them for submission to ARC and GRTA. A few workshops had been held. Staff really had not
done anything because they were waiting to get the information from GRTA. Rutherford clarified
that any staff work had been related to the DR! process. Rast confirmed it. Rutherford said that
was appropriate, and she had no problem with that.

Rast said the Wieland property in the County was 379. 6 acres, 89 acres in the City, and Levitt &
Sons had approximately 400 acres in the County. Fields said there were approximately 470 acres in
the entire Wieland development, with an average of under two units per acre for the entire project.
The average for the 89 acres was right at 1.73 units per acre. The average for Centennial was just
over 2 units per acre. Kourajian said he had always supported bringing that area into the City, but
not at these numbers. The numbers continued to increase, rather than decrease.

Rutherford asked Meeker if there were a time limit on when Wieland could ask to lift the
moratorium again. Meeker said the appeal rights were the same as for rezoning requests, so the
developer would have to wait six months.

The motion carried 4- 1 ( Boone).

01- 07- 02 Consider Request from Randy Horn on Fence

Randy Horn, 164 Cloister Drive, asked Council to consider a revision to the fence ordinance,
Section 18- 340( g) specifically. He noted that he had spoken to several different City employees
and had received a different answer each time on what was and was not allowed regarding fences.
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He said that particular paragraph seemed to be very unclear. Every time he went to the next step he
got a different answer.

Horn continued that it started when an inspection officer stopped by his home and told him the
fence might violate the ordinance because of the way the supports were mounted. He said he went
to the Building Department and showed the Plans Examiner some photos of vinyl fences with the
look he was trying to duplicate with his wooden fence. After looking at the photos and listening to
his plan, Horn said the Plans Examiner told him the fence was fine. Building Official Tom Carty
visited his residence later to look at the fence and told him it would not work based on how it was
constructed.

Horn continued that he next visited Developmental Services Director Colin Halterman, which led to
a visit to see his fence by Halterman, Carty, and McMullen. Horn said that McMullen told him one
of Carty' s options would not work. He said that McMullen e-mailed him later with two more

options, but neither option included shadowboxing the fence, which was a common practice in the
City.

Horn said he also brought some photos of his fence, as well as copies of the vinyl fences and
proposed wording for the change in the ordinance that would allow wooden fences to resemble the
commercial vinyl products.

Plunkett asked Horn to explain what he was trying to do. She asked Horn whether his contention
was that a vinyl fence would not meet the criteria since the posts were on the outside. Horn noted
that, on vinyl fences, the cross members that ran horizontally actually attached in the center. He
bought metal brackets to do the same for his wooden fence. Horn said he was then told it had
nothing to do with the structure, but with how the pickets were mounted. He noted that paragraph
g) did not address the pickets whatsoever.

Plunkett asked Building Official Tom Carty if Horn had discussed his plans with the City prior to

building the fence. She asked how the process worked. Carty said typically an applicant would
bring in a copy of the site plan to show where the fence would be located on the property and a

sketch of the fence. Kourajian asked if it would be detailed description of the fence or just a line.
Carty said it would be just a line showing where the fence would be and a description of the fence.

Horn showed photos of his fence and noted the clean straight line across the top. He planned to put
copper caps on each post. He explained that he had cut off the pointed end of each fence slat. He
was told he could put another support board on the inside of the fence, but the majority of the
supports would still be on the outside.

City Manager Bernard McMullen said the ordinance required the structural supports to be on the
inside of the fence, with the pickets on the outside. He said Horn' s fence had the supports on the
outside with the pickets on the inside. On a vinyl fence, the pickets went through the slots in the top
and bottom rails. He added that staff recommended Horn could put supports on both sides of the
fence, like a shadow box, so the wood fence would have a similar appearance to a vinyl fence.
Kourajian said the fence looked fine, but it still looked like a fence with the nicer side facing the
house. He told Horn he did not understand why he wanted to change the ordinance. Horn said staff

j _.~-~"..~~- "~~"'~,,"^
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was now telling him to put the cut side of the picket on the outside, which was the less attractive
side ofthe fence. The cut pickets were on the inside.

Rutherford said the ordinance did not have to change to allow Horn to emulate a vinyl fence, noting
that to truly emulate a vinyl fence the central supports should be bored so the slats were in the
middle. Horn said that, from the outside, his fence looked like a vinyl fence.

Logsdon asked Horn what change he was suggesting. Horn read the ordinance with his proposed
changes:

g) If a fence is designed so that its structural supports are primarily on one side, as determined by
the location of the pickets, that side must always be toward the interior of the property. However,
wood fcnces mav be designed to resemblelrom the exterior thc manv vinvl fences that are now

commercially available.

Horn also proposed a second alternative:

g) The structural supports must always be on the interior of the fence in relation to the pickets
except when designed to resemble from the exterior the many commercially available vinyl fences.

Horn continued that he had spoken with three or four employees and had gotten that many answers
on what to do. Ifpeople in the Code Department could not agree on what the ordinance said, then
there was a problem. He said he might not be right either. He questioned how homeowners knew
what to do if they got different answers from the Building Department. McMullen noted that staff
had been providing multiple options, not multiple interpretations.

Meeker said there was no question as to the interpretation of the ordinance. Meeker read from the
ordinance:

g) If a fence is designed so that its structural supports are primarily on one side, that side must

always be toward the interior ofthe property.

Kourajian said he saw no reason to add verbiage regarding wood fences simulating vinyl fences.

Kourajian moved to deny the request to make a revision to the fence ordinance at this time.
Rutherford seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 03 Consider Approval of Tennis Center Restaurant Renovations
Peachtree City Tourism Association Executive Director Lauren Yawn addressed Council regarding
the new lessee' s requests for cosmetic changes at the restaurant at the Tennis Center. Yawn said the
restaurant was currently vacant, but would be leased by Courtside Cafe & Bakery, an extended
menu version of Fox' s Pizza.

Corey Nestlehutt told Council he wanted to change the tile, paint, and to redo the bar area. He also
wanted to put a lounge area in with some flat panel televisions, as well as a large bakery case. The
restaurant would offer a full breakfast, lunch, a smoothie bar, and three to five choices for dinner
after 5 p. m.
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Kourajian said he supported improving things, but noted that the changes might be somethinganother business would not want. He asked Nestlehutt if he would take anything, such as the tiles
and the bakery case, in the event the restaurant closed. Nestlehutt said he would take the flat screen
televisions, but would leave the brackets, tiles, bar, and shelving.

Kourajian said he would rather work with Nestlehutt to ensure the changes were acceptable.
McMullen said Nestlehutt had submitted photos of what he wanted to do, and it was satisfactory in
terms of what they were proposing. He and City Engineer Dave Borkowski had looked everything
over. McMullen continued that one concern was that commercial grades of the materials such as

flooring were used, and samples of the materials would be submitted for review.

Plunkett asked if there was an ordinance that covered this situation. McMullen said the lease
between the City and the PCTA required Council approval for any capital improvement to the
facility. Plunkett asked how the authority to approve the materials were delegated and to whom.
McMullen said that the material submittals would be approved by the City Engineer.

Kourajian was concerned that changes could be made that could not be used by another lessee, if
the situation arose. Rutherford said it would be up to the new business to change it. She noted that
they were changing what the last business had done. Kourajian said he wanted to ensure someone
was looking at what was put in.

Rutherford said the deck area had always been a problem. She said they needed to sort out what
area was restaurant property. She noted that it had been roped off at one time. Tennis Center
Manager Dave Gary recognized that had been an issue with the prior vendor, and they had the
ability to rope the area off.

Plunkett asked what the timeline was. Nestlehutt said he wanted to be open by March I.

Rutherford moved to approve the proposed renovations to Peachtree City Tennis Center restaurant
with the caveat that the City Engineer was responsible to ensure appropriate materials were used.
Boone seconded.

Plunkett asked Gary if a business plan had been submitted. She noted that there had been several
failures, and she wanted this business to be successful. Gary said they had submitted a business
plan and information on the menus and pricing to the PCT A.

The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 04 Consider Approval of Cable Franchise Agreement
Meeker said the agreement before Council was the result of lengthy negotiations between the City
and Comcast. He noted that Andy Macke and Kenny Faust of Comcast were available to answer

questions.

Rutherford moved to approve the attached franchise agreement, but for three years. Kourajian
seconded.
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Rutherford said she had a problem rewarding less than stellar service with a IO- year contract, but
other than that the contract was fine.

Macke said the agreement process had been ongoing for several years. Under federal law, the City
and Comcast would be immediately back in the renewal phase. The franchise renewal process was

a three- year process, so a three- year contract would probably not be acceptable to Comcast. The
agreement provided for significant updating of the franchise process. The company had a

significant investment in the plant, customer service, and in the City, and was prepared to do more.

Rutherford asked what that included. Macke said that over the past 36 months, the system had been
upgraded to bring in new products. There was a continuous investment in the infrastructure in the
community. The third call center had opened in metro Atlanta in the last 12 months, and there were
over 700 local customer service representatives. More would be added in the next year, along with
more technicians. The company was looking to expand into the City with a satellite technical
facility. Macke said the goal was better customer service and to invest in the communities in which
they operated.

Logsdon asked why there was a 36- month negotiation time frame. Meeker said that, according to
federal law, the cable company sent the notice to begin contract negotiations when 36 months were
left on the franchise agreement. Literally, the process would begin immediately.

Rutherford said she would amend her motion to five years, but not beyond that. She added that she
was hesitant to be tied up in a IO- year contract when there were so many changes going on.

Plunkett pointed out that the franchise agreement was not an exclusive contract, so other companies
could come in. Rutherford said there was little likelihood that someone was willing to put in $ 25
million in infrastructure when another company had held the contract for many years. She said they
were not doing the citizens a service by tying the franchise up for 10 years. Federal regulations
were also changing. She added that one of the reasons the negotiations took so long was due to the
discussion by the prior Council on cameras and filming during the first 18 months. Macke said that
was a factor.

Macke said the agreement had nothing to do with technology or keeping out another provider. The
agreement allowed the company to use the City' s streets to provide cable services and assured the
company it could continue to operate over a reasonable period oftime as it made investments. The
agreement also included some increased oversight and incremental steps the City could take in
reaching the customer service goals, including the imposition of penalties. Cutting the term of the
agreement changed the equation. Meeker noted that the previous agreement had been for 12 years.

Logsdon asked if there was an advantage to having a five- year agreement. Logsdon said that,
according to Macke, there was no advantage other than having to negotiate more often. Rutherford
said the City could negotiate a better deal in two years. Meeker said the parties could always amend
the contract later on, which took a mutual agreement to do. There were triggers in the agreement
regarding changes in federal law. Meeker said there were no measures to unilaterally change the
terms of the contract by either party, unless another cable company came into the City. Another
company could not operate under an agreement more favorable than the City' s agreement with
Comcast.

jc...~.._~....._..~___.~.___
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Plunkett asked how many complaints came in a month. Public Information Officer/Deputy City
Clerk Betsy Tyler said she did not have a monthly average; however, she had received 64
complaints in 2006, 53 in 2005, and 67 in 2004. She had not gone back further since another
company owned the franchise. She said that Intermedia complaints had dropped over time from a

couple of hundred to 36 per year prior to the purchase by AT& T. She received 400 complaints in
two months when AT& T took over the franchise. Comcast had made significant improvements, but
City Hall still received complaints.

Plunkett asked if there was a general gist to the complaints. Tyler said it varied - billing disputes,
outages, and cable burial issues. Comcast had performed a sweep of the City this summer, and 120
lines had been buried. Tyler said her frustration was that the customer service representatives
seemed to be helpless when any problem was slightly outside the norm. She added that Comcast
had been very prompt in relocating lines when the GA 74 construction knocked out service to some

homes.

Kourajian asked what the City was locking into. Tyler said the federal laws gave the City very little
control over charges, with the exception of the Tier I structure and some equipment. All that was

locked in was the franchise fee they paid the City, which was four percent. Federal law allowed
five percent, but the City had not previously wanted to have that additional percent added to bills. It
was a pass through cost. Macke said the franchise fee was something cable companies were

required to pay, but satellite companies were not.

Meeker said there were some performance requirements in the agreement, including some

carryovers. Tyler said the standard levels of service were the same, but were stricter than most of
metro Atlanta' s standard franchises. The new performance assessments gave the City more

leverage than in the past.

Kourajian asked how the City was impacted if there was not a franchise agreement. Meeker said,
without an agreement, Comcast had no right to use the City' s streets for the cable lines.

Macke said that, under federal law, there was a presumption of renewal. A formal process and
informal process was laid out for renewal. There was also an appeal process. Most went through
the informal process, although the formal process could be invoked if there was a problem with the
negotiations. The agreement was the product of 18 months of negotiation, with give and take. The
term was something Comcast would take into account. There might be some concessions that
needed to be made by the City if the agreement was for a shorter period of time. Kourajian asked
for an example of the concessions. Macke said liquidated damages were an element not in 95% of
franchise agreements. Tyler added that the City' s agreement also had a clause regarding how
quickly cable had to be in a new subdivision, which was within 90 days of the first certificate of
occupancy ( CO). In most cities, it was based on total occupancy of the neighborhood.

Rutherford withdrew her motion. Kourajian withdrew his second.

Kourajian said the only benefit he saw to shortening the length of the agreement was if the
government allowed the City to get a bigger percentage. He would rather risk having the fee go up
than risk losing some of it.
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Meeker said he had one request. The discussion regarding telephone service franchise fees had
been ongoing under the previous franchise, and he asked that the approval be conditioned on the
parties reaching an agreement on the amount of telephone franchise fee owed. Plunkett asked why
the cable agreement was on the agenda if they were still negotiating the telephone franchise fees.
Macke noted that the current cable agreement had expired. The telephone franchise fee was a

different issue. His company did not currently pay a telephone franchise fee, and there was not an

agreement for the telephone franchise. There was a desire on both sides to get the cable agreement
in place since the current agreement had expired. There was a verbal agreement on how to resolve
the issue of the telephone franchise. Meeker said he wanted the motion conditioned so as to not

extinguish everything under the previous agreement. He expected to have the telephone issue
resolved by the end of the next week.

Rutherford moved to table the agenda item until the next meeting. Kourajian seconded.

Kourajian asked Meeker what he was asking. Meeker said there was nothing in the new agreement
about the telephone fee. Meeker said he asked that the agreement be approved conditioned on

agreement of an amount for the telephone franchise fee owed under the previous agreement.
Plunkett said Meeker was asking Council not to extinguish that part of the previous contract so that
all the fees dealing with cable would be approved. Meeker said there was an existing issue with the
previous agreement and provision of telephone service. Plunkett said those were two separate
issues. Meeker noted that the agreement referenced telephone service. Meeker said if they did not

agree on the telephone service, they would deal with the issues separately. Rutherford said they
were not making a fully informed decision and should come back in two weeks. Plunkett agreed
that it should be tabled. She asked Meeker if there would not be a cable agreement if the telephone
issue was not resolved. Meeker said that would not happen. In the event they did not agree, they
would be dealing with different issues. Macke asked that the matter be tabled for one month since
he would be out of town at that time. Rutherford amended the motion to table the matter until the

February 1 meeting. Kourajian accepted the amendment.

The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 05 Consider Resolution to Amend WASA Terms of Office to Four ( 4) Years
Logsdon noted there was an additional document on the dais - a letter from WASA Chairman Mike
Harman. Meeker addressed Council regarding the resolution. He said it had been voted on 18
months ago by a prior Council, and there had been a recent discussion to bring the matter back to
the Fayette legislative delegation. The rationale for shortening the terms was that each Council
Member during their four- year terms in office would have input on each member of the authority.

Kourajian asked why the legislation had not gone forward before. Meeker said that to his
knowledge the bills had not been introduced. He and McMullen had delivered the resolution to
Senator Ronnie Chance during the last session.

Kourajian moved to adopt the resolution to the legislature requesting it amend the act that created
the Peachtree City Water and Sewerage Authority to allow for a change in the terms of office from
five to four years and to encourage the legislators to do something this time. Rutherford seconded.
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Mike Harman, WASA chairman, told Council he was concerned about the motivation behind the
oo~~~~~~=~

member had ever attended a meeting. He asked whether WASA' s business methods needed to be
modified, or if the board was not doing business on behalf of the citizens as expected. The five-
year terms benefited WASA and the citizens. One member was replaced each year. WASA' s
business was of a technical nature. The workings required a fundamental knowledge of how
everything worked. Shortening terms meant replacing 40% ofthe board one time in four years with
inexperienced people.

Rutherford said she had spoken to qualified people who had been interested in serving on the
authority, but did not apply because they could not commit to a five- year term. Shortening the
terms would provide more opportunity for the best qualified to serve. Harman said it speculative to
think that there were more qualified people who would serve if the terms were shorter. In his seven

years on the board, no one had left before their term was complete.

