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Regular Meeting Agenda 
February 15, 2024 | 6:30 PM 

City Hall 

  

 

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

    
1. Call to Order 
    
2. Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence 
    
3. Presentation 
  A. Bronze-level Bicycle Friendly Community (Kim Learnard, Mayor) 
    
4. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition 
    
5. Public Comment 
    
6. Agenda Changes 
    
7. Minutes 
  A. January 25 & 26, 2024 City Council Retreat Minutes 
  B. February 1, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes 
  C. February 1, 2024 Executive Session Minutes 
    
8. Consent Agenda 
  A. Stormwater Facility Maintenance Agreements for Multiple Private Developments 
     - Funding Source: None required. 
  B. Purchase of Rams (extrication equipment) for apparatus (Fire Department) 
     - Funding Source: 2023 SPLOST Project #8 - 322-3510-542050-SP23-008 
  C. Fayette County Development Authority (FCDA) Grant Application- SR 54/Huddleston 

Intersection Improvement 
     - Funding Source: 2017 SPLOST Project #7 - 321‐4220‐541400‐SP17‐007 
  D. Purchase of lighting fixtures for Fred Brown Jr. Amphitheater 
     - Funding Source: Amphitheater Fund Improvements Other Than Buildings - 565-

6180-541260 
    
9. Old Agenda Items 
    
10. New Agenda Items 
  A. 02-24-03  Resolution to Transmit Proposed Local Amendment to Plumbing Code to 

DCA (Robin Cailloux) 
     - Funding Source: None required. 
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This agenda is subject to change at any time up to 24 hours prior to the scheduled meeting. 
This meeting will be held in Council Chambers at City Hall 

 

  B. 02-24-04  Benefactor Naming Request by Rotary Club of Peachtree City- Frances 
Meaders Council Chambers (Kim Learnard, Mayor) 

     - Funding Source: Donation from the Rotary Club of Peachtree City 
  C. 02-24-05  Commemorative Naming Request- Ralph N. Jones (Kim Learnard, Mayor) 
     - Funding Source: Unidentified 
    
11. Public Hearings 
    
12. Council/Staff Topics 
  A. 54 Reliever Study (Kim Learnard, Mayor) 
    
13. Executive Session 
    
14. Adjourn  

It is the policy of the City of Peachtree City that all city-sponsored public meetings and events are accessible to people 
with disabilities. If you need assistance in participating in this meeting or event due to a disability as defined under the 
ADA, please call the City’s ADA Coordinator, Dr. Teaa Allston-Bing at (770) 632-4276 or e-mail tallston-bing@peachtree-
city.org at least three (3) business days before the scheduled meeting or event to request an accommodation. 
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City Council of Peachtree City
 Retreat Minutes

 January 25-26, 2024

The Mayor and Council of Peachtree City met for their annual retreat on Thursday and Friday, January 
25 and 26, 2024, starting at 9 a.m., at Fayetteville City Hall. Attending were Mayor Kim Learnard and 
Council Members Frank Destadio, Clinton Holland, Suzanne Brown, and Laura Johnson, joined by 
Planning and Development Director Robin Cailloux, Public Works Superintendent Jonathan Miller, City 
Engineer Dave Borkowski, Fire Chief Clint Murphy, Police Chief Janet Moon, Assistant Financial Services 
Director Kelly Bush, Recreation Programs Manager Cathy Wilder, Human Relations and Risk 
Management Director Dr. Teaa Allston-Brown, Convention and Visitors Bureau Director Missy Roberts,  
Library Director Jill Prouty,  City Clerk Yasmin Julio, Executive Assistant Hannah Thomas, City Manager 
Robert Curnow, Assistant City Manager Justin Strickland, and Recording Secretary Martha Barksdale. 

City Attorney Ted Meeker began the day by going over some issues regarding Council’s role in 
planning and zoning, which he described as often a matter of great public interest and some of the 
toughest decisions they would have to make. In the past, zoning cases were considered to be a 
legislative function of Council, but a 2017 case said they would be treated as a quasi-judicial function, 
which had historically been only variances and conditional use permits. However, the General 
Assembly corrected this a couple of years ago, declaring zoning once again to be a legislative 
function. 

Map amendments, such as rezonings, and text amendments to the code of ordinances were two 
types of zoning matters Council would hear. In Peachtree City, those required two public hearings, one 
before the Planning Commission, which would make a recommendation to Council, and another with 
the City Council, which would made a decision. Meeker emphasized that, while Council would use 
staff’s findings to help them make a decision, the final decision was up to Council.  

The Mayor asked Meeker to qualify the differences between legislative and quasi-judicial. Changing a 
zoning was a legislative function, he replied, but a variance was a quasi-judicial process, where 
Council reviewed the criteria for granting a variance and acted somewhat like judges. There was a 
benefit to having a zoning procedure considered legislative, Meeker noted. If a denial was appealed 
in court, individual members of Council did not have to state their reasons for their votes. 

Holland asked for examples of special use permits. Meeker said there was one in the General 
Commercial (GC) district that required Council’s approval for a building of more than 32,000 square 
feet in size. He said he had not seen a special use permit come before Council since he started in 
2003. Cailloux pointed out that special uses also were permitted in General Industrial (GI). However, 
Meeker said most people worked towards a Limited Use designation rather than seeking a special use 
permit. 

If a zoning matter reached Superior Court, the other side had to prove the zoning was unconstitutional, 
which meant they could not develop the property as it was currently zoned, and that was hard to do. 
He said landowners always wanted to argue “highest and best use,” but that was not the standard 
under Georgia law. 

The Planning Commission began the process, within a certain time after the application was filed in 
which to act. Meeker then showed the standards of review that had to be considered for a rezoning, 
noting that sometimes there were not clear answers. Holland said he felt that adherence to the Land 
Use Plan had no wiggle room, and Meeker agreed that was the easiest to defend. Destadio asked 
about setting precedents by granting a zoning change, and Meeker said they had to decide on each 
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City Council Retreat Minutes
January 25-26, 2024
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parcel on its own. The criteria for special use permits were set forward in each zoning district and basic 
zoning standards also had to be met. 

Meeker reviewed the considerations for a rezoning, which included information provided by staff, 
along with their recommendations, plus information brought forth by the applicant. Also, there would 
be comments and suggestions from members of the public, which often were worthy of being 
incorporated into a condition. Meeker again said they should consider the Future Land Use Plan. 
Looking at the surrounding property was a must in order to avoid spot zoning. Another question to 
consider: “Were there any issues to developing the property as it was currently zoned?” Meeker said 
he always consulted with an appraiser when he was defending a case involving that claim and again 
refuted the “highest and best use” claim. 

Moving on to variances, a quasi-judicial process, Meeker emphasized that Council should not talk to 
the applicants or their attorneys prior to the public hearing; that would be depriving the people who 
were against it of their rights to a fair hearing. It was fine to visit the property, but do not engage with 
the owners. On the other hand, they should not be engaging with the people who were against it. A 
public hearing for a variance was similar to a court case. Staff gave a summary, then the applicant 
made their case, perhaps with an engineer or other expert providing information. They were 
considered witnesses, as were those people who would speak in opposition. Council was entitled to 
speak to the applicant, to any witness, and also to staff. 

Any documentation, including emails, was part of the official record, Meeker added. He urged 
Council not to respond to emails other than to say they received them and especially not to state an 
opinion on the matter. Julio remarked that Council members would often suggest a change to the 
applicants. What if the applicant came back in 180 days with that change and it failed? Could the 
applicant claim that was what Council had told them to do? Meeker said they should not make 
suggestions; they were not there to help the applicants, just to hear their case. 

He noted there was an appeal process, although it was seldom used. It was for something that had 
been denied before getting to Council, such as a site plan by the Planning Commission or a permit 
denied by staff. 

A variance was supposed to meet every criterion listed in the ordinance, and Cailloux said that was 
why she went over them in her report with every request. The hearings were a closed record and no 
new information could be introduced later, she noted. 

Meeker warned Council to be aware that everyone who wanted to meet with them or talk with them 
wanted something from them. It was their nature to want to help, but they should never commit to a 
position. Destadio mentioned Rick Lindsey, an attorney who often represented applicants, saying 
Lindsey had invited him several times to what turned out to be meetings with developers. Destadio 
said he left those meetings when he discovered their purpose but noted that even your friends could 
“back door” you. 

Again, Meeker warned them not to express an opinion on a zoning matter before the public hearing 
and to always remember that they would be the judge so they should not have conversations outside 
the hearing. He cautioned that not everyone was a friend; many were interested in what they could 
do for them. 

Brown asked if it was better to tell people to email them, rather than talk? Meeker said that would be 
fine, and they should forward the email to Cailloux or the City Manager. He also noted that Council 
could alert staff in advance of the meeting about any questions they had for the applicant, and then 
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staff could tell the applicant. He then emphasized that staff’s comments and actions could not bind 
the City. 

Holland asked Meeker to comment about administrative variances. He replied that Council had 
chosen to allow them if they met certain criteria and to be decided by a group established under the 
ordinance.  

Learnard then noted that in Newnan, a Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) made these decisions, not 
Council. Was that better? Meeker said it just depended on what the City wanted. Cailloux explained it 
was a matter of separation of powers: by hearing a quasi-judicial matter, Peachtree City’s Council was 
both making the law and judging the law. Other entities felt that should be separated. Brown said she 
liked relying on the Planning Commission’s recommendation since those members were appointed 
because of their expertise in differing fields. Meeker noted that any variance request in Newnan went 
straight to the Zoning Board of Appeals, and if the applicant did not like it, it then went to court. The 
ZBA had the final decision-making power. 

Meeker said he would be glad to answer questions any time, and that his presentation was available 
through the City Clerk’s office. 
 
After a break, activities resumed at 10 a.m., with Robert Norton of Tenzinga Consulting conducting the 
retreat. He began by working with the group to set ground rules that included treating each other with 
respect and observing confidentiality about what was discussed. The goals were to build a stronger 
team, develop greater communication skills, and establish and initiate a strategic plan for the City. 

Norton led the group in a discussion of what a safe place meant to them and asked each person to 
agree that this was a safe place. Then everyone shared two things that others in the room did not 
know about them and also something they loved about Peachtree City. 

Fayetteville Mayor Ed Johnson stopped by to welcome his neighboring city’s leaders. 

