City Council of Peachtree City
Meeting Summary
November 2, 2000

7:00 p.m.

Ik Pledge of Allegiance

Il. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
[l Minutes — October 19, 2000

IV.  Old Agenda ltems

08-00-05 Consider Appeal — Walmart - Conceptual Site Plan — approved 3-2 with McMenamin
and Tennant opposing

10-00-08 Public Hearing - Consider Ordinance — “Big Box” Regulations — approved 5-0
08-00-10 Consider Employee Pay Plan — approved and appointed Lenox and Fritz to serve

on Council committee to hear appeals and make recommendations to Council for
final action. 5-0

V. Consent Agenda
VI. New Agenda Items

11-00-01 Consider Alcohol License — The Dark Horse Pub, 288 N Highway 74 - tabled
11-00-02 Public Hearing — Rezoning — Summit Apartments — approved 5-0

11-00-03 Public Hearing — Rezoning — Lexington Commons - tabled

11-00-04 Discussion of City Council Meeting Rules and Procedures - tabled

11-00-05 Consider Term-Limits for Commission/Authorities - tabled

11-00-06 Consider City Flag - tabled

11-00-07 Discuss Televising City Council Meetings - tabled
VII.  Council/Staff Topics

VIIl. Executive Session

Members present: Mayor Bob Lenox, Annie McMenamin, Robert Brooks,
Dan Tennant, & Carol Fritz




Peachtree City

RESOLUTION Georgia

WHEREAS, Governor Barnes envisioned having communities laced with open space and connected
green spaces; and,

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 399 established a framework within which developed and rapidly
developing counties and their municipalities can permanently preserve community greenspace; and,

WHEREAS, this program has a goal to set aside 20 percent of the land in certain counties as
permanently protected greenspace; and,

WHEREAS, Fayette County, the City of Fayetteville, the City of Peachtree City and the Town of
Tyrone have worked together to establish a Fayette County Greenspace Program.

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Mayor and Council that the hereby adopts the Greenspace Program
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, which sets forth Peachtree City’s greenspace
protection goal and the methods and schedule this body intends to use to achieve this goal. The City
of Peachtree City further certifies that it will diligently pursue the implementation of the program as
described therein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor and Council of Peachtree City hereby atthorizes
the establishment of a Community Greenspace Trust Fund for utilization in the implementation of
the Town’s Greenspace Program; and

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER RESOVLED, that the City of Peachtree City will enter into a
contractual agreement with the Georgia Department of Natural Resources to receive grant funds
from the Georgia Greenspace Trust Fund, by authorizing Robert L. Lenox, Mayor to sign the grant
award agreement for the City.

SO RESOLVED, this 2nd day of November, 2000. Eo

Mayor Robert L Lenox
é)/f g é/() m( 1o ufr/l/Y )

@a/za/ﬂ ?L/UZT
C L MOPM

ATTEST: W@M“%“ QM

Nancy Faull@er, City Clerk

151 Willowbend Road ‘- Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 - (770) 487-7657




City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
November 2, 2000
7:00 p.m.

l. Pledge of Allegiance

Il. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Il Minutes — October 19, 2000

IV.  Old Agenda Items

08-00-05 Consider Appeal — Walmart - Conceptual Site Plan

10-00-08 Public Hearing - Consider Ordinance — “Big Box” Regulations

08-00-10 Consider Employee Pay Plan

V. Consent Agenda
VI. New Agenda Items

11-00-01 Consider Alcohol License — The Dark Horse Pub, 288 N Highway 74
11-00-02 Public Hearing — Rezoning — Summit Apartments

11-00-03 Public Hearing — Rezoning — Lexington Commons

11-00-04 Discussion of City Council Meeting Rules and Procedures

11-00-05 Consider Term-Limits for Commission/Authorities

11-00-06 Consider City Flag

11-00-07 Discuss Televising City Council Meetings
VIl.  Council/Staff Topics

VIll. Executive Session

Notice: This agenda is subject to change up to 24-hours prior to the meeting.




City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting
October 19, 2000
7:00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a regular session, Thursday, October 19, 2000, at 7:00
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers. Mayor Robert Lenox led those attending in the pledge of
allegiance. Other Council members present were: Annie McMenamin, Carol Fritz, and Bob
Brooks. Dan Tennant was absent.

ANNOUNCEMENTS, AWARDS, SPECIAL RECOGNITION

Mayor Lenox recognized the Employee of the Month, David Murphy.
Mayor Lenox presented a ten-year service pin to Robert Todd.

Mayor Lenox recognized Tom Carty and the West Georgia Inspectors Association for receiving the
Chapter of the Year award from the Southern Building Code Congress International.

Chief Murray recognized his Police Department for achieving Re-accreditation.
MINUTES

McMenamin made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 5, 2000, as presented. Fritz
seconded the motion. Motion carried with Lenox abstaining.

CONSENT AGENDA - approved 4-0

1. Consider Agreement — Tower Lease
2. Consider Ordinance Revision — Outdoor Burning

McMenamin made a motion to approve the consent agenda items. Fritz seconded the motion.
Motion carried unanimously.

OLD AGENDA ITEMS

Consider Ordinance — Outside Storage Display - approved 4-0

Jim Williams, Director of Developmental Services, said the proposed Outside Storage Display
Ordinance was presented to Council on September 7, 2000. Since that time, staff met with about
30 business owners and members of the Chamber of Commerce. Based on those discussions,
the draft of the ordinance had been substantially revised. He said the revised draft was approved
by the Planning Commission at its meeting on October 9, 2000 and staff recommended that it be
adopted by Council. Williams reviewed the ordinance in detail. McMenamin made a motion to
adopt the ordinance as presented. Fritz seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.




City Council Meeting
October 19, 2000
Page 2

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

Mayor Lenox read the rules for conducting Public Hearings and set a time limit of fifteen minutes
for each side to present their case.

10-00-06 Public Hearing — Consider Lifting the Moratorium on Multi-Family Zoning as it
applies to the Lexington Commons Commercial Development at the Walt
Banks/SR-54 Intersection - approved 4-0

Developer Bob Adams addressed Council to request lifting the moratorium on multi-family zoning
as it applied to the Lexington Commons Development at the Walt Banks/SR 54 Intersection. His
intention was to submit a rezoning request to change his limited use zoning classification to permit
him to replace some of the commercial development with residential development. Brooks
supported the request because he felt the surrounding neighbors were strongly in favor of it.
McMenamin also supported the request. She felt it would give citizens an opportunity to review
the history of the property and that they would have an opportunity to give input at the rezoning
hearing. Brooks made a motion to lift the moratorium on Multi-Family Zoning as it applied to the
Lexington Commons Commercial Development at the Walt Banks/SR 54 Intersection. Fritz
seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

10-00-07 Public Hearing — Variance, Potash, 121 Cedar Point - approved 4-0

Mr. Martin Potash, the owner of Lot 2 at 121 Cedar Point, addressed Council to request a
variance to extend his existing garage a total of 12 feet toward his rear property line, which would
encroach into the required setback area about 9 feet. Jim Williams spoke in favor of the variance
stating that Mr. Potash owned the lot behind his home, and the encroachment would be in the
setback area between Lots 1 and 2, making the applicant also the adjoining property owner.
Hearing no one else speak in favor of the variance, Lenox asked if anyone wished to speak in
opposition. Hearing no opposition, Lenox called the hearing to a close and opened the floor for
Council to debate the issue and render a decision. McMenamin noted that the concrete slab for
the garage was already in existence. Brooks made a motion to grant the variance as requested.
McMenamin seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

10-00-08 Public Hearing - Consider Ordinance — “Big Box” Regulations — remanded to
staff for modifications 4-0

Jim Williams presented the proposed “Big Box” regulation, which would be an amendment to the
zoning ordinance as recommended by staff and the Planning Commission. He said the ordinance
would apply to any business that would be more than 10,000 square feet in area, but it would not
apply to major developments currently in the planning stages. The said it would not apply to the
Huddleston Property, which had an approved site plan for Home Depot and plans for development
of a Walmart, and Phase Two of Kedron Shopping Center.

Businesses over 10,000 square feet would be subject to the following conditions:

1. General Retail Space would be limited to 150,000 square feet with an extra 50,000
square feet for theater and restaurant space.
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2. No single commercial tenant shall occupy more than 32,000 square feet of floor area.

