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City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
January 4, 2001
7:00 p.m.

Pledge of Allegiance

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Recognize Supervisor of the Year - Scott Hicks

Recognize John Williams for service on the Water and Sewerage Authority
Recognize Susan Cates for service on the Airport Authority

Proclamation - Kiwanis Week

Proclamation — Martin Luther King Day

Proclamation — Arbor Day

Monthly Reports
Minutes

Oath of Office and Election of Mayor Protem

Consent Agenda
a) Annual Indemnification Resolution
b) Consider Ordinance — Disorderly Persons
c) Appointment of City Clerk— Nancy Faulkner and Legal Organ — Taday

in Peachtree City

Old Agenda ltems

12-00-02 Consider Alcohol License — Baci Italian Cuisine, 282 N Highway 74
11-00-06 Consider Recommendation for new City Flag

11-00-07 Discuss Televising City Council Meetings

12-00-09 Consider Sumner Road Design Options

New Agenda ltems
01-01-01 Annual City Calendar

01-01-02 Public Hearing - Renewal of the Multi-Family Moratorium for the year 2001

01-01-03 Public Hearing - Consider Lifting the Multi-Family Moratorium for 110
Town Homes on the Wieland/Katz Property on MacDuff Parkway

01-01-04 Public Hearing — Variance — 108 Pinecrest
01-01-05 Naming of Memorial Parks

01-01-06 Pay Plan Appeals

Council/Staff Topics

Executive Session

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

Recognize Supervisor of the Year - Scott Hicks

Recognize John Williams for service on the Water and Sewerage
Authority

Recognize Susan Cates for services on the Airport Authority
Proclamation - Kiwanis Week

Proclamation — Martin Luther King Day

Proclamation — Arbor Day




A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
REGARDING POTENTIAL LIABILITY
OF CITY ELECTED OFFICIALS,
APPOINTED OFFICIALS, AND EMPLOYEES

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City is a municipal corporation duly chartered and incorporated by the State of
Georgia; and

WHEREAS, as a result of certain decisions by State and Federal Courts, elected and appointed officials and
employees of the City may be subject to suits seeking to hold those persons personally liable for damages; and

WHEREAS, elected and appointed officials, employees, and other individuals may be subject to formal complaints
under the City Code of Ethics; and

WHEREAS, the City Council deems it to be in the best interest of the City to indemnify, defend, and protect City
elected and appointed officials and employees from certain liability,

IT IS THEREFORE, RESOLVED THAT:

The City of Peachtree City shall indemnify, defend and pay any and all judgments rendered against any City elected
official or appointed official (with exception of officials of authorities) or employee for any and all suits brought
against them for any acts or omissions performed or neglected to be performed by them in the course of their
employment, or association with the City.

The City of Peachtree City shall provide legal counsel to any elected official, appointed official, employee, or other
individual who is investigated under the City’s Code of Ethics (with the exception of officials of authorities) for
representation before the Ethics Board, the investigation conducted by the Ethics Board, and any action taken by
Council. Such legal counsel shall be selected by the individual requesting representation from a panel of three
attorneys compiled by the City Staff selected from the attorneys on the approved list of lawyers maintained by

GIRMA.

This indemnification shall not apply to those individuals who acted oppressively, maliciously, corruptly, or without
authority of law as defined under O.C.G.A. §36-33-4.

This resolution shall remain in full force and effect until such time as it may be amended or repealed by a
subsequent resolution of the City Council.

SO RESOLVED, in open session assembled pursuant to law. ~ This ___ day of , 2000.

Mayor

ATTEST:

Nancy Faulkner, City Clerk




Peachtree City

Georgia

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
JANUARY 4, 2001
CONTACT: BETSY TYLER 770-487-7657

PEACHTREE CITY APPOINTS LOHR AS FIRE CHIEF

On January 4, 2001, the City of Peachtree City appointed Stony Lohr as the Fire Chief for
the community. Lohr has served as the Acting Chief in Peachtree City since January 1, 2000.

Retired from the United States Army, Lohr joined the Peachtree City Fire Department in
October of 1993 as a firefighter/paramedic. He was promoted to Accreditation Manager / Fire
Captain in April of 1998.

City Manager Jim Basinger commented, “Chief Lohr has extensive training and
experience in fire and emergency medical services, and has demonstrated his abilities during this
past year serving as Acting Chief.” Basinger continued, “I’m confident the Peachtree City Fire
Department will continue to offer first rate service and provide for the safety of our residents

under Stony’s leadership.”

# ##
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City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting
December 7, 2000

7:00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a regular session, Thursday, December 7, 2000, at
7:00 p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Robert L. Lenox led those attending in the
pledge of allegiance. Other Council members present were: Carol Fritz, Dan Tennant and Bob
Brooks. Annie McMenamin was out of town and unable to attend the meeting.

ANNOUNCEMENTS, AWARDS, SPECIAL RECOGNITION

There were no announcements.
MINUTES

Brooks made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 9, 2000, joint meeting with
Tyrone as presented. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Brooks made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 16, 2000, meeting as
presented. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

CONSENT AGENDA

Brooks made a motion to approve the consent agenda as submitted. Tennant seconded the
motion. Motion carried unanimously.

1. Consider Purchase of Financial Software — authorized contract with Incode in the
amount of $87,251.

2. Douglas Fisher appointed to the Airport Authority to serve a term from January 1, 2001
until December 31, 2005.

3. Luther Holt appointed to the Recreation Commission to serve a term from January 1,
20001 until December 31, 2003. David Ring appointed to serve as an alternate to fill
any vacancy that may occur.

4. Steve Bradley appointed to the Water and Sewerage Authority to serve a term from
January 1, 2001 until December 31, 2005. Wade Williams appointed to serve as an
alternate to fill any vacancy that may occur.

OLD AGENDA ITEMS

11-00-09 Public Hearing — Variance — Lot 11, North Cove — denied 4-0

Mayor Lenox read the rules for conducting a public hearing and allowed ten minutes for each
side to present its case. Lenox asked to hear from the applicant, followed by those in favor of
the variance.

The applicant, Mr. Charles E. Gardner, wished to build a two-car garage in an area that would
encroach into the 150-foot watershed protection buffer that prohibited impervious surfaces
adjacent to Lake Kedron. He said he had three valuable antique automobiles that required
weather protection to maintain their character and value.
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Hearing no one else speak in favor of the variance, Lenox asked to hear from those in opposition
to the variance.

Jim Williams, Director of Developmental Services, recommended the variance be denied. He did
not feel the variance met the minimum requirement for a variance. He also felt its approval
would establish a precedent that would counter both state and local watershed protection
policies. By doing so, he felt the City’s status as Qualified Local Government would be
jeopardized.

Phyllis Aguayo, resident, also spoke in opposition to the variance. She felt the watershed
protection policies should be enforced to protect drinking water.

Mr. Gardner said he did not realize staff would oppose his variance. He also felt Council had
already set a precedent by allowing the developer to place a gazebo in the encroachment area.
Brooks disagreed. He said the developer had requested a variance for the gazebo, but that it
was denied. Brooks said he could not support the variance.

Tennant asked Gardner how long he owned the vehicles. Gardner said he had owned them for
a couple of years and that it took a long time to restore them.

Lenox was empathetic, but could not support the variance and jeopardize the City’s Qualified
Local Government status. He said the statewide buffer policies had done much to improve
environmental concerns.

Fritz said there were good reasons for the state laws and policies concerning watershed
protection, and she could not support the variance.

Tennant made a motion to deny the variance. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried
unanimously.

11-00-01 Consider Alcohol License — The Dark Horse Pub, 288 N Highway 74 -
approved 4-0

At the applicant’s request, Tennant made a motion to approve an alcohol license for The Dark
Horse Pub, located at 288 North Highway 74, and to appoint Mr. Mark Aasen as the Licensee
and License Representative. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

11-00-03 Public Hearing — Rezoning — Lexington Commons — tabled until January
18, 2001 - 4-0

Lenox made a motion to continue the public hearing until the meeting on January 18, 2001.
Tennant seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

08-00-07 Consider Ordinance — Dumpster Regulations — approved 4-0

Betsy Tyler, Public Information Officer, presented an amendment to Peachtree City’s
Sanitation Ordinance relative to the servicing of dumpsters in Peachtree City. She said
several residents had complained about dumpsters being emptied late at night. Itemized lists
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of locations generating complaints are as follows:
Location of complaint Location of resident Complaint
Braelinn Baptist Church Creekside Crossing Dumpster noise, late night
Braelinn Shopping Center Wood Ridge Dumpster noise, trucks beeping
Dividend Court Planterra Ridge Dumpster noise, late night
East Brook Office Park Morgans Turn, Hunters Halt Dumpster noise, late night
Gables Court Apartments Gables Court Apartments ~ Dumpster noise, early morning
Kedron Elementary Fielding Ridge Dumpster noise, late night
Kedron Fieldhouse Fielding Ridge Dumpster noise, late night
McDonalds Morgans Turn, Ropers Path Dumpster noise, early morning
Chic-fil-A Morgans Turn, Ropers Path Dumpster noise, late night
PTC United Methodist Church Bentwood Court Dumpster noise, late night
Senioa Road Vendella Circle Dumpster noise, lights, late night
Sherwin Williams Blueberry Hill Dumpster noise, late night
Booth Middle School Pine Cone Break Dumpster noise, late night
Aberdeen Shopping Center  Ridgelake Dumpster noise, late night
Wyndham Conference Center Ridgelake Dumpster noise, late night

Tyler said the proposed ordinance would allow dumpster emptying to continue as it currently
does unless complaints are received on a specific location. At that time, the city would enact
an 11:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. ban on servicing that location, unless it was determined that
emptying the dumpster at any other time would pose a safety hazard. If that was the case,
staff would then work with the collection company to find other ways of minimizing the noise. If
none of those efforts proved to be satisfactory, enforcement would then come through the
city’s Nuisance Ordinance and the resident would file a complaint with the Court Clerk and
present the case in Municipal Court. She explained that this enforcement method was used
because such a complaint must be prosecuted by someone who witnessed the activity.