Kourajian said his motivation was that he, or any Council Member, had the chance to see and make
a decision on every person on an authority.

Plunkett said that, while Council Members did not attend meetings of every commission and
authority, they did receive the minutes and did read them. While there might not be an intimate
knowledge of what was going on, the Council Members did know what was going on. Her support
of the resolution had nothing to do with the job the members were doing. She felt more qualified
people would be willing to volunteer their time if the commitment were shorter. Rutherford agreed
that the motivation was not because the members were not doing a good job.

Logsdon said he had no history on the subject, and he had sat on all the selection boards in the last
year. Council Members were able to look at 80% of the authorities during their terms. He did not
have a problem with five-year terms. He believed in " if it's not broke, then don' t fix it."

Boone agreed. He said Council had the opportunity to look at almost a complete rotation of the
authorities. He was ambivalent and had no issue with the length of the terms. Everyone was doing
a tremendous job. He read the minutes regularly. His vote could go either way.

Jim Savage, who served on Council when the Airport Authority (PCAA) was created and had later
served as the Falcon Field airport manager, told Council that the issues for WASA and the PCAA

Agenda Item # 01- 07- 06) were the same. At that time, the Council decided on five-year terms
because it meant 20% of the board might be replaced each year. The system worked. It was

important for the authorities to be autonomous bodies and to be removed from the political agenda
as much as possible. That would not happen if the members could be replaced during a Council' s

four- year term. When he was on Council, the members served two- year terms. The system was not
broken; there was no need to change any of the authorities. Replacing four members in four years
was an 80% change.

The motion carried 3 ( Plunkett, Kourajian, Rutherford)-2 ( Logsdon, Boone).
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01- 07- 06 Consider Resolution to Amend Airport Authority Terms of Office to Four ( 4)
Years

Rutherford moved to approve the resolution. Kourajian seconded.

Plunkett noted that Council was just making a recommendation to the Legislature to change the
terms of office. The Legislature would make the decision.
Boone noted that 10 very qualified people had applied for the position on the PCAA. There were

people willing to volunteer.

Kourajian asked if the resolution approved by the prior Council had just gone away because nothing
had been done. McMullen noted that, ifthe resolution was presented to the legislative delegation, it
would be better to have the resolution signed by the current Council.

Plunkett asked if a Council Member had to sign a resolution if that person was vehemently opposed
to an issue. Meeker said, technically, a Council Member would have to sign the resolution.
Rutherford said no one could make a Council Member sign a resolution, but if Council truly worked
as a body, then all should sign resolutions.

The motion carried 3 (plunkett, Kourajian, Rutherford)-2 ( Logsdon, Boone).

01- 07- 07 Consider Recommendations on Legislative Actions
Meeker said there were a number of issues Council wanted to bring to the forefront during the
legislative session, and staff had prepared a position paper that would ultimately be signed by the
Mayor.

Rutherford moved to approve the recommendations for legislative action as presented and to
authorize the Mayor to sign the letter. Boone seconded.

Kourajian said that, if he was reading such a list, he would assume it was in order of priority. He
asked McMullen if that was the case. McMullen said it was not in order of priority. Rutherford
asked if it was in alphabetical order. She felt inverse condemnation should be the most important.
Kourajian said he wanted them to remember the first ones on the list.

Logsdon asked if the City met with the legislators last year or just sent the letter. McMullen said he
and Meeker met with Senator Chance. Logsdon said he would be at the Capitol this year during the
legislative session. McMullen added that there was discussion last year that prioritizing the list
could work against the City. Logsdon added that he, Rutherford, Meeker, and McMullen were

meeting with the delegation the next week.

The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 08 Nominate and Select Representative to Fayette County Board of Health
Rutherford nominated Plunkett as the representative from the City to the Board of Health. Boone
seconded.

Rutherford noted that she had been appointed shortly after she took office, but had never been
reappointed, nor given an opportunity to step down. Miller said that the information from the Board
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of Health indicated that Rutherford' s term ran until December 31, 2010. Kourajian said the matter
should be put on the agenda every year, just like the Mayor Pro- tern position.

The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 09 Consider Formation of West Village Development Impact Fee Advisory
Committee

Rast said that some of the developers seeking annexation and rezonings in that area had been asking
about impact fees. In the past, advisory committees had been formed to determine the impact fees.
The City was required by the state to appoint an advisory committee any time the fees changed.
State law required the advisory committee have at least five members. The five organizations to be
represented on the committee included the Development Authority of Peachtree City (DAPC), the
Planning Commission, the Comprehensive Plan Advisory Board, a representative from residential
development, and a representative from residential real estate. Staff and the City Attorney would
work with the committee. Rast said staff was asking Council for authorization to contact the groups
to see if they were interested in serving on the advisory committee.

Rutherford asked why the DAPC was represented. Rast said that some of the DAPC members met
some of the real estate and development qualifications. Rutherford asked who actually would
represent the builders. Plunkett asked why there was not a member representing the West Georgia
Homebuilders Association. Boone also wanted a representative from that group. Rast said he had
received a call from Scott Bradshaw of the homebuilders association, and he was also on the list.
Plunkett said Bradshaw could also serve on the committee as a residential developer.

Rutherford asked Rast how the real estate agent would be selected. Rast said there were several
agents who had worked on ordinance committees in the past that might be good candidates.
Rutherford said she was concerned that an agent might not represent the County' s Board of
Realtors. She felt that their peer group should choose the person that served on the advisory board.

Kourajian asked Rast why the committee was needed. Rast said that, according to the City' s

ordinance, the City was divided into specific service districts with a study of the number of
residential units either located or to be located in each district. Within the service districts, there
were specific items for which impact fees could be assessed, such as fire and recreation. The
McIntosh service area included Centennial, Cedarcroft, and Ashton Park, and the impact fees were

determined based on the ultimate buildout of those developments. Kourajian clarified that every
time a new service area was formed, then an advisory board was formed to set the impact fees. Rast
said state law required it. Kourajian asked why the West Village was not in the McIntosh service
area. Rast said that one of the things the advisory board would look at was which fire station would
serve the particular area and what the impacts were. Kourajian said that could not be determined
until they knew how big the proposed developments would be. Rast said that was correct; it all
played in together.

Meeker said the current fees were based on the expected development. If more units were added to
the mix, the theory was the impact fees could come down. There could also be other needs that
required the assessment of impact fees. If the committee were set up and ready to go if or when the
property was annexed, then there would not be a lag time between determining fees and collecting
them. Ifthere were no annexation, then there would be no change to the impact fees.

I----oc'-'_____._~____"_
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Kourajian asked when the committee would be appointed. Rast said he hoped to bring the list back
to Council within the next few meetings. Kourajian asked how long the committee would be
maintained. Rast said the committee would be in discussion as the annexation was under
consideration. The impact fees would be dependent on the ultimate density approved by Council.

Kourajian asked who had served on the previous committees and whether it was always the same

groups. Rast said that, for a number of years, there was a standing committee. One was deceased,
and one no longer lived in the City. Kourajian said he was not concerned about the individuals, but
with the groups that were represented on the committee. Rast said state law required what groups
were represented. There had to be a minimum of five members; two of the members had to
represent either builders, developers, or real estate. Kourajian asked if those requirements had
changed since the last committee was formed. Rast said the last committee he worked with had
very similar representation. Rutherford noted the Comprehensive Plan Advisory Board member
was obviously different because it hat! been 15 years since there was such a board. The group
should be represented since the City was working on the Comprehensive Plan update.

Plunkett moved to form a West Village impact fee advisory committee that consisted of list
presented and a member of the homebuilders association and a citizen at large to make it a seven-
member committee for a two- year term or until the board was no longer needed. Boone seconded.
The motion carried unanimously.

01- 07- 10 Consider Approval of Supplemental Agreement # 1 Extending the Completion
Date for the SR 54 W Multi- use Bridge and Gateway Feature

Rast noted that this was a grant funded project that had been in the works for a number of years.
They had been waiting for the GA 54 West road widening to be completed. The archaeological
study and historic evaluation had been completed, and they had been going through the document
submittal process required by the grant. The initial grant expired December 31, 2006. The
supplemental agreement extended the grant until December 31, 2007. Staff hoped to have the
construction documents completed by that time, as well a cost estimate, and would bring the project
to Council to determine whether or not to continue.

Rutherford said that Council was waiting for design and cost estimates a year ago. She asked why it
was taking so long. Rast said they could not begin the design phase until the categorical exclusion
was approved by the DOT, which could not be done until the archaeological study and historic
evaluation were done. Rast said they had both of those studies, but had been waiting for the last
three months to hear from DOT regarding a new requirement. Because Fayette County was in the
metro Atlanta non- attainment area for air quality, there had to be a determination of whether the
project was detrimental to air quality. To date, the City had not received that determination from
DOT. They were proceeding with the categorical exclusion, which was the next step. Once that
was approved, the design phase would begin.

Rutherford asked how long the design phase would take. Rast said there was a consultant on board.
He could not give a time estimate since a lot of it was out of the City' s control. Rutherford noted
that the grant money would not change, but the cost for the bridge could go from $ 600, 000 to over

2 million. The City could have to come up with significantly more than $ 138, 000. Rast said the
grant was for $ 480, 000, but the City could apply for additional funding through the LCI
construction program once the design was completed.
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Plunkett asked ifthere was anything that could be done to speed up the process. McMullen said the
only thing that could be done was to call the DOT.

Rutherford moved to authorize the Mayor sign the supplemental agreement and to have the Mayor
call whoever needed to be called to get things moving. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

01- 07- 11 Consider Bids for Stevens Entry Traffic Signal Construction
Borkowski said staff recommended the bid be awarded to R.J. Haynie and Associates, Inc., for an
amount not to exceed $ 133, 780. Seven contractors were solicited for a bid, and two bids were

submitted. Kourajian asked Borkowski if he was familiar with the company' s work. Borkowski
said he was pleased with the work they had done on the signal at Georgian ParklGA 74, and the
company had also done the signal work for the GA 54 West widening.

Kourajian moved to award the bid to R.J. Haynie and Associates, Inc., for an amount not to exceed
133, 789. Rutherford seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics
Fire Chief Stony Lohr updated Council on the fire that morning in the TDK warehouse at 611

Highway 74 South. All the City' s resources responded. Units from Fairburn and Fayette County
had assisted and been released. The City was still on the scene. Lohr explained that an overhead
light had exploded and cascaded large debris over boxes ofDVDs, cds, and video tapes that were in
18- 20- foot stacks. The sprinklers had slowed the fire, but the piles had to be torn apart to

extinguish the fire. Two bobcats, a tractor, and four forklifts were being used to tear apart the piles
to extinguish the fires. It' s been an extensive process. The structure was essentially intact except
for the holes needed to ventilate the smoke. There was a substantial amount of damage to the
product. Rutherford asked if the materials were hazardous due to the plastic that was burning. Lohr
said the smoke was toxic inside the building, but the smoke was diffused as it went outside.

Rutherford said she had looked at the new facility behind the burn building. WASA provided a lot
of the materials for facility that was designed to train firefighters in small spaces. She asked
McMullen to send a thank- you note to WASA.

Meeker announced that the appeal of the GRTA decision on the McIntosh DR! in Coweta County
would be on January II at 9: 30 a. m.

Plunkett asked that an update on the MacDuff Parkway landscaping be on the next agenda.

Rutherford moved to convene in executive session for a real estate matter and a personnel issue.
Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Rutherford moved to reconvene in regular session. Logsdon seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

Rutherford moved to authorize the Mayor to sign a temporary construction easement. Logsdon
seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

1~'~~"'~---~~-"
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There being no further business to discuss, Kourajian moved to adjourn. Logsdon seconded the
motion. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 10: 19 p.m.

Jane Miller, City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary

T-------~"'--~-.---~-----------



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members
d

If;}

City Mana '/~ ( i)
Administrative Se irector / City ClerkI("
Public Information Officer/Deputy City Clerk ~

VIA:

FROM:

DATE: January 12, 2007

SUBJECT: Resolution to Call for Election and Establish Qualifying Fees

January 18, 2007, City CouncilAgenda

Recommendation:

Adopt the attached resolution calling for a municipal election on November 6, 2007, for the

purpose of electing council members for Posts I and 2.

Discussion:

The State Election Code governing municipal elections requires that Council set and publish
qualifying fees not later than February I

st
of any year in which an election is to be held. The law

requires a fee of three percent of the total gross salary paid for the elected position and also
requires that the fees be published in the City' s legal organ. The resolution to call for this
election and establish qualifYing fees is attached for your adoption.

Bude:et Impact:

An increase in revenue based on the number of those qualifying to run for office.

Attachment



RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING DATE FOR CITY ELECTION FOR
PURPOSE OF ELECTING COUNCIL MEMBERS FOR POST 1 AND POST 2; ESTABLISH

FEES AND DATE FOR QUALIFYING OF CANDIDATES;
ESTABLISH DATES FOR VOTER REGISTRATION

AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

WHEREAS: A municipal general election shall be conducted on November 6, 2007, for the purpose of electing
council members for Post 1 and Post 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. Quali;ying shall open at 8: 30
a. m. on the 27'" day of August, 2007, and shall close at 4: 30 p. m. on the 31' day of August, 2007;
and,

WHEREAS: Voter Registration for said election shall close at 5 p. m. on the 9th day of October 2007; and,

WHEREAS: The date for a run- off election, if required, shall be December 4, 2007; and

WHEREAS: The City Council does hereby declare that the qualifying fee for Council Post 1 and Council Post 2
shall be $ 180. 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 Election 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 on the day of the
run- off election, if required.

Adopted this 18th day of January 2007.

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Judi- ann Rutherford, Councilmember

Stuart Kourajian, Councilmember

Cynthia H. Plunkett, Councilmember

Steve Boone, Council member

Attest
Jane S. Miller, City Clerk

I~~---..._. ............



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council :

d
City Manag-

if.sf};;/; 
fI,.Jh

Assistant Ci~ aU; r V

Deputy City Clerk ~

VIA:

FROM:

DATE: January 11, 2007

SUBJECT: Alcohol License - Change in Licensee and License Representative _
Greenway # 646

January 18, 2007, Regular Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends Council consider the attached application for a change m

Licensee and License Representative for Greenway # 646.

Discussion:

Greenway # 646, 2597 Highway 54 West Drive, has submitted an application for a

change in Licensee and License Representative. Ms. In SuI ( Stephanie) You has
requested she be appointed as the Licensee and License Representative. She will
attend the meeting on Thursday, January 11

t\ 
to answer any questions you may

have.

Budgetarv Impact:
There is no impact to the budget due to the change in the alcohol license.

BT:pd

Attachments







CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

Me?lberCity Manage ~,
Director of Fmancia ervices - 7_
Assistant Finance ector~ l\,'~

Director of

Dev(jpmAental ~
rvices ~' f'

City Engineer J)vII/J. f3pUQ

VIA:

FROM:

DATE: January 11, 2007

SUBJECT: Georgia Department of Transportation
Local Government Lighting Project Agreement for State Route 74/ Paschall
Road Multi-use Tunnel

January 18, 2007 City Council Agenda

Recommendation:

That Council authorizes the Mayor to sign the Georgia Department of Transportation ( GDOT)
Local Government Lighting Project Agreement ( LGLPA) for the multi- use tunnel at State Route
74 ( SR 74) and Paschall Road. ( Agreement attached)

Discussion:

The GDOT is funding the installation of the Pedestrian Lighting System for the tunnel under SR
74 at Paschall Road. After the lighting system is installed and accepted by the GDOT, the City
will be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the lighting system, including the

replacement of lamps, ballasts, luminaries, conduit and wiring. Cunently, the City has other

lighting agreements with the GDOT for the tuunels on SR 54 and SR 74. The term of the

agreement is fifty (50) years from the date of execution of the agreement. The City Attorney has
reviewed the agreement.

Bude:et Impact:

There will be an operational cost to the Public Works Department Operating Budget in the future
for providing power and maintenance of the lighting system.



HAROLD E. L1NNENKOHL

COMMISSIONER
404) 656- 5206

DAVID E. STUDSTILL, JR.. P. E.
CHIEF ENGINEER

404) 656. 5277

Department of Transportation
State of Georgia

2 Capito[ Square} s.w.

Atfanta} Georgia 30334- 1002

January 3, 2007

BUDDY GRATTON, P. E.
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

404) 656- 5212

EARL L. MAHFUZ

TREASURER
404) 656. 5224

Harold Logsdon, Mayor
City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Rd

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE: Lighting Assistance for Pedestrian Tunnel Under SR 74fJoel Cowan Pkwy in the City of Peachtree City _ GDOTProject No. STP- 209-1( 1) P.I. No. 322350

Dear Honorable Logsdon:

A lighting system is required for the proposed pedestrian tunnel under SR 74/ Joel Cowan Parkway in the City ofPeachtree City. The Deparlment will be responsible for the design, materials and installation of the lighting system. Itwill be the responsibility of the City of Peachtree City to provide the energy, operation and maintenance for the lightingsystem after completion and acceptance by the Deparlment.