3. No three commercial tenants shall occupy a combined floor area of more than 80,000
square feet.

4. No more than six commercial tenants shall occupy more than 10,000 square feet of
floor area each.

5. All exterior building elevations that face public streets and/or customer parking areas
shall be designed so that there are no large expanses of blank walls. This
requirement can be met by employing the use of architectural features including but
not limited to the following: Doors, windows, pilasters, columns, horizontal and
vertical offsets, material and color variations, decorative cornices, awnings, canopies,
murals, and graphics. In order to assure conformance with this requirement, exterior-
building elevations must be reviewed and approved as a part of the overall Final Site
Plan review process.

6. Anytenant that occupies more than 10,000 square feet shall provide the City Attorney
with a copy of the rental agreement between the tenant and its landlord which
contains a contract provision prohibiting the tenant from voluntarily vacating such
premises or otherwise ceasing to conduct its retail business on such premises while
simultaneously preventing the landlord, by continuing to pay rent or otherwise, from
leasing the premises to another person or company who will operate a permitted
business on the premises. If such a tenant voluntarily vacates such premises or
otherwise ceases to conduct its retail business on the premises, the landlord shall be
free to market and lease such premises to another person or company regardless of
any contractual rights the tenant may have with the landlord.

7. The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a Traffic Management Plan, which identifies
the traffic problems that will be generated by development on the premises and which
presents reasonable solutions to those problems. The Plan must be prepared by a
qualified professional Traffic Planner at no cost to the City, and it must be approved
by the City Engineer,

8. The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a Water Management Plan, which identifies
the water management problems that will be generated by development on the
premises and which presents reasonable solutions to those problems. The Plan must
be prepared by a qualified professional Engineer at no cost to the City, and it must be
approved by the City Engineer;

9. No use permitted in this zoning district shall be allowed to cover more than 75 percent
of the zoning lot on which it is located with impervious surfaces.

McMenamin asked how far along was Phase 2 of Kedron Shopping Center in the development
process? Williams said the developer was negotiating a site plan with staff. She asked if Williams
thought the developer was trying to circumvent the new ordinance since they had originally
negotiated with Home Depot for their site before it was relocated to the Huddleston property?
Williams did not feel that was the developer’s intent. He said the developer made changes in their
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site plan that would include two anchors instead of one large anchor.

Fritz asked Williams to confirm that the master plan for the Kedron Shopping Center was
submitted and approved in 1996. Williams said that was the City Attorney’s interpretation of the
situation.

Lenox opened the floor for public comments and questions.

Bob Adams asked if Lexington Commons would also be excluded from the ordinance? Williams
said the proposed ordinance would not apply to buildings over 10,000 square feet if the property
was rezoned to Limited Use Commercial, as the Lexington Commons Development was.

Rick Shumacher, Planning Commission member addressed Council and urged them to approve
the ordinance to safeguard the City's ambiance and future lifestyle.

Steve Brown, 148 Terrane Ridge, said the ordinance had been revised many times. He objected
to giving exemptions to some of the developments. He felt there were legally justifiable reasons to
require the developments to abide by the ordinance. He felt by including an exemption in the
ordinance, the city was pandering to the developer's attorneys.

Doug Dillard, attorney for Pathway Communities, Ram Development Group and Home Depot,
addressed Council and provided them with a copy of a letter sent to them previously, dated
August 11. He said while the developer had pending conceptual plans for the property on
Highway 74, the original master plan for the property was approved by the City in 1994, and as a
result the developer spent $1.37 million to develop the property, as well as for system wide
improvements that the whole City benefits from such as road improvements, sewer, water, etc.
Dillard said he questioned the purpose of the ordinance and said that Council needed to have a
clear public purpose served by any legislative act they adopt.

Mayor Lenox noted for the record that the City also received a letter from Powell, Goldstein,
Frazer and Murphy on behalf of the Huddleston Family Limited Partnership, owner of a 42-acre
tract on Highway 54, stating their objections to the ordinance.

Lenox asked if there were any comments or questions. Hearing none, Lenox said that he did not
want to call the Public Hearing to a close because he did not want to preclude any further input,
but he opened the floor for Council discussion.

Lenox voiced concerns about the ordinance. He said under the proposed ordinance, Braelinn and
Kedron Shopping Center would not have been built. He was concerned with restricting the size of
developments that had already been accepted in the past. He was also concerned with how the
preamble was worded. He said the original master plan of Peachtree City called for a regional
commercial center. He also felt that there should be a provision in the ordinance requiring all
commercial buildings to be maintained as though they were occupied to preclude any vacant
buildings from becoming an eye-sore.

Fritz felt that some of the information from the original master plan should be published for public
information because it is often misquoted. She pointed out that the regional commercial center
was planned for the intersection of Highway 54/74 and that there were originally seven villages
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planned. She asked the City Attorney for a legal opinion regarding the developer’s vested rights.
He said Georgia Law balanced facts to determine a property owner’s vested rights. He felt it
would be difficult to argue with the developer’s claim of having vested rights due to the fact they
have already spent over one million dollars to develop the project. He felt the entire ordinance
could be jeopardized.

Brooks also felt the preamble should be changed. He agreed with Mayor's comments.

McMenamin felt that the plan for a regional shopping center in Peachtree City was intended for its
citizens and not for the surrounding areas. She said it was important to look ahead toward the
future. She said stores were already beginning to downsize because they no longer had the need
to store large quantities of inventory. She said computers made it possible to have goods
delivered within 24 to 48 hours. She also felt there would be a tremendous increase in Internet
shopping in the future and that communities would see the development of smaller neighborhood
stores.

A citizen addressed Council and pointed out that the Master Plan was an evolving document and
that the way things were done in the seventies was not the way things are done now.

Steve Brown agreed that the Master Plan was a living document. He also said that the size of
department stores have increased up to three times since the seventies.

Lenox called the public hearing to a close and made a motion to remand the ordinance back to
staff for modifications. McMenamin seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.
10-00-09 Consider Jail Impact Fees — approved 4-0

Jim Basinger, City Manager, presented revised jail impact fees to Council as suggested by other
municipalities. A comparison of the fees approved on September 7, 2000 are as follows:

Type Fee Structure Size Approved 9/7/00 Revision
Retail Trade <10,000 S.F. $ 4,744.23
>10,000 S.F. $ 9,488.46
<50,000 S.F.
<50,000 S.F. $4,331.56
>50,000 S.F. $ 8,663.12 $ 14,232.69
Other N/A $ 1,588.24 $ 2,609.33

Lindsey advised that he had reviewed the intergovernmental agreement pertaining to the jail
impact fees and recommended adoption.

Brooks made a motion to approve the revised fee schedule and to approve the intergovernmental
agreement. McMenamin seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.




City Council Meeting
October 19, 2000
Page 6

COUNCIL/STAFF TOPICS

Basinger announced that Council would consider the final results of the Pay Plan on November 2,
2000.

McMenamin suggested a joint workshop with the City of Tyrone to discuss zoning overlay. She
felt the Planning Commissions of both municipalities should be invited as well as the elected
officials.

Fritz said she attended the Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) meeting last week and
was very impressed with the Train Derailment Plan. She suggested Acting Chief Lohr give a
presentation on such at the next Council meeting.

Lenox made a motion to take a brief recess and reconvene into Executive Session to discuss a
legal matter. McMenamin seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

No action was taken in Executive Session. McMenamin made a motion to adjourn the meeting.
Lenox seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously and meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

Attest:
Mayor Robert L. Lenox

City Clerk, Nancy Faulkner
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk
VIA: City Manager

Director of Financial Services
DATE: October 27, 2000

SUBJECT: Monthly Report - Police Department

The Police Department’s Monthly Report will be provided to you on Monday, October 30,
2000.