Sharon Chandler, resident, addressed Council to ask questions about the ordinance. After
clarification of the ordinance, she stated that she felt it addressed her concerns.

David Langless, EPI, addressed Council to review his concerns with safety and operations.
Brooks made a motion to adopt the ordinance as presented and to accept an itemized list of
locations in the City that had generated complaints. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried

unanimously.

12-00-01 Consider Rate Increase — EPI

Marcie Blind, Purchasing Agent, addressed Council and explained that the City had a
Preferred Provider Contract for refuse collection services for the citizens of Peachtree City with
Environmental Partners, Inc. (EPI) and United Waste Services Inc. She said both companies
were given the opportunity to renew the contract and United Waste Services had declined to
do so. Blind recommended that Council extend the contract with EPI for a one-year period
beginning January 1, 2001 and to grant a price increase of 3.06%. Brooks made a motion to
extend the contract with EPI as requested and to approve a rate increase of 3.06%. Tennant
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seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

12-00-01 Consider Alcohol License — Baci Italian Cuisine, 282 N Highway 74 — tabled
4-0

Due to the absence of the applicant, Lenox made a motion to table this agenda item until the
next meeting. Tennant seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

12-00-02 Discuss Renewal of the Multi-Family Moratorium for the year 2001 —
advertise to renew at January 4, 2001 meeting.

Council discussed whether or not they should continue the moratorium on multi-family zoning.
Lenox pointed out that the moratorium was written to preclude staff from accepting
applications and from discussing the issue with applicants. He said he has found himself
involved in such matters and questioned if the moratorium had any real value. Tennantwas in
favor of the moratorium Fritz felt the moratorium served the City well and while it was
cumbersome, it brought attention to situations that needed close scrutiny. After a brief
discussion, Council instructed staff to advertise that they would consider the reinstatement of
the moratorium at the meeting of January 4, 2001.

12-00-03 Consider Lifting the Multi-Family Moratorium for 110 Town Homes
on the Wieland/Katz Property on MacDuff Parkway — advertise to consider
at January 4, 2001.

On September 20, 2000, Council rezoned the Katz/Wieland Tract to GR-4 General Residential
for a total of no more than 350 homes. The plan submitted to Council for illustrative purposes
at that time showed a total of 300 single family detached homes. On November 17, 2000 a
new concept plat was submitted showing a total Of 338 lots on the property, 228 single-family
detached and 110 single-family attached town homes. Council discussed whether or not town
homes should be included in the definition of multi-family zoning. A citizen from the audience,
Phyllis Aguayo, asked if Council could require the town homes to be owner occupied to
prohibit them from becoming rental units. Mayor Lenox said that was beyond Council’s
authority. The developer, Dan Fields, committed to include a provision in the deed and
covenants to preclude the units from becoming rental property. After further discussion,
Brooks made a motion to instruct staff to advertise a public hearing on January 4, 2001, for
Council to consider lifting the multi-family moratorium for the Wieland/Katz property on
MacDuff Parkway. Tennant seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

12-00-04 Consider Policy - E-Mail/Internet - tabled 4-0
At staff's request, Brooks made a motion to table this item for further study. Tennant
seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

12-00-05 Consider Policy - Public Information Sources — approved 4-0

Betsy Tyler presented a proposed revision of the City’s policy on Public Information Sources
that Council approved earlier this year to address political uses of the UPDATE newsletter,
Cable Channel 2 and the Web Site. The proposed revisions addressed commercial use of
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those sources, as well as the other public information sources formerly listed in the Citizen
Assistance Program policy. She explained that a resident and local business owner who
asked for a link to his web service from the City’s web site brought the need for the revisions to
her attention. She noted that the City’s site listed, although it did not link to other commercial
entities such as local newspapers and real estate offices. In reviewing his request, she said
staff felt it would be appropriate to establish a standardized policy for all public information
sources, including various brochures and the voice mail system. The proposed policy indicates
that the public information sources are not vehicles for advertising nongovernmental
organizations or businesses. It does list several exceptions, in which business names might
be used, such as: entities with whom the City has a service or provider agreement — sports
leagues, sanitation companies; relocation information, namely housing information for people
considering moving to Peachtree City; public information sources such as newspapers used
for press releases; and on-line library resources. Tyler said every effort was made to be fair
and consistent with local businesses while trying to provide information, primarily about city
government. She said based upon this policy, the request the City received would not be
approved with a link on the web site. She said the proposed policy was basically a clarification
of the current procedures for each of the City’s information sources.

Lenox liked policy. Tennant agreed; however, he instructed staff to request a link on Pathway
Community’s website (www.peachtreecity.com) for citizens who may be looking for the
government website. After a brief discussion, Fritz made a motion to approve the policy as
submitted. Brooks seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

12-00-06 Consider Adoption of Public Pool Regulations — approved 4-0

Randy Gaddo, Director of Leisure Services, said that in October, Robert Kurbis, Fayette
County Environmental Health Inspector, addressed Council to review a new state law that
would regulate the minimum design, construction and operation requirements for public
swimming pools, spas and recreational water parks. Gaddo recommended Council adopt the
state law by reference as a City Ordinance so that it could be enforced locally. Robert Kurbis
addressed Council to answer questions. He explained that the proposed local ordinance would
also apply to apartment, subdivision and country club pools, which were excluded from the
state law.  He said the construction of existing pools would be grand fathered, except for
pools with single drains which could cause a person to become trapped under water. He said
existing pools would have to comply with all other water quality requirements. Tennant made
a motion to adopt the ordinance as presented. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried
unanimously.

12-00-07 Consider Establishment of Reward Fund — approved 4-0

Tennant felt fortunate to live in Peachtree City, but he said the city was not immune to crime.
He suggested that $25,000 be earmarked in the Council Contingency Fund to be used at the
Police Chief's discretion to help solve crimes. Chief Murray addressed Council and was
supportive of Tennant’s suggestion. He said Peachtree City had been fortunate to solve all of
its crimes; however, he also said he found it helpful in his experience in other jurisdictions to
have such funds available when needed. Brooks made a motion to earmark $25,000 in the
Council Contingency Fund to be used by the Police Chief at his discretion to help solve crimes.
Tennant seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.




City Council Meeting
December 7, 2000
Page 6

12-00-08  Consider Sumner Road Design Options — tabled until January 4, 2001

Troy Besseche, City Engineer, said that when the surveyor staked the limits of clearing for the
Sumner Road project, it became obvious that if the approved plans were followed, many of the
existing trees would have to be removed; and the visual character of the area would be
substantially changed. Under the circumstances, staff felt it would be desirable to investigate
alternatives before clearing the area. Besseche explained the range of alternatives. In order
to achieve the funding, environmental, and safety objectives, he recommended the road be
paved to 22" width with curb and gutter, as well as a 20 mph speed limit. He also suggested
shifting the horizontal alignment of the road, while keeping to the vertical..

There were several residents in attendance who had questions and comments concerning the
road. Mayor Lenox said that the city would have to live with the results of their decision for a
long time and opened the floor for comments and questions. After an informal discussion of
the issue, Councilmember Fritz said she would like to see drawings of the various options.
Brooks made a motion to table the issue until the next meeting for staff to prepare such
drawings and give Council more information about the options. Fritz seconded the motion.
Motion carried unanimously.

COUNCIL/STAFF TOPICS

Jim Basinger, City Manager, said city offices would be closed on Friday, December 8, 2000,
from 12:00 noon until 1:30 for the annual employee luncheon.

Bob Brooks instructed staff to conduct an employee survey to solicit comments about the
City’s health insurance to determine the overall satisfaction of the plan. He also instructed
staff to hire a physician to review the city’s health insurance policy. He suggested the plan
could be more user friendly and give employee more choices. Lenox instructed staff to place
the issue on the Retreat agenda. He said it was time to review the plan, coverage and costs,
but he pointed out that the City paid an annual cost of $4,500 per employee for benefits and
that employees did not have to pay anything for medical insurance. He said employees only
paid $260 per year for family coverage.

Lenox made a motion to take a brief recess and reconvene the meeting in executive session
to discuss a personnel matter. Brooks seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

No action was taken in executive session. The meeting adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

Attest:
Mayor Robert L. Lenox

City Clerk, Nancy Faulkner




Oath of Office for Mavor Protem

I, 0,,.,,.,“, LJ. MCJMQ;V\W, do solemnly swear that [ will well and truly perform the

duties of Mayor Protem by adopting such measures as in my judgement shall be best

calculated to promote the general welfare of the inhabitants of Peachtree City and the

common interest thereof. So help me God.

Signed: @_mw L. M= Mwo.m.\.\

Sworn to and subscribed before me
in open meeting this 4th day of
January, 2001.

At 22 22

Robert L. Lenox, Mayor




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City c1erlg7{gg-
VIA: City Managef%mv\
Director of Financial Services P’ 5.
DATE: December 27, 2000

SUBJECT: Drunk and Disorderly Persons Ordinance

The attached ordinance amendment is presented for your consideration. The City
Attorney determined that it was necessary to clarify the Drunk and Disorderly Persons
Ordinance so that can be more successfully prosecuted in court. Also attached is a
copy of the current ordinance.