Norton then reminded the group of the vision they came up with at the previous retreat: 
“Uncompromised Excellence,” and the core values: Professionalism, Accountability, Teamwork, 
Honesty, Sustainability, and Safety. He asked if they were using these in their daily work, and everyone 
agreed that they were and gave examples. Curnow explained the big roll-out of these concepts held 
at the Amphitheater, with Julio adding they created a video of the event that was shown to new hires. 
The Council Members agreed these concepts had positively impacted their work. Norton said he 
recommended that every meeting begin with a review of the vision statement and that the core 
values be used as a checklist for their behaviors.   

Next, he led an activity that enabled everyone to pinpoint their basic need, saying if you could find a 
person’s basic need and worked to meet it, you could build bridges. That could be done through 
observation or by asking questions. Those needs could include control, which was the most productive 
type. Those people disliked wasting time and wanted to be in charge. Another need was for attention; 
those people had the most positive outlooks. The strongest need for others was to be right; they 
needed plenty of time and information. Consistency was their strength. The final category was for 
people who were caregivers, and their main quality was loyalty. Small talk and personal connections 
were vital to these people. 

Norton explained that people were not fixed to one type all of their lives. Environment was a factor, as 
were life experiences. He demonstrated how each type would answer basic questions, but he 
cautioned the group not to pigeonhole anybody. However, it was wise to meet the other person’s 
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basic needs in order to have a productive relationship.

Resuming after the lunch break, Norton and the group explored the causes of conflicts. They learned 
that most stemmed from perceived loss of control, blows to self-esteem, and failure to meet 
expectations. Responses could be retaliation, domination, isolation, or cooperation. Norton warned 
that retaliation always led to an escalation in conflict. 

The job of a leader was not to make people happy; it was to make them better, he remarked. Conflict 
often resulted from quickly trying to solve a problem, rather than looking to get the process right. He 
said they should ask “what is the real issue?” Was it an issue with control, self-esteem or a relationship? 
Taking the time to review this was a sure way to build bridges. 

The participants divided into groups and discussed what they had learned from the information Norton 
presented on anger. They came up with things such as the importance of assessing the real issue and 
realizing that anger hides fear. 

Next, he asked them to consider what it took to be a successful team, which he described as a cycle 
of function. It started with the agreement of a vision, which was “Uncompromised Excellence,” then 
moved on to choose to trust, willingness to be open, commitment to be a team, the pursuit of clarity, 
establishment of expectations, and accountability to succeed. 

The next group assignment was to identify roadblocks to trust and how they could be removed. The 
groups came up with issues including past experiences, lack of communication, and dishonesty. Most 
agreed that honest communication was the key to resolving these issues. One thing Norton suggested 
was “don’t allow isolation,” which happened when everyone was not given the same information. 

The day’s final activity was a form of musical chairs in which participants asked each other what they 
needed from them. Norton suggested everyone go back in a month and ask if they had taken care of 
these things. 

As the day wound up, Norton asked what the participants had retained. Most said they were 
impressed with the spirit of cooperation. Norton then observed they were affecting each other, and, 
from that, affecting other lives they might never know.  

The retreat adjourned at 4 p.m. on Thursday and convened again Friday morning at 8:30. 

After breakfast, Norton asked the group to relate what they had taken away from the previous day’s 
work. Learning about personality types and how to work with others was a common answer. He then 
asked everyone to tell about a place where they were warm, comfortable, and happy. Next, he 
challenged them to think about creating a sense of belonging for the citizens and to list five things they 
wanted Peachtree City to be known for, then collaborate with their teams about what should be the 
top five. Top answers agreed upon by the participants as a whole included a safe family-friendly 
community, an active and healthy community, an attractive community, and a thriving business 
community. There was some discussion about the wording for a fifth aspect, but it was finally decided 
that “a city organization that is high-performing and sustainable” was acceptable and inclusive of 
both citizens and staff. 

Next, the group was presented with a huge poster detailing a citywide project list. Curnow noted they 
had many conversations about priorities, which considered projects with time restraints, plus the plan 
they had started to put in place for infrastructure maintenance. Others were projects on the Special 
Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) list, while some other projects were desired, but not on the 
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drawing board yet. There were 200 projects listed in all. Some were in black type, which meant the 
money had not been allocated, while others were colored and already had funding. Curnow wanted 
the group to help identify the priorities of these projects, as well as any projects of their own.     

Norton pointed out that any of these projects probably could be listed under any of the five goals. It 
was important to remember they had a limited amount of bandwidth, meaning money and staff, so if 
anything was added, something would have to be removed. Strickland observed that this list did not 
include the Recreation Master Plan and was exclusive of any normal City operations, while Curnow 
said some items from the maintenance program were included. 

Norton said they would list the “have-tos” before going to the next step, and Curnow said those were 
the ones that were under a time constraint for spending the money, such as projects funded by the 
American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) or those using bond money.  Strickland read a list of those projects, 
and the group decided what goal category to place these in. He also added the projects that 
remained from the 2017 SPLOST. Other people added projects they thought should be included, such 
as a city-wide communications system that could notify citizens of dangerous incidents. Norton said all 
of these could be part of a strategic plan. They also discussed some huge projects that would face 
them in the next five years, such as dredging Lake Peachtree. Miller mentioned they needed to make 
a decision about what to do with the Kedron Pool bubble, and Norton suggested that would fall under 
the Recreation Master Plan, which was already on the list. Curnow noted the projects that would be in 
the plan were not funded. 

The Mayor commented that there was a huge list of projects that were under time constraints, so she 
did not see how they could prioritize any other projects. She said it would be wise to realize it 
sometimes took money to make money, so hiring a grant writer would be a good move, as would the 
stormwater rate analysis. Norton said the next step would be for staff to review these goals and 
initiatives and set out a timeframe. 

He then asked the Council Members if they wanted to suggest anything they felt was a priority. 
Johnson said many citizens wanted a new splash pad or to make the existing splash pad free. She also 
suggested they add pickleball courts. Holland said safety was a priority for him, and he wanted a path 
connection across SR 54 at the new Booth Middle School and a safer crossing at Redwine Road near 
the Starr’s Mill School complex. Destadio remarked that he wanted to focus on the maintenance 
projects before they started any new projects. Curnow noted there had been 32 water main breaks in 
the City over the past six months. All of the infrastructure was aging, and they needed to plan for more 
maintenance costs everywhere, and it had been a priority. Brown stated they needed to establish a 
step increase system for Public Safety employees to reward seniority. Curnow said Council would be 
seeing that on the next budget. 

Norton asked Learnard if she wanted to add anything. She said she would like to see a renewed 
relationship with Southern Conservation Trust. She said she was envious of Fayetteville and Newnan 
being Tree Cities USA. She pointed out that Newnan had a tree commission, which was a small group 
of volunteers who reported to Council once or twice a year, and she would like to see Peachtree City 
establish one. 

Brown mentioned that she wanted Peachtree City to become the superintendent of its municipal 
elections and use paper ballots and hand counting. She thought there should be a strategic study, but 
agreed with Norton that this was something Council should discuss before putting it on the strategic 
plan. 

Next, Norton said they would look at the projects they had designated and see where they could spot 
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gaps. They reviewed the list of goals and projects they had just created: 

Safe, Family-Friendly Community  
• Carriage Lane to Publix path
• Library elevator
• North Hill path
• Paschal Road path
• Walt Banks to North Peachtree Parkway path
• Bridge over Lake Peachtree
• Bridge to connect Drake Field to All Children’s Playground
• Splash pad
• Connection between north and southside of SR 54

Active, Healthy Community
• Tennis Center renovations
• Meade Field lights
• Recreation Master Plan
• Lake Peachtree bridge
• Lake dredging
• Pickleball courts
• Southern Conservation Trust partnership

Attractive Community
• Gateway Bridge landscaping
• Kedron Fieldhouse roof
• City Hall roof
• Peachtree City Athletic Complex well
• Tree Commission

Thriving, Resilient Business Community
• Peachtree Parkway/Crosstown roundabout
• Huddleston Road dual left turn lanes
• 54/74 improved signage
• Economic Development Director
• Grant writer

Innovative, High-Performing and Sustainable Organization
• IT HVAC
• Police Department expansion
• Citywide emergency communications
• Employee development/evaluation program
• Maintenance

Norton asked them if they were missing anything if they looked at this strategically? Holland said 
money was a big gap. Norton pointed out that they had expenses on the list, but they also had things 
that would help them get revenue, such as the economic development director and grant writer. 
Curnow told them they were looking for an overarching rate study for all the fees in the City. Learnard 
said they should include rate study under the last heading. Strickland said all of the improvements they 
had discussed could bring in money to the City by attracting people. Brown asked how much they 
would spend on the Tennis Center versus how much they would generate? Curnow said the 
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Recreation Master Plan should tell them what they needed to do to get the Center in shape to host 
tournaments. It would bring in more money, but it was impossible to estimate how much right now. 

Norton said they needed to think about how to drive a thriving business community that could attract 
those dollars from outside the community. Cailloux said the first thing an economic development 
director would want would be an economic development plan. Hiring a director was just a start. They 
added the development plan to the list.

Julio mentioned tourism, saying people came for events and stayed in the hotels, bringing in tax 
dollars. Norton asked what they thought of the hotels, and several people said they were not of the 
standard they needed to be. Roberts said there was a shortage of hotel beds for larger meetings. 

Norton said staff should be thinking about what should produce revenue and bring Peachtree City up 
to the level of a world-class city. Curnow wanted to go back to the tourism discussion. Roberts said the 
rates at Peachtree City’s hotels were much higher than in neighboring cities, which caused them to 
lose events. Even if an event was held in Peachtree City, participants were staying in Fayetteville or in 
Coweta County. Roberts said she had brought this up to the Peachtree City hotel managers, but they 
said they did not care to encourage guests who were there for sports competitions. Curnow said even 
if they invested in the Tennis Center, those guests might stay elsewhere. He also mentioned the 
national soccer center that was coming to Fayette, saying he had learned there were not enough 
hotel beds in the entire county to accommodate the crowds it would attract. 

Norton said it was important to understand that Peachtree City needed to invite outsiders in so they 
could maintain the services and amenities they enjoyed. Cailloux observed that sometimes it seemed 
the majority of citizens did not want them to open up. Norton said that was where leadership would 
have to step up. They should not let a small minority dictate what the entire city should do. Leadership 
should look for patterns and not let the "one-offs” dictate policy and their decisions.

Julio mentioned they had discussed being a family-friendly community, but young families often could 
not afford to live in Peachtree City. Norton noted they were not talking about low-income housing, but 
average homes. He recalled Moon saying the Police officers could not afford to live in Peachtree City. 
Cailloux noted that the average home price was $500,000, which required a salary of $100,000 to 
afford. Moon said they had looked into paying a stipend to allow officers to live in the City and found it 
would take $1,200 to $1,500 extra to enable them to afford a house. 