Attached for your review are five original copies of a proposed Local Government Lighting Project Agreement (LGLPA)between the Deparlment of Transportation and the City of Peachtree City, for City and State' participation. Prior toexecution of this Agreement, a resolution by the City Counsel authorizing the execution of the Agreement and
designating the appropriate person or persons to execute it should be procured.

If you concur with the terms of this Agreement, please procure the required resolution, including all necessary signaturesand seals, and attach an official copy to each of the Agreements. Then please obtain the necessary signatures and also the
appropriate seals on all five copies of the Agreement and return all copies to this Office for further handling. DO NOTfill in the date on the first page of the Agreement. This will be filled in upon execution by the Deparlment, and we willreturn one copy for your files.

I Thank you for your cooperation. If you need any additional information or assistance, please contact Alan Walker at 404.i 656- 0996 or Angel Burnett at 404-656. 5396.

Sincerely,

d =r4~ -

rr.:;'fh m j n 1\7--["-; :~ i

i -'''''-'- --'--.. ...-......-... ._......,~._-._:':7 / J j j
UJul JAN 4 2007 I!! i
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J'[' Acl;;C'? :--_. 1 I1il' U flrt

C!~ Y f{~!.~_ j

Brent A. Story, P.E.

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

3AS: ATW: MAB: ss

i

ttachments
c: Thomas Howell, District Engineer; Attn.: David Millen

Kerry Gore - District Utilities Engineer
Clay Bastian - Road Design

r'~----""'--'-'-'''''''~'--'',-,---""~"---,,,-,,-,,,--,,---..-



AGREEMENT

BETWEEN

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF GEORGIA

AND

THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

This Agreement is made and entered into this day
of 20 by and between the DEPARTMENT OF

TRANSPORTATION, an agency of the State of Georgia, hereinafter

called the DEPARTMENT, and THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA,

acting by and through its City Counsel, hereinafter called the CITY.

WHEREAS, the CITY has represented to the DEPARTMENT a desire to

obtain Pedestrian Lighting serving the Pedestrian Tunnel under SR

74/ Joel Cowan Parkway in THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, Georgia; and

WHEREAS, the CITY has represented to the DEPARTMENT a desire to

participate in: 1) Providing the Energy, and 2) The Operation and

Maintenance of said lighting systems at the aforesaid location, and

the DEPARTMENT has relied upon such representation; and

1 of 6









IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed

this Agreement the day and year first above written.

RECOMMENDED:

Brent A. Story, P. E.

State Road & Airport Design Engineer

Todd I. Long, P. E.

Director, Pre- Construction

David E. Studstill, P. E.

Chief Engineer

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BY

Harold E. Linnenkohl

Commissioner

SEAL)

ATTEST:

Earl L. Mahfuz

Treasurer

REVIEWED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

Office of Legal Services

5 of 6

Peachtree City, GEORGIA

BY

Mayor

SEAL)

WITNESS

Notary Public

This Agreement approved by
the City Counsel at a

meeting held at

the day of

20

City Clerk





CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Mayor and City Council
1dBernard McMullen, City Manag '' V

Colin Halterman, Assistant City ana e

Paul Salvatore, Director of Finance /. . 
N)Janet Camburn, Assistant Finance Director "'(

Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent~ , r/i;\,Matthew Robinson, Systems Administrat~

James V. Murr~;jh~ oYl'Olice

January 10, 2W?

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Recommendation of Awarding of Bid for After- market Accessories

Council Meeting: January 18, 2007

Recommendation:
Staff recommends the city award the bid for the installation of the name-brand after-market
accessories to Diversified Electronics.

Discussion:

Diversified Electronics provided the lowest bid, while meeting the requirements set forth by the
city in the recent bid opening. The following companies responded to the bid aunouncement:

Companv
o Diversified Electronics
o Law Enforcement Supply
o TransComm
o West Chatham Warning Devices
o GT Distributors

Cost ( Per Car)

5, 769. 09

5, 857.20

6, 099. 00

6, 500. 00

No Bid

Cost ( Extended)

63,459. 99

64,429. 20

67, 089. 00

71, 500. 00

No Bid

Diversified Electronics provided the requested documents showing certifications for the
installation of Kustom and Motorola products and agreed to the pre- established timeframes. It is
a local business that is based in Forest Park, which makes the transfer of the police vehicles
easier and more efficient. The city has had a good working relationship with Diversified
Electronics and currently uses this company for the repair and maintenance of radios and speed





CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

g~
rA:

il.~

o;; IL,
Development~$ Di;G~ \~
City Planner/ Zoning Administrator \) G!J

VIA:

FROM:

DATE: January 11, 2007

SUBJECT: Variance request: 403A Dividend Drive

January 18, 2007 City Council agenda

Recommendation

Based on the fact the proposed tower exceeds the surface limits area identified within the AI
Airport zoning district, Staff recommends that the variance request not be approved.

Backe:round information

At the December 7, 2006 City Council meeting, discussion on this variance request was
continued to provide the Applicant and Staff time to determine the exact location of the surface
limits associated with the Falcon Field Airport (Attachment " A"). The city' s AI Airport zoning
ordinance identifies specific approach surface zones ( AP A), conical surface zones ( APe),
horizontal surface zones ( APH) and transitional surface zones ( APT), all of which are " overlaid"
on the property surrounding the airport to protect navigable airspace ( Attachment "B").

To help better understand how these surface zones are applied, the City' s IT Department has
prepared a number of drawings for your review:

Attachment "c" shows the surface zones as they apply to the Falcon Field Airport.
Attachment " D" overlays these surface zones on an aerial of the portion of the city
surrounding the airport, as well as the location of the existing towers in the vicinity and
the proposed telecommunication tower at 403A Dividend Drive.
Attachment " E" portrays the transitional zone as it relates to the runway at the airport.
Attachment " F" shows the existing towers in the vicinity of the airport in relation to the
horizontal surface zone.

As indicated on Attachments " D" and " F", the proposed tower at 403A Dividend Drive clearly
encroaches into the required surface zones as identified within the AI Airport zoning district.
These drawings also indicate the existing telecommunication towers at Tiernan & Patrylo and



Variance request: 403A Dividend Drive

January 11, 2007

Page 2

Fulton Court may also encroach into these surface areas and may have been approved by the
Planning Commission in error.

Staff has notified the owner of this potential error and will be working with them to determine
whether or not the existing towers encroach into the required surface zones as identified within
the AI Airport zoning ordinance.

Bude:et impact:
There are no budget impacts associated with this request.
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Barry Gannon, representing the property owner and American Tower, indicated that the cell
tower in question was constructed in 1995 and purchased by American Tower in 2000. Sprint,
which was formerly located on the Comcast tower that had been removed, wanted to co- locate
on this tower. However, the facility did not meet the setback requirements currently on the
books. Gannon noted that American Tower would also have to expand the fencing at the base to

allow for the additional ground equipment needed by Sprint. He indicated the expansion would
occur on the side farthest from the street and should be about 15 feet by 20 feet.

City Planner David Rast noted that the original tower was approved prior to the City amending
its tower ordinance in 1998. At that time, there was a widespread push in the
telecommunications industry to put towers in the area, and staff had been inundated with

requests. Staff approached the tower companies, requested their assistance in updating the
ordinance, and asked that they work toward co- locating on towers in the City.

The applicant for the variance initially wanted to replace the tower and increase the height, but
this was not possible because the site could not meet the current setback requirements. Rast said
there was room on the Tower to allow Sprint to co- located, but not enough room in the current

fenced area at the base of the tower for their additional equipment. Their only other option was

to look for a nearby site to build another tower. Rast said staff recommended approval of the
vanance.

No one spoke in favor or against the variance. Logsdon closed the public hearing.

Boone asked if there would be a loss of vegetation associated with the expansion of the fenced
area. Rast said there would be some vegetation lost, but there were no mature trees in the area

and the vegetation was mostly scrub. Plunkett asked if the owners of the funeral home on the

adjacent site had commented. Rast said that staff had received no comments from them.

Rutherford said that, when she read the ordinance, it discussed the desire to encourage co-

location on towers. She felt this project was a good example of that goal. Plunkett asked what
would happen if the variance were denied. Gannon said Sprint would have to build another
tower or it would affect service to customers in the area.

Rutherford moved to approve a variance for the amended drawing with the conditions that the
added fencing enclosure must match the existing enclosure and that any vegetation removed
would be replaced. Motion carried unanimously.

12- 06- 02 Public Hearing - Consider Variance - 403A Dividend Drive

Applicant Tim Powers addressed Council indicating that he wanted to place a cell tower on his
commercial property, a lumber yard, and the project would result in a reduction of asphalt. Powers
said that, according to the Airport Authority, the tower height requested was not allowed. Powers
noted that his proposal complied with all the City' s zoning laws.

Powers asked where the Airport Authority' s jurisdiction extended because he had gotten some

conflicting distances. He said cell tower locations impacted 10 times the number of people who

actually used the airport. He said higher towers were needed in the City because the community sat

in a naturally low elevation.

Attachment " A"



City Council Minutes
December 7, 2006

Page 4

City Planner David Rast said the tower was planned for the rear corner of the lumber yard and was a

permitted use for the zoning; however, it also fell in the AI Airport Overlay District, which had been
adopted to protect the air space around Falcon Field. Rast said that the site did not appear to lie
within the horizontal surface of the overlay zone, but did fall within the conical surface. Rast said
he worked with the Airport Authority when the request came in, and the staff finding was that the
height of the tower exceeded the limits ofthe overlay zone. He said staff could not allow the project
to move forward. The FAA agreed that the project extended 48 feet into the protected zone.

Rutherford clarified that no survey had been completed. Rast said this was correct.

John Crosby, Peachtree City-Falcon Field Airport aviation director, said that the primary surface
zone was calculated by measuring 200 feet out from the primary runway and then measuring a

distance of 10, 000 feet from the airport. Crosby said that, when the applicant submitted the plan,
the Airport staff determined that it was close to the horizontal plane, but that it was definitely within
the conical surface. Crosby said both the State and the Federal Aviation Administration ( FAA)
concluded that the proposed tower penetrated the conical surface by 48 feet. The Airport Authority
hired an engineer, who also concluded the proposed tower exceeded the limits of the ordinance.

Crosby said that any penetration had the potential for harming the airport' s operation.

Jeffrey Evans of T-Mobile addressed Council and said his firm was the original applicant for the
tower in March of this year. He said they targeted this property due to the industrial zoning, and

they felt confident it met the intent of the ordinance on where towers should be located. Evans
reiterated that they met all the provisions of the existing zoning ordinance.

Evans said the conceptual site plan was approved by the Planning Commission pending FAA

approval of the tower. He said on May 30 he received a copy of the FAA' s " No Hazard"
determination based on the existing conditions and operations at the airport. The Airport Authority
objected because it affected their proposed instrument landing approach.

Evans concluded by saying that they had a 160- foot structure that promoted co- location per the
ordinance and was determined a " No Hazard" by the FAA.

Plunkett asked how much reduced service area customers would receive ifthe height were reduced.
Evans said significantly less because, with over 25% of the height gone, they would not build the
tower.

Albert Yogel addressed Council, saying he was a pilot. He said with the flight pattern over Line
Creek, the tower should not have a negative impact and might benefit by serving as a landmark.

Juan Matute said he was a retired aviation employee. He said he did not think it was within
Council' s power to grant a variance on air safety. He also said that all residents needed good
quality cell phone coverage, and he felt the City should be proactive in identifying sites for cell
towers. Matute asked what the City' s liability would be if the tower were approved and then an

aircraft hit the tower. He said the City should have something more definite from the FAA.

Crosby again addressed Council, saying there was a debate on the FAA letters of "No Hazard." He
also stated that the flight pattern could be changed at any time.
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Hearing no further comment, Mayor Logsdon closed the public hearing.

Kourajian asked how the 808- foot elevation of the airport was determined. McMullen said it was

based on the point at the end of the runway that served as the primary approach, and then the
horizontal surface was measured at 10, 000 feet out from that point. Crosby clarified that the 10, 000
feet was determined by measuring out 200 feet from the entire surface of the runway, and then the
10, 000 feet extended beyond that measurement. Crosby provided a drawing that provided some

information on the various surface zones (drawing is included in the official meeting file).

Plunkett asked if would help to move the tower to the northern portion of the property, which was

further away from the airport. Evans said the Planning Department had indicated the entire site
would not work. Boone reiterated that a survey was needed to determine the precise location of the
tower within the surface zones. Rast said it would be helpful to have a drawing from the Airport
Authority delineating the surface parameters and providing the different height limitations within
each surface zone.

Rutherford moved to table the item to the January 18 agenda, with the Airport Authority to provide
a delineation of the surface zones, following which the applicant should provide a survey of the

property to pinpoint the location of the tower relative to the zones. If the tower fell outside the
zones, the applicant would be reimbursed the variance fee. Plunkett seconded the motion. Motion
carried unanimously.

Crosby indicated the Airport Authority would have the delineation within 30 days, and McMullen
confirmed that it would be provided to the applicant upon receipt.

12- 06- 03 Presentation by John Pero Regarding Fence Issue

John Pero of 113 Sweetwater Oaks addressed Council, saying he was a long-time resident who
wanted to leave things better than he found them. He said that his home was on a busy path, and his
home had been vandalized several times. He and his wife installed a custom- built, metal security
fence with security lighting to help address the problem.

Pero said in late 2005, he came to the Building Department to obtain the permit, after which the
fence was inadvertently installed on City-owned property. Pero said he was looking for solutions,
and had talked to several departments, including the Building Department and Public Works, as

well as several elected officials. One recurring comment was the possibility of a land swap with the

City.

Pero said the issue came to light after the City widened the adjacent cart path, which in turn routed
water onto his lot and shorted out the security lighting. Public Works came to inspect the problem
and realized the fence was in the greenbelt. The fence failed final inspection.

Pero said his understanding of a land swap indicated the City had to receive an equal or greater
amount of property in the exchange. He said he hired a local surveyor and had two options, an even

exchange of either 486 square feet or 535. 5 square feet. Pero said he could not put the fence on his

property line because then he could not turn a car around in his driveway or open the doors on a

parked car.



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members../' 

Il#

City ManaO'~'~~ ^,
ld~

Assistant ~~ mevelopmental Services Director u.ur'
Administrative Services Director / City Clerkr. ('P)

Public InformatioQ Pfficerilleputy City Clerk ~

City Planner ~ 1jN\11\

January 10, 2007

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Citizen/Business Owner Group Request to Address Council Regarding the

Sign Ordinance

January 18, 2007, City Council Meeting

A group of business owners, via Mr. Allan Duncan, owner of the Discount Golf Shop at Braelinn

Village Shopping Center, has requested to address the Mayor and Council at the January 18

meeting regarding the City' s Sign Ordinance, which was revised in 2006 ( email request
attached). Staffs understanding is that the group of owners includes representatives from various

shopping centers in Peachtree City.

Mr. Duncan initially contacted City Hall following a visit from Code Enforcement last fall to

review the new signage requirements ( standard Commercial Sign Information Brochure
attached). The Public Information Officer advised Mr. Allen on how to be placed on an agenda
and recommended that his group work with the City Planner and staff prior to the meeting to

develop some suggestions for Council action. According to the City Planner, he was not

contacted by Mr. Duncan.

The City Planner also indicates that several months ago, in conjunction with a separate issue, he
discussed updating Braelinn Center' s Master Sign Plan with the property management company
for Braelinn Center. He indicates they have not followed up with the update.

The City Planner will be in attendance at the January 18 meeting to answer questions.



Betsy Tyler

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

ADuncan@discountgoif. fdn. com

Friday, November 03, 200612: 37 PM

Betsy Tyler
New Sign Ordinance

Honorable Mayor Logsdon,

A group of local business owners have concerns regarding the restrictions of the new sign ordinance passed in February
2006. We are officially requesting to be added to the agenda for the January 18,
2007 council meeting to discuss these issues with the council.

If I can answer any questions from you or any other council member. please feel free to contact me or stop by our store.

Sincerely,

Allan Duncan, Owner

Discount Golf Shop
770- 486- 7474

1







CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Mem bers -? 