Ordinance 755

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND
THE PEACHTREE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES

Drunk and Disorderly Persons

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that Section 50-8 of the
Code of Ordinances be deleted in its entirety and replaced with a new section 50-8 as follows:

SECTION 50-8(1) ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES - DRUNK OR DISORDERLY PERSONS

It shall be unlawful for any person to be and appear in an intoxicated condition in any public
place, including City parks, streets, public buildings, commercial establishments, offices,
restaurants, cart paths, recreation facilities, churches and other places of worship, and all other
places generally open to the public, or within the curtilage of any private residence not his own
other than with the consent of the owner or lawful occupant, which condition is made manifest
by boisterousness, by indecent condition or act, or by vulgar, profane, loud, or unbecoming
language.

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

Done, Ratified and Passed this 4™ day of January 2001.

RAX £ 2

Mayor

Attest: /@ %




Ordinance 746

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND
THE PEACHTREE CITY CODE OF ORDINANCES

Drunk and Disorderly Persons

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that Section 50-8
of the Code of Ordinances be deleted in its entirety and replaced with a new section 50-8
as follows:

SECTION 50-8 (1) ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES - DRUNK OR DISORDERLY PERSONS

It shall be unlawful for any person to be and appear in an intoxicated condition in any public
place, including City parks, streets, public buildings, commercial establishments, offices,
restaurants, cart paths, recreation facilities, churches and other places of worship, and all other
places generally open to the public, or within the curtilage of any private residence not his own
other than by invitation of the owner or lawful occupant, which condition is made manifest by
boisterousness, by indecent condition or act, or by vulgar, profane, loud, or unbecoming
language.

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

Done, Ratified, and Passed this 4th day of January 2000.

Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk




Current Ordinance
Sec. 50-8. Alcoholic beverages--Drunk or disorderly persons.

It shall be unlawful for any person to be found drunk or acting in a disorderly, riotous or
tumultuous manner, or to commit any act against the public peace, safety, morality or decency.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk /\@
VIA: City Manager%m
Director of Finantial Services f- >
DATE: December 29, 2000

SUBJECT: Annual Appointment of City Clerk and Legal Organ

Council needs to consider the following appointments for the 2001 calendar year:

City Clerk — Nancy Faulkner
Legal Organ — Today in Peachtree City




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Director of Leisure Servi “
1‘;'.

VIA: City Manager _|

DATE: Dec. 27, 2000

SUBJECT: Recommended Action On City Flag Proposal

The Recreation Commission and staff has considered options relevant to creating a new
city flag and logo, and has concluded that, if this is to be done, it should be produced
through the services of a professional design company obtained by the standard city bid
process.

Background: As you know, at the Nov. 16 meeting, City Council tasked the Recreation
Commission to look into designing and producing a City flag, and provide them a
recommendation. During discussion at the Council meeting, a public contest was
suggested as one option to obtain the flag’s design. However, after careful consideration,
Recreation Commission members, Recreation staff and other city personnel feel that such
a contest may not produce a distinctive flag that would reflect the character of Peachtree
City now and into the new millennium. We also feel that public input and comment is
important and should be sought; therefore, part of this recommendation will describe how
we suggest obtaining it.

We also recommend that this would be an appropriate time to design a new city logo,
which would become part of the flag design. The current distinctive logo has served the
city well to this point. However, it is somewhat dated and, in the opinion of some
citizens and staff members, does not reflect the contemporary state of the city’s
development and lifestyle. In addition to being a primary design element on the new flag,
the logo would also be used on all city letterhead, official documents and vehicles.

Historically, a city flag, or more precisely a banner, was produced about 20 years ago,
when the city’s population was about 7,000. Documented evidence of the banner’s origin
was elusive, so we base this history on personal recollections from citizens. Apparently,
a contest was held, and some manner of judging was held to select a winner. The winning
design was then used to produce a banner. The banner did fly over the old city hall
building, and for some time on a flagpole at the new city hall plaza. However, the banner
was taken down sometime circa the early 90’s and the police accreditation flag was raised
in its place. The banner never made it back to the flagpole.




The following course of action is recommended:

1. Obtain the services of a professional design company to create and produce the
flag and logo. The firm will be chosen by the city using the accepted Request for
Proposal system based on a scope of services developed by staff. It is
recommended that design and production costs be funded from the Council
Contingency.

2. Once the firm develops a proposed flag and logo design, the Recreation
Commission will hold a public hearing at a regular monthly meeting in order to
receive public comment on the design. The design firm representative will be
required to be at that meeting. Since there may be a divergence of opinions on the
design, City staff and the design firm will reserve the license to use the public
input in whatever way is deemed appropriate, thus ensuring the project moves
along to completion.

3. The design firm will then develop a final logo and flag design, which will have to
be approved by the Recreation Commission for forwarding to the City Council for
final approval. If Council approves the design and cost of production, the project
will move forward. If the Council has recommendations on changes to the design,
they will be acted upon by the design firm and brought back to Council for
approval.

Staff has obtained informal, independent ballpark quotes for the above services from two
design companies. Both indicated that the design work for the logo and flag would run in
the neighborhood of $5,000. Production costs for a 3’ x 5” high-quality embroidered flag,
which would be used indoors, would be about $200 to $250 per flag. Good quality
outdoor flags cost about $60 apiece if ordered by the dozen.

Again, the Recreation Commission recommends that, if City Council decides to move
forward with a new flag and logo, this work should be done by a professional design
company in accordance with the above criteria.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Councilmembers
FROM: Technology Committee
VIA: City Manager%.w\
DATE: December 29, 2000

SUBJECT: Televising City Council Meetings

On November 16, Council discussed the possibility of televising Council Meetings and directed
staff to evaluate the costs involved and to provide a recommendation to Council. Staff members
conducting research included members of the Information Services Department, the Public
Information Officer, the Administrative Services Director and the Financial Services and
Information Technology Director.

During Council’s discussion of the project and staff’s evaluation process, several issues came to
light that warrant further discussion:

Professionalism and consistency. Staff and Council both discussed the desire to achieve a video
quality that reflects the level of professionalism the citizens of Peachtree City expect from their
government. Additionally, consistency in airing times and continuity would be important to allow
Peachtree City’s citizens time to become familiar with the scheduling. Some concern has also been
expressed that additional expenditures and staffing may be required to fulfill citizen expectations of
other meetings, such as the Planning Commission, being aired.

Corporate sponsorship to defray costs. Council asked the City Attorney to evaluate the legality
of using corporate sponsorships to provide funding, and he contacted the Georgia Municipal
Association to obtain their comments on the possibility (letter attached). Although the proposal was
not determined to be illegal, serious concern was expressed regarding the potential for conflict of
interest, such as if a sponsor requested a controversial rezoning or variance. Even if no conflict
existed in any given meeting, the process could give a public perception of impropriety.

School partnership to defray costs. Another mechanism that was considered as a means of
defraying costs was a partnership with one of the local high schools, whereby students in a
communications course could serve as the camera crew, utilizing the city’s equipment but limiting
the costs associated with providing staff to operate the equipment. The concern with utilizing this
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approach is maintaining the desired level of professionalism and consistency in broadcast if students
are unavailable, such as during the summer break and other times the schools are not in session.
Ultimately, staff feels that, even if a partnership with the schools is undertaken, a trained staff
member would need to be on hand at each meeting to ensure the overall quality of the project.

Effects on citizen participation. As discussed in the Council meeting, a televised format could
have adverse effects on citizen participation, both through providing a format for “grandstanding”
on issues relevant or irrelevant to the agenda items, and through discouraging participation from
citizens who might feel uncomfortable addressing Council if they will be televised in doing so.

Number of Cameras. On November 16, Council discussed a single camera setup that would focus
exclusively on the Councilmembers. This approach would certainly address the concerns regarding
citizen participation; however, it would also reduce the level of professionalism of the broadcast if
done in-house, and could have adverse effects by providing incomplete information to viewers.
This would be particularly problematic when lengthy presentations are made involving drawings,
plans or other visual aids that would not be shown on the broadcast. One alternative is to utilize a
professional firm that could pan from subject to subject without amateurish camera movement.
Another alternative is using two or three cameras, focused exclusively on Council, staff and agenda
item presenters and visuals, but not taping the citizen comment portion. However, consistency
would also be crucial in implementing these views to avoid the appearance of selectively editing
citizen comment.

Editing of the Meetings. Staff is in agreement that the tapes should in no way be edited to
eliminate lags or to reduce airtime, thereby avoiding any appearance of censorship of unwanted
controversy. According to the City Attorney, the City would not be liable for airing comments
made in the meetings by non-employees or non-officials. However, some mechanism should be
available to eradicate any profanity used during the meetings.

Live airing versus taped meetings. Staff evaluated equipment and staffing necessary to air
meetings live, as well as to tape the meetings for later broadcast -- the fiber connections that AT&T
Broadband has committed to provide at no cost, saving the city approximately $17,000, would allow
for either format. Airing the meetings live provides citizens with timely information, but does not
address problems of meeting time conflicts with citizen schedules. Taping the meetings for later
airing would allow for editing of any profanity prior to broadcasting, but would reduce the
timeliness of the information.

In-house staffing issues. Staff has serious concerns about the ability to provide this service
consistently in-house on an ongoing basis. While the city currently has one staff member who has
the ability to take on this project despite lack of formal training or experience, consideration should
also be given to providing adequate training for coverage in the event of illness, emergencies,
vacations or staffing changes.

Outsourcing the service. Utilizing a professional firm to ensure consistency was investigated, and
preliminary cost estimates from two companies (BBS, Inc, which merged with the local firm,
Danovision,. and Abracadabra Video out of Atlanta) that would utilize their own equipment ranged
from $700 per meeting for a single camera setup to $2,500 or more per meeting for two or more
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cameras. Although these costs are higher than the annual costs would be if done in-house, this
option would address the concerns regarding in-house staffing.

Regardless of the above concerns, the technology is readily available and staffing alternatives exist
to implement this project in a professional and consistent manner, should Council determine that the
expenditures are justified. Televising the Council meetings would certainly make them more
accessible to citizens who are unable to attend the regular meetings but are interested in the
operations of their local government. Such an undertaking would also enhance the use of an existing
information resource, AT&T Broadband’s government access channel, currently on channel 2.