Cailloux said housing affordability was one of the first things an industry looked at when considering an 
area to locate. Julio noted the housing shortage resulted in more traffic because people who worked 
in Peachtree City but could not afford housing were driving in, while residents were driving outside the 
city to higher paying jobs. Brown said the way to keep housing costs under control was to force 
builders to build smaller, more affordable houses. 

Learnard mentioned programs in other areas that allowed developers to create housing for teachers 
and public safety workers. She would like to know more about that. Johnson said she would like to 
learn more, but where could they put them? Destadio agreed with Learnard, but Holland said there 
was nowhere to put single-family houses. Cailloux said there could be detached homes in cottage 
communities that shared yards and other amenities. The City did own some land where they could put 
townhomes or condominiums for City workers, Holland continued. Brown said affordable housing was 
driven by the market, and, right now in Peachtree City, people were willing to pay more than a home 
was listed for. She said she would not support anything except detached single-family homes. They 
decided to put affordable housing on the goals list. Learnard also mentioned that they would be 
discussing annexation. 
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Council agreed that they were happy with this list. Norton then went over the goals they established at 
the beginning of the retreat, and everyone agreed they had been fulfilled. He asked if the list of goals 
they had created were helping to create a place of warmth in Peachtree City? Next, he asked them 
to think about one or two things they had gotten from the past two days. Most said they were 
impressed with the sense of dedication they felt from Council and their co-workers. They said they 
appreciated the opportunity to meet in an informal setting like this one. 

Curnow said it was good to get a sense of direction that would enable them to move the City forward 
with purpose. It was a daunting list of projects, but they could tackle them with planning and 
cooperation. 

Norton remarked that the number one motivator of employees was achievement. Number two was 
recognition. They had already achieved something today and would move on to achieve the items 
on the goals list. He asked them to celebrate their achievements, which would cause them to move to 
the next level.      

He thanked the group for having him and said he looked forward to the next session. The retreat 
ended at 3 p.m.

______________________________ ___________________________________________
 

Martha Barksdale, Recording Secretary                     Kim Learnard, Mayor
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City Council of Peachtree City 
Meeting Minutes 

Thursday, February 1, 2024 
6:30 PM 

  

Call to Order 
The City Council of Peachtree City held a regular meeting at City Hall on Thursday, 
February 1, 2024. Mayor Kiim Learnard called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. Others 
in attendance: Council Members Laura Johnson, Suzanne Brown, and  Clinton Holland. 
Councilman Frank Destadio was absent. 
 
Meeting video link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8JMdaEAk8rQ 
Pledge of Allegiance and Moment of Silence  
Presentation  
A. Introduction of new President/CEO of the Fayette County Chamber of 

Commerce  
 Learnard introduced Leonardo McClardy, the new President/CEO of the Fayette 

County Chamber of Commerce. He explained that the Chamber of Commerce was 
a community organization with a business focus. It aimed to be a catalyst for 
growth, jobs, and investment by utilizing these key functions: engage, encourage, 
evaluate, enhance, and expand. The Chamber put on a lot of different events for 
their members, including programs and seminars that enabled businesspeople to 
connect. It also worked with government leaders to create policy that supported 
business endeavors. McClardy noted that collaboration, both locally and regionally, 
was necessary to solve the challenges related to business issues. 
  
Holland asked how many members the Fayette Chamber had? McClardy said 
around 600; most were businesses, but there were a few individuals. The Chamber 
held a number of events every month, he told Holland, who then asked if they 
collaborated with nearby Chambers? McClardy explained about a regional coalition 
that looked at air, transportation, and water.  
  
The Mayor noted that Peachtree City had just launched its first e-newsletter geared 
toward the business community, and it went out to more than 2,000 businesses. 
She told McClardy the City looked forward to working with the Chamber to support 
businesses.  

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition  
A. New Website Design 
 City Clerk Yasmin Julio announced that construction had begun on widening of the 

multi-use path bridge on SR 54 over Lake Peachtree. She said the bridge would be 
closed to carts beginning February 14 until construction was completed around 
Memorial Day, weather permitting, and presented a map showing the detour that 
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would be necessary. The Mayor noted that this construction was to install a double-
lane bridge at the north end of the lake, similar to the bridge at the south end. Julio 
advised residents to visit the City website for updates and also to sign up for The 
Slice newsletter. The navigation app also would be updated with construction 
information. 
  
Speaking of the website, Julio announced that it had been redesigned and went 
live earlier that week. It now featured homepage links to the most-used pages and 
was designed to be more accessible to residents with disabilities. The update had 
been in the works since 2023, with many staff members adding their input. City 
announcements were featured, and there were quick links to City services, such as 
permits and licenses. Julio noted that the two most viewed pages, for the Library 
and the Recreation Department, had their own pages on the site.  

B. American Legion Post 50 Law Enforcement Officer of the Year and Firefighter 
of the Year  
Law Enforcement Officer of the Year  - Sergeant Brad Milstein 
Firefighter of the Year - FF/AEMT Mitch Willis 

 Arnie Geiger and Wayne Fowler of American Legion Post 50 presented the Post’s 
Firefighter of the Year award for 2023 to FF/AEMT Mitch Willis and the Law 
Enforcement Officer of the Year award to Sgt. Brad Millstein.     

Public Comment 
Traylin Smith of Atlanta said he worked for a company called ZenYGE that wanted to 
provide the City with electric vehicle chargers. He left materials for Council to review. 
  
Ralph Hale of Crabapple Woods encouraged all citizens to complete the survey 
regarding short-term rentals (STRs) that was on the City website. He remarked that he 
had received a solicitation in the mail from a company that wanted him to sign up his 
home as an STR. Hale said there were a number of issues regarding STRs in 
neighborhoods, such as noise, and he hoped Council would listen to citizens and do 
their research before making a decision.   
Agenda Changes  
Minutes 
Holland moved to approve the January 18, 2024, Regular Meeting Minutes and the 
January 18, 2024, Executive Session Minutes. Johnson seconded. Motion carried 
unanimously.  
A. January 18, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes 
 APPROVED 4-0 

B. January 18, 2024 Executive Session Minutes 
 APPROVED 4-0 

Consent Agenda  
A. FY2024 Budget Amendment - Donation Acceptance for Portable Baseball 
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Mounds 
 Holland moved to approve Consent Agenda item A. Brown seconded. Motion 

carried unanimously. The Mayor noted this was for the donation of $15,294 from 
the Peachtree City Little League for the purchase of portable pitching mounds.  

Old Agenda Items 
None 
New Agenda Items 
None 
Public Hearings  
A. 02-24-01   New Alcohol License - HOBNOB Tavern 
 Julio said this was a new alcohol license request for The HOBNOB Tavern in The 

Avenue. The licensee and the representative, as well as the location, met all 
requirements.  
   
The Mayor opened the public hearing. No one wished to speak either in favor or 
opposition, and she closed the hearing.  
   
Brown moved to approve Public Hearing item 02-24-01 New Alcohol License - 
HOBNOB Tavern. Holland seconded. Motion carried unanimously. 

B. 02-24-02  Annual Zoning Map and Zoning Ordinance Adoption 
 Planning and Development Director Robin Cailloux explained that Council was 

asked to adopt the Zoning Map and Zoning Ordinance each year at this time to 
ensure their validity and legal standing. No changes were proposed or made that 
had not been mapped and voted on by Council, she stated.  
  
The Mayor opened the public hearing. No one wished to speak in favor or in 
opposition, and she closed the hearing.  
  
Brown moved to approve Public Hearing item 02-24-02 Annual Zoning Map and 
Zoning Ordinance Adoption. Holland seconded. Motion carried unanimously.  

Council/Staff Topics  
A. Water Efficiency Code Update 

  
 The Mayor said they needed to discuss the Water Efficiency Code update. Cailloux 

explained they would be seeing more at the next Council meeting when they would 
review a resolution to approve an update and transmittal of the Water Efficiency 
Plumbing Code. A building official would be present at that meeting, and Council 
would have a copy of the code in their meeting packet, she noted.  
  
This was part of a bigger planning program done by the State, Cailloux explained. 
Fayette was in the Metro North Georgia Water Planning District, one of 11 districts 
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in the state. They were mandated to adopt a five-year plan and were given tasks, 
with penalties if they did not comply. 
  
Even though the State was the entity that provided the draft of this Code update, 
Council would be asked at the next meeting to send that draft back to the State for 
review. Once it was approved and returned to the City, Council would be asked to 
adopt it.  
  
Cailloux noted they had accomplished a lot of items in the plan already, but some 
of things they would bring forward related to private septic systems, including 
where they could be located and plans in case of a failure.  

Executive Session 
Holland moved to adjourn to executive session at 7:10 p.m. to discuss the acquisition, 
sale, or lease of real estate. Brown seconded. Motion carried unanimously.  
 
Holland moved to reconvene in regular session at 7:39 p.m. Brown seconded. Motion 
carried unanimously.  
Adjourn 
There being no further business, Holland moved to adjourn the meeting. Johnson 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:39 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
   
________________________________ 
Martha Barksdale, Recording Secretary 

   _____________________________ 
   Kim Learnard, Mayor 
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 

    
MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council 
    
VIA: Robert Curnow, City Manager 
    
FROM: David Borkowski, City Engineer 2/8/2024 

Justin Strickland, Assistant City Manager 2/8/2024 
Robert Curnow, City Manager 2/9/2024 
  

    
DATE: February 15, 2024  
    
SUBJECT: Stormwater Facility Maintenance Agreements for Multiple Private 

Developments 
     
  
Recommendation: 
To authorize the Mayor to execute the attached Stormwater Management Facility 
Maintenance Agreements with Aventure Aviation, Hiren Patel - PTC Bridge Park, and 
Silon. 
  
Discussion: 
The City’s stormwater management ordinance requires that all new developments 
submit an agreement to the City stating that they will maintain the stormwater best 
management practices that they install.   The agreement does not obligate the City 
financially or require the City to perform maintenance. 
  
All three developments have submitted their agreements to the City and staff 
recommends signing the agreements in accordance with our ordinance. 
  
Budget Impact: 
There is no Budget impact with this item. 
  