4 A IDYIININOD/VS AMH S [4 ‘@I NMOLSSOID/PL AMH S
57 dd NMOLSSOdD/YL AMH v [4 AVMAEYd ATALHOVAd/YS AMH 'V
X4 ‘@ SYUNVE LTYM/PS AMH € [4 1SVd SONISSO¥O/PS AMH "€
9¢ AVMAEYd GTILHOVAd/YS AMH T 3 AvVOd AVAMVADOU/YL AMH T
4 vL AMH/YS AMH 1 9 vL AMH/VS AMH 1
#TVIOL YVIA - SNOILVOOT INJAIDDY § dOL #TVLOL HLNOW - SNOILVOOTINJIJIODVY S dOL
SLL | 819 29 65 L9 (4] I 69 s8 €9 09 TY.LOL - SLINIAIDOV
185€ | T6by €65 667 414 v6S 86$ 957 oy ery 119 QaNSSI SONINYYM
£905 | 089S 269 L6$ 1L (47 vE9 Iy 9Ls %09 €L9 Q@anssI SNOLLV.LID
OLIAVHL
6v8'€T | 69L°Ty £69% 068y soLy Ls6v | vels | c96v | €15 | 1£9€ | g6s¢E AATMSNY STIVO
8L | vES 1€'s 1e's 87§ 8¢S 6v's sr's €2 sE'S SIS TNILL
dSNOJSTY AOVIAAY
FJALLVYLSINTNAY
6201 | 8111 66 601 921 091 sel 68 L2l syl 921 YIHIO.
jat3 1yy 62 L9 (42 09 66 44 15 8y iy SHONVNICIO ALID
Le ss 6 s L 4 9 S 8 L v SHNDID NOSYEd
1
oL 59 6 vl v ot 8 v v S L STWDMD ALYAJOUd | |
1
SLSTRAV i
69 6 8 L 8 6 91 8 2 4l 01 SLSTHYY ON¥d
L 151 yl vl 44 Vs L 8 ve 34 L SLSTMAV TOHOOTY
FOVIEANN YTHLO
61 81 z 1 1 1 £ z 1 4 s FOVHEANN ~ 1Nd
98 801 z 8 91 L 0t v €l 4 4l 110av -1nd
so1 9zl vl 6 L 81 €1 9 pl 91 61 TVLOL-1nd
SLSTHUY
SNAWTOHOITY
Lye 1€2 [44 8¢ [43 ve £r 9z 61 vZ €1
ST 1 LAVd TV.LOL
4 6 1 z 0 0 z 1 1 z 0 ANVIONNE
10z | 8¢t L1 1z o1 81 67 81 91 81 1 LITHL
14 43 4 v 1z s 01 L 1 0 z L4FHL OL
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 NOSYV
8 9 0 0 1 0 1 0 I € 0
LINVSSY AILVAVIDOV
z z 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 AY3Eg0Y
1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 EELAY
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 FITINW
6661 | 000z
alXx | a1x | 53a | AON | 1D0 LddS | 90V anr | Nor | AV | WAV | WY | 834 NV SAWNID 1 LAVd

0007 JHIINILJIS — LHOdTd HIATID




Jaquwaydag

89¢ 6€2 0 6 8l 0 8¢ Sl 89 €8 8 'SIH Sie) 821|0d YsemM ‘€
GLE 62¢ 1€ LE ye 44 6¢ 149 vZ 8¢ 06 ‘wnN pasamsuy sjureldwo) ‘g
(873 668 4" €6 LS 6L 18 68 191 6L 6€1 's|d wsijepuep -}
SNO3ANVTI3OSIN
62L°¢ 9982 98¢ 6€S 6L vl 661 862 66€ 9G¢€ 9.5 'SIH 9dUBUBJUIBN [BJBURD) “H
9eg‘L GGe'L 19 Ll 06 8cl 8C) LL) (1] %4 2ol 0 'SIH @oueusjuley abeuresq ¢
116 G0.L'} L0€ 09 21" 0.9 0 $S1 L) (4 ¥4 0 'SIH Buiyoled yuswaned -z
L€ 00€ 95 Ly 8 0 [e1°] 0L 9l oy 8 ‘SIH Buidesmg 19818 ')
S13341S
192°L 6¥2') 6v1 1G4 evl (0] 291 341 Z8 eyl 214" 'SIH aoueusjulepy ubig oyjel] ‘¢
€Ll 14%] 2L 8S 0L 6. 18 €6 ZLL 2ol 18 ‘SIH  @dueudjuiey ublgS uoISIAIPQNS Z
88} 881 0C 6l (4 44 [44 0z 1574 (74 0C ‘SIH aoueusjulep buiping *|
JONVNILNIVIN NOIS
8LL'L 89/°} 62¢ 8Ll 8.1 1414 19€ 192 /81 47" 89 ‘WnN (dn o1d) yaInw- 2
82901 59801 621} 290k 190°L  €00'h GZ9'L  9b¥'L  6SL'L  $80°L 962'|L ‘WnN Bunsodwo) °q
1GL'9 616G G8S 829 8v.L 119 268 089 0.5 659 9IS ‘wnN Buijohosy ‘e
sjuedioied
L0G'S L8S'S LEG {744 68S 9 €.S YSL ovL S1S LEL 's|d s8nuanay ‘¢
6€2'0L 92s‘L 096 096 888 (944 8¢S 0ZL'L  ¥¥S 998 881°L 's|a saueles saakoldw3 AND °Z
LEL'L 86 (114} oct L 6S 99 fA4" 69 oLt 1S 'SIH sinoH seafoldw3 Ao )
31IS ONIMOAD3N
6€€ 00z 144 0 0 €S 0 €C 0 0 00t 'SIH Bunueld
9¥0°'z 80l 6v¢ L€2 eyl SeL 96} 92 S 689 1S9 'SIH 8JUBUBJUIBN [eJauld) '€
zL'e LESY 62. 006 L¥9 ¥29 08. G229 44 0 0 'SIH (seouenu3 ‘qng) Bumon “z
81G LEL 14 8Ll Y9l Sk 204 89 0. [A> (04 'SIH |leAoway Japiq “L
3dVIOSANV1
L18'Y SiL6'Y 00€ 20€ 29t 2ss Sty LEY 161 2S. v.8 "SIH 8duBUBJUIB [BISUBD ‘€
LGSy L¥0'S 009 €0} €S9 Z6L Sv6 €59 LEE 0 0 'SIH Buimon Aem-jo-1ybry 'z
689°¢ v6'e 282 6v€ VA% Gee YAk A 08¢ 12514 162 ¥4 'SIH [eAoway JaniT )
SANNO¥O
126'8 8GL'Y 06¥ €.G 344 €95 928 12s 029 ¥s [4:14 'SIH 8wl umoQ jesld ‘'S
60L°C Ge0'z 261 [A4% oLe €1e £ve 622 €82 962 L€2 'SIH sileday 8joIuaA ¥
608 141" LS) 801 801 L) eel ¥0l €el 8Ll 9. 'SIH SJUBUBJUIBIN 3[OIYBA '€
1S¥') L€'} 80} €0z €Ll FAe]! 8zl 191 ¥Sl LLL (¥4 ‘SIH siieday juswdinb3z 'z
Le €8¢ 92 €8 € 6} Si 4" 1594 6€ ey 'SIH aoueusjutely Juswdinb3y -}
INIWIOVNVI L3374
29 SIS (0] 09 9 S 0€ €S 06 [*14 89 'SIH |eAoway Jopi g
¥0°1L $98 901t €T S 124" LLL GEL 0 0 0 ‘SIH Bumon ‘¢
€8.L°1 161 6C1 90€ €8 19 54 147" 19¢€ 14%% 08l 'SIH SOUBUBJUIBI [BI8UBD) ‘€
G68 0S8 0St 20t 09 €8 oY 147" €Ll S0l €8 'SIH aoueusjuey abeutelq 'z
0G.'Gl 1/8'8 0 0S S¥'e 0 0LL'Z  09S 980 0 0S 4 AepaaQ/1suodey/1suo) “|
SHLVd 1¥VD
JIVA-OL-¥VIA ILVA-OL-¥VIA Joquadsg JaqWaAON 43¢o}dQ Jaquaydag jsnbny Anp aunp Aen judy  yoseyy Auenuqaq Auenuer jun uonduosaq AiAloy
6661 0002

NOISIAIQ S3JIAY3S JI7dnd
oday Alyjuo|
oival O UOISIAQ SAOIAINS 3107 0002 1¥0d3d ATHLNOW 0002 seomies Sang

UOISIAIQ S8d|AleS d11IqNd




James H. Webb Jr. *
John M. Stuckey Jr. **
Richard P. Lindsey

H. Clay Collins
Carlton H. Jones I
Jonathan J. Wade

Susan M. Brown
Karen C. Gainey
Stacey M. Jenkins tt
Christy R. Jindra t
Martin C. Jones

WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LLC
Attorneys-At-Law

400 Westpark Court
Suite 220
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Telephone: (770) 631-1811
Facsimile: (770) 631-1771

E-mail:
postmaster@wsl-law.com

Web Site:
www.wsl-law.com

Other Offices
Atlanta, Georgia
Fairburn, Georgia
McDonough, Georgia

Other licenses:
* Florida

**Tennessee & District of Columbia

tlllinois
ttTexas

ECEIVE

November 2, 2000
N
Mayor Robert L. Lenox NOV -2 2000
City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Road PEACHTREE CITY
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 CITY HALL

Members of City Council

City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE: RAM Development Conceptual Site Plan for Wal-Mart

Dear Mayor and Council:

Enclosed you will find a letter I sent to Doug Dillard on October 31, 2000 regarding the
above-referenced site plan. In this letter and in the attached list of needed road improvements,
you will find a list of conditions to which RAM Developers must agree before the proposed Wal-
Mart and Home Depot can be constructed. In addition, we had our own traffic engineers include
the number of trips which will be generated by the approved Wieland/Katz Subdivision. If all of
the listed improvements are constructed, then the Home Depot, Wal-Mart, and Wieland
Subdivision projects will comply with the Traffic Impact Ordinance. The list of additional
requiieimeiiis coniained in my letter ensure that the needed improvements are constructed prior to
the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, that a written Development Agreement will be signed
by and between all the parties, and that no additional commercial outparcels will be developed
along Highway 54 from the Line Creek Church to Wynnemeade Parkway until some substantial
improvement to the Highway 54 corridor takes place.