Staff performed a cost and feasibility analysis of broadcasting City Council meetings on the
government access channel using both in-house equipment and obtaining estimates from
professional video production companies. Verbal estimates from professional firms covered a one-
camera setup and multiple cameras, while the pricing obtained for in-house production covered a
one-camera setup, a two-camera stationary setup and a three-camera, stationary setup. Additionally,
costs were reviewed for the in-house options of a seven-second-delay machine and a webcasting
converter, which would allow conversion to digital format for use on the city web site. The results
of the in-house pricing are attached with a thumbnail sketch of “pros and cons” specific to the
individual options as follows:

Option A: One-Camera Setup (In-House)
One-Time Cost (Equipment) $3,471.17
Annual Cost (Staffing & Tapes) $3,276.00

This arrangement would require a stationary camera focused exclusively on Council due to
staff inexperience in camera movement. Viewers would not be able to see presentation
materials. Staffing issues could pose problems in providing this service consistently on an
ongoing basis. A more detailed cost breakdown is attached.

Option B: Two-Camera Setup (In-House)
One-Time Cost (Equipment) $8,959.16
Annual Cost (Staffing & Tapes) $3,084.00

This arrangement would allow cutting from one camera focused on Council to staff
presentations as needed. Staffing issues could pose problems in providing this service
consistently on an ongoing basis. A more detailed cost breakdown is attached.

Option C:  Three-Camera Setup (In-House)
One-Time Cost (Equipment) $10,924.15
Annual Cost (Staffing & Tapes) $3,084.00

This arrangement would enhance the ability to cut between multiple focuses. Staffing issues
could pose problems in providing this service consistently on an ongoing basis. A more
detailed cost breakdown is attached.
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Option D: One-Camera Setup (Outsourcing)
Approximate Annual Cost $16,800.00

While this option does not produce the highest level of professional broadcast, it would
provide some opportunity for multiple views, due to the professional camera operation. It
also addresses the in-house staffing concerns. Cost estimates were obtained via telephone,
so no more detailed information is available.

Option E: Two-Camera Setup (Outsourcing)
Approximate Annual Cost $60,000.00

This option would provide the highest level of professionalism, the widest array of camera
views, and address all staffing concerns. However, the cost is prohibitive. Cost estimates
were obtained via telephone, so no more detailed information is available.

Note: Adding seven-second delay to the above options for live broadcast would
increase the one-time cost by $11,000.00.

Recommendations

Should Council feel that this project should be pursued, staff has several recommendations
regarding implementation:

1.

Option D: Utilize a professional production company for a one-camera broadcast at an
estimated cost of $16,800 per year. This is the most cost-effective means to ensure consistent
broadcasts and address staffing concerns. A public bid or RFP would be necessary prior to

selecting a production company.

Designate funding from the Council Contingency Fund to finance the project rather than
utilizing sponsorships or partnerships with the local schools.

Broadcast the meeting at a later time rather than live.

Limit the televised views to Council, staff, and agenda item presenters to address
grandstanding or camera shyness concerns for the audience members while providing
adequate access to the information being presented.
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OPTION A: One-Camera Setup (In-House)

Type of Camera Recommended: Panasonic AG-456

1 Camera

(Stationary or

Manually

Controlled) Setup

. Ongoing
Item Quantity Unit Price Subtotal 0"301;:" € Cost per  Yearly Cost
meeting
Camera 1 $1,356.99 $1,356.99  $1,356.99 $0.00
Tripod 1 $70  $70.00 $70.00 $0.00
1 Person's Labor -
Camera Work 25 $25.00 $62.50 $62.50 $1,500.00
1 Person's Labor -
After Meeting
Editing 2 $25.00  $50.00 $50.00 $1,200.00
SVHS VCR for
editing 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00
SVHS VCR for
playback 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00
SVHS Tapes for
recording (2 hours
per tape) 2 $8.00 $16.00 $16.00 $384.00
SVHS Tapes for
editing and playback
(2 hours per tape) 1 $8.00 $8.00 $8.00 $192.00
Titling Equipment 1 $1,493.00
|SUBTOTALS $3,471.17 $136.50  $3,276.00)
7-Second Delay 1 $11,000.00 $11,000.00
[TOTALS $14,471.17  $136.50 $3,276.00| |
ADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP DISADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP

separate locations (for example, if
Council is speaking with the City
Manager, the camera would have to
quickly pan or zoom the camera to
catch both speakers, leading to a jittery
image

e A stationary camera does not allow
staff and presentations to be shown

|
|
|
|
|
i e Lowest Cost e Does not allow for quick cutting to
|
i
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OPTION A: Layout and “views” of camera positions

| -

Camera One

DAIS

Camera 1 Zoomed out to full extent Camera 1 oomed in on Council
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OPTION B: Two-Camera Setup, Stationary Setup (In-House)

Type of Camera Recommended: Panasonic AG-456

2 Camera

Ongoing

(Stationary) Quantity Unit Price Subtotal Or&e M Cost Per Yearly
osts ; Costs

Setup Meeting

Camera 2 $1,356.99 $2,713.98 $2,713.98 $0.00

Tripod 2 $70 $140.00 $140.00 $0.00

Video Mixer /

Switcher 1 $2,495 $2,495.00 $2,495.00 $0.00

S-Video Cabling

from Camera to

switcher (100 feet

runs) 2 $48 $96.00 $96.00 $0.00

Monitors (to view

camera shots,

editing) 3 $490 $1,470.00 $1,470.00 $0.00

1 Person's Labor -

Switching 25 $25.00 $62.50 $62.50 $1,500.00

SVHS VCR for

recording and

editing 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00

1 Person's Labor -

After Meeting

Editing 2 $25.00 $50.00 $50.00 $1,200.00

SVHS VCR for

playback 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00

SVHS Tapes for

recording (2 hours

per tape) 0 $8.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

SVHS Tapes for

editing and

playback (2 hours

per tape) 2 $8.00 $16.00 $16.00 $384.00

Titling Equipment 1 $1,493.00

EUB TOTALS $8,959.16 $128.50 $3, 084.00J

7-Second Delay 1 $11,000.00 $11,000.00

ITOTALS $19,959.16  $128.50 $3,084.00|

ADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP

DISADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP

e Allows for switching between multiple
cameras for smoother transitions
between persons speaking.

e Higher cost than one-camera
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OPTION B: Layout and “views” of camera positions

Camera One

[ l.‘

Alt. Position for DAIS
Camera 2 (B)

Alt. Position for
Camera 2 (C)

Camera Two

Camera 1 Camera 2 (osition A)

Camera 2 Position B) Camera 2 (Position C)
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OPTION C: Three-Camera Setup, Stationary Setup (In-House)

Type of Camera Recommended: Panasonic AG-456

3 Camer;e(tsu t:tionary) Quantity Unit Cost  Subtotal Or(x;':;rsne O;‘frol\inneget(i::;t Yggglty
Camera 3 $1,356.99 $4,070.97 $4,070.97 $0.00
Tripod 3 $70 $210.00 $210.00 $0.00
Video Mixer / Switcher 1 $2,495 $2,495.00 $2,495.00 $0.00
S-Video Cabling from
Camera to switcher (100
feet runs) 3 $48 $144.00 $144.00 $0.00
Monitors (to view camera
shots, editing) 4 $490 $1,960.00 $1,960.00 $0.00
1 Person's Labor -

Switching 25 $25.00 $62.50 $62.50 $1,500.00
SVHS VCR for recording

and editing 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00
1 Person's Labor - After

Meeting Editing 2 $25.00  $50.00 $50.00 $1,200.00
SVHS VCR for playback 1 $275.59 $275.59 $275.59 $0.00
SVHS Tapes for

recording (2 hours per

tape) 0 $8.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SVHS Tapes for editing

?nd ?laybaCk IS 2 $8.00  $16.00 $16.00  $384.00
ape . ! : ;
Titling Equipment 1 $1,493.00

[SUBTOTALS $10,924.15 $128.50 $3,084.00|
7-Second Delay 1 $11,000.00 $11,000.00

[TOTALS $21,924.15 $128.50 $3,084.00|

ADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP

DISADVANTAGES OF THIS SETUP

e Allows for switching between multiple .
transitions

cameras for

smoother

between persons speaking.

Highest cost

Page 9 of 9




OPTION C: Layout and “views” of camera positions

Camera One

[ l.‘

DAIS

- -

Camera Three

Camera Two

Camra 2

Cera 1

Cera 3
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December 21, 2000

VIA FASCIMILE AND US MAIL

Mr. Richard P. Lindsey

City Attorney, Peachtree City
Webb, Stuckey & Lindsey, L.L.C.
400 Westpark Court

Suite 220

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Dear Richard:

This letter is in response to your inquiry as to whether city councils may solicit or
accept commercial sponsorship.to defray costs associated with cable broadcast of
council meetings. Franchise agreements negotiated by cities routinely require that
cable companies air -council meetings free of charge on channels designated for
public, educational; or governmental use. Federal law authorizes such agreements and
gives local governments discretion to negotiate their terms, however, it also ‘makes
distinctions between channels used for “public, .educational, or governmental
purposes” and those for “commercial use.” 47 U.S.C. §§ 531, 532. Thus, it is
important to examine the franchise agreement closely to see if, under its terms, such
actions are prohibited or if such actions might have negative consequences.

Although research did not reveal any on-point court decisions construing the federal

cable statutes, to- allow. commercial advertising on a channel -designated for public,

* ¢ducaiional, or governmentel use tune counter to the entire scheme contemplated by |

201 Pryor Street, SW
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
(404) 688-0472
(404) 577-6663 fax

www.gmanet.com

the federal regulations. To allow commercial advertising during the airing of a city
council meeting could create a dangerous precedent that could result in a local
government being forced to allow the airing of such advertising during other
programming on channels intended to be educational or commercial free.