Attachments: 
1. Aventure Aviation Stormwater Facility Maintenance Agreement 
2. PTC Bridge Park Stormwater Facility Maintenance Agreement 
3. Silon Stormwater Facility Maintenance Agreement 
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 

    
MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council 
    
VIA: Robert Curnow, City Manager 
    
FROM: Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent 2/8/2024 

Kelly Bush, Assistant Finance Director 2/8/2024 
Paul Salvatore, Finance Director 2/8/2024 
Justin Strickland, Assistant City Manager 2/9/2024 
Robert Curnow, City Manager 2/9/2024 
  

    
DATE: February 15, 2024  
    
SUBJECT: Purchase of Rams (extrication equipment) for apparatus (Fire 

Department) 
     
  
Recommendation: 
To approve the purchase of Rams to expand the extrication abilities of fire apparatus in 
the amount of $66,900.00 to Rescue Systems Unlimited as a brand name purchase. 
  
Discussion: 
The department seeks to purchase 5-22” Telescopic Ram tools with batteries, 1-41” 
Push-Pull Ram, and 1-Kit for Rams including box. These tools will be used to expand 
the level of service of extrication crews during emergency calls.  
  
Budget Impact: 
No budget impact to FY25 Budget. The item is budgeted in SPLOST 2023 Project #8.  
  
Attachments: 
1. SPLOST 23 RAMS 
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 

    
MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council 
    
VIA: Robert Curnow, City Manager 
    
FROM: Yasmin Julio, City Clerk 2/7/2024 

David Borkowski, City Engineer 2/8/2024 
Paul Salvatore, Finance Director 2/8/2024 
Justin Strickland, Assistant City Manager 2/9/2024 
Robert Curnow, City Manager 2/9/2024 
  

    
DATE: February 15, 2024  
    
SUBJECT: Fayette County Development Authority (FCDA) Grant Application- SR 

54/Huddleston Intersection Improvement 
     
  
Recommendation: 
To authorize the submission of the FCDA grant application regarding SR 54/Huddleston 
Intersection Improvement and the commitment of the matching funds for $121,385 from 
the 2017 SPLOST. 
  
Discussion: 
Fayette County Development Authority has developed grant opportunities for 
municipalities within Fayette County. Recipients may use FCDA funds for the following 
activities related to an eligible project: 

• Project design 
• Construction, grading, site preparation, dredging, etc. 
• Land and easement acquisition needed for project implementation. 
• Stream or wetland mitigation 
• Workforce Development activities that align with the Fayette County 

Comprehensive Plan (2021)  
• Programs directly tied to job creation within Fayette County meeting or 

exceeding the $50,000 annual wage threshold. 
• Preservation and/or restoration of cultural resources identified as tourism product 

within Fayette County 
• Administrative and/or legal services required for the project.  

 
The proposed project to be submitted for this grant cycle will be the SR 54/Huddleston 
Intersection Improvement which is designed to enhance traffic flow and safety along the 
SR 54 corridor in Peachtree City, providing better traffic flow for Fayette County as a 
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whole. The primary objective of this initiative is to optimize the intersection's 
functionality by implementing strategic changes to the traffic signal and pavement 
markings. The proposed improvements will specifically target the traffic dynamics 
between Huddleston and the adjacent shopping center, aiming to streamline the 
movement of vehicles onto SR 54. Key modifications include redirecting all traffic from 
Huddleston to make a turn onto SR 54 and restricting traffic exiting the shopping center 
to turn solely onto SR 54. By eliminating cross traffic between Huddleston and the 
shopping center, we anticipate a notable reduction in the delay of traffic traveling along 
SR-54 and the length of queues for traffic turning out of the Shopping Center and 
Huddleston Rd. 
 
Estimated Project Costs: 
 Value 
Design $10,350 
Traffic Study $1,400 
Signal Modification Plan $8,950 
Engineering $50,000 
Construction $150,000 
Contingency $22,070 
TOTAL $242,770 
 
2017 SPLOST project #7 designated SPLOST dollars to be used as matching funds 
which could be leveraged against outside dollars to implement recommended road 
projects for improved traffic flow in the corridors of HWY 54 and HWY 74.  
Applicants may only apply for one project per year/grant cycle. With the maximum grant 
amount of $300,000 per applicant per year. The grant has a matching requirement of at 
least 50%. As listed above, the total estimated cost of the project is $242,770, which 
would make the city's matching portion $121,385. 
 
If approved, the grant application will be submitted to the Fayette County Development 
Authority board for consideration.  
  
Budget Impact: 
If approved, funds are available in SPLOST 2017 Project #7 for $121,385 from 
321‐4220‐541400‐SP17‐007 
  
Attachments: 
1. PTC Grant Application Huddleston For Council 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Peachtree City SR 54/Huddleston Intersection Improvement
Project is designed to enhance traffic flow and safety along the SR 54 corridor in
Peachtree City, providing better traffic flow for Fayette County as a whole. The
primary objective of this initiative is to optimize the intersection's functionality by
implementing strategic changes to traffic signals and pavement markings.

The proposed improvements will specifically target the traffic dynamics between
Huddleston and the adjacent shopping center, aiming to streamline the
movement of vehicles onto SR 54. Key modifications include redirecting all traffic
from Huddleston to make a turn onto SR 54, and restricting traffic exiting the
shopping center to turn solely onto SR 54. By eliminating cross traffic between
Huddleston and the shopping center, we anticipate a notable reduction in the
delay of traffic travelling along SR-54 and the length of queues for traffic turning
out of the Shopping Center and Huddleston Rd.

Key Objectives: 

Enhanced Traffic Flow: The reconfiguration of signal and pavement markings
will significantly contribute to the efficient movement of vehicles onto SR 54,
reducing congestion and enhancing overall traffic flow.

Optimized Light Sequence: By eliminating cross traffic, the proposed changes
will lead to a more streamlined light sequence, allowing a greater number of
vehicles on SR 54 to proceed through the intersection in each cycle. This
optimization is crucial for addressing current traffic challenges and
accommodating future growth.

Improved Safety: The strategic redirection of traffic aims to minimize
interactions between vehicles, thereby reducing the risk of accidents and
improving overall safety at the intersection.

Reduced Congestion: The project's focus on directing traffic efficiently is
anticipated to reduce congestion along the SR 54 corridor, benefiting both
commuters and local businesses.

Shorter Commute Times: Streamlining the intersection will contribute to
shorter wait times at traffic signals, resulting in improved commute times for
residents and visitors.

Community Safety: The enhanced traffic management is designed to create a
safer environment for pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists, aligning with our
commitment to community well-being.

Economic Stimulus: Stimulate economic activity by improving traffic flow and
congestion in key areas to keep and attract businesses and investors to the
region, thereby creating job opportunities and contributing to the overall
prosperity of Peachtree City and Fayette County.

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 3

Provide a brief description of the proposed project and proposed use of funds:
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RELATIONSHIP TO PLANNING STRATEGIES

The SR 54/Huddleston Intersection Improvement project is intricately woven into
the fabric of Peachtree City's local planning strategies. From traffic management
and economic development to safety and sustainable growth, the proposal
addresses key priorities, contributing to the realization of the city's vision for a
vibrant, well-connected, and resilient community. This project was initiated under
a 2017 SPLOST project for improvements along this corridor.  The funds were
collected as part of the 2017 SPLOST and are waiting to be utilized.  

This project meets Peachtree City’s Comprehensive Plan Goal of Economic
Development and Land Use & Development Patterns by:

Supports the current approved SPLOST by helping fulfill an approved project.1.
The #1 issue identified in the current PTC Comprehensive Plan is Traffic
Congestion along the Highway 54 West corridor and at the intersection of
Highway 54 & Highway 74.

2.

Top community response to community needs is the Highway 54/74 area.3.
Establish and maintain a comprehensive transportation system that provides
safe and convenient circulation within the City.

4.

Local Planning Connection: The project directly supports the local planning
strategy for efficient traffic management and enhanced mobility within the
city. By optimizing the flow of vehicles along the SR 54 corridor, the initiative
contributes to the realization of the city's vision for a well-connected and
accessible transportation network.

5.

Supports the retention and growth of the industrial sector, retain existing
businesses, and attracting new businesses to balance the tax base whose
employees also live in Peachtree City.

6.

Becoming a local leader in talent attraction by continuing to provide a high
quality of life that is attractive to young professionals as well as corporate
executives.

7.

Continuing partnering with Fayette County Development Authority, the
Fayette Chamber of Commerce, Peachtree City Convention and Visitors
Bureau and others in their efforts to promote and strengthen the Peachtree
City business climate.

8.

Ensuring adequate and modern infrastructure is in place that can
accommodate new and existing businesses.

9.

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 4

Briefly describe how the project relates to your comprehensive plan, future land use
plan, master plan and/or other relevant planning strategies.
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NEEDS ASSESSMENT

The needs assessment for the SR 54/Huddleston Intersection Improvement project
highlights critical issues related to traffic congestion, safety, and access to SR 54.
Addressing these needs is imperative for the project's success, ensuring that the
proposed improvements align with the community's priorities and contribute to a
more efficient, safer, and sustainable transportation network in Peachtree City.

Traffic Congestion: The current intersection experiences significant traffic
congestion, leading to delays and increased travel times for commuters.
Congestion hinders the efficient movement of vehicles, negatively affecting both
residents and businesses along the SR 54 corridor.

Inefficient Light Sequence: The existing signal and pavement markings contribute
to a lengthy light sequence, limiting the number of vehicles that can pass through
the intersection in each cycle. Inefficiencies in the light sequence result in
extended wait times for motorists and may contribute to frustration and
impatience among commuters.

Cross Traffic Hazards: The intersection currently allows for cross traffic between
Huddleston and the shopping center, posing safety risks as opposing vehicles
navigate through the intersection. Increased opportunities for vehicle interactions
elevate the potential for accidents and compromise the overall safety of the
intersection.

Community Safety Concerns: Community members have expressed concerns
about the safety of the intersection, particularly in terms of potential collisions
and pedestrian safety. Perceived safety issues can negatively impact the overall
quality of life for residents and visitors, creating a demand for improvements that
enhance safety.

Future Growth Anticipation: Anticipated growth in the region is expected to
further exacerbate existing traffic challenges, necessitating proactive measures to
accommodate increased demand. Failure to address the potential impact of future
growth may lead to a worsening of traffic conditions, hindering the city's ability to
sustainably manage increased population and economic activity.

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 5

Describe the specific problems/need(s) that this project will address.
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The project will change the signal and pavement markings to direct all traffic from
Huddleston to make a turn onto SR 54.  Likewise, traffic exiting the shopping
center will only make turns onto SR 54.  This change eliminates the cross traffic
between Huddleston and the shopping center eliminating a phase of the light
sequence and allowing more vehicles on SR 54 to proceed through the
intersection in each cycle. 