Today, November 2, 2000, I received confirmation that RAM Developers, Home Depot,
and Wal-Mart have agreed to all of the conditions. Based on this confirmation, RAM
Developers and Wal-Mart have met the requirements of the Traffic Impact Ordinance.

I\PTC\CITY\Wal-Mart\Correspondence\Mayor and City Council.wnd




November 2, 2000
Page 2

If you wish to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LLC

{ o 2N
A A VLAY “crj"’";ﬁ

£ <
§ ¢/ 0 .. N

Richard P. Lindsey /

RPL:jmf

[:\PTC\CITY\Wal-Mart\Correspondence\Mayor and City Council.wpd




James H. Webb Jr. *
John M. Stuckey Jr. **
Richard P. Lindsey

H. Clay Collins
Carlton H. Jones IlI
Jonathan J. Wade

Susan M. Brown
Karen C. Gainey
Stacey M. Jenkins tt
Christy R. Jindra +
Martin C. Jones

Mzr. Doug Dillard

WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LIL.C
A ttorneys-At-Law

400 Westpark Court
Suite 220
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Telephone: (770) 631-1811
Facsimile: (770) 631-1771

E-mail:
postmaster@wsl-law.com

Web Site:
www.wsl-law.com

October 31, 2000

DILLARD AND GALLOWAY, LLC
1500 Monarch Plaza
3414 Peachtree Road NE

Atlanta, GA 30326

Re: Wal-Mart Conceptual Site Plan

Dear Doug:

Other Offices
Atlanta, Georgia
Fairburn, Georgia
McDonough, Georgia

Other licenses:

* Florida

**Tennessee & District of Columbia
tillinois

ttTexas

Attached is the list of needed improvements to the Highway 54 corridor so that Home
Depot, Wal-Mart, and Katz can develop their respective sites. We included all of the
improvements to which Home Depot has agreed. I will send to you a conceptual drawing of the
median wall which is being recommended for the Huddleston Road/Highway 54 intersection
tomorrow when I receive it. You will notice that the only significant additions include this

median wall and an additional left turn lane from westbound 54 to the northbound 74. Please run
this by your client.

In addition to these needed improvements, the City will require that a Development
Agreement is entered into by and between RAM, Home Depot, Wal-Mart, the City, and Wieland
(if Wieland is going to participate in the costs of these improvements). This Development
Agreement will include an understanding that all fees of URS Corporation (formerly Dames &
Moore) will be paid by RAM or Wal-Mart, that all DOT permits for these listed improvements
shall be obtained before any building permits are granted, all listed improvements shall be
completed prior to the issuance of any C.O.s, and all undeveloped commercial property between
Line Creek Church and Wynnmeade shall remain undeveloped until either Highway 54 is
widened or MacDuff Parkway is connected to Highway 74 with a signalized intersection. (As a
practical matter, your own traffic engineers said that none of the out-parcels can be developed
until such time as the Highway is improved to a four-lane road. Ryan tells me that he cannot
conceive of anyway the Market Place intersection will pass the ordinance with any out-parcel
development.) Furthermore, the Development Agreement shall include all off the substantive
portions of the previous Development Agreement which was being negotiated between RAM,

[A\PTC\CITY\Wal-Mart\Correspondence\Dillard 10-31-00.wpd




Mr. Doug Dillard
November 2, 2000
Page 2

Home Depot and the City and shall contain all of the conditions as outlined by Jim Williams in
his presentation to the Planning Commission concerning the Wal-Mart conceptual site plan.

If your client will agree to these listed improvements and the conditions of the
Development Agreement, then I can and will state that your client’s proposed development
passes the constraints of the traffic impact ordinance. I will put such a statement in writing to the
Mayor and Council.

Obviously we do not have much time. If you have any questions or concerns, please call

me.
Best regards.
Sincerely,
WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LLC
Richard P. Lindsey
RPL:

I\PTC\CITY\Wal-Mart\Correspondence\Dillard 10-31-00.wpd




RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COMPLIANCE WITH THE TRAFFIC ORDINANCE
HOME DEPOT, WAL-MART AND KATZ

Traffic impacts of the proposed Home Depot, Wal-mart and Katz Property were evaluated. This
evaluation did not include the proposed outparcels for the West Village Shopping Center. Based
on our evaluation of the resulting traffic operations, we recommend the following improvements:

. On the southbound S.R. 74 approach to S.R. 54 re-stripe the existing right-turn lane as a
through lane and provide an additional right turn lane. The new right turn lane provides
storage for 250 feet plus an appropriate taper.

. Continue the southbound S.R. 74 through lane south of the S.R. 54 intersection to the
right turn lane at Clover Reach North. (~600").

5 On the eastbound S.R. 54 approach to S.R. 74 provide a second left turn lane. The
resulting dual left turn lanes shall have a minimum storage of 200 feet plus an appropriate
taper.

. At the intersection of S.R. 54 and Huddleston Road, build a westbound by-pass lane.

Continue a second through lane on westbound S.R. 54 beginning at Huddleston Road and
ending into the right turn lane to Wynnemeade Parkway.

. Add a right turn lane on eastbound S.R. 54 at its intersection with Huddleston Road. The
length of the right turn lane should be 300 feet from the intersection.

» Install a traffic signal at the S. R. 54 intersection with Planterra Way/Home Depot main
driveway and interconnect it with the signals at Huddleston Road and MacDuff Parkway.

. At the Home Depot entrance provide the following geometry:
-Eastbound S.R. 54: 1 right turn lane (150 feet), 1 through lane, 1 left turn lane (150 feet)

-Westbound S.R. 54: 1 right turn lane (150 feet), 2 through lanes, 1 left turn lane (150
feet)

-Home Depot and Planterra Way approaches: 1 shared through/right turn lane and
1 left turn lane

. Exclusive westbound right turn lanes at all existing site driveways on S.R. 54 from
Planterra Way to MacDuff Parkway.

. Existing westbound right turn lane at MacDuff Parkway shall be maintained.




LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

Dames & Moore

TO: Doug McMurrain FROM: Ryan A. Elliott
COMPANY: Ram Development Group (404) 478-8712
1915 Airport Road ryan_elliott@urscorp.com
Suite 2-D DATE: November 1, 2000
Atlanta, Georgia 30341 PROIJ #: 44279-001-0108
PHONE: 770-452-7411 RE: Wal-Mart Peachtree City
SENDING - TRANSMITTED VIA
O ORIGINALS O FOR APPROVAL O HAND DELIVERY
B PRINTS - [ FOR YOUR USE O U.S. MAIL
O COMPUTER DISKS | O AS REQUESTED [ FedEx
O DOCUMENTS O FOR REVIEW AND COMMENT O COURIER
O OTHER | O OTHER O OTHER
NO. DATE REV. DESCRIPTION
1 Plan view of recommendations for compliance with traffic ordinance
Message:

)

s X

Copy: Doug Dillard
Louis Chalmers
John Walker

(o Sfd]

Ryan’A. Elliott

235 Peachtree Street, NE e North Tower Suite 2000 e Atlanta, Georgia 30303
(404) 888-8800 o Fax (404) 876-7797
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council Q%

VIA: City Manager

A
FROM: Director of Developmental Services /?\ ,\‘ J/
[ ,;i/‘ /

DATE: October 25, 2000

SUBJECT: Wal-Mart Appeal

The Wal-Mart appeal is scheduled for the Council meeting on November 2, 2000. Our traffic
consultant has informed us the project does not meet the requirements of our Traffic Impact
Ordinance. Based on this determination, the staff recommends the appeal be denied.

If there is any change in the status of this project prior to the meeting, the staff will notify you at
once.