Whether commercial advertising were to take place or not, corporate or commercial
sponsorship still raises serious conflict of interest-concerns. It is not hard to imagine
scenarios in which business entities seeking: controversial zoning changes .or

‘variances are the very same corporate sponsors-contributing financially to the airing

of meetings where such decisions: are reridered. Even:if a council was able to totally
discount commercial_Coﬁtribu’tibns in making their decisions such contributions might
still lead to a public perception-of impropriety:. :




December 21, 2000
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GMA believes that the best course of action for cities is to include the airing of city
council meetings on channels used for public, educational, or governmental purposes
at no cost as part of their franchise agreement with their cable provider. GMA
discourages cities from utilizing commercial sponsorship to subsidize the cost of
airing such meetings because to do so would violate the spirit of federal law, may set
a precedent allowing the commercialization of educational programming, and may
lead to a public perception of impropriety.

Sincerely,

Ted BaggettM
Associate General Counsel




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA:

FROM:  City Engineef?)

DATE:

Mayor & City Council

City Manager%‘\ .
Director of Developmental Services /.Vl\)]‘d

December 27, 2000

SUBJECT: Sumner Road Improvement - Design Standard Options

At the December 7" City Council meeting, city staff reviewed the course of action taken to address
the concerns that had been expressed relative to the clearing required for the Sumner Road
Improvements Project. As you will recall, the key points in the presentation were:

L

During a conference with the new Commissioner, Georgia Department of Transportation
staff expressed some concern about the number of trees and proximity of those trees to the
travel lane within the Sumner right-of-way.

Planning Department staff requested that adjustments be considered that would save a
number of sizeable, mature hardwoods adjacent to the proposed alignment.

Staff’s objectives were to:

a. Preserve GDOT participation in the project.

b. Maximize the number of trees preserved.

c. Enhance overall safety of the road.

d. Preserve the scenic nature of the Sumner Road corridor.

The Planning Commission, at their November 27™ meeting, endorsed staff’s recommenda-
tion to:

a. Retain curb and gutter in the project.

b. Keep an adequate clear zone of 18 behind the curb.

c. Posta speed limit of 20 MPH.

d. Maintain the existing vertical alignment as much as a 20 mph design will permit.
GDOT Area Engineer, Marc Mastronardi, has agreed, in concept, to a clear zone require-
ment of 18 behind the curb. This yields an actual clear zone of 3 :-feet from the travel
lane.

Staff determined that each of the objectives could be met with some minor adjustments to

the horizontal alignment and modest departure from the original design. Some additional
surveying and layout work would be required, the cost of which would be between $2,500
and $3,000.

F:\TROY\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS'\ROADS\SUMNER\CONSTRUC\CC_MEMO2.DOC
Last printed 12/27/00 9:58 AM
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Sumner Road Improvements — Design Standard Options
December 27, 2000

Prior to rendering a decision, Council requested additional information pertaining to the design
options and safety issues. Therefore, the following comments on the concept of a ‘clear zone’ are
included for your information. These comments were obtained from some of the transportation
design guides currently available. Regardless of the course of action selected, serious consideration
should be given to the safety issues, weighing carefully the need to preserve the character of the road
as well as the safety of the motorists who will use it.

"Percent Distribution of Roadside Hazard Crash Deaths, by Object Struck,
1999"

Embankment
11%

Guardrail
9% |

Utility pole
Other 9%,

11%

Bridge Rail
1% Ditch
Concrete barrier i 8%
2% Fence Curl
4% Cusl‘;ert Sign/post 5%
° 6%

“Though there is always some public pressure to keep the trees along our highways, serious
accidents do occur when vehicles strike them. Trees are the most hazardous type of fixed object,
in terms of overall accident numbers and severity. Unfortunately, this is an area where safety
interests are often in conflict with beautification goals.”

Guide to Safety Features for Local Roads & Streets,
USDOT/FHWA, National Highway Institute. p. 6-2.

“For urban arterials, collectors and local streets where curbs are utilized, a minimum of 1.5 feet
should be provided beyond the face of the curb. Where shoulders are provided rather than
curbs, a clear zone commensurate with rural conditions should be provided.”

A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets,
1984 American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO), p. 371.

According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, vehicles leaving a straight section of
road either to the right or left comprise less than 27% of all errant vehicles leaving the roadway.

As has been indicated in each of these publications, careful roadside design is essential and must
balance the environmental interests with those of safety. City staff believes that this can be achieved
through a little flexibility with the design standards.

F:\TROY'\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS'\ROADS\SUMNER\CONSTRUC\CC_MEMO2.DOC
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Sumner Road Improvements — Design Standard Options
December 27, 2000

Nevertheless, it is apparent from the discussion on December 7 that the question before this body is
twofold. The first appears to be the overall direction of transportation planning in the Sumner Road
area. Second is that of the detailed design. While we have focused primarily on the design element,
the first question deserves a closer examination as well.

There has been much debate regarding the arguments for and against paving Sumner Road. The
primary reason for paving Sumner Road is to provide safe emergency access to the Smokerise
neighborhoods from SR-54. Having Sumner Road paved would reduce the time of a one-way
emergency run by 25 seconds according to Fire Department estimates and would eliminate much of
the discomfort of patients in an emergency vehicle (see attached memo). Also, the maintenance
demands of keeping an unpaved road in good condition is considerable and takes away from other
services our Public Works department can give.

Not paving Sumner, on the other hand, would free up the funding reserved for the construction of
these improvements. The no-action option would also keep the traffic demand to a minimum; the
gravel and dust serving as a deterrent and having a calming effect on the traffic that does use the
road. This option would also preserve the tree canopy and other scenic characteristics of the
corridor. Finally, there is no statutory obligation to pave the road. One drawback, however, is that
the existing alignment drifts out of the available right-of-way and into the unincorporated area,
further complicating matters.

The option has also been suggested that the southernmost half of Sumner be paved now, stopping
just south of the Smokerise Crossing subdivision and possibly terminate in a cul-de-sac. This seems
to address some of the concerns of the residents on Sumner but overlooks the emergency access,
safety and convenience issues for the Smokerise neighborhoods. Therefore, this option was ruled out
early in the design development phase.

In examining these options, city staff recommends that the road be paved and upgraded to a
minimum paving width of 22 with curb & gutter, making minor horizontal adjustments to save as
many existing trees as possible.

The attached plan of the possible future road network in the area will give an idea of how the
Sumner Road area could be affected in the future. This plan represents city staff’s recommendation
for the future Northeast Collector Road. As can be seen, the collector road will, in all likelihood,
divert most of the Smokerise traffic away from Sumner Road. The possibility even exists to cul-de-
sac Sumner Road at the time the collector road is constructed. This would address the emergency
access, convenience, speeding, and traffic volume concerns of most of the parties involved.

Attachments
= Future Sumner Road Re-alignment
= Area Map

= Current Design
= Fire Department memo

F:ATROY\PROJECTS\PUBWORKS\ROADS\SUMNER\CONSTRUC\CC_MEMO2.DOC
Last printed 12/27/00 11:26 AM




e IN WIIH
SIMS ROAD TO
DOGWOOD
RAIL

.
IR _BE _BE BN 38N BE" ¥}

”l"lul—.-l-l—.-lﬂl“lﬂﬂ_l:/lhlué "

e

<
O

|
A

G
1
¥
1
i
!
9
£l
1

ASTORIA LANE

PEACHTREE CITY LIMITS

EXISTING MEDIAN CUT
AND POSSIBLE TRAFFIC
SIGNAL LOCATION

\

_-l—a_\

T T
FLOYD FARR 20)




N
SUN_RD

4EREDITH CT




WY St:€5:60 00/£2/CL ZOD.mZU_._<m~_/ZU_mmD/~_m_ZEDm/.:_
,06 = , L 37v3S J[HJVY9 ,,

NOISIA dvOod HINWNNS o

00l 0S 14 ]

w \ /\4
% / w
4
N\
° pre glo —|e
A\V
T - - -~ - = =1 = w5 = - = — |ua8 = - — _ T .‘_.u.d.ulm KD la:w.m..”.a = ——
BT Ta_qhm....-a s LA - - - r
o1 33ms 20 13ms %21
Anoy3as LTINS 0T 1
g | y
7 ! 3
g .nhu v W
219 a HE
— %03 03509084 == ,
— - r - - -~ - - - -~ ——— - = e = e T -~ - o
03500084 movrwserr | o N o
U/ J \ ~ TWONTH 208 wa ot
( ) A
w w
z z
= =
5 :
e 2,
— TR —— ==—— =
[ T e e 5 : e = —— — _ 4_1
4 4- ns. 0 NIRL T e — ¥ Y } S ——— — e '
[FRTH BT wvooot : wo e o P ot miaz wol.et T — _,, = #5-85 Ol
w
=
z
m v (43L1N9 % 9YNJ HLIM ‘HLOIM 9ONIAYd .Z<) Q3N9IS3A ATTIYNISIEO SV




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: City Engineer, ATTN: Troy Besseche

FROM: Stony Lohr
Acting Fire Chief

DATE: December 21, 2000

SUBJECT: Sumner Road and Emergency Response Impact

Changes on Sumner Road would have the following impact on emergency fire and
medical service to much of the Smoke Rise subdivisions. An ambulance and fire
apparatus from Neely Fire Station #82 and an Engine from Satterthwaite Station #84
normally provide emergency service to this area. Based upon emergency response
considerations detailed below, the Department would be in favor of paving Sumner
Road, and recommends maintaining the Sumner Road segment as a connector Road
(not creating a cul-de-sac) at least until the northeast connector is constructed.