Traffic Flow Analysis: Conduct a comprehensive traffic flow analysis at the SR
54/Huddleston intersection to identify peak hours, congestion patterns, and
traffic volume trends. Completed 2022 attached.

Intersection Redesign and Engineering: Collaborate with traffic engineers to
redesign the intersection layout, incorporating changes to signal phasing,
pavement markings, and lane configurations. Completed 2023 attached.

Stakeholder Engagement Meetings: Engage with shopping center owner on
benefits of signal improvements. 

Traffic Signal Upgrades: Upgrade existing traffic signals with modern
technology.

Pavement Marking Changes: Implement changes to pavement markings to
guide traffic in accordance with the redesigned intersection plan.

Collaboration with Local Authorities: Collaborate closely with local
authorities, including law enforcement, to coordinate efforts and address any
regulatory requirements.

PROPOSED ACTIVITIES

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 6

Describe the proposed activities to be undertaken that will meet these needs.
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PROPOSED ACTIVITIES VISUALS

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 7
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Impact Measure Value

Peachtree City Investment $121,385

FCDA Investment $121,385

Total Capital Investment $242,770

IMPACT MEASURES

PROJECT ACTIVITY SCHEDULE

Traffic Study Design & Construction Roadway Open

2022 January - June 2024

Contractors are selected,
road designs are
approved. 

July 2024

Construction is
completed and roadway
improvements open.

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 8

Page 39 of 81



SOURCE AND USE OF FUNDS

Value

Design $10,350

Traffic Study $1,400

Signal Modification Plan $8,950

Engineering $50,000

Construction $150,000

Contingency $22,070

TOTAL $242,770

PROPOSED BUDGET

Provide estimated costs for the entire project line.

FUNDING SOURCES

Date Available Amount

FCDA Funding Request N/A $121,385

SPLOST Fund 2017 $121,385

TOTAL $242,770

List all funding sources that are proposed to be utilized to complete this project. List
each source and funding amount. If a commitment has been secured from any of these
funding sources, list the commitment date and attach a copy of the commitment letter.

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 9
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PROJECT PARTICIPANTS

Peachtree City

Fayette County Development Authority

Georgia Department of Transportation

Peachtree City FCDA Grant Application | Page 10
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Section D – Certification 

I certify that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge. I further understand that the FCDA has the right to request additional information as 
needed.  

PRIMARY APPLICANT 

________________________________________ Signature of City Manager 

________________________________________ Print Name  

________________________________________ Telephone Date _____________________ 

I affirm that the ___________________________is aware of this application and that the proposed 
project appears to be consistent with our development plans and/or strategies.  

________________________________________ Signature of City’s Chief Elected Official 

________________________________________ Print name  
Date _____________________ ________________________________________ Telephone 

Disclaimer 

The Fayette County Development Authority reserves the right to accept or reject any 
applications and to waive any formalities.  Awards will be made based upon the best interests of 
economic development in Fayette County as determined in the sole discretion of the Fayette 
County Development Authority. 
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1 
 

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Subject:  SR 54 & Huddleston Road – Count Data 
 
Location:  Peachtree City, GA 
 
Date:   11/14/22 
 
Respondents:  David Borkowski, PE, M ASCE 
 
From:   Speedy Boutwell, PE, PTOE 
 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
The purpose of this technical memorandum is to document the 12-hour turning movement counts 
(TMCs) collected at the intersection of SR 54 and Huddleston Road in Peachtree City, Georgia, 
on November 9, 2022. The study area is shown below in Figure 1. 
 

Figure 1: STUDY AREA 

 

55 Millard Farmer Ind. Blvd. 
Newnan, GA 30263 
678.423.0050 
www.Lumin8.com 
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2 
 

The study intersection of SR 54 and Huddleston Road is shown below in Figure 2. 
 

Figure 2: SR 54 & HUDDLESTON RD 

 

  

Page 46 of 81



3 
 

EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
 
Turning Movement Counts (TMCs) were conducted at the study intersection on Wednesday, 
November 9, 2022 from 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM. The observed peak hours were 7:15 to 8:15 AM 
and 3:15 to 4:15 PM. The existing peak hour turning movement volumes are shown in Figure 3 
below. The turning movement data is provided in Appendix A.  
 

Figure 3: EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
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APPENDIX A 

TURNING MOVEMENT DATA
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HUDDLESTON RD HUDDLESTON RDSR-54SR-54

(303) 216-2439
www.alltrafficdata.net

Location: 1  HUDDLESTON RD & SR-54 AM

Wednesday, November 9, 2022Date:

Peak Hour - Motorized Vehicles Peak Hour - Bicycles Peak Hour - Pedestrians

Traffic Counts - Motorized Vehicles

Note: Total study counts contained in parentheses.

Peak Hour: 03:15 PM - 04:15 PM

Peak 15-Minutes: 03:30 PM - 03:45 PM
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EastboundInterval
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Rolling
Hour West East South North

Pedestrian Crossings

U-Turn

Westbound Northbound Southbound

Left Thru RightU-Turn Left Thru RightU-Turn Left Thru RightU-Turn

7:00 AM 0 12 0 0 1 00 1 406 0 4 242 710 0 0 0 13,51642 1 1 0

7:15 AM 0 20 1 0 2 00 0 491 0 4 337 917 0 0 0 03,74356 2 4 0

7:30 AM 0 13 2 0 3 00 2 474 0 9 346 958 0 0 0 13,709101 1 7 0

7:45 AM 0 20 0 0 5 00 6 469 0 19 313 931 0 0 0 03,65492 3 3 1

8:00 AM 0 20 1 0 3 00 1 488 0 13 312 937 0 0 0 03,59888 2 8 1

8:15 AM 0 28 5 0 3 00 1 497 0 11 265 883 0 0 0 13,51362 4 6 1

8:30 AM 0 21 2 0 1 10 4 481 0 9 289 903 0 0 0 03,43377 2 15 1

8:45 AM 0 32 1 0 6 10 6 489 0 6 278 875 0 0 0 13,38542 4 4 6

9:00 AM 0 40 1 0 3 00 4 368 0 14 357 852 0 0 0 03,31644 6 13 2

9:15 AM 0 48 2 0 7 00 2 332 3 6 353 803 0 0 0 03,23133 5 9 3

9:30 AM 0 35 4 0 8 22 4 370 0 8 357 855 0 0 0 03,28736 17 9 3

9:45 AM 0 32 1 0 8 72 2 322 0 10 366 806 0 0 0 03,31232 15 5 4

10:00 AM 0 24 3 0 12 10 3 281 1 11 359 767 0 0 0 03,42136 14 12 10

10:15 AM 0 25 0 0 10 20 7 364 0 8 387 859 0 0 0 03,60931 11 7 7

10:30 AM 0 39 4 0 12 30 2 346 0 6 412 880 0 0 0 43,59825 16 10 5

10:45 AM 0 22 2 0 9 01 5 388 0 16 391 915 0 0 0 13,70942 22 10 7

11:00 AM 0 49 4 0 16 20 4 412 2 11 389 955 0 0 0 03,73234 11 16 5

11:15 AM 0 43 2 0 15 73 5 334 0 14 354 848 0 0 0 03,73138 12 12 9

11:30 AM 0 54 4 0 12 11 13 400 1 11 408 991 0 0 0 13,82737 31 14 4

11:45 AM 0 45 5 0 29 71 7 384 0 12 358 938 0 0 0 03,84558 14 10 8

12:00 PM 0 57 7 0 14 42 5 389 0 8 390 954 0 0 0 03,92744 17 12 5

12:15 PM 0 52 4 0 24 51 2 363 0 9 386 944 0 0 0 03,93550 23 19 6

12:30 PM 0 54 11 0 21 33 4 426 0 8 398 1,009 0 0 0 04,00642 14 15 10

12:45 PM 0 38 4 0 17 50 7 409 0 8 429 1,020 0 0 0 03,96767 12 11 13

1:00 PM 0 49 2 0 16 21 3 386 2 14 385 962 0 0 0 13,88565 19 12 6

1:15 PM 0 35 2 0 21 20 5 413 0 10 434 1,015 0 0 0 23,87161 18 12 2

1:30 PM 0 50 2 0 19 80 11 405 0 8 382 970 0 0 0 03,81444 18 18 5

1:45 PM 0 34 2 0 15 20 7 385 1 12 397 938 0 0 0 13,81643 23 11 6

2:00 PM 0 44 4 0 20 41 4 400 0 8 396 948 0 0 1 03,90833 19 9 6

2:15 PM 0 58 1 0 17 01 6 386 1 7 404 958 0 0 0 03,89740 21 14 2

2:30 PM 0 48 0 0 16 00 4 408 0 11 399 972 0 0 0 03,97346 14 17 9

2:45 PM 0 54 7 0 11 20 7 427 2 7 432 1,030 0 0 0 04,06343 18 11 9

3:00 PM 0 49 0 0 21 30 6 379 1 10 395 937 0 0 0 04,07738 11 13 11

3:15 PM 0 55 3 0 16 11 8 438 0 8 410 1,034 0 0 0 04,18947 22 17 8
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Peak Rolling Hour Flow Rates

Heavy Vehicle Percentage and Peak Hour Factor

3:30 PM 0 56 0 0 16 60 3 439 0 6 455 1,062 0 0 0 04,17246 16 13 6

3:45 PM 0 78 6 0 17 10 3 416 0 13 418 1,044 0 0 0 04,08146 25 14 7

4:00 PM 0 70 4 0 16 12 4 424 0 6 438 1,049 0 0 0 04,07956 12 9 7

4:15 PM 0 80 6 0 25 10 7 431 0 3 382 1,017 0 0 0 04,00647 21 10 4

4:30 PM 0 85 4 0 20 32 6 395 0 6 363 971 0 0 0 04,02349 22 7 9

4:45 PM 0 71 2 0 8 00 1 455 0 1 422 1,042 0 0 0 04,07843 20 8 11

5:00 PM 0 94 8 0 23 20 6 443 0 2 334 976 0 0 0 04,01830 17 6 11

5:15 PM 0 78 4 0 8 30 3 450 2 1 397 1,034 0 0 0 04,08356 16 5 11

5:30 PM 0 66 6 0 15 20 5 457 0 1 401 1,026 0 0 0 03,97936 25 6 6

5:45 PM 0 81 5 0 15 33 7 398 0 2 388 982 0 0 0 03,91335 28 11 6

6:00 PM 0 85 5 0 17 20 3 440 1 2 418 1,041 0 0 0 03,71825 21 17 5

6:15 PM 0 67 3 0 20 10 5 385 0 1 394 930 0 0 0 027 20 3 4

6:30 PM 0 42 2 0 15 00 2 356 2 5 469 960 0 0 0 033 21 5 8

6:45 PM 0 34 2 0 13 22 4 318 0 7 332 787 0 0 0 025 25 14 9

Vehicle Type Left Thru Right
Eastbound

U-Turn
Westbound Northbound Southbound

TotalLeft Thru RightU-Turn Left Thru RightU-TurnLeft Thru RightU-Turn

Articulated Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 00 4 2 0 6 0 120 0 0 0
Lights 258 13 53 64 9 2818 1,683 183 32 1,681 74 4,0993 0 0 0
Mediums 1 0 0 1 0 00 30 10 1 34 1 780 0 0 0