JBW/jir




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: City Manager%bm

FROM: Director of Developmental Services &w
DATE: August 8, 2000

SUBJECT: Wal-Mart Appeal

The developer of the proposed Wal-Mart store presented his conceptual site plan to the Planning
Commission at its meeting on July 24, 2000. The Commission denied approval of the plan at that
time because the project did not comply with the requirements of the City’s Traffic Impact
Ordinance. The developer appealed the Commission’s decision, and the appeal was scheduled for
a hearing before Council on August 17, 2000. Attached for your review are the following

documents that pertain to this appeal:

1.

2

A copy of the portion of the Planning Commission minutes for the meeting on July
24, 2000, that pertains to Wal-Mart (Attachment “A”);

A copy of a memo dated July 21, 2000, from the City Planner to the Planning
Commission recommending denial of site plan approval (Attachment “B”);,

A copy of a letter dated July 24, 2000, from the City’s traffic consultant, Dames &
Moore, stipulating that the proposed Wal-Mart project would not meet the require-
ments of the Traffic Impact Ordinance (Attachment “C”);

A copy of a letter dated July 19, 2000, from the developer’s attorney, Dillard &
Galloway, requesting a determination by the City Attorney as to whether or not the
Traffic Impact Ordinance applies to the proposed Wal-Mart project (Attachment
(‘D”);

A copy of a letter dated July 27, 2000, from the developer’s attorney arguing that the
Wal-Mart project should not be subject to the requirements of the Traffic Impact
Ordinance (Attachment “E”);




Wal-Mart Appeal
August 8, 2000
Page 2

6. A copy of a letter dated August 8, 2000, from the City Attorney stipulating that, in
his opinion, the proposed Wal-Mart project must comply with the City’s Traffic Im-
pact Ordinance (Attachment “F”);

7. A copy of the Project Data Sheet for the proposed Wal-Mart project (Attachment
“G”); and

8. A copy of the conceptual site plan for the proposed Wal-Mart project (Attachment “H”).

The staff recommends that Council deny the Wal-Mart appeal and affirm the decision of the
Planning Commission to deny approval of the conceptual site plan because it does not meet the
requirements of the Traffic Impact Ordinance.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “H”




EXCERPT FROM MINUTES
OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

JULY 24, 2000

07-00-09 Conceptual Site Plan, Wal-Mart SuperCenter

Mr. Bill Lincicome, Executive Vice President of Post Landscape Group, the consulting
architect for this project, was in attendance to represent RAM Development, Home
Depot, and Wal-Mart.

Mr. Lincicome noted that this plan had been submitted last October and that the Planning
Commission had seen the plan several times previously. He stated that all of the
conditions pertinent to the approved Home Depot project including the buffer along
Highway 54, the berming and proposed landscaping, and the proposed boulevard were
included on the plan. The pattern of the parking lot followed the same pattern set by
Home Depot. One hundred percent of the tree replacement would be on the Wal-Mart
site in the parking area, the major detention/retention facility, and in the perimeter
buffering to the north and the east.

Mr. Lincicome stated that the elevation of the building resembled other retail centers in
Peachtree City which would help reduce the scale of the building. Also, in an effort to
keep architectural continuity, the colors and materials proposed were the same as Home
Depot’s with the exception of the corporate colors.

Mr. Butch Terry from Greenberg Farrow was in attendance to explain the stormwater
detention proposed for this facility. He described the system that would be used to create
a wetland and water feature that would treat the stormwater that would come off the site
and return it to “drinking water standards.” Mr. Terry stated that since all of the methods
to be used had proven to be about 85 percent effective, essentially every conceivable
amount of run-off should meet Georgia drinking water standards after passing through all
of the checkpoints.

In response to a question from Mr. Ames regarding the maintenance of the pond, Mr.
Terry stated that he understood the property owner had agreed to be responsible for
annual clean-out of the oil-water separators. At the same time, the larger vegetation in
the wetlands would be examined and possibly replaced; and the limestone would be
inspected for any damage. Mr. Lincicome added that with the plantings they were
proposing, this area of almost five acres could become a very aesthetic habitat for wild-

life.

Attachment "A"
Page 1 of 3
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Excerpt of Planning Commission Minutes
July 24, 2000
Page 2

Dr. Schumacher understood that the pond on the northwestern corner of the property had
been drained and was designated wetlands. Mr. Lincicome stated that it had been

determined that area was not jurisdictional.

Mr. Louis Chalmers of Lowe and Associates stated that they had completed a traffic
impact study for this property as required by the City’s Traffic Impact Ordinance. In his
opinion, the Phase Il recommendations, which included improvements at the Huddleston
and Planterra Way intersections, coupled with the improvements associated with Phase I
would bring this site into compliance with the Ordinance.

Mr. Doug Dillard of Dillard and Galloway was in attendance to address the legal issues
associated with this project. He stated that because this application was pending prior to
adoption of the Traffic Ordinance, the Ordinance could not be the basis for denial of the
plan. He added that Georgia Law was very clear in stating that an applicant was entitled
to have his plans processed in accordance with those rules and regulations that existed as
of the date he applied. He contended that this plan was submitted in August of 1999 and
the Ordinance was not adopted until November 4, 1999. In addition, he reminded the
Commission that he had previously challenged the validity of the Ordinance both to this
body and to City Council.

Mr. Dillard reiterated Mr. Chalmers’ conclusion that they had satisfied the intent of the
Traffic Ordinance, and they had applied the proper methodology as outlined in the
Highway Capacity Manual, as updated in 1994. Mr. Dillard also made reference to a
previous lawsuit based on the increased traffic that would be generated by the
Merchandise Mart in downtown Atlanta. The Georgia Court of Appeals and the Georgia
Supreme Court had stated that traffic alone could not be used as a justification for denial
of a plat, permit, or rezoning application.

Mr. Dillard also pointed out that the State DOT had not prohibited any local government
from approving any use of property, only from building additional road capacity.
Consequently, the State moratorium should not be used as a basis for denying this plan.
He further stated that the addition of another lane to the bridge over the railroad was an
off-site improvement that should not be an obligation of this applicant, particularly in
light of the existing impact fee structure in Peachtree City.

In conclusion, Mr. Dillard stated that it was the opinion of the staff that the conceptual
site plan met the conditions necessary for conceptual site plan approval although it did
not yet meet the requirements of the Traffic Ordinance. He added that to use the Traffic

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 3




Excerpt of Planning Commission Minutes
July 24, 2000
Page 3

Ordinance and the State road improvement moratorium as a basis for denying this plat
would take a valuable property right from the applicant, ignore their vested rights under
Georgia Law, and violate the due process and equal protection provisions of both the
Georgia Constitution and the Constitution of the United States of America.

Mr. Williams stated that based on the requirements of the Traffic Ordinance, the staff felt
the only choice was to deny approval of the site plan. He added that the City’s traffic
consultant had verified that this project did not meet the requirements of the Ordinance.
He also stated that the City Attorney had assured him that the only decision that could be
made at this time would be to deny approval of the conceptual site plan for Phase II.

After discussion and based on the opinion of the City Attorney and the report from
Dames and Moore, a motion was made by Mr. Granger, seconded by Dr. Schumacher,
and unanimously adopted to deny approval of the conceptual site plan.

Attachment "A"
Page 3 of 3




Peachtree City

Georgia

Date: July 21, 2000
To: Planning Commission
Applicant "
pp :\h
From: David E. Rast, ASLA
City Planner
Re: West Village retail center — Phase Two (Wal-Mart Supercenter)

Conceptual site plan review

The conceptual site plan for Wal-Mart, Phase II of the West Village Retail Center, was submitted
last October. Since that time, staff has worked with the applicant on preparing the site plan for
Planning Commission review. It is the opinion of the staff that the conceptual site plan now meets
the conditions of our codes and ordinances necessary for conceptual site plan approval. How-
ever, it does not yet meet the requirements of our Traffic Ordinance; and, in the opinion of our
traffic consultant, it will not be able to meet those requirements until the moratorium is lifted on
new road construction and another traffic lane is added to the railroad bridge.

In view of this deficiency, and the apparent inability of the applicant to overcome it in the near
future, the staff feels it has no choice but to recommend that the Commission not approve the
conceptual site plan for Phase II at this time.

Attachments

Attachment "B"




DAMES & MOORE

A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANy

235 Peachtree Street, N E.
North Tower, Suite 2000

Tuly 24, 2000 e
404 577 5120 Fax

Mr. James B. Williams

Director of Development Services

City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Avenue

Peachtree City, GA 30269

RE:  Wal-Mart Shopping Center — S.R. 54

Dear Jim:

A 204,000 square foot Wal-Mart Supercenter is proposed for the West Village Shopping
Center. Because this development is adjacent to State Route (SR) 54 its effect on traffic
operations within the SR 54 corridor must be analyzed according to the traffic ordinance.