Paved versus Unpaved. Paving would shorten response time to all locations south and
east of 145/146 Smoke rise Trace by about 25 seconds. The Sumner Road segment is
approximately 0.6 miles in length. In its current condition (narrow, potholes, ruts), it
requires approximately 1 minute and 27 seconds to traverse it at 25 mph. This speed is
about as fast as a vehicle can travel without risking loss of control. If it is paved, it
would shorten this time to approximately 1 minute and 2 seconds at 35 mph.

Connector Road versus Cul-de-sac. The Fire Department recommends maintaining
Sumner Road as a connector road, and recommends not converting it to a cul-de-sac.
Creating a cul-de-sac will adversely effect emergency fire and medical response times.

Equidistant Point, Station #82-Station #84. The equidistant point between
Stations #82 and #84 into the Smoke rise area is at #62 Smoke rise Point and at
#4171#418 Loyd Road, which is a distance of approximately 2.7 miles (travel time of 4
minutes, 38 seconds or total response time of about 6 minutes 38 seconds). Creating a
cul-de sac will lengthen the fire and medical response times for all locations east of
these addresses.

Response from Neely Station #82. Converting the Sumner Road segment to a
cul-de-sac would lengthen response time to all points east of the 145/146 Smoke rise
Trace by approximately 1 minute and seven seconds for the ambulance, and fire
apparatus. This is the current mid-point (at 3.3 miles) for station #82 responses to the
Smoke rise area. Current travel times for station #82 to the east Smoke rise area range
from 4 minutes, 01 second to 6 minutes, 3 seconds This does not include dispatch and
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turn-out time, which would increase total response time to about a range of 6 minutes,
01 second to 8 minutes, 3 seconds.

Response Time from Satterthwaite Station #84. Converting Sumner Road to a
cul-de-sac would lengthen response times by Engine #84 to Clear Springs Lane,
Hidden Springs Lane, Ashley Road, Graystone Court, a portion of Loyd Road, Wellborn
Estates and Sumner Road by approximately 1 minute and seven seconds. The current
mid-point for responses from Station #84 to the Smoke Rise area is just west of Smoke
Rise Point and Clear Springs Lane at a distance of 3.0 miles (travel time of 5 minutes, 9
seconds or total response time of 7 minutes, 9 seconds)




Jim Basiﬂer

From: Nonni, Art [ANonni@GAPAC.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 04, 2001 4:20 PM

To: ‘blenox@cfcmail.com'; 'jmecmenamin@worldnet.att.net’; 'dantennantptc@aol.com’; 'rbr403
@aol.com’; 'cfritz@peachtree-city.org'; 'citymgr@peachtree-city.org'

Subject: Sumner Rd.

Importance: High

Dear Mayor Lenox and Members of the Commission: -

My wife, three children and I reside at 108 Hidden Springs Lane in Peachtree
City. Our house is a short distance from Sumner Rd., and with the proposal
to pave this road we are compelled to make you aware of our position and
(perhaps) a few facts that have some bearing on this matter.

Sumner Road has a beautiful "country lane" appeal to it, and, with
appropriate upgrading and maintenance, we believe it can be made to fulfill
the needs of all concerned: safety, utility, aesthetic and practical
appeal, and last (but certainly not least) environmental and water quality /
conservation needs.

In other e-mails you have received by now, reference is made to BMP's (Best
Management Practices) for "Land Development Provisions to Protect Georgia
Water Quality" recently promulgated by the Georgia Department of Natural
Resources. Although you should have received the web-site for this document,
below I have appended the Executive Summary for your review, and draw your
attention (in particular) to the section entitled: "Streets and pavements."

Land Development Provisions To Protect Georgia Water Quality

Overall measures of development

Density zoning is regulation of development intensity by the quantity of
development on a site as a whole, not by minimum lot size. It gives
flexibility to adapt to site-specific topography and drainage, locating
streets, homes and lots in ways that are at once economical, environmentally
protective, and appropriate to local markets.

Stream buffers are reservations of undeveloped land adjoining stream
channels. Undisturbed buffer vegetation filters inflowing runoff, prevents
channel erosion, and creates habitats for functioning ecosystems. Siting
construction away from drainage courses avoids the costs associated with
flood damage and poor drainage.

Limited impervious cover controls the proportion of a site that can be
covered in impervious roofs and pavements without treating the runoff.
Limiting unmitigated impervious cover controls the generation of runoff and
pollution at the source, while allowing development of any type and
intensity.

Land use combination blends different, but mutually supportive, land use
types in the same zoning districts. Certain types of commercial and office
uses can be combined with residential uses, reducing dependence on
automobiles and the pavements they require, and the consequent auto
emissions and runoff.

Paths for biking and walking allow individuals the choice of non-automotive
transportation. Biking and walking reduce automobile use, the quantity of
pavement, and the quantity of pollutants generated from paved surfaces. In
most of Georgia, the moderate terrain and mild climate favor biking and
walking.

Infill zoning allows relatively high-density, mixed-used development or
redevelopment where it would be compatible with an existing neighborhood.
The local concentrations of runoff and pollutants are of course high. But
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infill development limits impervious cover and auto usage in the region as a
whole. It accommodates some growth without destroying pristine areas, and
without requiring large quantities of pavement to support routine automobile
use.

Streets and pavements

Limited street width and curbing limits street development to that needed
for each street’s specific function. This limits both runoff and
construction cost. Narrow pavements encourage cautious driving, and
eliminate the “speedway” feel of wide streets. They do not hinder emergency
access, where they are correctly applied only to streets with little traffic
and little on-street parking.

Limited pavement in turn-arounds eliminates unnecessary pavement areas at
the ends of cul-de-sacs. In the centers of turn-arounds, pavement is }
unusable for vehicles. Replacing it with vegetated soil reduces runoff and
provides infiltration and treatment. It reduces construction cost, but _
requires provision for maintenance.

Limited amount of parking eliminates unused portions of parking areas. In
commercial and office areas, parking areas have been oversupplied. Limiting
parking limits paved areas and runoff. It reduces construction cost and land
consumption.

Porous pavement materials replace impervious pavements so the underlying
soil can absorb rainfall and treat pollutants. Porous pavement materials can
economically provide safer driving surfaces than the impermeable materials
they replace. However they should be avoided on steep slopes.

Drainage

Drainage in vegetated swales carries stores, treats and infiltrates runoff
in contact with permeable soil. Where vegetated swales replace curbs or
drainage pipes, they reduce construction cost.

Swale “biofiltration” velocity control assures effective runoff treatment
and infiltration by prolonging contact with soil and vegetation. Although
the quantity of treatment is small in a few large storms, the cumulative
long-term effect of many small storms is vital.

Treatment of “hot spots” assures runoff treatment specifically at a few
small, highly concentrated runoff and pollutant sources such as dumpster
pads and gasoline stations. This secures “point” treatment, even where
treatment of runoff from other impervious surfaces cannot receive the same
degree of careful attention.

Inlet labeling identifies swales and drainage inlets to the public, and
indicates their purpose. This inhibits dumping of pollutants and educates
the public about the environmental systems around them.

Construction process

Limited clearing, grading and disturbance confines construction work to
those areas that construction actually requires. This preserves existing
trees and pervious soils that attenuate, treat and infiltrate rainfall and

runoff.

The summary captures our position nicely: limited street width and curbing
limits street development to that needed for each street's function. And
later in the same document (cf. pg. 21 re: porous pavement materials), you
can learn about the State DNR's recommendations for maintaining water
quality through the use of porous paving materials to adsorb and thereby
filter-out the oils, bacteria, litter, sediment, fertilizers, and foreign
chemicals associated with storm water runoff that will otherwise enter the
potable water system. In the words of the Atlanta Journal Constitution
article published on Jan. 2 (Metro Section, Bl; "Water Issues at high tide
in Legislature" by Charles Seabrook): "KEY CHALLENGES: As a result of
metro Atlanta's limited resources and tremendous growth, our region now
faces three water quality challenges. 1. We must find ways to control and
manage storm water runoff - our major source of pollution."

Where Sumner Rd. is concerned, we believe an appropriate level of re-grading
and maintenance (with gravel or other porous materials) would provide an
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aesthetically pleasing road that (automatically) forces drivers to maintain
an appropriate speed, provides ample (and reasonable) access to and from the
Smoke Rise Crossings, Estates and Plantation sub-divisions, and helps to
protect (at least) one source of storm water runoff as it enters the water

supply.

We also wonder (and worry) about other aspects associated with the proposed
paving of Sumner Rd. Would the "new" road come so close to residents
property and homes that it poses a health and safety threat or possibly
reduce the value of their homes? Could a newly paved (and widened) road
violate the express word (or intent) of any of the City's Ordinances that
control the placement and proximity of a "village collector" or "community
collector" road to residents' property ? Many of our neighbors also wonder
and worry about the recently referred to "plans" to connect Sumner Rd. to
Crabapple Lane. We would like to know more about this level of land -
development to be sure all interests are served.

In closing, my wife and I would simply like to add our names to the list of
those that would like some input into the decision on how best to serve our
community with respect to the roads and lanes that service it. We believe
there should be serious consideration to alternatives to a full width "DOT"
style road such as those described above and in the Department of Natural
Resources BMP's.

Yours very truly,
Art & Lynne Nonni

108 Hidden Springs Lane
Peachtree City, Georgia




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk

VIA: City Manager
Director of Financial Services

DATE: December 28, 2000

SUBJECT: Calendar

At the request of Councilmember Fritz, I have prepared the following list of City Council

meeting dates for your consideration and approval:

January 4
January 18
February 1
February 15
March 1
March 15
March 23, 24 (Retreat)
April 5
April 19
May 3

May 17
June 7

June 21

July 5

July 19 (Budget Workshop - 6:00 p.m. at Library)
July 19
August 2
August 16
September 6
September 20
October 4
October 18
November 1
November 15
December 6
December 20

Council may want to cancel the meeting on July 5" as the previous day is a holiday and many
people will be out of town. Also, since Christmas falls on Tuesday this year, Council may want
to consider making Monday, December 24 a full holiday.