Total 18 1,717 195 33 1,721 75 259 13 53 65 9 28 4,1893 0 0 0

Left Thru Right Total
Eastbound

U-Turn

Westbound Northbound Southbound

Left Thru RightU-Turn Left Thru RightU-Turn Left Thru RightU-Turn

0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0%0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 3.0% 2.3% 2.1%6.2% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0%

Heavy Vehicle %

Heavy Vehicle %

Peak Hour Factor

Peak Hour Factor

2.4% 2.3% 0.3% 1.0% 2.1%

0.99

0.99 0.96 0.88 0.77 0.99

0.00 0.88 0.61 0.00 0.76 0.680.58 0.58 0.98 0.33 0.68 0.950.85 0.84 0.85 0.95
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 

    
MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council 
    
VIA: Robert Curnow, City Manager 
    
FROM: Angela Egan, Purchasing Agent 2/8/2024 

Paul Salvatore, Finance Director 2/8/2024 
Justin Strickland, Assistant City Manager 2/9/2024 
Robert Curnow, City Manager 2/9/2024 
  

    
DATE: February 15, 2024  
    
SUBJECT: Purchase of lighting fixtures for Fred Brown Jr. Amphitheater 
     
  
Recommendation: 
Award the price quote for lighting fixtures at the Fred Brown Jr. Amphitheater to Custom 
Audio and Lighting Productions LLC in the amount of $98,220.48. 
  
Discussion: 
The proposed lighting project involves a complete upgrade to the existing lighting 
system with the use of an all-moving light system on the up and down stage trusses. 
The new lighting system will create an enhanced, dynamic lighting experience for both 
tours and patrons. Staff received a quote from Custom Audio and Lighting that stood 
out for its completeness and alignment with objectives for the Fred. As trusted partners 
of RCS Productions for over 25 years, Custom Audio & Lighting has consistently 
delivered reliability and expertise in lighting solutions and maintenance. Other 
companies responded with incomplete lighting solutions, different fixtures that did not 
meet the goals of a comprehensive solution, or no response. Feedback from industry 
peers underscores the superiority of Chauvet lighting systems, affirming Custom Audio 
& Lighting as the best use and value for the scope of the Fred lighting installation.  
  
Budget Impact: 
This will have no negative budget impact as this is a budgeted and anticipated capital 
item in the FY 2024 Amphitheater Fund budget. 
  
Attachments: 
None  
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY 
 

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
 

    
MEMO TO: Mayor and City Council 
    
VIA: Robert Curnow, City Manager 
    
FROM: Robin Cailloux, Planning Director 2/9/2024 

Justin Strickland, Assistant City Manager 2/9/2024 
Robert Curnow, City Manager 2/9/2024 
  

    
DATE: February 15, 2024  
    
SUBJECT: 02-24-03  Resolution to Transmit Proposed Local Amendment to 

Plumbing Code to DCA (Robin Cailloux) 
     
  
Recommendation: 
Approve the resolution to transmit the proposed Water Efficiency Plumbing Code 
update to the Department of Community Affairs for their review. 
  
Discussion: 
Peachtree City is within the Metropolitan North Georgia Water Planning District, which 
is one of 11 water planning districts created by the State. Per their statutory 
requirement, the Water Planning Districts has adopted a 5-year strategic plan that 
contains projects and policies that local governments, water service providers, 
stormwater service providers, and sewer service providers must complete within the 
next five years.  
 
The first project that the City is responsible for completing is adopting an update to the 
plumbing code to increase water efficiency.  The Planning District has provided all its 
local jurisdictions with an updated version of the plumbing code, attached to this memo. 
The City must transmit the proposed code update to the Department of Community 
Affairs (DCA) for their review and comment. After the DCA's 60-day review period, the 
City is free to adopt the proposed code either as drafted or with changes as proposed 
by the DCA, if any.  
 
A summary of the proposed plumbing code includes: 

1. Added landscape irrigation definitions in the Definitions Section 
2. Reduced maximum flow in bathroom and kitchen fixtures. For example, a 

bathroom faucet maximum flow rate is reduced from 1.5 gallons per minute to 
1.2 gallons per minute. 

3. Added Water Cooling Tower efficiency measures 
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4. Added landscape irrigation fixture requirements.  Irrigation is not required, but if 
irrigation is installed and is connected to the public water system, the heads 
must meet these new standards. 

5. Expanded the ability of golf courses to use reclaimed treated wastewater from 
private septic systems to irrigate greens.  (None in the City) 

6. Added specific reference to ANSI 2020 Water Efficiency Standards as an 
acceptable source of good engineering practices in water system hydraulic 
design.  

 
  
Budget Impact: 
There are no budget impacts associated with this item 
  
Attachments: 
1. Resolution to Transmit for Review Proposed Water Efficiency Plumbing Code 

Update 
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Resolution Number ______  
 

A RESOLUTION TO TRANSMIT THE 
PROPOSED LOCAL AMENDMENT TO THE PLUMBING  

CODE FOR WATER EFFICIENCY 
TO THE GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

FOR REVIEW AND COMMENT 
 
 

WHEREAS, the current minimum water efficiency requirements for buildings in the City of Peachtree City’s 
jurisdiction is the Georgia State Minimum Standard Plumbing Code (“Georgia Plumbing Code”) as approved and 
adopted by the Georgia Department of Community Affairs (“DCA”) from time to time; 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City like all local governments in the State of Georgia, is authorized under 

O.C.G.A. § 8-2-25(c) to adopt local requirements when needed that are more stringent than the Georgia Plumbing 
Code based on local climatic, geologic, topographic, or public safety factors; 

 
WHEREAS, the long-term availability, reliability, and resiliency of water supplies is a critical need of the City 

of Peachtree City and water efficiency is essential to meeting this need;  
 
WHEREAS, the “Local Amendments to Plumbing Code” shown in the Attachment A are more stringent than 

the Georgia Plumbing Code on water efficacy because the amendments require even more efficient uses of water 
and provide clarifications on existing allowable practices;  
 

WHEREAS, based on its local climatic, geologic, topographic factors included in the regional water resources 
plan prepared by the Metropolitan North Georgia Water Planning District (“Metro Water District”), of which the City 
of Peachtree City is a part, water conservation is especially important to City of Peachtree City and the Metro Water 
District; 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Peachtree City has become aware that more water efficient technologies have become 
widely available at comparable prices and performance to the water efficient technologies currently required as the 
minimum in the Georgia Plumbing Code;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. The governing body of the City of Peachtree City finds that, based on local climatic, geographic, 

topographic, and public safety factors included in the Metro Water District’s plans, it is justified in adopting local 
water efficiency requirements more stringent that the Georgia Plumbing Code; 

 
2. The City of Peachtree City is considering codifying these water efficiency requirements in local code as an 

amendment to Georgia Plumbing Code in the form of the Local Amendments to Plumbing Code shown in the 
Attachment A; and 
 

3. The City of Peachtree City is directing its staff to submit this resolution and the Local Amendments to 
Plumbing Code to DCA for review and comment within 60 days as required by O.C.G.A. § 8-2-25(c)(1). 

 
Done, Ratified, and Passed this 15th day of February, 2024. 
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___________________________ 

Kim Learnard, Mayor 

 

 

___________________________ 

Laura Johnson, Post 1 

 

 

___________________________ 

Suzanne Brown, Post 2 

 

 

__________________________ 

Clint Holland, Post 3 

 

 

___________________________ 

Frank Destadio, Post 4 

 

 

 

Attest: ___________________________ 

  City Clerk 
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Attachment A 
Water Efficiency Code Requirements  
Local Amendment to Plumbing Code 

 
Amendment to local code of ordinances Chapter 18, Article VI, Section 18-50 International Plumbing Code adopted; 
amendments. Effective January 1, 2024, the Georgia State Minimum Standard Plumbing Code has been amended by 
the City of Peachtree City as follows:  
Chapter 2, Section 202 General Definitions. Add in alphabetical order and revise, as applicable, the following 
definitions:  
 

KITCHEN FAUCET OR KITCHEN FAUCET REPLACEMENT AERATOR. A kitchen faucet or kitchen faucet 
replacement aerator that allows a flow of no more than 1.8 gallons of water per minute at a pressure of 60 
pounds per square inch and conforms to the applicable requirements in ASME A112.18.1/CSA B125.1. 
 
LAVATORY FAUCET OR LAVATORY FAUCET REPLACEMENT AERATOR. A lavatory faucet or lavatory faucet 
replacement aerator that allows a flow of no more than 1.2 gallons per minute at a pressure of 60 pounds per 
square inch and is listed to the WaterSense High Efficiency Lavatory Faucet Specification.  
 
LANDSCAPE IRRIGATION. 

Flow sensor. An inline device in a landscape irrigation system that produces a repeatable signal 
proportional to flow rate. 

 
Lawn or Landscape Irrigation system. An assembly of component parts that is permanently installed 
for the controlled distribution of water to irrigate landscapes such as ground cover, trees, shrubs, and 
other plants. Lawn and Landscape Irrigation System refer to the same system.  
 
Master shut-off valve. An automatic valve such as a gate valve, ball valve, or butterfly valve) installed 
as part of the landscape irrigation system capable of being automatically closed by the WaterSense 
controller. When this valve is closed water will not be supplied to the landscape irrigation system. 
 
Pressure regulating device. A device designed to maintain pressure within the landscape irrigation 
system at the manufacturer’s recommended operating pressure and that protects against sudden 
spikes or drops from the water source. 
 
Rain sensor shut-off. An electric device that detects and measures rainfall amounts and overrides the 
cycle of a landscape irrigation system so as to turn off such system when a predetermined amount of 
rain has fallen. 
 