If.l
CityManag~~

Administrative Services Director / City Clerk ~

DATE: January 5, 2007

VIA:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Request for Funding from Promise Place

January 18, 2007 Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Consider approval of request from Promise Place ( formerly Fayette County Council on Domestic
Violence) for $7, 500 in City funding.

Discussion:

Promise Place has submitted the attached request for $7, 500 in funding assistance from the City
of Peachtree City (attachment I). As required in CAR 8- 3, Promise Place has included with their
request a copy of their latest completed Form 990 ( attachment 2). The City has, for the past
several years, provided $ 7, 500 in annual funding to this non- profit organization and this amount
has been included in the City' s FY07 budget. Ms. Sonja Strickland, Executive Director, will be
at the Council meeting to answer any questions you may have. Should Council approve this
request, both the City and Promise Place must sign an agreement indicating what services are

provided ( attachment 3).

Bude:et Impact:

The budget impact to the City would be $ 7, 500

Attachments



Attachment 1

r\
y;- ~- ,.......

II J...,.,:. L~. l..__, T',:""
Funding Request

For Non-Profit Organizations

Ot:g~ni7.~tinn Tnfn1" ln9tlnn"

Organization Name: 

prc,(h iSe. Plo.ce~ ( Fc;'1f' U" ( D ( O",^ I'; I(')V'\ hU~
Address: P. 0, : Sax ' 6..5 Y F~'1P-* VI i)f? / & n ~ Od)(/

Phone#' ( 1-70,.,\ 41,,
0- !f'JDLf Fax#' ( 1/ '/0.)'1& 0- & 50/

Contact Person. . sty
CJ), 

S~ r; C r lein 0{
Title: ~ f( d; Vf'. l\il~.C.-l-()C

li'in~nrig,l TnfnMn~tinn:

r

Total Annual Budget: J I 7 5) 00.0, 00

Total Clients Served Annually' 3) 7 70, 
I

Di~e(- t :XlV; Le5- 741, Yrt'ilMl-~ 3,03/
Peachtree City Residents Served Annually' j} ~ ( t/{ t j l'ed. Sril; re s - J 'X 1~ i1+ 1 Oyl 1/ 1 Z 3>

Funding Rpq.J1~ Tnfnrmg,tlnn.

Funding Amount Requested: --J J7J, ~ 0 (), 00

r.'.,., ^ ':'\ . :

t'I"~ o.V\ "" cr0dJ'le.~ JOI"~; c, V; c>lt' VlCeShDNer i,r, ~'16' f1t '",,,, f~,C5ee cd+~ htd)
QJ 1) .l. 'M' .l.n:rMv.N'[i!;. 501 c3 non-profit organizations must proVide a copy oftlte previous

calendar year form 990. Other non- profits must provide a current fiscal year budget.

f""'"

Date Council

Submitted: ,') I~. V (l h Approval Date:

Amount

Approved.



l......;;.<.::::

Y.:>,

Promise

Pta~ e

P.O. Box 854 . Fayetteville, GA 30274. Telephone ( 770) 460-7604 . Fax ( 770) 460-6597

December 27, 2006

Ms. Jane S. Miller

Director of Administrative Services
151 Willowbend Rd.

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Dear Ms. Miller:

The Fayette County Council on Domestic Violence, Inc d/b/a Promise Place wishes to
take this opportunity to thank Peachtree City for its continued support of our

organization. Last year Promise Place provided direct services to 748 individual clients
representing 813 children). Of those clients, 633 were Fayette County residents and 281

lived in Peachtree City. 19 clients were Fayette County residents but did not identifY their
city of residence. 108 women attended our support group and we assisted 96 clients in
obtaining emergency protective orders. Our Teen Dating Violence Prevention Program
reached 1, 573 high school students in Fayette County and our domestic violence
awareness talks were presented to 1,458 community members.

The breakdown of our services by city is as follows:
Direct Services No. of Clients
Brooks 22
Fmrourn 19

FayettevillelUnincorp. F.C. 258
Peachtree City 281
T~ one 34
Unknown F. C. 19
Out of County 115

ofF.C.

2%

4%

38%

43%

5%

8%

Prevention/Awareness Services
Teen Dating Violence Prevention Program
Community Awareness Presentations

Participants
1, 573

1,458

of Total

2%

3%

32%

35%

4%

7%

17%

No. ofPTC

786

697

Additionally, we collaborate with the Peachtree City Police Department as well as the
other law enforcement agencies in Fayette County to ensure that domestic violence
victims are given our information at the time of a violent incident and that police officers
are able to contact us for assistance. We believe that this is an important service because
when we are able to assist DV victims in escaping violent homes, we help reduce the
number of 911 calls to officers, alleviating their volume of calls and reducing the danger
to them in responding to DV calls.

www.promlseplace. org . askus@promlseplace. org



p.o. Box 854 . Fayetteville, GA 30274. Telephone ( 770) 460- 7604 . Fax ( 770) 460-6597

Place also recognizes that victims of domestic violence and their children need an

emergency shelter to go to in a moment of crisis. Currently, victims have to go to other
counties for immediate shelter. Promise Place has transitional housing for victims and
their children to go to rebuild their lives but in cases of emergency victims have to go to
other counties for shelter. Promise Place is working on opening an emergency shelter for
victims and their children to go to in Fayette County in addition to the transitional
housing. Promise Place is very excited to inform you that we will be moving into our

building that will house our emergency domestic violence shelter on January 1, 2007.
Promise Place has an opening date of May 1, 2007. This emergency shelter will be a safe
refuge for victims of domestic violence and their children to go in their moment ofcrisis.
Additionally, Promise Place will provide counseling services and many other programs to
both the victim and her children, as they heal from the trauma that they have experienced.

Because of your continuing support, Promise Place is making a difference in the lives of
abused women and their children in Fayette County. To help continue this much needed
service, we are requesting $ 7,500. 00 from the FY 2007 Annual Budget' s designated
funds for nonprofit organizations. Our cost in this past fiscal year to provide direct
services and prevention services was $46. 91 per person. Your donation would help defray
the $82, 753. 00 cost of providing direct and prevention services to Peachtree City
residents.

We hope that the Peachtree City Council will continue to support us in our work and will
grant our request for the amount of $7, 500. 00.

Sincerely,

J, - ))turlJlW')
So~ ckland

Executive Director

www.promiseplace. org oaskus@promisepiace. org

I



770- 460- 1604

F ~~~ g3~ng X Cash

Other (specffy) ..

Hand r are not applicable to sectkm 527 organizations,

H ( a) Is this a group return for affiliates? . ,. DYes
H ( b) If ' Yes,' enter number of affiliates ..

H ( c) Are aU affiliates included? .

If ' No,' attach a list. See instructions.)
J Organization ty e

check on! one. 3... (insert no.) 4947( a)( 1) or

K Check here" if the organization' s gross receipts are normally not more than
25, 000. The organization need not file a return with the IRS; but if the organization

chooses to file a return, be sure to file a complete return. Some states require a I Grou Exem tion Number, ..
complete retum. 

M Check ~ if the organization isnotrequired
L Gross recei ts: Add lines 6b, Sb, 9b, and lOb to line 12 '" 208, 557. to attach Schedule B ( Form 990, 990. EZ, or 990. PF).
pj!~lml{ n,ni Revenue, Ex enses and Chan es in Net Assets or Fund Balances ( See Instructions

1 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received:

a Direct public support.
b Indirect public support. .
c Government contributions ( grants) >
dro"'( addlin" $ 

176376 $1 a through 1 c) ( cash .,. noncash ) . , .

2 Program service revenue including government fees and contracts ( from Part VII, line 93).

3 Membership dues and assessments. . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

4 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . .

5 Dividends and interest from securities. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

6a Gross rents.

b Less: rental expenses. . > . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

c Net rental income or ( loss) ( subtract line 6b from line 6a). .

7 Other investment income. (describe. . ....

Fo; m 990 AttachIll,ent 2Return of Organization Exempt From Income I ax

Address change

Name change

Initial return

FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC
g' P".' VIOLENCE, INC.

s~~" P. O. BOX 854
FAYETTEVILLE, GA 30214- 0854

tions.

58- 1826445
E Telephone number

Final return

Amended return

Application pending . Section 501 ( cX3) organizations and 4947( a)(1) nonexempt
charitable trusts must attach a completed Schedule A
Form 990 or 99D-EZ).

G Web site: '" PROMISEPLACE@BELLSOUTH. NET

S27
H ( d) Is this a separate return filed by an

organization covered by a group ruling?

la

lb

lc

82, 060.

36, 000.

58, 316.

6.

6b

E
V

E
N
U

E

A) Securities B) Other8a Gross amount from sales of assets other
than inventory. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . 8a

b Less: cost or other basis and sales expenses. . 8b

c Gain or (loss) ( attach schedule). 8e

d Net gain or ( ioss) ( combine line Be, columns ( A) and ( B)). . . . . . . . . . ,

9 Special events and activities ( attach schedule). if any amount is from gaming, check here,

a Gross revenue ( not including $ of contributions

reported on line 1a) . " ...... .. .. .. .. .. ....

b Less: direct expenses other than fundraisfng expenses.

c Net income or ( loss) from speciai events ( subtract line 9b from line 9a) .

10a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowances... ..... ..

b Less: cost of goods sold, . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

c Gross profit or ( ioss) from sales of inventory ( attach scheduie) ( subtract line lOb from iine lOa). . . . . . . . . . .

11 Otherrevenue ( from Part VII, line 103) ,.

12 Total revenue (add iines 1d. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6c, 7, Sd, 9c, 10c, and 11

E
13 Program services ( from iine 44, column (8)) . , . . . . . . . .
14 Management and generai ( from line 44, column ( C)).

15 Fundraising ( from line 44, column ( D)).

16 Payments to affiliates ( attach schedule) . . . . . . , , , , , . , . , . . . . .

5 17 Total e enses ( add lines 16 and 44, column ( A

A
18 Excess or ( deficit) for the year ( subtract line 17 from line 12).

N
s 19 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year ( from line 73, column ( A)) .ES

r ~ 20 Other changes in net assets or fund balances ( attach explanation). .
s 21 Net assets or fund balances at end of ear ( combine lines 18, 19, and 20). .

BAA For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions.

0

9.

9b

17, 078.

2, 897.

STATEMENT.. 1

10.

lOb

10c

11

12

13

14

15

16

l'

1S

19

20

21

TEEA0109L 02103/ 06

1.~.~"-~~ ..._~,,_.

OMS No. 1545. 0047

2005
Open to Public

Inspection

2006

Accrual

No

DYes ONO

No

176, 376.

15, 053.

50.

14, 181.

205, 660.

82, 753.

68, 150.

18, 300.

169, 203.

36, 457.

125, 863.

162, 320.

Form 990 (2005)



Form 590 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC 58- 1826445
NillHlttT Statement of Functional Expenses All organizations must compiete column ( A). Columns ( 8), ( C), and ( D) are

required lor section 501 ( c)( 3) and ( 4) organizations and section 4947( a)( I) nonexempt charitable trusts but optional lor others.

Do not ; nclude amounts reported on line
6b, Bb, 9b, lOb, or 16 of Part I.

22 Grants and allocations ( attsch)

cash $

non- cash $ )

If this amount includes

foreign grants, check here. . .... 0
23 Specific assistance to individuals ( att sch)

24 Benefits paid to or for members ( attsch).

25 Compensation of officers, directors, ete.

26 Other salaries and wages,

27 Pension plan contributions. .

28 Other employee benefits.

29 Payroll taxes. .

30 Professional fundraising fees.

31 Accounting fees . .

32 Legal fees..

33 Supplies.,.,.,.,.,.,......
34 Telephone.

35 Postage and shipping.
36 Occupancy.,........,.
37 Equipment rental and maintenance,

38 Printing and publications. .
39 Travel..

40 Conferences, conventions, and meetings.
41 Interest.. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

42 Depreciation, depletion, etc ( attach schedule)..

43 Other expenses not covered above ( itemize):

a ~~ E_ ~'[ A.Jg1iEll: J; _2_ _ _ _ _ __

b

c

d

e

A) Total
B) Program

services

Pa e 2

2, 582. 1, 677.

6, 500.

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

40, 000.

57 981.

20 000.

34 231.

2 868.

2, 691.

4, 486.

754.

10 266.

695.

159.

374.

726.

8, 799. 123.

8, 408.

6, 500.

2 868.

4, 149.

I

9

44 TotaffundionalexjJenses. Addlines22i: tiIough--
43. ( Organizations col!lpleting columns ( 6) . ( D),
carr t1iese totals to Jines 13 . 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44

Joint Costs. Check.'- if you are following SOP 98-2.

Are any joint 'costs from a combined educational campaign and fundraising solicitation reported in ( 8) Program services? . . . . . . " . , .- 0 Yes ~ No
If ' Yes,' enter (i) the aggregate amount of these joint costs $ i (ii) the amount allocated to Program services

iii) the amount allocated to Management and general $ ; and ("IV) the amount allocated
to Fundraising $

BAA

2, 801.

9, 129.

754.

19 904.

1 355.

110.

4, 643.

9 638.

660.

2 257.

374.

2 098.

6 178. 5 452.

43a

43b

43c

43d

43e

431

43

10 694. 1, 772 .

169, 203. 82 753.

TEEAOl 02L 11/01/05

68 150. 18, 300.

Farm 990 ( 2005)



Form 990 ( 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC 58- 1826445 Pa e3

patbll:mJ' Statement of Pro ram Service Accom Iishments
Form 990 is available for public inspection and, for some people, serves as the primary or soJe source of information about a particular
organization. How the public perceIves an organization in such cases may be determined by the information presented on its return. Therefore,
please make sure the return is complete and accurate and fully describes, in Part Ill, the organization' s programs and accomplishments.
What is the organization' s primary exempt purpose? ~ Program Service E'xpenses
All organizations must describe their exempt purpose achievements in a C1earand- concise manner.-State the numberOf ( Re( luired for 5g~ (c}(3) and

clients servedhPublicatlons lssued/ etc. Discuss achievements that are not measurable. ( Section 501 ( c)( 3) and ( 4) organ- 4~4~(~) Hftrus~'~~~izations and 4':147 a 1 nonexem 1: charitable trusts must also enter the amount of rants and allocations to others. optional for others.)
a ASSISTANCE TO VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND THEIR CHILDREN IN 4

COUNTY - AREA - oF - GEORGIA ~ - EDucATfoN~ REFERRAL-S- AND- SUPPORT - SERVICES - TO - .
lQY1~fIM~} B=E} R~~ 1~~ Q~ fIQ~~============================:

G-;:a-;;

t; ; nd ;jl;;c;
t;;~ - -$- - -- - - - - - - - - - - if ti,[; ;~o~ nti~c~ de; fur; i- n- ;;~ s~ ;-h; ck he;-e -....-

b

82, 753.

Grants and allocations $ jf this amount includes forei n rants, check here ....

c

G~
a_;;

t;; nd ~ I;;
c; t~.; - -$- - - - - - - - - - - - - - if th~ ;~ o~ nt i;;

c~ de; fur:;i- n - ~~~ ~ h; ck he; e -...-

d

G-;-a-;;;;; nd ;jl;; c; t~'; - -$- - - - - -- - - - - - -) lfth~ ;~ o~ nti;;-c~ de; fur-;i- ng;;~s~ ~h; ck ite; e-....-

e Other programservlces. .

Grants and allocations $ ) If this amount includes forei n grants, check here ...

1 Total 01 Program Service Expenses ( Should equal line 44, column ( 8), Program services), . . . . . . . . . . . .

BAA

82, 753.

Form 991] (2005)

TEEA0103L lO/ 14fOS

rn<'''"'''''''".~'''''''__..........._.



Form 990 ( 2005) FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC

1P',ailfW%!! Balance Sheets ( See Instructions)

Note: Where required, attached schedules and amQunts within the description
column should be for end-af-year amounts only.

45 Cash - non- interest- bearing. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , .
46 Savings and temporary cash investments.

47 a Accounts receivable.

b Less; allowance for doubtful accounts. ,

48a Pledges receivable

b Less; allowance for doubtful accounts.

49 Grants receivable. . . , . . . . . . . . .

A
S

S
E
T
S

50 Receivables from officers, directors, trustees, and key
employees ( attach schedule). , . . , . . . . . . , . , . . . " ..,..

51 a Other notes & loans receivable ( attach sch). 51 a 938.

b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts. 51 b

52 Inventories for safe or use. , . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges. .
54 Investments - securities ( attach schedule). ~ D Cost 0 FMV

55a Investments - land, buildings, & equipment: basis. 55a

bLess: accumulated depreciation
attach schedule). . . .

56 Investments - other ( attach schedule).

57a Land, buildings, and equipment: basis.

55b

57a 190, 015.

b Less: accumulated depreciation
attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . , STATEMENT. . 3. .