In addition to the Wal-Mart, the West Village Shopping Center is proposed to consist of a
137,000 square foot Home Depot, a 7,500 square foot quality restaurant, and a 4,000
square foot service station with convenience mart. Previously, the proposed Home Depot
was analyzed and approved, contingent on several roadway improvements, according to
the traffic ordinance. An analysis has not been performed to include the effect of the
restaurant and service station.

Based on the addition of the Wal-Mart traffic and the improvements proposed by the
developer, the intersection of SR 54 and Huddleston Road does not meet the
requirements of the traffic ordinance. This is a result of the distance and interaction
between the railroad bridge and Huddleston Road, which constrains the westbound
capacity. It is our opinion that the scenarios performed by the developer’s traffic
engineer do not sufficiently account for the interaction between the railroad bridge and
the Huddleston Road intersection.

Sincerely,

Ve El Eeles, h
Ryan A. Elliott, EI.T G. Edward Ellis, Jr., P.E.
Assistant Project Manager Vice President

WDM_ATNATRAFFICS\44279-001 Ptree City SR S4\Developments\Wal-Mar(\060200 Wal-Mart ltr.doc

Offices Worldwide
Attachment '"'C"
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1500 MONARCH PLAZA e T—
3414 PEACHTREE ROAD, N.E. LAS LAR
ATLANTA, GEORGIA G. Doug DiL b (404) 965-3680
30326 FACSIMILE
(404) 965-3670
Direct Dia Number:
(404) 9653682

July 19, 2000

Mayor Robert L. Lenox Yia Facsimile
City Hall of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re:  West Village Retail Center
Dear Mayor Lenox:

This firm represents RAM Development Group, Inc., the applicant for approval of the conceptual
Site Plan, West Village Retail Center - Phase IT (Wal Mart), GA 54, Huddleston Property (the
“Application”).

The conceptual site plan, which included Phase I and II, was submitted to the Peachtree City
Planning Department on August 19, 1999 prior to the November 4, 1999 enactment of the Traffic Impact
Ordinance for the GA 54 Corridor between GA 74 and Coweta County. Even though we assert that this
Ordinance does not apply to this Application, we have agreed to certain traffic improvements to assist in
the solution to certain city-wide issues along the GA 54 Corridor. RAM agreed to a phasing plan at the
request of Mr. Williams in order to assist the planning board in better assessing the Application.

We ask that you request the city attorney to research this issue and determine whether the Traffic
Impact Ordinance applies to the conceptual site plan RAM Development Group, Inc. submitted in August,
1999. The Phase Il matter is to be heard Monday, July 24, 2000 by the Planning Commission and we
request a determination by that date.

Very truly yours,

DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

ce: Mr. Doug McMurrain (via Facsimile)
Richard P. Lindsey, Esquire (via Facsimile)
Mr. James B. Williams (via Facsimile)
Mr. Jim Basinger (via Facsimile)

Attachment ''D"
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1500 MONARCH PLAZA TELEPHONE
3414 PEACHTREE ROAD, N.E. G. DOUGLAS DILLARD
ATLANTA, GEORGIA (4:;2:9;';;-':;280
30326 (404) 965-3670
Direct Dial Number:
(404) 965-3682

July 27, 2000

VIA FACSIMILE AND HAND DELIVERY

Rick Lindsey, Esq.

Webb Stuckey & Lindsey
400 Westpark Court

Suite 220

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re:  RAM Development Group, Inc. (“RAM”) Application for Conceptual Site Plan
Approval - West Side Village Retail Center, Phase I1

Dear Rick:

The Planning Commission, at it’s regularly scheduled meeting on Monday July 24, 2000,
denied the above-captioned matter. Attached is a copy of the letter which I have filed today,
requesting that this matter be appealed to the City Council at their next available meeting.

Pursuant to our meeting onMonday, prior to the Planning Commissionaction, I am enclo sing
herein a time-line of the events which, in our opinion, clearly establishes that the above-mentioned
conceptual site plan was pending before Council prior to their adoption of the Traffic Ordinance on
November 4, 1999.

I'will outline the sequence of events in numerical order and will attach, for your reference, all
memorandum, letter and the like which were exchanged between the parties during this period.
Our review of our files and correspondence indicates that the following has occurred in reference to
the West Side Village Retail Center’s approval:

1. Original talks between the City and Doug McMurrain began in July of 1999;

o On August 19, 1999, RAM filed a conceptual site plan for the West Village Retail Center
which showed a Phase Tand a Phase II, Phase I being Home Depot and Phase 1T a Wal-Mart
Super Center with certain out parcels;

Attachment "E"
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, L1LC

Rick Lindsey, Esq.
July 27, 2000
Page Two

3. On August 25, 1999, the staff returned the Application for additional comments (this happens
to be the same date that Notice was published for a new Traffic Ordinance);

4, On August 27, 2000, Mr. McMurrain and others met with Jim Williams and the staff in
response to their August 25, 1999 letter;

5, On September 3, 1999, the Applicant submitted a revised conceptual site plan with changes
in accordance with the August 25, 1999 letter and the meeting on August 27, 1999;

6. On September 14, 1999, the Applicant received comments from the staff (these comments
clearly referenced both Phases for a total of 333,588 sq. ft. development);

2. On September 16, 1999, a letter was sent from me, stating that the West Side Village was
exempt from the new ordinance;

8. On September 27, 1999, we had a meeting with the Planning Commission and staffto discuss
the Home Depot and the West Village Retail Center;

9. On September 29, 1999, we received a letter from staff which references the Planning
Commission and staff meeting on September 27, 1999,

10. On October 6, 1999, we received a letter from staff'in response to previous meetings which
referenced “Two (2) large anchor tenants and two out parcels”;

11. On October 7, 1999, we filed a constitutional challenge to the Traffic Ordinance;

12. OnOctober 11, 1999, we met with the Planning Commission ata public hearing. Also on this
date, we received a letter from Lowe Engineers relative to the traffic impact, which
referenced both the Phase I and Phase II of the conceptual site plan;

13. On October 13, 1999, we received a letter from the staff where the Planning Commission
tabled consideration of the conceptual plan for Home Depot at their meeting held on October
11;

14. OnOctober 22, 1999, we sent another letter, addressing the October 13, 1999 letter fromthe
Staff, and reaffirmed that the Traffic Ordinance does not apply to this Application;

15. On November 4, 1999, the Council adopted the new Traffic Ordinance;

Attachment "E"
Page 2 of 5
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LL.C

Rick Lindsey, Esq.
July 27, 2000
Page Two

16.  OnNovember 19, 1999, there was a response by staffto the additional information supplied
by us subsequent to the October 11, 1999 referral of this Application in responding to the
October 13 letter from staff. The recommendation from staff was approval to the Planning
Commission for this conceptual site plan, Phase T;

17. On November 22, 1999, the Planning Commission denied the plan;
18.  On November 24, 1999, the Applicant filed an appeal to the City Council.

19.  OnDecember 16, 1999, we filed constitutional challenges and also challenged both facially
and as applied to the new Traffic Ordinance; and

20.  OnDecember16,1999, the Council approved the Home Depot, Phase I, of the West Village
Retail Center.

Subsequent to the approval, there has been a Development Agreement fully negotiated and
is ready for execution between Home Depot, RAM and the City. Immediately following the approval,
RAM began to seek approval for Phase II of the pending conceptual site plan, this being for a Wal
Mart Super Center. There have been many meetings between the Applicant and staff relative to this
second Phase. All ofthe conditions of the Development Code, Zoning Ordinance and the like, have
been satisfied as set forth in the July 21, 2000 recommendation from planning staff. However,
planning staffhas recommended denial because of our inability to comply with the Traffic Ordinance.
As you know, we feel that this new ordinance doesn’t apply to us for a number of reasons:

1. Our Application was pending prior to it’s adoption, therefore, under previous cases cited, it
doesn’t apply. Banks County v. Chambers, 264 Ga. 421, 444 S E.2d 783 (1994).

2, The Applicant has satisfied the requirements of the new Traffic Ordinance in accordance with
the traffic study done by Lowe & Associates and the opinion of Mr. Louis Chalmers;

3. The new Traffic Ordinance is facially defective and unconstitutional violative of the Due
Process, Equal Protection and Compensation provisions of the 5® and 14® Amendments of
the State of Georgia and the United States Constitution as previously stated in various letters
to Council in this matter.