WaterSense irrigation controller. Is a weather-based or soil moisture-based irrigation controller 
labeled under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s WaterSense program, which includes 
standalone controllers, add-on devices, and plug-in devices that use current weather data as a basis 
for scheduling irrigation.  
WaterSense spray sprinkler bodies. A sprinkler body with integral pressure regulation, generating 
optimal water spray and coverage labeled under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s 
WaterSense program.  

 
SHOWER HEAD. A shower head that allows a flow of no more than the average of 2.0 gallons of water per 
minute at 80 pounds per square inch of pressure, is listed in the WaterSense Specification for Showerheads, 
and meets the US Department Definition of Energy definition of showerhead. 
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Chapter 6, Section 604.4 Maximum Flow and Water Consumption. Revise Section 604.4 to read as follows:  
 
Consistent with the general approach taken in Georgia, these Maximum Flow and Water Consumption requirements 
and related definitions in Section 604.4 of the plumbing code shall apply to all plumbing systems, including those in 
one- and two-family dwellings. The maximum water consumption flow rates and quantities for all plumbing fixtures 
and fixture fittings shall be in accordance with Table 604.4. 
 

Exceptions: 

1. Blowout design water closets having a water consumption not greater than 31/2 gallons (13 L) per flushing 
cycle. 

2. Vegetable sprays. 

3. Clinical sinks having a water consumption not greater than 41/2 gallons (17 L) per flushing cycle. 

4. Laundry tray sinks and service sinks. 

5. Emergency showers and eye wash stations. 

 
TABLE 604.4  

MAXIMUM FLOW RATES AND CONSUMPTION FOR  
PLUMBING FIXTURES AND FIXTURE FITTINGS 

PLUMBING FIXTURE  
OR FIXTURE FITTING 

MAXIMUM FLOW RATE  
OR QUANTITYb 

Lavatory faucet and 
replacement aerators, private 

WaterSense Labeled & 
1.2 gpm at 60 psif 

Lavatory faucet, public 
(metering) 0.25 gallon per metering cycle 

Lavatory, public  
(other than metering) 0.5 gpm at 60 psi 

Showerheada WaterSense Labeled & 
2.0 gpm at 80 psif  

Kitchen faucet and 
replacement aerators 1.8 gpm at 60 psif, g 

Urinal 0.5 gallon per flushing cyclef 

Water closet 1.28 gallons per flushing cyclec, d, 

e, f 

 
For SI: 1 gallon = 3.785 L, 1 gallon per minute = 3.785 L/m, 
1 pound per square inch = 6.895 kPa. 

 
a. A hand-held shower spray is a shower head. As point of clarification, multiple shower heads may be installed 
in a single shower enclosure so long as each shower head individually meets the maximum flow rate, the 
WaterSense requirements, and the US Department of Energy definition of showerhead. However, multiple 
shower heads are not recommended for water efficiency purposes.  
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b. Consumption tolerances shall be determined from referenced standards. 

 
c. For flushometer valves and flushometer tanks, the average flush volume shall not exceed 1.28 gallons. 

 
d. For single flush water closets, including gravity, pressure assisted and electro-hydraulic tank types, the 
average flush volume shall not exceed 1.28 gallons. 

 
e. For dual flush water closets, the average flush volume of two reduced flushes and one full flush shall not 
exceed 1.28 gallons. 

 
f. See 2014 GA Amendment to Section 301.1.2 'Waiver from requirements of high efficiency plumbing fixtures’. 

 
g. Kitchen faucets are permitted to temporarily increase the flow above the maximum rate, but not to exceed 
2.2 gpm (8.3 L/m) at 60 psi (414 kPa) and must revert to a maximum flow rate of 1.8 gpm (6.8 L/m) at 60 psi 
(414 kPa) upon valve closure.  
 
604.4.1 Clothes Washers. Residential clothes washers shall be in accordance with the Energy Star program 
requirements.  

 
604.4.2 Cooling Tower Water Efficiency. 

 
604.4.2.1 Once-Through Cooling. Once-through cooling using potable water is prohibited. 
 
604.4.2.2 Cooling Towers and Evaporative Coolers. Cooling towers and evaporative coolers shall be 
equipped with makeup water and blow down meters, conductivity controllers and overflow alarms. 
Cooling towers shall be equipped with efficiency drift eliminators that achieve drift reduction to 0.002 
percent of the circulated water volume for counterflow towers and 0.005 percent for crossflow towers. 
 
604.4.2.3 Cooling Tower Makeup Water. Water used for air conditioning, cooling towers shall not be 
discharged where the hardness of the basin water is less than 1500 mg/L. Exception: Where any of the 
following conditions of the basin water are present: total suspended solids exceed 25 ppm, CaCO3 
exceeds 600 ppm, chlorides exceed 250 ppm, sulfates exceed 250 ppm, or silica exceeds 150 ppm. 

  
604.4.3 Landscape Irrigation System Efficiency Requirements. The requirements in Section 604.4.3 apply to 
all new landscape irrigation systems connected to the public water system except those (a) used for agricultural 
operations as defined in the Official Code of Georgia Section 1-3-3, (b) used for golf courses, and (c) dependent 
upon a nonpublic water source. Nothing in this Code or this Section 604.4.3 is intended to require that 
landscape irrigation systems must be installed at all premises. The landscape irrigation efficiency requirements 
in this Section 604.4.3 apply only when someone voluntarily chooses, or is otherwise required by some 
requirement beyond this Code, to install a landscape irrigation system on premises.  
 

604.4.3.1 Avoiding Water Waste Through Design. All new landscape irrigation systems shall adhere 
to the following design standards:  

1. Pop-up type sprinkler heads shall pop-up to a height above vegetation level of not less than 
four (4) inches above the soil level when emitting water.  
2. Pop-up spray heads or rotary sprinkler heads must direct flow away from any adjacent 
surfaces and must not be installed closer than four inches from impervious surfaces.  
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3. Areas less than ten (10) feet in width in any direction shall be irrigated with subsurface 
irrigation or by other means that produces no overspray or runoff. 
4. Narrow or irregular shaped landscaped areas, less than four (4) feet in any direction across 
opposing boundaries shall not be irrigated by any irrigation emission device except sub-surface 
or low flow emitters with flow rates not to exceed 6.3 gallons per hour. 

604.4.3.2 Landscape Irrigation System Required Components. All new landscape irrigation systems 
shall include the following components: 

1. A rain sensor shut-off installed in an area that is unobstructed by trees, roof over hangs, or 
anything else that might block rain from triggering the rain sensor shutoff. 
2. A master shut-off valve for each controller installed as close as possible to the point of 
connection of the water but downstream of the backflow prevention assembly. 
3. Pressure-regulating devices such as valve pressure regulators, sprinkler head pressure 
regulators, inline pressure regulators, WaterSense spray sprinkler bodies, or other devices shall be 
installed as needed to achieve the manufacturer’s recommended pressure range at the emission 
devices for optimal performance. 
4. Except for landscape irrigation systems serving a single-family home, all other systems must also 
include:  

(a) a WaterSense irrigation controller; and 
(b) at least one flow sensor, which must be installed at or near the supply point of the 
landscape irrigation system and shall interface with the control system, that when connected 
to the WaterSense controller will detect and report high flow conditions to such controller and 
automatically shut master valves. The flow sensor serves to aid in detecting leaks or abnormal 
flow conditions by suspending irrigation. High flow conditions should be consistent with 
manufacturers’ recommendations and specifications. 

 
Chapter 13 NONPOTABLE WATER SYSTEMS, Section 1304 Reclaimed Water Systems. Revise Section 1304.3.2 to read 
as follows:  
 

1304.3.2 Connections to water supply. Reclaimed water provided from a reclaimed wastewater treatment 
system permitted by the Environmental Protection Division may be used to supply water closets, urinals, trap 
primers for floor drains and floor sinks, water features and other uses approved by the Authority Having 
Jurisdiction, in motels, hotels, apartment and condominium buildings, and commercial, industrial, and 
institutional buildings, where the individual guest or occupant does not have access to plumbing. Also, other 
systems that may use a lesser quality of water than potable water such as water chillers, carwashes or an 
industrial process may be supplied with reclaimed water provided from a reclaimed wastewater treatment 
facility permitted by the Environmental Protection Division. The use of reclaimed water sourced from any 
new private reclaimed wastewater treatment system for outdoor irrigation shall be limited to golf courses 
and agriculture operations as defined in the Official Code of Georgia Section 1-3-3, and such reclaimed water 
shall not be approved for use for irrigating any other outdoor landscape such as ground cover, tree, shrubs, 
or other plants. These limitations do not apply to reclaimed water sourced from existing private reclaimed 
water systems or from existing or new, governmentally-owned reclaimed wastewater treatment systems.  

 
Appendix E, Section E101.1.2. Revise Section E.101.1.2 to read as follows:  
 

Because of the variable conditions encountered in hydraulic design, it is impractical to specify definite and 
detailed rules for sizing of the water piping system. Accordingly, other sizing or design methods conforming to 
good engineering practice standards are acceptable alternatives to those presented herein. Without limiting 
the foregoing, such acceptable design methods may include for multi-family buildings the Peak Water Demand 
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Calculator from the IAPMO/ANSI 2020 Water Efficiency and Sanitation Standard for the Built Environment, 
which accounts for the demands of water-conserving plumbing fixtures, fixture fittings, and appliances. If 
future versions of the Peak Water Demand Calculator including other building types, such as commercial, such 
updated version shall be an acceptable design method.  
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CITY OPERATING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

Policv/ Procedure 8- 06: Naming of Facilities Parks & Other Areas

OPR: City Hall

I. Purpose

The purpose of this regulation is to provide criteria and a procedure for naming facilities, parks, fields, rooms, streets, 
or other city owned areas. 

II. Policy

All facilities, parks, fields, and areas will be named based on their geographic location, which could be the street they

are on or the subdivision or village in which they are located. One of the two exceptions listed below may be made: 

1. Commemorative/ Memorial Recognition

2. Benefactor Recognition

Either exception would require a unanimous vote of approval by the City Council. 