58 other assets ( describe ~

59 Total assets ( must e ualline 74 . Add lines 45 throu h 58.

60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses.

61 Grants payable.
62 Deferred revenue. . . . . . . . . . . .

63 Loans from officers, directors, trustees} and key employees ( attach schedule).

64a Tax-exempt bondtiabHities ( attach schedule). .

b Mortgages and other notes payable ( attach schedule) .

65 Other liabilities ( describe ~.

66 Total liabilities. Add lines 60 throu h 65. . . ,

Organizations that follow SFAS 117, cheek here ~
N

through 69 and lines 73 and 74.

A 67 Unrestricted....

i 68 Temporarily restricted.

69 Permanently restricted. .

o Organizations that do notfollow SF AS 117, check here ~
R

70 through 74.

70 Capital stock, trust principal, or current funds. . . . . . . . . . .

71 Paid- in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipment fund.

72 Retained earnings, end'owmentj accumulated income, or other funds.

57b 85, 510.

L
r

A
B

r
L

r
T

r
E

s

X and complete lines 67

D and complete lines

fi
N
D

B

k
E
S

73 Total net assets or fund balances ( add lines 67 throUgh 69 or lines 70 through
72; column ( A) must equal line 19; column ( B) must equal line 21)...... ..,..

74 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances. Add lines 66 and 73,

BAA

TEEAO 1 04L 10/17/ 05

58- 1826445

A)

Beginning of year

17 157. 45

329. 46

108, 377. 57<:

58

125, 863. 59

60

61

62

63

64a

64b

65

O. 66

125, 863.

125, 863.

125, 863.

Page 4

8)
End of year

56, 877.

938.

104, 505.

162, 320.

O.

130, 012.

32, 308.

162, 320.

162, 320.

Form 990 ( 2005)



Form 990 ( 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC 58- 1826445
lllatEIViPIii' Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Statements with Revenue per Return ( See

instructions.)

Pa e5

a Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements.

b Amounts included on line a but not on Part I, line 12:

1 Net unrealized gains on investments,

2Donated services and use of facillties , .

3Recoveries of prior year grants.
40ther ( specify): _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

bl

b2

b3

N/ A

b4

c

d

Add lines bl through b4 ,

Subtract line b from line a . . .

Amounts included on Part I, line 12, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b .

20th" r ( specify): ___ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ __

dl

d2

Addlinesd1andd2.. .................... .........

e Totalrevenue( Partl~ line12). Addljnescandd. ........... ......... .,.......,. ... e

iPllilt'l'llilW Reconciliation of Ex enses er Audited Financial Statements with Ex enses er Return

a

b

Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements.

Amounts included on linea but noton Part I, line 17:

1 Donatedservices and use of facilities .

2Prior year adjustments reported on Part I, line 2Q .

gLosses reported on Part r , line 20,

40ther ( specify): ______ ___ ___ ___ ______ ___ ___ ___

N/ A

bl

b2

b3

b4

c

d

Add lines bl through b4 . .

Subtract line b from. line a ,

Amounts included on Part I, line 17, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b ,

20ther ( specify): __ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __

dl

d2

Add lines dl and d2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

e Totalexenses ( Part I, line 17). Add lines c and d,. ".".,..... ... 
e

JfitliW'i!iAiM Current Officers, DIrectors, Trustees, and Key Employees ( List each person who was an officer, director, trustee,
or key employee at any time dUring the year even If they were not compensated.) ( See the instructions.)

8) Title and average hours ( C) 
Com'f:

nsation ( D) Contributions to ( E) Expense
A) Name and address per week devoted ( If no paid, employee benefit account and other

to position enter -0-) plans and deferred allowances
compensation. plans

SEE STATEMENT 4 40, 000. O. O.

ElAA Te:EAOI05L 10/ 17/05
Form 990 ( 2005)



Form 990 ( 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC 58- 1826445

ll!itMl#li. Current Officers Directors Trustees and Ke Em 10 ees continued

Sa Enter the total number of officers, directors, and trustees permitted to vote on organization business as board meetings. ~ J.~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
b Are any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in Form 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated employees

listed in Schedule A, Part I, or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part [ I. A or 11. 8, related to each other through family or business relationships? If ' Yes,' attach a statement that

identifies the individuals and explains the relationship( s) , . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . " ..,.,.....,......... ..

c Do any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in form 990, Part V- A, or highest compensated employees
listed tn Schedule A, Part Ij or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part II- A or ll- B, receive compensation from any other organizations, whether tax exempt or taxable, that are related
to this organization through common supervision or common control?.. ...,.............. . ,. ..,.....,.,..,.,.,.

Note. Related organizations include section 509( a)( 3) supporting organizations.

If ' Yes,! attach a statement that identifies the individuals, explains the relationship between this organization and the
other organization( s), and describes the compensation arrangements, including amounts paid to each individual by each
related organization

d Does the oranization have a written conflict of interest policy? . . ' 75d X

adlNMlin Former Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees That Received Compensation or Other
Benefits ( If any former officer, director, trustee, or key employee received compensation or other benefits ( described below)
during the year, list that person below and enter the amount of compensation or other benefits in the appropriate column. See
the instructions.)

A) Name and address

B) Loans and
Advances

C) Compensation D) Contributions to

employee benefit

plans and deferred

compensation . plans

E) Expense
account and other

allowances

76 Did the organization engage in any activity not previously reported to the IRS? If ' Yes,'
attach a detailed description of each activity. , . , . , . .. ,. .,.,'"......................

77 Were any changes made in the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the IRS? .

If 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes.
78a Did the organization , have unrelated business gross income of $ 1, 000 or more during the year covered by this return? .

b If ' Yes,' has it filed a tax return on Form 990..1 for this year?... .. .. .. .".. .. ... ....,

iAj.'I$,illfI0ther Information See the instructions.

79 Was there a liquidation, dissolution, termination, or substantial contraction during the
year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement. . . .. ."........, ......... ..,.......,.........

80a Is the organization related ( other than by association with a statewide or nationwide organization) through common
membership, governing bodies, trustees, officers, etc, to any other ex:empt or nonexempt organization? . . . , . . . .. . .

b If ' Yes: enter the name of the organization ~ N/ A

nd ; h; ck ~ h~ the_;:_iti; TI ;x;,.ript; - - O~o~

e_;~

Pt~
81 a Enter direct and indirect political expenditures. ( See fine 81 instructions.). 81 a O.

b Did the or anization file Form 112O-POL for this ear?, . . . , . , . . . . . .

BAA

TEEA0106l 11f03l05



Form 990 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC

aliiiitMI} Other Information continued

58- 1826445

82 a Did the organization receive donated services or the use of materials, equipment, or facilities at no charge or at
substantially less than fair rental value? . .. .......,.,.. .......... ".......,......,....... '" ..........

b if ' Yes,' you may indicate the value of these items here. Do not include this amount as

revenue in Part r or as an expense in Part II. ( See instructions in Part 111.)....,.."... 82b

83a Did the organization comply with the public inspection requirements for returns and exemption applications? .
b Did the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating to quid pro quo contributions?

B4a Did the organization solicit any contributions or gifts that were not tax deductible? .

b If ' Yes,' did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were

not tax deductible?

85 507( c)(4), ( 5), or ( 6) organizations. a Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members?

b Did the organization make only in. house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? . . . . . . . . . . , .

If ' Yes' was answered to either 85a or 85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organization received a
waiver for proxy tax owed for the prior year.

e Dues, assessments, and similar amounts from members. . . . , . , . . . . . . 8Se

d Section 162( e) lobbying and political expenditures. , . , . , . . . . . . . 85d

e Aggregate nondeductible amount of section 6033( e)( 1)( A) dues notices. B5e

f Taxable amount of lObbying and political expenditures ( line 85d less 85e), . 85f

9 Does the organization elect to pay the section 6033( e) tax on the amount on line 85f? . . . . . . . . . . . , .

h If section 6033( e)( 1)( A) dues notices were sent, does the organization agree to add the amount on line 851 to its reasonable estimate of
duesa!locable to nondeductible lobbying and political expenditures for the following tax year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

86 S07( c)(7) organizations. Enter: a Initiation fees and capital contributions included on

line
12... .......... ..,...........................

b Gross receipts, included on line 12, for pUblic use of club facilities. . . . . . . . . . . , .

87 501( c)( 12) organizations. Enter: a Gross income from members or shareholder~

B6a

B6b

87a

Pa e7

Ves No

N/ A

B3a X

B3b X

B4a X

B4b NA

B5a NA

85b NA

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

N/ A

b Gross income from other sources. ( Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources

N/ Aagainst amounts due or received from them.)...... .,................ .......... 87b

88 At anytime during the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater interest in a taxable corporation or partnership,
or an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections 301 .770l- 2 and 301 . 7701. 3?
If ' Yes,' complete Part IX.

89a 507 ( c)(3) organizations. Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization during the year under:

section 4911 .. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _. Q~ : section 4912" _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _. 9-,- ; section 4955"_ _ __ _ _ _ _ _. 9-,-
b 507( c)(3) and 501( c)( 4) organizations. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benefit transaction

durln~ the year or did it become aware of an excess benefit transaction from a prior year? If ' Yes,' attach a statement
explaining each transaction .. ............................................. .......,............. .,......,. 8gb X

cEnter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization managers or disqualified persons during the
year under seclionsA912, 4955, and 4958. . .. . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . ... O.

d Enter: Amount oftax on line Sge, above, reimbursed by the organization. . . . ... O.
90a List the states with which a copy of this return is filed ~ GA

b Number of employees employed in the pay period that inci;:;d~';- Ma-;-ch i2;-2005 ( S~ e- i~ tru-;t;;;~.).-:-. -:-.-:-.-:- -:-.-:-.-:-.-:-.- ~-
1- 90bT - - - - 4"

91 a The books are in care of" SONJA STRICKLAND Telephone number" 770- 460- 1604
Located at.. 1'-,- Q._ 1?Q~ ~~{; ~ t~ YEfT}:YfLJ.E~c?~ ~~ ~ ~~~ ~ =_ __ _ _ __ _ __ __ ZIP-+- 4 -"- J.Q1l4.:-~ 85C- -.

b At any time durin~ the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in or a signature or other authority over a
financial account In a foreign country ( such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . . . ., .

If ' Yes, ' enter the name of the foreign country" _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

See the instructions for exceptions and filing requirements for Form TD F 90. 22. 1, Report of Foreign .Bank and
Financial. Statements

c At any time during the calendar year, did the organization maintain an office outside of the United States? . . .

If ' Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country" __ _ __ ___ ___ _~_ _ __ ___ ___ _ __ _ __ ___ ___
92 Section 4947( a)( l) nonexempt charitable trusts filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 1041- Check here. . . , . . , . . . . . . . . . . , . N/ A.

and enter the amount of tax- exempt interest received or accrued durinQ the tax year. . . . . . . . . . . . .. ~~

BAA

TEEA0107L 02l03f06

o
N/ A

Form 990(2005)



Form 990 ( 2005 FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC

flirtiVtl: Anal sis of Income- Producin Activities See the instructions.

Unrelated business income

A) ( B)
Business code Amount

58- 1826445 Pa e8

Note: Enter gross amounts unless
otherwise ; ndicated.

Excluded b section 512, 513, or 514

C) ( D)
Exclusion code Amount

E)
Related or exempt

function income
93 Program service revenue:

a TRANSITION HOUSE FEES
b VICTIM LIASION FEES

3

3
13, 460.

1, 593.
c

d

e

f Medicare/ Medicaid payments.

9 Fees & contracts from government agencies.
94 Membership dues and assessments,

95 Interest on savings & temporary cash invmnts. .

96 Dividends & interest from securities.

97 Net rental income or ( loss) from real estate:

a debt-financed property. . . .
bnot debt. financed property. .

98 Net rental income or (loss) from pers prop.

99 Other investment income. ,

1 DO Gain or ( loss) from sales of assets
other than inventory. . . . , . . .. . .

101 Net income or ( loss) from special events. .

102 Gross profit or Ooss) from sales of inventory. .
103 Other revenue: a

b

50.

1 14 181.

c

d

e

104 Subtotal ( add columns ( B), ( D), and ( E)).

105 Total ( add line 104, columns ( B), ( D), and ( E)).

50. 14 181. 15, 053.

29, 284.
Note: Line 705 plus line 7d, Part I, should eCJual the amount on line 72, Part I.

leii1lMllI Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of ExemDt PurDoses ( See the instructions.)

UneNa; Explain how each activity fot which income is reported In column ( E) of Part VII contributed Importantly to the accomplishmentof the organization' s exempt purposes ( other than by providing funds for such purposes).

93C FEES COLLECTED TO HELP COVER THE COST OF TRANSITION HOUSING FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
VICTIMS AND THEIR CHILDREN

93D COUNTY PAYMENTS FOR LEGAL ASSISTANCE FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE VICTIMS

liIfllWlll)(i' Information Re(lardin( l Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities ( See the instructions.)
A)   ( B)    ( C)   ( 0)  ( E)

Name, address, andEIN of corporation, Percentage of Nature of activities Total End. ol-yearpartnership, or disregarded entity ownerShip interest income assets
N/ A        %

fliM;:g'Illnformation ReQardin(l Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts ( See the instructions. I

a Did the organization, during the year, receive any tunds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? . .

b Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract?:

Note: If 'Yes' to (b., liie Form 8870 and Form 4720 see instructions.
Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have, examinedthis return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief; it istrue, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge.

BvesVes

No

No

Please

Sign
Here

Signature of officer

SONJA STRICKLAND , EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Type or print n~ me end title.

Date

Preparer' s

9", t,," ~ NON- PAID PREPARER

DatePaid
Pre-

parer' s

Use

Only
BAA

8/ 04/ 06

Check if
self.
employed

Preparer' s SSN or PTIN (See
General- Instruction W)

m1 _ W..v:ifm!. Wttf~ W.a1t
Firm' s name ( or 5i@iilim* t_ lr&.'Jm":&M1.@mm; iOOim!iij~:mmmf~~: 1H. li: W:J1l!':;{~ r:fit. m*,f.iliif~:r:r~~
yours If self.

employed), .... f:~lUi~ mf:[i:~.J:imiW. mmf'&WBMnM@: lli~~~4:~:BmtfiWBii:: W$.~~m:m$..J*~'Vif: ii\~~-iliiaddress, and
ZIP + 4 i;!::':!:%"....~.;:::?w..~'!<< :,;,"r-~.::... /~.:::: >>:":~:'~" :\.' ~!t;"m~~~:::: m::**:ji:,~?'4 ": t::r:=:;t.. :::m:<<~*f.if1>: .:':;'~~-::s: '::::::P' i*!

EIN ~ :~~ N!:NffJ~~ t:i.i
PhOne no. ~ ~ l~&~~'Wdlii:~.~ J:w.i%'ffmi

TEEAOl081 10/ 18/05 Form 990 ( 2005)

T....~~~..-...~~~~....._--'-_...~....~.~~~-~~



Attachinent 3

STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE

AGREEMENT

This Agreement entered into this _ day of , 2007, by and
between FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC., D/B/ A
PROMISE PLACE (hereinafter " PROMISE PLACE"), and the CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,
GEORGIA ( hereinafter " City").

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE provides services to residents of Fayette County,
Georgia, including residents of Peachtree City, Georgia who are victims of domestic violence;
and

WHEREAS, in providing such services, PROMISE PLACE assists the Police
Department of the City; and

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE has requested funding assistance from the City so as to
continue to provide such services to residents of Fayette County and the City; and

WHEREAS, PROMISE PLACE is a qualified non-profit corporation pursuant to Section
501( c)( 3) of the Internal Revenue Code; and

THEREFORE, and in consideration of the mutual terms and conditions contained herein
the parties hereto agree as follows:

1.

In exchange for the services provided by PROMISE PLACE to the City and residents of
the City, the City hereby agrees to pay the sum of $7500.00 for the period October I, 2006
through and including September 30, 2007.

Executed the day and date first above mentioned.

FAYETTE COUNTY COUNCIL ON

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, INC.

D/ B/ A PROMISE PLACE

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY,

GEORGIA

By: President By: Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

City Manager ; d ~
Administrative Servic ir;~{tftCity Clerk

Public Information Officer/Deputy City Clerk ~

January 12, 2007

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Request to address Council by Kathaleen Brewer Regarding Proposal for

Fayette Art Center & Gallery, Inc.

January 18, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that Council consider the proposal for funding. If funding is approved
through the current policy for contributions to non-profit organizations, the maximum amount
allowed would be $ 5, 000 in a 5- year period, would be included in the FY 2008 budget, and
would require the organization to sign a service agreement with the City.