I have also prepared that attached calendar of City events. This calendar will be updated as
events are scheduled and provided to you with the monthly reports.




City Event Calendar — 2001

January
January 1 — New Year’s Holiday — City
offices closed

January 4 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

January 15 — Martin Luther King Holiday —
City offices closed

January 15 — MLK Celebration at Starrs Mill
High School 10:30 a.m. — 12:00 noon.

January 18 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

January 20 - State Senator Mitch Seabaugh
and State Representative Kathy Cox will be
holding a Town Hall Open House at City Hall
on Saturday, January 20" from 2 p.m. to 4
p.m. to discuss citizen questions and
concerns

February
February 1 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

February 15 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

March
March 1 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

March 15 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

March 23 — City Council Retreat, Wyndham
Conference Center, 1 p.m.—5p.m.

March 24 — City Council Retreat, Wyndham
Conference Center, 8 a.m. -5 p.m.

April
April 5 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

April 19 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

April 23 — 28 — Georgia Cities Week

May
May 3 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

May 17 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

May 28 — Memorial Day Holiday — City

offices closed; ceremony at plaza 10:00 a.m.

June
June 7 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

June 21 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

July
July 4 — Independence Day Holiday — City
offices closed; various activities
throughout the city

July 5 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m. —
(Want to cancel this meeting??)

July 19 — City Council Budget Workshop -
6:00 p.m. Floy Farr Room at the Library

July 19 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

August
August 2 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

August 16 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

September
September 3 — Labor Day Holiday, City
offices closed

September 6 — City Council Meeting, 7:00
p.m.

September 20 — City Council Meeting, 7:00
p.m.

October
October 4 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

October 18 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

November
November 1 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

November 6 — City Election

November 15 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

November 20 — City Election (run-off)

November 22, 23 — Thanksgiving Holidays,
City offices closed

December
December 6 — City Council Meeting, 7:00
p.m.

- Annual Christmas Tree

Lighting

- Annual Employee Luncheon,

12:00 — 1:30 p.m. (City offices closed)

December 20 — City Council Meeting, 7:00
p.m.

December 24 — Christmas Eve holiday,
City offices closed at noon.

December 25 — Christmas Holiday, City
offices closed




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk/w
VIA: City Manager_%,w
Director of Finaitcial Services S
DATE: December 29, 2000

SUBJECT: Apartment Moratorium

At Council’s instruction, staff has advertised a public hearing to consider the reinstatement of the
apartment moratorium.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Mayor and Council

City Manager. %

Director of Developmental Services

December 28, 2000

Katz/Wieland Multi-Family Moratorium

On December 7, 2000, Council agreed to hold a public hearing to discuss lifting the multi-family
moratorium for the Katz/Wieland property north of the Cedarcroft Subdivision on MacDuff

Parkway.

The public hearing is scheduled for the meeting on January 4, 2001. The applicant will be in
attendance to present his request. Attached is a copy of a letter from the applicant’s attorney

relative to the proceedings.

TBW/jir

Attachment




RightFAX 12/77/00 2:14 A B: CC: Mayor & Council
CC, DDS

DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1500 MONARCH PLAZA e D TELEPHONE
3414 PEACHTREE ROAD, N.E. . DOUGLAS DILLARD
ATLANTA, GEORGIA ! {404):565:3680
S0ise FACSIMILE
. (404) 965-3670
Direct Diad Number:
(404) 9653682

December 7, 2000

Mayor Robert L. Lenox

and Members of the City Council
Peachtree City

City Hall

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re: KatzTract, Development by John Wieland Homesand Neighborhoods, Peachtree City, Georgia

Dear Mayor and Members of Council:

This Peachtree City property lies partly in unincorporated Fayette County and is zoned G-4 ata density
of not more than 350 units. The G-4 zoning classification allows attached units, including townhouses and
condominiums. The property owner is now requesting approval of its preliminary plat to go forward with the
development of the property and is asking the Council to lift the moratorium on multi-family housing as it

affects this property.

Notwithstanding the request to lift the moratorium and in no way waiving the applicant’s right to
challenge the imposition of the moratorium, it is our position that this applicant has a vested right to develop
the property as zoned. Moreover, the moratorium at issue is void on its face for unreasonableness. It is
hornbook law that municipal ordinances must be reasonable. An unreasonable or arbitrary ordinance should

be declared void and unenforceable. _Schofield v. Bishop, 192 Ga. 732, 16 S.E.2d 714 (1941).

Although the Georgia courts have not squarely addressed the validity of a moratorium as an exercise
ofthe zoning power, Georgia cases indicate that a moratorium must provide sufficient objective criteria, satisfy
procedural due process, and may not be used to deprive an individual of vested property rights. Davidson
Mineral Properties, Inc. v. Monroe County, 257 Ga. 215, 357 Ga. 95 (1987)moratorium on commercial
development pending adoption of comprehensive land use plan and zoning ordinance did not provide sufficient
objective standards to meet due process requirements); Cannon v. Clayton County, 255 Ga. 63,335 SE.2d
294 (1985 )(imposition of moratorium violated constitutional rights of property owners whose rights in the
property as zoned had vested), City of Lawrenceville v. Humphries, 229 Ga. 724, 194 SE.2d
84(1972)(moratorium enacted without proper procedure invalid as to property owner); City of Decatur v.
Fountain, 214 Ga. 225, 104 SE. 2d 117 (1958 ) deferral of zoning application without legal reason found to
deprive applicant of right to use property for lawful purpose); Taylor v. Shetzen, 212 Ga. 101, 90 SE.2d 572
(1955 exercise of zoning power may be exercised by the enactment of different ordinances affecting different

areas at different times if reasonable and fair).

93827.1
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

Other states, which have directly addressed the validity of interim zoning measures have
invalidated moratoria "that are of indefinite or unreasonable duration or that are not loosely tied to,
and enacted in support of pending good faith efforts to expeditiously adopt a proposed zoning plan
or zoning change." 1 Ziegler, Rathkopf’s The Law of Zoning and Planning, § 11.05 (citing Almquist
v. Town of Marshan, 308 Minn. 52, 245 N.W. 2d 819 (1975); Jablinski v. Snohomish County, 28
Wash. App. 848, 626 P. 2d 543 (1981); Matthews v. Board of Zoning Appeals, 218 Va. 270, 237
S.E. 2d 128, 135 (1977); Stoney-Brook Dev. Corp. v. Town of Fremont, 474 A.2d 561 (N.J. 1984).
State of Tennessee, ex rel. SCA Chemical Waste Services, Inc. v. Konisberg, 636 S.W. 2d 430 (Tenn.

1982) (moratorium upheld when of limited duration).

The moratorium in question is not a temporary measure 0 maintain the status quo by
prohibiting development of multi-family housing in Peachtree City. The Moratorium at issue is
neither definite in length, nor tied to, and enacted in support of pending efforts to expeditiously adopt
a proposed zoning plan or zoning change. Althou gh, this moratorium was enacted inNovember 1998
and renewed in November 1999, a moratorium on multi-family housing in Peachtree City has actually

been in effect for some years.

The moratorium allows the City to continue to refuse to accept applications for multi-family
zoning in Peachtree City foran indefinite period oftime. Suchamoratorium is patently unreasonable

under the circumstances.

The moratorium is void for lack of objective criteria. Section 1404 governing appeals ofthe
moratorium merely establishes a system whereby an application for rezoning for multi-family
development can proceed only by permission of the City Council and, as such, is invalid on its face
and as applied. As in the resolution invalidated by the court in Davidson Mineral Properties, Inc. v.
Monroe County, 257 Ga. 215, 357 Ga. 95 (1987), there are no objective criteria provided for
consideration by the Council in the moratorium. The moratorium specifically provides that the City
staff shall give the Council only the “current land use and zoning information regarding the subject
property and its surrounding properties and shall not make a recommendation to Council on the
application to lift the moratorium.” The moratorium allows the Council absolute discretion to grant
or deny permission for acceptance of an application for muti-family rezoning and does not provide
sufficient objective standards to meet due process requirements. Id. Therefore, the moratorium is

void and unenforceable.

We trust that the City will act in good faith on the request to lift the moratorium as it affects
this property. However, please be aware that application of the moratorium to prohibit or delay
development of this property as it is zoned would be a violation of the applicant’s constitutional
rights to due process and equal protection under the 5% and 14" amendments to the federal
constitution and under the Georgia constitution. Moreover, such action would constitute an
unconstitutional taking of valuable property rights of applicant without payment of just and adequate

compensation.

93827.1
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" Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,
DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

G. Dou illard
GDD/drd
cc: Mr. Dan Fields
Richard P. Lindsey, Esq.




Peachtree City

Georgia

December 18, 2000

VIA FACSIMILE: 770/460-8172 ATTN: MELISSA

Fayette County News

Today in Peachtree City

P.O. Box 96

Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re: Proposed Extension of the Multi-Family Residential Moratorium
Dear Editor:

Please run the attached legal advertisement in the Wednesday, December 20th, edition of
Today in Peachtree City. The purchase order number is 51161.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

e e —

Nancy Faulkner
City Clerk

Attachment

cc  Purchasing (#1 1410-427060)
Receptionists



_ Legal 7489
NOTICE OF PUl}LlC HEARINC

The Mayor and City Council of Peachtree
City will hold a public hewing on Thursday,
January 4, 2001, at 7:00 PM. 1t will be held
in the City Hall Council Chambers at 151
Willowbend Road in Peachtree City. All
intcrested parties are: invited to attend and
be heard.