4. The State moratorium does not prohibit approval by Council; it only prohibits any new road
construction. Therefore, the Consent Order, which prohibits new construction in the State,
does not apply to this Applicant. The attempt to require that this property be held up because
of improvements to an off-site railroad bridge cannot be a justification for denying this
application.

Attachment "E"
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

Rick Lindsey, Esq.
July 27, 2000
Page Two

3. Georgia law does not authorize a denial of a rezoning or a permit because the use of the
property might increase traffic. This is particularly true where property has been zoned for
the use requested for many, many years.

We would appreciate your looking at this matter and getting back to me. I would suggest that
you and I have a meeting with Ed Ellis and our traffic engineers to see if there is not some
compromise that could be reached. We obviously want to try to have this matter heard at the August
3, 2000 Council meeting, so time is of the essence. I would appreciate your early response. I will
be out of the office all day today, but will be available on Friday, July 28, to meet with you. I would
appreciate hearing from you as soon as possible. You may call my assistant, Dotty Duarte, to
schedule the meeting should you be available tomorrow.

Very truly yours,
DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

G. Do illard

GDD/drd

cc: Mr. James B. Williams
Mr. Doug McMurrain
Mr. Chuck Tremel

Attachment "E"
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DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1500 MONARCH PLAZA TELEPHONE
3414 PEACHTREE ROAD, N.E. G. UGLAS DILLARD
ATLANTA, GEORGIA D & U
30326 FACSIMILE
(404) 965-3670
Direct Dial Number:
(404) 965-3682

July 27, 2000

Mayor Robert L. Lenox Via Facsimile and Hand Delivery
and Members of the Peachtree City Council

City Hall of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re:  Application of RAM Development Group, Inc., West Village Retail Center,
Phase II (conceptual site plan approval)

Dear Mayor Lenox and Members of the Council:

The above-captioned matter was heard by the Planning Commission on July 24, 2000. After
conducting a public hearing and hearing from the Applicant, staff and those in opposition, the
Planning Commission denied the approval of the conceptual site plan in accordance with staff’s
recommendation dated July 21, 2000.

The Applicant wishes to appeal the decision of the Planning Commission and asks that this
matter be put on the next available agenda of the City Council. This Appeal is requested in
accordance with the current rules, regulations and ordinances of Peachtree City and we ask that the
Applicant be notified of the date this matter will be heard in order that it might be properly
represented at the public hearing.

As always, we appreciate the courtesies which you extend to us. If there are any questions
or anything we need to do in this regard, please do not hesitate to so advise.

Very truly yours,

DILLARD & GALLOWAY, LLC

GDD/drd

cc: Mr. James B. Williams
Mr. Doug McMurrain
Mr. Chuck Tremel

Rick Lindsey, Esq sttachpent VE"
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WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LI.C

Afttorneys-At-Law
James H. Webb Jr. * 400 Wastpark Court Othar Offices
John M. Stuckey Jr. ** Suite 220 Atlants, Georgia
Richard P. Lindzay Peachtres City, Georgla 30289 Falrbum, Geaorgla
H. Clay Colling McDonough, Georgla
Cariton H. Jones lll Telephone: (770) 831-1811
Jonathan J. Wade Facsimlle: (770) 831-1771
—— Other licenses:
Susan M. Brown E-mall; * Florida
Stacey M. Jenkins 1 postraster@wsl-law.com *“Tenneasee & District of Columbia
Christy R. Jindra t tillinols
Martin C. Jones Web Site: t1Texas
Stefanie T. McHugh www.wasl-law.com

William M. McHugh *

August 8, 2000

Mr. Jim Williams

Director, Developmental Services
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Drive

Peachtree City, GA 30269

re: Applicability of the Traffic Impact Ordinance to Proposed Wal-Mart Project
Dear Jim:

After a thorough review of the law regarding vested landowner development rights and a
similar review of the facts surrounding the application of RAM Development Group, Inc. (RAM)
for the construction of a Super Wal-Mat store in Peachtree City, I have concluded that the
Traffic Impact Ordinance does apply to this application. Although the law is not as clear as I
would prefer, the facts are overwhelmingly in support of the proposition that RAM did not file a
proper application before the City Council began deliberations concerning the adoption of a
Traffic Impact Ordinance. Viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to RAM, it is
apparent that by the time RAM filed a proper application, the Council was already deep into
these deliberations. Therefore, any rights RAM may have had to develop the property outside of
the constraints of the Traffic Impact Ordinance were lost because a proper application was not
received prior to the discussions of the proposed ordinance and arguably was not received until
after the Traffic Impact Ordinance was adopted. Likewise, I have not seen any evidence that
anyone acting on behalf of the City ever provided any assurances to RAM that the Super Wal-
Mart or Home Depot would not be subject to the Traffic Impact Ordinance.

Therefore, it is my conclusion that RAM’s application to develop a Super Wal-Mart store

falls within the constraints of the Traffic Impact Ordinance and the development must meet those
requirements in order to receive the approval of the Planning Commission or the City Couneil,

I\PTC\CITY\Opinions 2000\Wal-Mart Traffic Impact Ordinance.wpd
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Mr. Jim Williams

August 8, 2000
Page 2
Best regards.
Sincerely,
WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY,LLC
Richard P, Lindsey
RPL;

L\PTC\CITY\Opinions 2000\Wal-Mart Traffic Impact Ordinance.wpd

Attachment "F"
Page 2 of 2




PEACHTREE CITY
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN
PROJECT DATA SHEET

WEST VILLAGE SHOPPING CENTER PHASE 11

DATE OF SUBMITTAL:
July 20, 2000

NATURE OF PROJECT
PHASE II: A phased, commercial development consisting of single anchor tenant ﬁ'ontmg on Hwy 54,

DEVELOPER: RAM Development Group, Inc. Name RAM Development Group, Inc.
Address 1874 Piedmont Rd. Suite D-420
Atlanta, GA 30324
Contact Person Doug McMurrain
Phone (404) 607-7997

GENERAL LOCATION OF SITE:

North side S.R. 54 between Line Creek Parkway and the railroad bridge overpass.

' SIZE OF SITE: Total Parcel  42.3 acres
Phase II Parcel 20.64 acres

ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS: General Commercial

SETBACKS: Front: N/A
Side: East 10°, West 75’
Rear: 75°
SIZE OF EXISTING BUILDING: N/A Total square feet
' Footprint
Seating
All existing structures to be demolished
SIZE OF PROPOSED BUILDINGS:
Total square feet 204,167 (Gross)
Tire/Lube Express: 6,378 square feet
Garden Center: 4,898 square feet

Attachment "G"
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BUILDING TYPE: Commercial / Retail
EXISTING EMPLOYEES: 0
PROPOSED NEW EMPLOYEES: 300
EXISTING PARKING: 0

PROPOSED NEW PARKING: Anchor Tenant A - 963 spaces

DEVELOPED AREA: Anchor Tenant A- 20.64 acres

LANDSCAPE BUFFERS: 75’ rear setback and west side yard setback, 10’ east side setback

ADJACENT PROPERTY ZONING: General commercial, multi-family, church, rail- road right-of-way

GREENBELTS: None

CART PATH CONNECTION: See site plan

ENTRANCE TO SITE: See site plan — Main entrance will be on Highway 54

STORMWATER RETENTION: Proposed dry detention pond

Attachment "G"
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: City Manager 4«-\,‘ ol
FROM: Director of Developmental Services xl 3
DATE:  October 25, 2000 ¥y

SUBJECT: Proposed “Big Box” Ordinance

At the last Council meeting on October 19, 2000, the proposed new “Big Box” Ordinance was
reviewed at a public hearing. Staff was asked to make several changes to the text as a result of
that review; and the public hearing was continued to the next meeting on November 2, 2000.

The first requested change was to correct any inconsistencies in the preamble clauses. The City
Attorney has reviewed the Ordinance in detail and made the appropriate changes to the text.

The second requested change was to include a provision that any vacant commercial property
must be maintained at the same standard as occupied commercial property and not allowed to
show signs of disrepair and neglect. The staff has responded to this request by adding a new
paragraph (r) to Section 1006.4. This requirement will apply to every commercial property in a
General Commercial zoning district.

A copy of the revised Ordinance is included as Attachment “A.” Staff recommends that it be
adopted.