Discussion:

Staff received a request from Ms. Kathaleen Brewer, President of the Fayette County Art Center,
to make a presentation to Council on January 18. Ms. Brewer has included information on her
organization and is requesting funding in the amount of $ 10, 000. The request letter,
informational packet, funding request form, verification of non- profit status, and 2005 tax
information are attached.

Also attached is the current policy, CAR 8- 3, on Council funding for non-profit organizations.
Based on the policy, Ms. Brewer' s organization would fall under the " General Needs" category,
which is limited to $ 5, 000 in a 5- year period.

Bude:et Impact:

This item would have a $ 5, 000 impact on the $ 25, 000 line item designated for non-profit funding
requests in any given year. The FY 2007 budget contains $ 20, 000 for the requests from Kedron
Elementary School, Fayette Senior Services, and the Council on Domestic Violence already
considered by Council.



















WEEKLY CLASS SCHEDULES - Jan. 07
TUESDAY 10- 12: 00 noon CHINESE INTRO. TO WRITING

Judy Huang CULTURAL 6: 30-8:30
WATERCOLOR

ACTIVITES by
Carol Lunsford $ 35. 00

25 - 2 hours
Julie Woodbridge * INTRO-POTTERY &
Tuesday 4: 30- THROWING
5: 30pm $35 6: 30 - 8: 30 pm

Language & Billy Lee

Call~ hy $
352 hr.lincludes clay

WEDNESDAY 3: 00 -4: 30 p.m.  6: 30-8: 30 pm
Tatiana McCoy Kathaleen Brewer
GEN ART- YOUTH PASTEL, OIL,
HOME SCHOOL ACRYLIC
I \6 Hr.   LANDSCAPES
80 ( 4 classes)  $ 25 drop- in

80 4 classes

THURSDAY INTRO POTTERY 1: 30 - 3: 30 pm 4- 5: 30 pm 6- 7: 00 pm
35 2 hrs./ includes Tatiana McCoy WATERCOLOR Gigi Hines

10- 12: 00 noon ADULT & ORAWING BASIC GUITAR
Billy Lee WATERCOLOR YOUTH CLASS $ 25 Drop In or $80 for 4

DRAWING ( Home School Credits) classes

25 Drop In or $
80 month

YOUTH
80 month

POTTERY

35. 00 session
FR!DAY 12: 30- 2: 30 pm 3: 00 to 5: 00pm 5- 6: 00 pm

Georgette Liberatore Lydia Ellis Lydia Ellis
Held in Fairburn Teen/Adult YOUTH ART
Master' s" FIGURATIVE Home SchOOl Credits

OIL &  DRAWING/ OILS $ 10- 1 Hr.

DRAWING $ 25 PER CLASS $ 40 - month
4 classes @ $ 145 $ 80 Month

8 classes...@. $225
SATURDAY Georgette Liberatore 1- 2: 30 pm 2: 30 -4:00 pm NEW: ART QUILTSis taking names for Tatiana McCoy YOUTH ART Claudia WoodSat. Oil & Drawing YOUNG

Taking namesClasses " Master' s CHlLDRENS
Series" ART

10- 12: 00

SATURDAY 10- 12 Writer' s 1- 3: 00 pm 1- 3: 00 PM
MEETINGS & Guild 3RD Saturday of mo.  Photography
WORKSHOPS 2nd & 4th Sat. of Julie Woodbridge Club

mo. IKEBANA 2nd Saturdays of
FLOWER the mo.

ARRANGMENT
POTTERY CLASS lllcludes clay, tools and finng. 4 students only. Must confmn one

day in advance.
TAl CHI CLASSES - offered by Julie Woodbridge - Monday evenings 6- 7 :OOpm
SCREEN WRITING - by Appointment - $35. 00 with Kathaleen Brewer

U'''"'''''-_''=-_
o-.,_.'"_~___'_,_



PEACHTR~ CITY
Funding Request

For Non- Profit Organizations

Ore:anization Information:

Organization Name: Favette Art Center & Gallerv. Inc.

Address: Present: 125 Fisher
Ave.. 

Favetteville, Ga 30214 After Feb. 2007: 2011 West Hwy.
54, Favetteville, GA ( Yellow Cottage at PTC line)

Phone #: 770- 461- 4495 Fax #: 770- 461- 4454

Contact Person: Kathaleen Brewer

Title: President

Financial Information: Our fiscal year is June 30th 2006 through July 1
st 2007. 

The following
numbers are based on the last six months; July 1

st
2006 through December 31, 2006.

Total Annual Budget: $112, 000

Total Clients Served Annually: 1.200 through Gallerv ( based on guest book) and approx. 300
based on last six months enrollment. Once we move, these numbers should double.

Peachtree City Residents Served Annually: During the last six months we served 114
Peachtree Citv residents and expect that number to increase markedlv after the move. In other
words, the maioritv of our participants are from Peachtree City.

Fundine: Request Iuformation:

Funding Amount Requested: $ 10. 000. 00

Funding Use( s): Administrative

Additional Information on Organization/ Services: We provide access to comprehensive art

education, an art librarv and fellowship meeting space for artists, photographers and writers. ( i.e.

Favette Writer' s Guild, Fayette Photographv Club, Favette Societv of Fine Artists, and Southern
League of Fine Artist) We provide access to the onlv art gallery in the Countvwhich has
monthlv shows and a permanent collection of work bv local writers and artists.

Date

Submitted:

Council Amount

Approval Date: Approved:



INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
P. O. BOX 2508
crNc~ NNATX, OR 4S20~

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAsURY

Date: AUG , 0 20~ Employer Identification Number,
20- 3553487

Dill:

17053305009035
Contact Person:

KIM NGUYEN
IDi 31525

Contact Telephone N~~ er:

rS77} 829- 5500

Accounting Period Ending:
August 31.

Public Charity Status:
509 ( a) ( 2)

Form 990 .-~~quJr~q.:..
les ""''-~
ffecti.ve. Date of EXempt~:

SePt~ rob.er 9, 2005 _~

Contr~ bution Deductib11ity,
Yes

Advance Ruling Ending Date:
August 31, 2010

FAYETTE ART CENTER AND

cia KATHALEEN M BREWER
125 FISHER AVE

FAYE1' TEVILLE, GA 30214

GALLERY INC

Dear Applicant:

We are pleased to inform you that upon review of your application for taxexempt status we have determined that you are exempt from Federal inoome taxunder section SO::t.{ c) ( 3} of the Internal Revenue Codew Contributions to you aredeductible under section l?O of the Code. You are also qualified to receivetax deductible bequests, devises, transfers or gifts under section 2055, 2106or 2522 of the Code. Because this letter could help resolve any questionsregarding your exempt status, you should keep it in your permanent records.

Organizations exempt under section 501( c) { 3} of the Code are further classifiedas either public charities or private foundations_ During your advance rJlingperiod, you will be treated as a public charity. Your advance ruling periodbegins with the effective date of your exemption and ends with advance rulingending date shown in the heading of the letter.

Shortly before the end of your advance ruling period, we will send you Form
8734, Support Schedule for Advance Ruling Period_ You will have 90 days atter
the end ot your awance ruling period to return the completed form. We will
thel notify you, in writing, about your public charity status.
Please see enclosed Information for Exempt Organizations Under SecLionSOlie) ( 3) for some helpful information about your responsibilities as an exempt
organization.

Letter ~ 045 ( DO/ CGI

d
l>6l>l>- ,9l>-OLL

J8MSJ8 ueel~ IB>I Bg,:" LO C: c UBr



Corporations Division
315 Wesi:Tower

2 Martilll Luther King, .Jr. Dr.
Atlanta!, Georgia 30334- 1530

EFFECTIVE DATE:

JUlUSDICTION

REFERENCE

PRl:N'l' DATE
FORM NUMBER

09/ 09/ 2005

GEORGIA

0045
09/ 16/ 2005

31.1

CINDY LY

LEGALZOOM_ COM. rNC.
7083 HOLLYWOOD BLVD. STE. 180
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028

J:= OF nrelmPORA'l'ION'-

I~ Cathy Cox, t.he Secx:etary of Stat.e and the Corporations Conmissioner of theState of Georgia, do hereby cert~fy under the seal of my office that

FAYETrE ART C&t~.ISR I< GALLERY me.
A DOMESTIC NONPROFIT CORPORA= ON

has been duly incorporated under the laws of the State of Georgia on theeffective date stated above by the filing of articles or ~ Dcorporation in theOffice of the Secretary of State and. by the paying of fees as provided byTitle 14 of the Official ~ ode of Georgia Annotat~d_

WITNESS my hand and offici.al. seal in the City o:f . l\tlantaGeorgia on the date set forth above_
and the State of

1IIIIIlIIIIIIiMUIIIIIIIIIII

cathy Cox

Secretary of State

G' d j;o6j; oj;o- , 9j;o- OLL J8M8J8 U88141">I Bg,:" LO Gl UBr



Short Form
Return of Organization Exempt From Income TaxUnder section 501( c), 527, or 4947{ a){1} of the Internat Revenue Code { except black

lung benefit trust or private foundation}
For organizations with gross receipts less than $ 100, 000 and total . assets JessDepartment 0' the TreaSJry

than $ 250, 000 at the end of t~,e year.
Intema: Re\' C- nl; e Service .. 

The organJLation may have to use a copy of/ his return to satisfy state reponing requirements.A Forthe 2005 calendar year, or tax year beginnjl1g 9/ 1/ 2005 and ending 6/ 30/ 2006

C.Of:yj
Fo"" 990- EZ

OMS No. 1545- 1150

2005

B Ct',eck ifapplica~ re: 
PIC:ase C .' 1ame of orgariza( jo:1

o Employer identific< ltion number
o Address change use- IRS

FjJyetle Art Center & Gall~ Inc.o Name change label or

20- 3553487KIlrliii:;; ll- eturn
print or f.Jlrrber ar:d street ( C" P,O. box., if mall is Mt delivered 10 street 2dc'ress) , Roem/ suite E Telephone numbertype.

D Fitlalrelurn See 125 Fisher Avenue
I 770- 461- 4494o Amended return Spo.:::ific City, town, or cour.try State

ZIP.,.. 4

F Group Exemption

Instruc-

o AppJicatior1 pendng tio.,s. 
F~ vettevi: le

GA 30214 Number. ~ 
N/ASection 501( c)(3) organizations and 4947( a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts must attach G Accounting method: DCash [ RlAccruala completed Schedule A ( Form 990 or 990. EZ).   

Other ( specify) ~
H Check  " 0 If the organization

I Website: ... www.favetteartcenter. com
is not required to attachJ Dryani! ation type ( chook only one)- [ XJ 501 (C) ( 3 ) ... ( Insert no.) O 4947( a)( 1) or 0527 Schedule B ( Form 990, 990~EZ, or 990- PF).

Open to Public

Inspection

K Check ~ D If the orGanization' s gross receipts are normally not more ' han $ 25. 000. Tn. or9anization need nol fi:e a return ~", h :he IRS: but if Ih.
organization chooses to file a return. be sure to ' me a complete return. Some states require a complete return.l Add fines 5b, 6b, and 7b. to line 9 to deten'nine g~oss receipts; ff $ 100, 000 or more, file Form 990 instead of ,=orm 990~EZ. ~ $Revenue, Ex enses, and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances ( See pa e 38 of the instructions.1 Contrrbutions, gifts. grants, and similar amounts received. . . . 

12 Program service revenue including government fees and contracts. 
23 Membership dues and assessments. . . . 
34 Investment income. .......... . 
45 a Gross amourt from sale of assets other than inventory. I Sa 0b Less: cost Or other basis and sales expenses. 5b 0c Gain or (loss) from sale of assets other than inventory (line 5a less line 5b) ( attach sCheduie) .6 Specia,' events and ac1ivities [ attach schedule). If any amount is from gaming, check here .... 0a Gross revenue ( not including $ 0 of contribL<tionsreported on line 1). . . '. ........... 

6ab Less: direct expenses other than fundraising expenses. . . '. 6bc Net income or (Joss) from special events and activities ( li:1e 6a Sess line 6b) .7 a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowances. 7abLess: cosf of goods sold. . .. ...... 
7bc Gross profit or ( loss) from sales of inventory ( line 7a less line 7b) .8 Other revenue { describe .. See attached statement9 Total revenue ( add lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5c, 6c, 70, and 8) .

10 Gran~ s and s: milaramounts paid ( attach sChedu! e). .11 Benefits paid to or fer members. .
12 Salaries, ofher compensation, and employee benefits.13 P- ofessional fees and other payments to independent contractors.14 OcCupancy, rent, utilities, and maintenance. .
15 Printing, publications, postage, and shipping.16 Other expenses ( describe ~ See attached statement17 Total expenses ( add lines 10 through 16). .
18 Excess or ( deficit) forthe year ( line it iess line 17).19 Net essets or fund balances at beginning of year ( from iine 27. column ( A)) (must agree withend- af-year figure reported on prior year' s return). . . .. ....., 

19Other changes in net assets or fund balances ( attach explanation). . . . . . .. 
20

Net assets or fund balances at end of year ( combine lines 18 through 20). . ~ 21
795Balance Sheets- if Total assets on line 25, column ( 8 are S250, 000 or ," ore. file Form 990 instead of Form it90- EZ.See page 41 of the inst;-uctions.) (

AI geGinn; ng of year ( B) End c1year
22 Cash, savings, and investments. . . . . . . . 

22
23 land and buildings. . . . . . . . . . 

23
24 Other assets ( describe ... See attached statement

0 24
25 Total assets. . . . . . . . . . 

0 25
26 Tatar liabilities (describe · See attached statement

0 26
27 Net assets or fund balances fi.1e 27 of co'\'}mn B) must a ree wi~h line 21

0 27
For Privacy Act and PaP€'rwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions.HTAj

42 550

30. 270

12. 009

o

o

l
ffi

5c o

o

0,.

6c o
263

193

7C

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

70

8

42 357

o

o

o

8,743
20. 721

3.422

8, 676

41562

795

III
Iii
l1-
w

a;

a;
z

20

21 o

396

o

15. 720

16, 116

15, 321

795

2005}Focm

S' d 1761711' ~917- 0LL
JaMaJ8 uaalYIB)I eSf:~~ LO C; f uor



G~;~;;$-.. ---.---------- - ---.. -;- Ifthj~~-';:'~-u-~ ti-~~I~ d-';; f~;~ ig;; g~~~t;:~i,-';~ki;;;;:--- -- 
h_ --- - -':'-

0 30a N/ A31 Other program services ( attach schedule) .. .,'.... "'"
Gran: sS ) If this amount includes foreign grants. check here , ~ D 31a N/ A32 Total program service expenses ( add lines 28a through 31a) . . . . . ~ 

32
29. 328list of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (List each one even if not compensated. See pa e 42 of the instructions.)B) Tille and average ( C) Compensation CD) ContributiOllS 10 ( E; Expense

A) Name .and adc'ress l'1oulS per week { If na1 paid, employee benefit prams & account 8nddevoted to Osition enter - 0-. deferred com ensation other allowances
a_~~ J~~ fh.<!I~~~ I}J~C~ Vl?!_ __~ t~~ 9'p_~ r_<=!~~

Av..~_ .~__ _ Title PreSident
CilyFa etievllle STGA ZIP 30214 HrNv'K40

0 0t-:!,:~~~i9~1 I~r.rl~ C ___ _ ____~ tc1!3.?_ ~<\! CI"!.EE9~€tf. 19Y.?_ Titl!: Vice President
City Fa etteville ST GA ZIP 30214 HrN/ K 1

0 0t-!2Hr'0: I~r! L~_ rj~[t__ ___ _____~t~ 1;3_Q E'lIJ1_~ r?_ 9.o_l!.Jj___ Title TreasurerCi: y Fa etteville ST GA ZIP 30214 HrNfK 5
0 0Q~[~ L?~_c:.~I!?[ _ ____ __ s:,~j_1~ 4 y:'(ef~J~.tn.fl~ jll! Q,!! Title SecretaryCity Ham ton 5T GA ZIP 30228 ' rlrN'/;.<. 1
0 0Other Information Note the attachment re uirement in General Instruction V a e 14,

Form 9S0- EZ (2C05)

Statement of Pro

What is the organization' s primary exempt purpose? Advance interest in art and rovide art educationDescribe whalwes achievec in carrying out the o~ anization' s exempt purposes, in a clear and concise manner,describe the services roviced, the number or ersons benefited, or other relevant in' crma! ion for each ro ram titie.28 J:l~!~ xC!rlQ~?};:'.?_ s_~~~,_~\lHO}. KSJlqP'? - C!r:!9-~ YI)1-'!1-e!_~ ct_g~!:QP.~ J9L~~~~~_Qqlry~ I,!j9~_~I~
u__ _ __ ______ _ ___ ___ ___ "_.