The purpose of the hearing is to allow for
public discussion of the proposed lifting of
the moratorium on multi-family residential
development in the City for consideration of
the project known as the Inverncss
Subdivision. The project, which is located
on MacDuff Parkway immediately north of
the Cedarcroft Subdivision, includes 350

residential units, of which 110 arc:proposqd .

to be town homes. for -owner occupancy:

Bécause town' homes are subject to the: -

multi-family moratorium, it would be nec-
essary to lift the moratorium in order to con-
sider the proposed Jand plan for the project.

The applicant for this request is John

Wieland Homes.

Information ;:vertainin‘g,‘tpi this public heat- :

ing is ayailabie at City ‘Hall, Monday
through Friday, between the hours of 8:00
A.M. and 5:00 PM.

December 20, 2000

Kaxz—
M* ,N\e{' i .




POSITION PAPER
Proposed Variance: 108 Pinecrest Drive, Lake Peachtree Subdivision
Director of Developmental Services' | | “
December 28, 2000 }\N

Situation:

Mr. Lonnie Webster owns the house at 108 Pinecrest Drive. He contracted with Mr.
Jimmy Brogdon to build a garage addition to that house. Mr. Brogdon inadvertently
allowed the new addition to encroach 1.5 feet into the rear setback area. In order to
correct the problem and get a certificate of occupancy for the garage, Mr. Brogdon
submitted a variance request (Attachment “A”).

Facts:

1. The rear setback for the lot at 108 Pinecrest is 30 feet. A survey of the complete
garage addition shows an encroachment of 1.5 feet into that setback (Attachment
‘(B,’).

2. In laying out the garage, the contractor did not measure correctly the distance to the
property line. He did not discover his error until the structure was completed.

Recommendation:

The Staff recommends approval of the 1.5-foot variance. Clearly, Mr. Brogdon tried to
comply with the setback requirement. The encroachment is only for a small corner of the
structure, and it is felt that it will not adversely affect the adjoining property or the neigh-
borhood.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “B”




BROGDON BUILDING SERVICES
RESIDENTIAL & COMMERCIAL

Jimmy Brogdon
302 Martingale Drive
Peachtree City, Ga. 30269

Telephone: (770) 487-2120 For All Your Building Needs
Fax: (770) 631-1464 Member of the Home Builders Assoc.
E-Mail: jbrogdon@bellsouth.net Licensed and Insured

www.brogdonbuildingservice.com

December 5, 2000
Mr. Jim Williams,

] am requesting a variance for 108 Pinecrest Dr. and this letter is to explain the reason for
this variance. I build a garage addition to the rear of this home for Lonnie Webster that
was to be 24 ft by 24 ft. upon measuring it was found that we could not go that big
because of the rear set back so we changed the garage to 22 ft by 24 ft to give the 30 feet
required. The property pins were in place and easy to find. I felt that when we build this
garage that I was in full compliance with the required set back. When the final survey
was done because of the slight angle of the back line and the fact that the surveyor
measure at right angles from that angle and not straight back from the garage like I did
the measurement from the right back Conner was 1.5 feet short. I have talked with Tom
Carty and he is aware of this problem and he understands how this happens and has no
problem with a variance if this is the wish of the council. I have been a residence of
Peachtree City since 1975 and have been working here doing both new construction and
addition for all these years. Again I felt that I was in full compliance with the rear set
back I would not in any way precede with a job if I felt that I was not. I would greatly
appreciate any help you can give in this matter for me and most of all for Mr. Webster the
owner of this home.

Attachment
Page 1 of 2
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REQUEST FOR VARIANCE
ZONING ORDINANCE, CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

This is a request for a variance from the requirements of the Peachtree City Zoning Ordinance for the property

located at: [08 ()OM P

The reason this variance is being requested is as follows: On /0£.,;,‘ A 5 cxsares, A i
Tioennl yho b TFk Prone) Gots A b i i ol zr,s"/fﬂ_@m Z
ok K e [ K oo oo R g2 hmna s Mg Gl
SRl Mo 3O ,,/_4{—7

/

Along with this form, the applicant should submit a detailed report justifying the granting of the requested '
variance. In preparing the report, please consider the following: Lo

Variances from the provisions of this Ordinance may be approved by the City Council if it is determined that they
will not cause substantial detriment to the other parties or impair the purpose or intent of this Ordinance; provided,
however, that no variance can be granted for a use that is specifically prohibited by this Ordinance within the
zoning district in which the property is located.

In making a determination on a variance request, the City Council shall consider the following factors:

a. Whether or not the special circumstances contributing to the request are peculiar to the particular property
involved;
b. Whether or not the situation for which the request is being made poses an unnecessary hardship for the

applicant; and

c. Whether or not the request is due to an intentional action of the applicant to violate the requirements of this
Ordinance.

I certify that I am the owner or duly authorized agent of the owner of the above-described property:

Name: ‘(Please type or Print) __J jmmy ﬂyogadoz-,

Address: 2302 martingale Fr  PTT
78
Phone: 20 YUy N—2 129 i 7’/9/5’6&'7574

Signature: 7/ / / l /(,9'5,-.&9—" '

********************************************

This request, along with the required fee and all necessary supplemental documents, has been properly submitted
and is hereby accepted for consideration by the City Council at a public hearing in the City Council Chambers at

7:00 PM on the date shown below:

Title: ZoWM e )étvm LA/ STr2ATEZ
Date of Acceptance: _ﬁ,ée Centon £, 2020
Date of Public Hearing: QW £, 260/

Attachment "A"  9/1/00
Page 2 of 2




Mo netic

Lor 4

LOT 3 1/4"
FOEN
_—

In my opinion, this property does not lie
within the 100 yeor flood plain as shown
on the FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP
Cammunity No.: 130078 0080 D

Dated: MARCH 18, 1996

This plat was prepared for the exclusive use of the
person, persons or entity naned hereon. Said plat
does not extend to any unaned person, persons

or entity without a recertification by the surveyor
naming said person, persons or entily.

In my opinion

the minimun s
ments by law.

1/4" REBAR

vl

this plat is a correct
representation of the /and platted and
has been prepared in conformity with

tandards and require-

PREPARED FOR:

WILLIAM L. MATHEWS, JFR.

susovision: PEACHTREE CORPORATION OF GEORGIA —SECTION ONE

LOT 10 LAND LOT: 127 DATE: 10-23-00
BLOCK B 7th DISTRICT REV: 11-27-00
SCALE: 1" = 40’ FAYETTE COUNTY, GA. JOB No. 0010037
WD G]"ay and land surveyors - planners
: 103 WESTPARK DRIVE SUTE F PEACHTREE CITY, GA. 30269
ASSOClateS,InC. PH. 770~486-7552 FAX 770-486-0496

Attachment "B"
Page 1 of 1




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Director of Administrative Services
Director of Leisure Services
VIA: City Manager %\,\/\

DATE: Dec. 27, 2000

SUBJECT:  Naming of Memorial City Parks

There has been discussion about naming the All Children’s Playground in Memory of
Luther Holt, and in naming the old Leach Station property after Chief Reed when it is
converted into a city park. The request in honor of Luther Holt has been considered by
the Recreation Commission, who unanimously voted to forward a favorable
recommendation on to City Council. The Commission also discussed the Leach Station
property, since it will be a park under Recreation Department cognizance, and agreed that
the same parameters applied to that request. Because the circumstances are so similar in
both these cases, staff is herein recommending favorable consideration of both requests.

Staff believes that these two facility namings should be considered due to the exemplary
service that both Chief Reed and Luther have provided to this community in the years
that they have lived here. In Chief Reed’s case, this represents 25 years of service as paid
staff, and three years previous to that as a fire department volunteer. In Luther Holt’s
case it is more than seven years of dedicated volunteer service to many facets of the
community, and a special passion for the All Children’s Playground.

Staff feels that there is more than ample justification to name these two particular
facilities after these two particular individuals, and would recommend that City Council
approve this request. If approved, staff will ensure that appropriate symbols of
recognition are placed at each site.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Annie McMenamin, Bob Brooks and Dan Tennant
FROM: Bob Lenox and Carol Fritz
DATE: December 27, 2000

SUBJECT: Employee Pay Plan Appeals

Councilmember Fritz and I have concluded meetings with all fire department employees who
appealed the results of the pay plan. A total of eight fire department personnel filed appeals.
Their issues were primarily the factor rating given to several aspects of their jobs and the
problem with compression that the implementation of the new pay plan caused. The Operations
Captain requested that his position be reclassified to Assistant Chief as recommended by the
Mercer Group. We do recommend that this reclassification be approved by the Council,
retroactive to October 1, 2000.

All employees presented their appeals in a positive, logical manner. It was apparent that a great
deal of thought went into their appeals and that they were sincere in their opinions about the pay
plan process and outcome. It was evident throughout the appeal meetings that the employees
care very much about the City and value their jobs. Their issues were with the factor process and
the factor ratings given for their jobs.

After meeting with the employees on their appeals, we do not believe that changes to the factor
ratings are justified and have so advised the employees. However, while we were not able to
give the employees everything they wanted, we do believe the process went well and the
employees have respectfully agreed to disagree with our recommendation on the appeals.

That being said, we do agree with a number of recommendations that the employees brought
forward during our meetings. They are as follows:

- Review the pay plan annually through an abbreviated pay study conducted in-house

= Contract to conduct a complete pay study every 3-5 years

- Attempt to increase salary scale from the 75" percentile to the 80" or 85" percentile

- Seek ways to enable some or all employees to retire before age 65

- Continue to study the salary compression problem to seek more appropriate solutions,
if possible




The only City position not in the fire department that was appealed was the City Clerk position
that is still being evaluated. If a resolution acceptable to the employee is not reached, we will
place this matter on a future Council agenda for your consideration. At this time we request that
City Council take action to approve the recommendations from the appeals committee as stated
above.