III. Naming Froam Nomination & Process

a. Program

The city recognizes that there may be individuals who have had a unique and significant positive impact on the
City which exceeds the requirements set forth in Policy 1- 03 Citizen Achievement Award. Therefore, the City has
established a program to recognize those individuals by either placing their names on a recognition plaque, 

naming any type of city property or facility or similar tribute. This policy is established to provide for an orderly, 
coordinated, and informed practice of naming Peachtree City facilities, streets, parks, fields, or other areas in such
a manner as to ensure the appropriate recognition of the traditions of the city, including the opportunity to honor
and recognize its distinguished residents, former elected officials, or employees. Careful consideration must be

given to associating any name with the excellence and reputation of the City of Peachtree City. To ensure that
there is not an overabundance of designations approved, the Council shall only authorize a maximum of two ( 2) 
namings per calendar year. Therefore, this policy is designed to ensure proper vetting and consultation before
making such decisions. 

1. Commemorative/ Memorial Recognition - 

Naming recognizes individuals who have made extraordinary contributions to the City of Peachtree
City, and whose lives and personal qualities deserve to be remembered and emulated. The individual
or the individual' s contribution should usually have a relationship to the facility or organization being
named. 

To maintain the significance of the honor, the memorial naming of any facility, park, field, or area
owned by the city shall remain a rare method of honoring individuals. Other prestigious recognition
such as policies 1- 03 Citizen Achievement Award or 1- 04 Proclamations, Letters of Appreciation and

Support should be considered before a memorial naming is proposed. Ordinarily, a memorial honoree
would have previously received ( including posthumously) such an honor, and there would be a
compelling reason that the further recognition of a memorial naming is appropriate. 

For memorial naming of major facilities, parks fields or city -owned areas, a ten- year waiting period
shall be observed after the death or retirement of the individual before consideration for such

distinction, unless specifically approved by the Mayor and Council. 
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2. Benefactor Recognition - 

Benefactor naming recognizes substantial financial contributions by donors to the city. In determining
the appropriateness of naming as benefactor recognition, the following factors shall be considered, in
addition to the personal qualities described above: the net present value of any and all gifts to the City

of Peachtree City from the donor to be honored, and, in particular, of the gift ( if any) that motivates
the naming; the appropriateness of associating the donor's name with the city; and the donor's other
contributions to the city, including volunteer activities, awards, and assistance with other projects. 

In no case will a benefactor naming be approved by the Mayor and Council of Peachtree City before
the execution of a legally enforceable gift agreement. 

A benefactor may ask the city to name a facility or organization for an individual other than the
benefactor, or the benefactor' s immediate family, provided that the proposed individual exhibits the
personal qualities described above, the individual' s permission is obtained as required by this policy, 
and the individual is not otherwise disqualified from naming based on other requirements as outlined

in this policy. 

b. Nomination by Third Party
Any citizen, group of citizens, civic organization or sports association may recommend names for recognition so
long as the citizens are residents of Peachtree City, or the organizations and associations are based in and serve the
citizens of Peachtree City. The dossier must be submitted to the City Clerk' s office no later than June 15` for
consideration in the next fiscal year, if there is a budgetary impact to the city' s budget. The following criteria for
nomination have been established: 

Nominee must have resided in Peachtree City and have had at least ten years of continuing active
involvement in a leadership role devoted to making significant improvements to the Peachtree City
community. 

2. Areas of involvement/ improvement would include youth or senior programs, athletics, cultural or facility
enhancements, aesthetic improvements and humanitarian efforts. 

3. Nominations must be made after the ten- year waiting period observed after the death, retirement, or end
of service of the individual. 

4. Nominations shall not be accepted for any current elected public official or any corporate entity. 

5. Nominations can be accepted for a street prior to the issuance or designation of mailing addresses. If there

is a street in which no mailing addresses will be affected if renamed, it may be taken into consideration by
Council. 

c. Process

A dossier prepared by the proponent of the naming which contains the following information. 

1. Proposals for benefactor naming will only be accepted upon approval from the City Manager. 

A complete proposal includes a dossier that addresses and verifies all of the applicable criteria in this

policy, including: 
A precise description of the facility or organization to be named. 
The exact name to be adopted. 

The basis or reason for the naming; for commemorative names, why the proposed name is appropriate
to the facility. 

For memorial naming, whether the ten-year rule is applicable. 
For commemorative naming, whether the date of the individual' s death, retirement or end of service is
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applicable. 

For benefactor names, proof of donation should usually include consideration of the net present value
of the gift, other contributions and activities of the donor, consistency with announced gift
opportunity amounts, and other naming opportunities. 

If the naming is for someone other than a donor, formal permission of that individual or authorized
representative. 

A dossier as required by this policy, appropriately verified, shall accompany all proposals for commemorative
naming. The dossier shall also include the written permission of the individual to be named ( or an appropriate
representative, in the case of memorial naming) to use the name as proposed. The Mayor or a City Council
member may submit a nomination for consideration at any time. The City Clerk will notify the City Manager, 
Council and place the item on a future council meeting agenda under new agenda items. Approval shall be by a
unanimous vote of the City Council. 

Approval

aa-- 
Mayor

7 
City Manager

08/ 17/ 2023

Date

Date
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CITY OPERATING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

Policv/ Procedure 8- 06: Naming of Facilities Parks & Other Areas

OPR: City Hall

I. Purpose

The purpose of this regulation is to provide criteria and a procedure for naming facilities, parks, fields, rooms, streets, 
or other city owned areas. 

II. Policy

All facilities, parks, fields, and areas will be named based on their geographic location, which could be the street they

are on or the subdivision or village in which they are located. One of the two exceptions listed below may be made: 

1. Commemorative/ Memorial Recognition

2. Benefactor Recognition

Either exception would require a unanimous vote of approval by the City Council. 

III. Naming Froam Nomination & Process

a. Program

The city recognizes that there may be individuals who have had a unique and significant positive impact on the
City which exceeds the requirements set forth in Policy 1- 03 Citizen Achievement Award. Therefore, the City has
established a program to recognize those individuals by either placing their names on a recognition plaque, 

naming any type of city property or facility or similar tribute. This policy is established to provide for an orderly, 
coordinated, and informed practice of naming Peachtree City facilities, streets, parks, fields, or other areas in such
a manner as to ensure the appropriate recognition of the traditions of the city, including the opportunity to honor
and recognize its distinguished residents, former elected officials, or employees. Careful consideration must be

given to associating any name with the excellence and reputation of the City of Peachtree City. To ensure that
there is not an overabundance of designations approved, the Council shall only authorize a maximum of two ( 2) 
namings per calendar year. Therefore, this policy is designed to ensure proper vetting and consultation before
making such decisions. 

1. Commemorative/ Memorial Recognition - 

Naming recognizes individuals who have made extraordinary contributions to the City of Peachtree
City, and whose lives and personal qualities deserve to be remembered and emulated. The individual
or the individual' s contribution should usually have a relationship to the facility or organization being
named. 

To maintain the significance of the honor, the memorial naming of any facility, park, field, or area
owned by the city shall remain a rare method of honoring individuals. Other prestigious recognition
such as policies 1- 03 Citizen Achievement Award or 1- 04 Proclamations, Letters of Appreciation and

Support should be considered before a memorial naming is proposed. Ordinarily, a memorial honoree
would have previously received ( including posthumously) such an honor, and there would be a
compelling reason that the further recognition of a memorial naming is appropriate. 

For memorial naming of major facilities, parks fields or city -owned areas, a ten- year waiting period
shall be observed after the death or retirement of the individual before consideration for such

distinction, unless specifically approved by the Mayor and Council. 
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2. Benefactor Recognition - 

Benefactor naming recognizes substantial financial contributions by donors to the city. In determining
the appropriateness of naming as benefactor recognition, the following factors shall be considered, in
addition to the personal qualities described above: the net present value of any and all gifts to the City

of Peachtree City from the donor to be honored, and, in particular, of the gift ( if any) that motivates
the naming; the appropriateness of associating the donor's name with the city; and the donor's other
contributions to the city, including volunteer activities, awards, and assistance with other projects. 

In no case will a benefactor naming be approved by the Mayor and Council of Peachtree City before
the execution of a legally enforceable gift agreement. 

A benefactor may ask the city to name a facility or organization for an individual other than the
benefactor, or the benefactor' s immediate family, provided that the proposed individual exhibits the
personal qualities described above, the individual' s permission is obtained as required by this policy, 
and the individual is not otherwise disqualified from naming based on other requirements as outlined

in this policy. 

b. Nomination by Third Party
Any citizen, group of citizens, civic organization or sports association may recommend names for recognition so
long as the citizens are residents of Peachtree City, or the organizations and associations are based in and serve the
citizens of Peachtree City. The dossier must be submitted to the City Clerk' s office no later than June 15` for
consideration in the next fiscal year, if there is a budgetary impact to the city' s budget. The following criteria for
nomination have been established: 

Nominee must have resided in Peachtree City and have had at least ten years of continuing active
involvement in a leadership role devoted to making significant improvements to the Peachtree City
community. 

2. Areas of involvement/ improvement would include youth or senior programs, athletics, cultural or facility
enhancements, aesthetic improvements and humanitarian efforts. 

3. Nominations must be made after the ten- year waiting period observed after the death, retirement, or end
of service of the individual. 

4. Nominations shall not be accepted for any current elected public official or any corporate entity. 

5. Nominations can be accepted for a street prior to the issuance or designation of mailing addresses. If there

is a street in which no mailing addresses will be affected if renamed, it may be taken into consideration by
Council. 

c. Process

A dossier prepared by the proponent of the naming which contains the following information. 

1. Proposals for benefactor naming will only be accepted upon approval from the City Manager. 

A complete proposal includes a dossier that addresses and verifies all of the applicable criteria in this

policy, including: 
A precise description of the facility or organization to be named. 
The exact name to be adopted. 

The basis or reason for the naming; for commemorative names, why the proposed name is appropriate
to the facility. 

For memorial naming, whether the ten-year rule is applicable. 
For commemorative naming, whether the date of the individual' s death, retirement or end of service is

Page 77 of 81



applicable. 

For benefactor names, proof of donation should usually include consideration of the net present value
of the gift, other contributions and activities of the donor, consistency with announced gift
opportunity amounts, and other naming opportunities. 

If the naming is for someone other than a donor, formal permission of that individual or authorized
representative. 

A dossier as required by this policy, appropriately verified, shall accompany all proposals for commemorative
naming. The dossier shall also include the written permission of the individual to be named ( or an appropriate
representative, in the case of memorial naming) to use the name as proposed. The Mayor or a City Council
member may submit a nomination for consideration at any time. The City Clerk will notify the City Manager, 
Council and place the item on a future council meeting agenda under new agenda items. Approval shall be by a
unanimous vote of the City Council. 

Approval

aa-- 
Mayor

7 
City Manager

08/ 17/ 2023

Date

Date
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