H______._______________---

H-----_________________~

H___________.____"_.

G;~~ts- $-.' -----. - 
u_ ___

u___ --.)-

iiihj;~-,;:,;.~~ti~-~I~ d~~i~;~i~-~ g-r;~ i;:~;;._~ki;; r~-: .'.--.--: -~----;- O ' 28a29 .'= Cq~ i.d.,! q }l~I!~ ry flj~ glay.9f.~'1_~~fl_~ct_~f:19~ S. !>_a.S.~9 _,,~ -"-a.~9~~_ ~1!'!'!le. s.,_t" r!Tl?!,_ 9C !!1!?9i~CT!_ _ _ _ _ _. _._ _ _ _ _ __
H___~~____

H_________~__~_____.______.____-.----------.-____~_

H___.____~________________

H.._____________

H_ H -)--

If-ti:i~-a-~~-~~ tH i~~I~ d;; f~;~ig~~~~~~t~~ ~Hh- e-; kh-~r~ ~-~ - -.- - ~-- - ---;- rj 29a

Grants $

30
M__________

H_~___________~______________________._____---~-----.------------______

H_________"_____._

H____________.__________.___________~_____________.__________.

33 Did the organization engage in any activity not previously reported to the IRS? If " Yes," attach a detaileddescription of each activrty. . . . . . . . . .. ..... ,...... .....
34 Were any changes made to the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the IRS? If "Yes,"attach a conformed copy of the changes. . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . , .
35 If the organization had income from bvsiness activities, such as those reported on lines 2, 6, and 7 (among others), butnot reported on FOIm 990- T, attach a statement explaining your reason for not reporting the income on Form 990~T.a Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $ 1 , 000 or more or 6033( e) notice, reporting, andproxy tax requir0ments? . . . . . . . . . . . . ., .. . . .

b If " Yes," has : t filed a tax return On Form 990- Tfor this year?, , , . . _ , , . , . . ,36 Was there a liquidation, dissolution, temination, or substantial contraction during the year? (If "Yes," attach astatement.) . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . , . . ,

37 a Enter amount of po! i~ ical expenditures, direct or indirect, as described in the i~ structions. .. 37ab Did the organization file Form 1120- POL for this year?, . . . .. '. . . . ,38 a Did the organizat:on borrow from, or make any loans to, any officer, director, trustee, or key employee or were anysuch loans made in a prior year and still unpaid at the start of the period covered by this return? .b If "Yes," attach the schedule specified in the line 38 instructions and enter the amount
i

involved. . , . . .
39 501( 0)(7) organizations, Enter:

a I:litiation fees and capital contributions included on line 9 . . , . . . . . '. 
39ab Gross receipts, included on line 9, for public use of club facilities. .'...,.. . 
3gb40 a 501( c)(3) orgamzations. Enter amount of tax imposed on the organization during the year under:section 4911 · 0 ; section 4912 . 0 : section 4955 ~ 0b 501 ( c)(3) and (4) organizations. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benefit transac: ion duringthe year or did it become aWare of an excess benefit transaction from a prior year? If " Yes," attach an explanation. .cEnter smount of tax imposed on organization managers or disqualified persons during the year undersections 4912, 4955, and 4958. . . . . . .

d Enter amount of tax on line 40c reimbursed by the organization. . . ,

38b 14, 000

I7d 1761717- ~ 917- 0LL J8M8J8 u88iYle~

Page 2

Expenses
Required for5D1( cJ[ 3)

and (4) organizatons
and 4947(a)( 1) fn:sts;

tiClna! forothers.:

18715

10613

o

0

0

0

0

Yes No

33 X

X

I..  
X35a

35b' N/ A

36 X

37b X

38a X

40b X

o

o
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Schedule a {Form 990, 9go..EZ, (lr990- PF) ( 20DS)

Name of organization

Fa ette Art Center & Galle tnc.

ImI Contributors ( See Specific Instructions_)

Page-1- of -1- of Part I

Employer identification number

20- 3553487

a)    ( b)    ( c)   ( d)
No. Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate contributions Type of contribution

1--. Kathaleen Brewer Person  [ R]
Payroll 0

305 Grady Avenue S 20, 000 Noncash 0
FavetteviUe GA 30214    ( Complete Part U [ f there is

Foreign State or Province:       a noncash contribution.)

Forei"'n Countrv:

a)    ( b)    ( c)   ( d)
No. Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate eonlrlbutions Type of contribution

L Robert Rolader .     Person I]]
sc.""'PI''''''5''" + K",<-",.J",~ Ue.v _    

Payroll 0
J.7D N, ~~ f" Fr 1> il-VlS $  6. 000 Noncash 0
rA-(!? Tr~

flILI...
I?_ M -3 i>c}- , t    ( Complete Part II if there is

Foreign State or PrOvince:      a noncash conlriblJtion.)
Fore;" n Coun"'"

a)    ( b)    ( c)   ( d)
No. Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggreoate contributions Tvoe of contribution

I
Person 0
Payroll 0
Noncash 0

Complete Part n if there is

Foreign State or Province:       a noncash contribution.)
Foreinn Counfrv:

a)    ( bl   ( e)   ( d)
No. Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate contributions Tvoe of contribution

Person 0

I
Payroll 0
Noncash 0

Comp!ete Part II jf there is

Foreign State or Province:       a noncash conbibution.)

Foreinn Countrv:

a)    ( b)   ( c)   ( d)
No. Name, address. and ZIP + 4 Aggregate contributions Type of contribution

Person 0
Payroll 0
Noncash 0

Complete Part 11 if there is

Foreign State or Provlnce:       a noncash contribution.)

Foreinn Countrv:

a)    ( bl   ( e)   ( d)
No. Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate contributions Type of contribution

Person 0
I Payroll 0

Noncash 0
Complete Part 11 If there is

Foreign State or Province:     -  a noncash contribution.)
Fore).nn COlJnbv:

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) { 2005]
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F0m19S0- EZ ( 2tJos) Fa ette Art Center & Galle , fnc.
other Informalion Note Ihe attachment r uirement in Genera/ Instruction V a e 14.

41 list the states with which a copy of thi~ return is flied..... GA42 a The books are in care of .. !:!,,~!'- rs?!~; 1!~!,l).I?['l'!"_e!.__._____.__________.______.__._____. 

Telephone no. .. _
m??9:1!l.1~_~.__.

Located at .. J.~'!fj?D~L~ y!'---------.---__._ 9[ty__f"Y~ l!<;!YiJLe_'___.___
m__3?L%.______.. ZIP + 4 .. ; 3_Q~ 1:L___

m______.

b At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest In or a signature or other authority
over a financial account ~n a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial
account)? . . . . .. .......... ....................

If " Yes," en. er Um name of the foreign .countty: ...
See the instructions for exceptfons an4 firing requirements for Form TO F 90- 22. 1.

C At any time during the calendar year, qid the organization maintain an office outside of the U. S.? .
If "Yes," enter the name of the foreign tountry: ..Section 4947( a){l) nonexempt charitable trusts filing Form 990- EZ in lieu of Form 1041- Check here. . . . . . . . . ... 0
and enter the amount of tax- exempt inlerest received or accrued durin~ the tax year. . , . . . ... 43 N/ A

Uode, peoallie, of p. Oucy. 1 de, f' m thaI I' he,. examined thi, relurn, tnduding accompan)ling "' hedules and stateme""'. and to \he best of my' nOWledge

on" bellel. " is l<ue rre I, and comploto. Do, 1 . n
ofpre""r... (afherthan ollice,) ~ based on all '", onnation of which p' epar... has an,"oowledgo.

io. ~, -

J'"/-~&:
Signal e of officer

L ~ 7U.ALL!"~/ V
6-'?~/UG~Type or print name and tllre.

20-3553487
Continued

Pa e: 3

43

Please

Sign
Here

Paid

Preparer' s

Use Only

Prepare:'!> ~
s.ignalu."e

Firm' s name ( or yours lif self-employed), 

radd,"E'lss. and ZIP + 4

Dete
Preparer's SSN or PTJN ( See Gen. Ins!. W)

FOIDl 990- ez (2005)

g' d 1761717-, girOLL
J8M8J8 U8814) 8)1 8g,:" LO G' U8r
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CAR 8- 3 City Council Funding for Non- Profit

Ore:anizations in Favette County
OPR: City HaIl

4/ 00 ( Amended 5/(4)

CAR 8- 3

Purpose
Policy

Section I

IT

I. Puroose

The Purpose of this regulation is to establish a policy for consistent response to requests for donations on

behalf of non- profit organizations, including public schools, in Fayette County.

IT. Policy

While the City of Peachtree City has no financial responsibility to assist non- profit organizations,
including public schools, with funding or providing labor, there have been requests in the past for
this assistance, and it is anticipated that there may be requests in the future. In an effort to ensure

consistency and fairness, the following guidelines have been established:

A. Council will budget no more than $ 25, 000 annually for all non- profit funding.

B. The City would assume no liability for any project for which the City provides funding and/or

labor.

C. Services provided to Peachtree City residents by a non-profit organization shall be addressed in
a contract between the City of Peachtree City and the organization.

D. Non- Profit Organizations

I. Basic Needs

As a general rule, funding for non- profit organizations serving Fayette County should be

provided by the Fayette County Commission to ensure that Peachtree City residents are not

subject to double payment through their municipal and County taxes. However, Council
reserves the right to make contributions to non-profit organizations that provide services
that meet the basic needs ( food, shelter, protection) of Peachtree City residents based upon
thc merit ofthc rcquest. Requests for funding for non- profit organizations that provide
basic needs shall not require matching funds but such requests shall be prorated based

upon the total annual budget of the organization and the percentage of Peachtree City
residents served by the organization in comparison to the total number of people they
serve. The amount of funding provided shall be the lesser of the amount requested, the
amount of the annual budget used to serve Peachtree City residents based on the

percentage of Peachtree City residents served, or $7, 500. 00. The percentage of Peachtree

City residents served will be based on the total number of residents and non- residents
served for the l2-month period ending with the month prior to the month in which the

request is made. These funds, once identified, will be budgeted for annually, upon written

request by the organization that would be subject to prorated allocation as noted above.

2. General Needs



Should Council approve a funding request for an organization that provides for general
needs ( other than food, shelter and protection), a dollar for dollar match up to a limit of

5, 000 in funding/labor may be provided as a match to any non- government funding
provided to the organization. If the organization serves people other than Peachtree City
residents, request shall be prorated based upon the percentage of Peachtree City residents
served in comparison to the total population served. The amount of funding provided shall
be the lesser of the actual amount requcsted, the amount of the annual budget used to serve

Peachtree City residents based on the percentage of Peachtree City residents served, or

5, 000. 00. The percentage of Peachtree City residents served will be based on the total
number of residents and non- residents served for the l2-month period ending with the
month prior to the month in which the request is made. Requests from a non- profit
organization in the General Needs category will be considered no more often than every
five years.

3. Public Schools

a. Each request for funding/ labor will be considered by the Peachtree City Recreation
Commission, who will forward a recommendation to the City Council for fmal
decision.

b. Council will evaluate each request and make a decision based on the merit of the

request.

c. No more than one request, per school, will be considered in any five consecutivc year
period.

d. Only Fayette County public schools whose attendance boundaries include Peachtree

City will be eligible for consideration.

e. Requests for fundingllabor must be for enhancements to playgrounds and playing
fields only. Any playground/playing field for which the City makes a contribution
must be made available for use by City residents when not being used by the school.
A formal agreement with the School Board would be required.

f. Should Council approve a funding request, a dollar for dollar match up to a limit of
5, 000 in fundingllabor may be provided as a match to any funding provided by the

school or any school organization ( i.e. booster club). All funding requests must be
submitted by June 1.

E. All requests for funding must be made using the attached form. 50 I c3 non-profit
organizations should include a copy of the previous calendar year form 990. Other non-

profits should attach a copy of their current fiscal year budget.

F. The City Council will have final approval on all funding rcquests. AIl funding requests
must be submitted by June 1 for consideration for funding in the next fiscal year budget.

APPROVED:

Mayor and Councihnembers



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

VIA: City Manage

FROM: Administrative Services Director / City Clerkr
DATE: January 9, 2007

SUBJECT: Consider Amendments to Home Occupation Ordinance

January 18, 2007 Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Consider approval of the attached amendments to the Home Occupation Ordinance

Discussion:

Staff and the City Attorney have reviewed the current Home Occupation Ordinance and propose
a number of changes to address issues with home occupations in the City. Changes include
allowing outside use of the dwelling for those activities that would normally occur on residential
property ( i.e. someone keeping children in their home needs to be able to allow the children
outside to play), limiting those who teach lessons to no more than two students at a time,
requiring appropriate State registration and certification/licensing for day care, increasing the
amount of space to be utilized for a home occupation from 15% to 25% of the dwelling,
clarifying who may work in a dwelling in which a home occupation is being conducted, and

prohibiting off-site employees from congregating on the premises ( they may report to the

dwelling where the home occupation is conducted by but not stay there).

Bude:et ImDact:

None

Attachment

T~--.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE ZONING ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA, AS AMENDED, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR HOME

OCCUPATIONS; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED BY THE CITY

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA, THAT:

Section I. Section 18- 10 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Peachtree City,

Georgia, as amended, is hereby further amended as follows:

Sec. 907. Home occnpations.

A home occupation shall be permitted in any residential zoning district on the following
conditions:

I. It is not evident from outside the dwelling that a home occupation is being carried on

within;

2. The home occupation in no way changes the residential character of the dwelling or the

neighborhood;

3. ~ ctivities associated with the home occul?ation that take olace at the dwellim! are

conducted entirely within the dwellimz: or, any activities takin!! place on the property
outside the dwellinf! are the tvoes of activities that would normally occur on a residential
property: or activities take olace in a location other than the dwellinu and property ( such
as outside sales or oil"' site contracting):

4. Instructional uses are limited to no more than two students at any one time:

5. Davcare uses reauire aooropriate State registration and certiticationllicensing,

6. The home occupation does not utilize more than ;li.percent of the floor area of the
dwelling;

7. Only nersons rt::si4in~ on thenr~rnises may b~ elnpJC?ved in th~. ooeration ofah()me

occupation within the premises, Otf- site emolovees of the home occunation shall not

comzregate on the oremises for any oureose concerning the home occuoation;

8, The home occupation in no way creates a danger or nuisance to the neighbors;

u'''''''''''''''.'''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''~''-''Deleted: The home occupation is
conducted entirely within a dwelling;

Deleted: 15

Deleted: The home occupation involves

1~:~I~~~_;.;~lJ;.~.:_~.,~"..,.., .



9. No advertising is visible from the street or from adjoining property;

10. No materials or equipment shall be stored on the premises unless it is entirely within the

dwelling;

11. Parking associated with a home occupation must be in an off-street location and in

accordance with the requirements of section 78- 18. ( Ord. No. 448, 12- 3- 1987)

Section 2. All ordinances or parts thereof which conflict with the provisions of this

ordinance are, to the extent of such conflict and except as hereinafter provided, hereby repealed.

Section 3. Should any provision of this ordinance be declared invalid by a Court of

competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of this ordinance as a whole or

any provision thereof other than the provisions specifically declared to be invalid. The City

Council declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each subsection, sentence, clause

and phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that anyone or more subsections, sentences, clauses

or phrases may be declared invalid.

Section 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its official adoption

by the City Council.

This day of 2007.

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk

1"~'~""""""""'""'='~"=""'.='----



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

DATE:

Mayor & Council Members ~

City Manager~~ I

Administrative Services Director / City Clerk C
January 9, 2007

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Consider Amendments to Rules of Court Ordinance

January 18, 2007 Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Consider approval of attached amendments to the rules of court.

Discussion:

The City Code of Ordinance includes rules regarding the operation of municipal court. City
Staff and the Judge have reviewed the rules and made recommendations to update them to reflect

changes in the number of court sessions currently held, the City Solicitor duties, and minor

changes in court operations. Changes are indicated on the attached proposed ordinance.

Bude:et Impact:

None

Attachment



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF

PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA, AS AMENDED, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR RULES

OF THE COURT; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED BY THE CITY

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA, THAT:

Section 1. Article II, Chapter 46 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Peachtree City,

Georgia, as amended, is hereby amended as follows:

ARTICLE II. RULES OF THE COURT

Sec. 46- 46. Time and place of court sessions.

There shall be, eight regular ses_sions of c~ tll'! eachmonth _c9mmencing at, 9: 00 AM and 1 : OOPM ". .

on Wednesday at city hall, except that the judge may substitute the fifth Wednesday , if necessary  .,

or may in recognition of holidays not hold court on certain weeks of the year. The judge of the

court may establish other court sessions as necessaryJCode 1? 80",,~_7-20t _ _ _..

Sec. 46- 47. Officers of court.

a) The chief of police or any police officer or bailiff designated by the chief shall be the

marshal of the municipal court.

b) The clerk of the court shall keep and be the custodian of the records.

c) The city solicitor is the prosecutor for the
citv.. 

In that capacity, the city solicitor

may discuss the case with a defendant or a defendant' s counsel and the arresting officer

and may suggest to the court the most expeditious manner of disposing of the case in

order to promote the interests of justice. The manner of disposition of the case, however,

is always left to the discretion of the court after hearing in open court as delineated in

section 46- 46.

d) The court will not discuss any case with any defendant, that defendant' s

representative, the prosecuting officer and the city solicitor withoutbo~h sides . being

given the opportunity to be present. A pretrial conference, however, to 'clarify issues 'for
trial may be appropriate in certain cases so long as this section is not violated.

Code 1980, ~ 7- 21)

Sec. 46- 48. Rules of evidence.

Deleted: four

Deleted: 8: 30 a. m. on the flfst, second,

lhird and fourth

Deleted: in place of one of the first four

Deleted: with the approval of the chief

administrativeofficer.~

Deleted: attorney may act as

Deleted: of certain cases on request of

thecityorthechiefofpolice

Deleted: attorney

Deleted: attorney







c) First/youthful offender treatment will not be granted for any offense requiring

mandatory suspension of a driver' s license pursuant to state law.

Code 1980, S 7- 31; Ord. No. 839, 11- 4- 04)

Section 2. All ordinances or parts thereof which conflict with the provisions of this

ordinance are, to the extent of such conflict and except as hereinafter provided, hereby repealed.

Section 3. Should any provision of this ordinance be declared invalid by a Court of

competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of this ordinance as a whole or

any provision thereof other than the provisions specifically declared to be invalid. The City

Council declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each subsection, sentence, clause

and phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that anyone or more subsections, sentences, clauses

or phrases may be declared invalid.

Section 4. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its official adoption

by the City CounciL

This day of 2007.

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

CityManag~~

Administrative Services Director / City Clerk ~

DATE: January 9, 2007

VIA:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Consider Approval of Probation Services

January 18, 2007 Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Consider appointment of Providence Community Corrections to continue to provide probation
services for the Peachtree City Municipal Court.

Discussion:

In October, the City solicited RFP' s for Probation Services for municipal court. Three

companies responded to the request - Judicial Correction Services, Inc., Professional Probation

Services, Inc., and Providence Community Corrections. Inc. Of the three companies, staff

deemed Judicial Correction Services, Inc. to be the least qualified. They have been in business

six years and did loose money in 2005 due, in part, to improvements to their company. Staff

focused on Professional Probation Services, Inc. and Providence Community Corrections, Inc.

which is our current probation service provider. Both companies are well qualified and staff is

certain both can provide the services we require. Since the cost of offering probation services is

paid for by the probationers and the City has no expense in offering this service, staff evaluated

Professional Probation Services and Providence Community Corrections based on services and

costs to probationers. Both companies provide all services required by our court. The benefit to

the City offered by Professional Probation Services is that they pay the City the entire fine before

paying themselves for probation fees. Providence Community Corrections pays the City a pro

rata share of the fine payment each month. The City would receive full payment of fines earlier

with Professional Probation Services than with Providence Community Corrections but would

certainly receive final full payment from Providence Community Corrections. Providence

Community Corrections offers the probationers numerous workshops free of charge that are

court ordered by the Judge that Professional Probation Services charges probationers to attend.

City staff has worked with some of the current staff at Providence Community Corrections for

over eight years and are very pleased with the service and responsiveness of the Providence

Community Corrections staff and recommends that the City continue to contract with this

company to provide probation services.

Budget Impact:
None



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM:

if/L
Bernard J. McMullen, City Man

S
Paul J. Salvatore, Financial Servlc s Dir tor p. .
Jane S. Miller, Administrative Services irector.(')"

Janet I. Camburn, Assistant Finance Director ~

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA:

DATE: January 8, 2007

SUBJECT: Reclassification of Budget Analyst Position

January 18, 2007, Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Staff requests that Council approve the reclassification of the Budget Analyst position from Pay
Grade 276 to Pay Grade 277, effective January 1, 2007.

Discussion:

in 2000, The Mercer Group did a complete classification study and a new factoring system for the

City that was implemented in establishing pay grades for all positions. The Budget Analyst

position was evaluated at that time along with all other City positions. In 2006, at the City' s

request, the ARC Local Government Services staff conducted and compieted a Market Saiary

Survey for seiected City positions. The objective of the survey was to ensure that the City' s

minimum and maximum salary ranges are competitive in order for the City to retain the best

empioyees and attract qualified applicants from its competitive market. The only position that

surveyed considerably below the market was the Budget Analyst position ( 14 percent below the

minimum and 12 percent below the maximum). A detailed analysis of the current requirements of

the position was conducted by the Financial Services Division and the results of that work were

presented to The Mercer Group for further analysis. Upon Mercer' s evaluation. it was

recommended that the position be upgraded from a Pay Grade 276 to a Pay Grade 277 ( see

attachments).

Budaet ImDact:

The current employee would move from a Pay Grade 276, Step 16 to Pay Grade 277, Step 16

resulting in an annual increase of $ 2, 163. 60, that can be absorbed in the City's General Fund

budget.

I

i
f------.
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Jane Miller

From: Ashlee Phillips [ APhillips@atlantaregionaLcom]

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2006 11 : 06 AM

To: cityclerk@peachtree- city. org

Subject: Salary Study
Attachments: Final Salary Survey.xls

Attached is the salary survey that we conducted. Please contact me a 404- 463- 3214 if there are any questions. Thanks.

August 28, 2006

Ms. Jane Miller

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Dear Jane,

As discussed at our meeting in June, ARC Local Government Services staff conducted and completed a Market Salary
Survey for the City of Peachtree City. The objective of such a survey is to ensure that minimum and maximum salary
ranges are competitive so that the City can retain the best employees and attract qualified applicants from its

competitive market.

ARC defines the City of Peachtree City' s competitive market as those local governments to which City employees
would go ifPeachtree City' s salaries were to fall more than 15 percent behind the market. Additionally, we survey
those communities recognized as " trend setters" in the area of compensation.

Please keep in mind that this survey compared job responsibilities, not just titles.

The market survey is enclosed, and following are some general observations about the survey results:

Most positions in the City are healthily competitive in regard to salary;

Some positions have salaries that are 5% or less below the market rate;

The only position that surveyed considerably below the market is the Budget Analyst ( 14 percent below the
minimum and 12 percent below the maximum);

The spread between minimum and maximum salary ranges in Peachtree City s is 60 percent; this is comparable to
56 percent in the market we surveyed; a 50 to 60 percent spread is standard.

In sum, the market survey results make it clear that Peachtree City has worked hard to develop and maintain a pay
system that is competitive in the Atlanta regional market.

Please contact me directly at 404-463- 3214 or aphilligs@atlantaregional. com with any questions. We are looking

08/ 31/2006







CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

r
VIA:

FROM: Human Resources Manager ~

DATE: December 28, 2006

SUBJECT: Reclassification of Human Resources Specialist Position

January 18, 2007, Council Agenda

Recommendation:

Staff requests Council approval to reclassify the Human Resources Specialist position to Human
Resources Analyst, effective January 2007.

Discussion:

In 2000, The Mercer Group did a complete classification study and a new factoring system was

put into place to be used in establishing pay grades for all positions. The Human Resources

Specialist position was evaluated at that time along with all other City positions. Since that time
this position has evolved into a much more complex job. Due to changes in the position, staff
felt that The Mercer Group should refactor the position to determine if it was still properly
factored. After providing updated information to The Mercer Group, they recommended

reclassifying the position from a grade 74 to a grade 76 and retitling the position to Human
Resources Analyst to better describe the position, (Attached).

Bude:et Impact:

Employee would move from a Grade 74, Step 28 to a Grade 76, Step 28 with an annual increase
of$ 4, 801.

Attachment





CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM:

Mayor & Council Members ~

City Mana ,
IlL.

Assistant' an r ~ t(() 
0.,

Director of Financi Services ~. .

Assistant Finance Director CfJ
Director of Leisure Services @
January 12, 2007

TO:

VIA:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Consider QIT Suggestion: Pool Passes for Retired City Employees
January 18, 2007, Council Meeting

Recommendation: Request that Council approve a request based on a Quality Improvement
Team ( QIT) project idea to provide free passes for all city pools to retired PTC employees and

their immediate family ( spouse or minor children living with them).

Discussion: As you know, QIT ideas are regularly solicited from city staff, discussed by
department QIT representatives monthly, and reviewed by the Quality Guidance Team ( Directors

and Chiefs) quarterly. This idea emanated from an employee at Kedron. The idea would allow

retired city employees and immediate family members as described above to use employee pool
passes, renewed annually, free of charge. Active city employees may also receive free pool
passes for them and their families. ( Currently, 62 employees take advantage of this offer). If

approved, retirees would have the option to complete the same annual application form to

receive their passes. This is only for retirees, not former employees.

Bude:et Impact: No impact on the city budget.

j....----."..-----.--,...--.



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members /
I fd

City Manager ~_ 9-fhtt~ :. JIJ7' .
Administrativ~;; i~il>irector / City Clerk,'- - "

1../

Public Information OfficerIDeputy City Clerk ~

January 12, 2007

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: Consider Amendments to Peddlers & Solicitors Ordinance

January 18, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council consider amendments to the Peddlers and Solicitors Ordinance that will be

provided by staff next week.

Discussion:

The City Clerks Office and the Police Department have been working with the City Attorney to

make amendments to the Peddlers and Solicitors Ordinance ( current ordinance attached). The

changes were originally planned to be presented on the February I City Council agenda, and

primarily entailed having solicitors register through the Police Department. However, due to the

recent volume of soliciting at major intersections, the dangers inherent in this practice, and the

volume of citizen complaints that have ensued, staff felt the need to bring Council an option as

quickly as possible.

A copy ofthe proposed changes will be forwarded to Council prior to the meeting for review.

Bude:et Impact:

This item should have no budgetary impact.

o,-,,,~,_,__





businesses coupons, cards, circulars, flyers, samples or other written or printed solicitations. The

permit shall state the specific dates on which the peddler or solicitor is permitted to engage in

businesses as a peddler or solicitor. Each peddler or solicitor must carry the permit at all times
and must produce the permit for inspection on the request of a law enforcement officer or, when

calling on a residence, office or business, on the request of the occupant thereof.

Ord. No. 785, 9- 5- 02)

Sec. 58- 4. Application for permit.

Each person applying for a permit under this article shall complete a registration form giving
complete identification, signature, name of employer and proposed method of operation in the

city, and such other identification or information as may be requested. Each such person shall, in

advance, pay the city a fee of $25. 00 per day for each day its permit authorizes it to engage in

business as a solicitor or peddler.

Ord. No. 785, 9- 5- 02)

Sec. 58- 5. Prohibited acts.

It is unlawful for any peddler or solicitor to:

1) Call at residences, offices or businesses clearly displaying a sign stating " No Solicitors

Or Peddlers Invited," " No Solicitation," or using similar language;
2) Engage in door-to- door soliciting on Sundays or between the hours of 8: 00 p.m. and 9: 00

a.m. from May I through September 30, or between the hours of 6: 00 p. m. and 9: 00 a. m. from
October I through April 30;

3) Enter any private dwelling without the consent of the owner or occupant, or to remain

there after being requested or directed to leave;
4) Fail to register and carry or produce for inspection a permit when required under this

chapter;
5) Make any false or deceptive statement on any registration hereunder.

Ord. No. 785, 9- 5- 02)

Sec. 58- 6. Exemptions.

a) Any person who, without compensation, solicits or accepts money, donations, or

financial assistance of any kind for any religious, charitable, educational, political, or nonprofit
organization or sells merchandise for a fee on behalf of such an organization, or who leaves

leaflets or flyers or other papers related to such an organization shall be exempt from the

registration and permit requirements of this chapter. Such persons shall remain subject to the

prohibitions set forth in sections 58- 5( 1) through 58- 5( 3).

b) Any person who calls upon homes, offices or businesses at the request of or with the

express permission of the occupants is exempt from the requirements of this chapter.
Ord. No. 785, 9- 5- 02)



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council d{VIA: Bernard McMullen, City Manager,
Colin Halterman, Assistant Ci anager
Paul Salvatore, Director of Finance Y,').
Janet Camburn, Assistant Finance Directorr
Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent~
Matthew Robi on tems A ministrator @)

FROM:

DATE: December 21,

SUBJECT: Conversion of Kustom Digital video DVD system to Kustom Digital Eyewitness Media

Manager System ( DEMM), Server Based System and Name Brand/Sole Source Kustom

Media Manager System

Council Meeting: January 18, 2007

Recommendation:

The Police Department has conducted research into the feasibility of converting our DVD based Kustom

Digital Video system to a server based Kustom Eyewitness Media Manager storage video system. The Police

Department recommends converting our DVD based Kustom Digital Video system to a server based, Kustom

Eyewitness Media Manager storage video system. The original purchase of the Kustom Digital DVD system
was justified based on the future commitment to convert from the DVD to the server based storage at the

earliest convenience. See attached quote from Kustom Signals, Inc. for $100, 170.

It is the recommendation of the Peachtree City Police Department that we:

I. purchase fifteen (15) Kustom Digital Eyewitness Media Manager based systems,
2. purchase the Media Manager hard drive based storage,
3. convert our existing vehicles to hard drive based storage system
4. brand name/ sole source Kustom Media Manager System for both now and the foreseeable future. Staff

will continue to monitor changes in the industry and may decide to recommend change as

circumstances warrant.



Discussion:

As stated in the justification for the Kustom Digital Video system, the department has taken a major step in

providing a valuable tool for the officers in documenting incidents. By going from VHS to digital, the

department now has the capability of:

I. Pre- recording of up to 3 minutes before the recorder is activated by the officer or by the activation of

the emergency lights ( TiVo function)

2. Instant review, and DVD quality video

3. Automatic activation of the microphone, with a failsafe backup microphones to avoid loosing
conversations of officers with suspects and civilians.

4. GPS video tracking of the vehicle' s location as a part of the digital video file

5. GPS speed activation of the video if the patrol vehicles reaches a certain speed
6. Changeable digital audio frequencies ( no chance of officers on the same frequency)

The department has been using these systems in a demonstration mode for two ( 2) years. We have also

maintained ten (10) DVD based Kustom Digital units in operation for approximately four ( 4) months. Besides

for initial installation problems, the systems have worked flawlessly. The department has used Kustom Signal
products for years. We still maintain VHS based Kustom Signal cameras that have been in operation for over

eight ( 8) years with very little maintenance issues. All of our RADAR systems have been Kustom based for

over fifteen (15) years. Kustom has trained all of the shop personnel on the maintenance and installation of

their systems at no cost to the city, and has been responsive to any concerns the department has faced. The

large LED SMART speed trailer which has been displayed at numerous high profile events was discounted by
Kustom so the department could purchase the device last year. These added features will allow the

department an added tool in successfully prosecutions and a more comprehensive review of incidents for

administrative complaints.

The most significant advantage of the DVD based video systems is reductions in physical storage space and

retrieval times. With VHS based systems, staff had to review almost an entire eight ( 8) hour VHS tape to find

an event. With electronic media, the same incidents can be found by quickly indexing several available pieces
of information ( date/ time/ name/number) to retrieve the event in seconds. The individual incident is the only
incident that is accessible with digital video.

The department's long range plan for electronic storage of in- car video is to store the data/video on a file server

to allow for even more efficiency at retrieving the incidents and storing these incidents. The current DVD

based storage system allow for approximately 9 hours ';of video. The recommended hard drive based system,
which is being quoted at the same price as a DVD based system, allows for up to 166 hours of video storage
per vehicle. By migrating to a server-based storage solution, video can be made available more quickly and in

less physical space for the judicial and administrative review processes throughout the five year retention

schedule currently mandated for police videos.

The system that has been quoted ( Digital Eyewitness Media Manager) is a stand alone I terabyte ( or TB)

server. This system involves recording digital video to a hard drive in the patrol vehicle. When applicable, the

video is downloaded ( wirelessly or hardwire) to the server contained in the police department. Once stored in

the server, the videos are available to be viewed from the server for a standard period of time, usually several

weeks. After the standard period of time is exhausted, this media manager automatically archives the videos to

a DVD- R, and assigns a serial number to the individual DVD- R' s. Once downloaded from the vehicle' s hard

drive to the server, there is no more human interaction. In summary, from the vehicle to the media manager or