IBW/jir
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND
THE PEACHTREE CITY ZONING ORDINANCE
TO CONTROL THE DEVELOPMENT
OF “BIG BOX” COMMERCIAL STRUCTURES
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

WHEREAS, The City of Peachtree City (“Peachtree City”) was planned, designed,
and built on the concept that there would be a few separate, distinct village centers and
neighborhood centers with areas of retail, other commercial, and office uses separated by
and surrounded by residential areas; and that the only location in the City where a
significant concentration of a) large-scale, regional retail, b) other commercial, and c)
office uses would occur was in close proximity to the intersection of Highways 54 and 74
(the “Plan™);

WHEREAS, Peachtree City has strived to maintain this Plan throughout its
developmental history and has revised the Plan only after thoughtful and deliberate
consideration;

WHEREAS, the infrastructure (including roads, cart paths, utility lines, fire
stations, and storm water structures) was built following the Plan, as modified;

WHEREAS, many residents moved to Peachtree City because of the Plan and
because the town appears different from many other suburban areas and these residents
have invested money and time on their homes in reliance on the Plan;

WHEREAS, the current mix and size of commercial and residential uses have, in
large measure, remained true to the Plan and no one village or area of town has a
concentration of commercial uses that is disproportionately higher than the other villages
or areas of town other than the aforementioned area in the proximity of the intersection of
Highways 54 and 74;

WHEREAS, the current trend in retail shopping seems to be the concentration of
shops into single, large stores with sizes approaching and far exceeding 100,000 square
feet;

WHEREAS, it appears the intent of retailers in building such larger stores is the
concentration of shoppers into fewer stores;

WHEREAS, this concentration of shoppers increases the demands on the local
infrastructure by increasing the number of vehicles required to travel to fewer, and some-
times farther-away, stores; increasing the demands on the surrounding roads; increasing

10/25/00
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the demands on the surrounding cart paths; increasing the demands on the surrounding
utility lines; increasing the demands on the surrounding fire stations; and increasing the
demands on surrounding storm water structures;

WHEREAS, the concentration of retail space into larger and fewer stores increases
the negative impact on the surrounding areas and shopping centers should these retailers
vacate their larger stores;

WHEREAS, the concentration of larger retail stores increases the rate of crime in
these areas and, thus, the need for greater police protection;

WHEREAS, the concentration of retail areas increases traffic and the incidents of
what is now commonly known as “road rage”;

WHEREAS, the increasing size of retail stores increases the need for more vehicle
parking and, thus, increases the need for more landscaping and architectural controls to
keep the scale of development consistent with the existing commercial and residential
mix and appearance of the town; and

WHEREAS, the increased size of retail stores poses an even greater threat to the
economic viability of an area and criminal activity in an area if such retail stores remain
vacant for an appreciable period of time; and also any and all vacant buildings, stores,
and homes pose a threat for increased criminal activity if such vacant buildings, stores,
and homes are not properly maintained and secured.

NOW, THEREFORE, in order to address the problems created by the increasing
size of retail stores and to address the problems created by vacant buildings, stores, and
houses and to accommodate, where practicable, the stated desires of the owners of such
retail stores to develop large facilities, the Mayor and City Council of Peachtree City
adopt the following ordinance to apply to all projects submitted for conceptual site plan
review on or after August 28, 2000; specifically excluding the property north of GA 54
and west of GA 74 known as the Huddleston Property and the property in Kedron Village
known as the Kedron Center, both of which have already filed conceptual site plans with
the City.

1. That Section 1006.2 General Commercial District, Paragraph (a) be deleted in
its entirety and replaced with a new Paragraph 1006.2(a) to read as follows:

(@) Retail business involving the sale of merchandise on the premises,
provided no single tenant occupies more than 10,000 square feet.

10/25/00

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 5




That Section 1006.3 General Commercial District, Paragraphs (a) through (g)
be renumbered Paragraphs (b) through (h) and that a new Paragraph (a) be
included to read as follows:

(a) Retail business involving the sale of merchandise on an individual
zoning lot where an individual tenant occupies more than 10,000 square
feet subject to the following conditions:

(1)

)

)

(4)

(%)

(6)

Maximum Areas (on any zoning lot):

General Retail Space 150,000 square feet
Theater and Restaurant Space 50,000 square feet

No single commercial tenant shall occupy more than 32,000
square feet of floor area.

No three commercial tenants shall occupy a combined floor area
of more than 80,000 square feet.

No more than six commercial tenants shall occupy more than
10,000 square feet of floor area each.

All exterior building elevations that face public streets and/or
customer parking areas shall be designed so that there are no large
expanses of blank walls. This requirement can be met by
employing the use of architectural features including but not
limited to the following: Doors, windows, pilasters, columns,
horizontal and vertical offsets, material and color variations,
decorative cornices, awnings, canopies, murals, and graphics. In
order to assure conformance with this requirement, exterior
building elevations must be reviewed and approved as a part of
the overall Final Site Plan review process.

Any tenant that occupies more than 10,000 square feet shall
provide the City Attorney with a copy of the rental agreement
between the tenant and its landlord which contains a contract
provision prohibiting the tenant from voluntarily vacating such
premises or otherwise ceasing to conduct its retail business on
such premises while simultaneously preventing the landlord, by
continuing to pay rent or otherwise, from leasing the premises to
another person or company who will operate a permitted business
on the premises. If such a tenant voluntarily vacates such premises

10/25/00
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or otherwise ceases to conduct its retail business on the premises,
the landlord shall be free to market and lease such premises to
another person or company regardless of any contractual rights
the tenant may have with the landlord.

(7)  The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a Traffic Management
Plan which identifies the traffic problems that will be generated
by development on the premises and which presents reasonable
solutions to those problems. The Plan must be prepared by a
qualified professional Traffic Planner at no cost to the City, and it
must be approved by the City Engineer;

(8) The owner of the zoning lot shall prepare a Water Management
Plan which identifies the water management problems that will be
generated by development on the premises and which presents
reasonable solutions to those problems. The Plan must be
prepared by a qualified professional Engineer at no cost to the
City, and it must be approved by the City Engineer;

3. That Section 1006.4 General Commercial District be amended to add new
Paragraphs (q) and (r) to read as follows:

(@) No use permitted in this zoning district shall be allowed to cover more
than 75 percent of the zoning lot on which it is located with impervious
surfaces.

(r) All properties developed for commercial purposes, whether they are
occupied or not, shall be regularly maintained so they are not allowed to
fall into a state of disrepair or neglect; and they shall consistently
present a neat and orderly appearance to the general public as well as
adjacent and nearby tenants and property owners.

10/25/00
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All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby repealed
in their entirety.

Done, Ratified, and Passed this day of , 2000.

Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk

10/25/00
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger #}\

FROM: Jane Miller” >
DATE: October 25, 2000

SUBJECT: Pay Plan Appeals

When the proposed pay plan was presented to Council on September 7, 2000, Council decided to
delay any final action on adoption of the plan until employees had the opportunity to appeal the
rating of their position. That appeal process has been completed. A total of 30 employees
appealed the ranking of 19 different positions. An employee requested that copies of all initial
appeals be forwarded to Council. Due to the volume of paper involved, staff has instead ensured
that all of this information is available for your review at City Hall. The consultants met with
employees and their director/chief on October 3" to discuss employee concerns. Of the 19
positions appealed, changes were made to 11, including two title changes and six that were
reclassified to a higher grade. The other eight positions were determined by the consultants to be
properly factored (attachment 1).

The City Manager and I met with all directors/chiefs to discuss all appeal recommendations. The
directors/chiefs felt they could support the appeal decisions recommended by the consultants.
This included those appeals for which no changes were made in the position factoring. As a
result of the agreement of the directors/chiefs to the recommendations of our consultants, the
City Manager feels no further action by him on the appeals is necessary. Any follow up
employee appeals received prior to the Council meeting and turned down by the City Manager
will be forwarded to Council for review.

One of the primary concerns expressed by a number of employees, especially in the fire
department, was the problem with compression created with implementation of the pay plan.
Most of the time when there is an increase to starting salaries, those employees who have a great
deal of seniority or whose outstanding performance has earned them additional step increases do
not get the same percentage increase as others. In the past we have attempted to minimize the
negative impact of compression but placing employees on steps based on the following formula:




Time in Position Step

Less than 1 year

1 year but less than 2
2 years but less than 3
3 years but less than 5
5 years or more

[0, J S S I NS I

This time we recommend modifying this formula by changing step 5 to 5 years but less than 7”
and adding two steps to the scale as follows:

7 years but less than 10 6
10 years or more 7

Additionally, we recommend giving a one step increase to all employees who have received at
least one outstanding evaluation in the past two years. The total cost of these efforts to resolve
the compression issue by increasing the longevity scale and giving the step increase for an
outstanding rating would be $98,017. There is currently $493,877 budgeted for pay plan
implementation. Without the above described enhancements, the cost of implementation is
$462,050. The difference in the budgeted amount and the total amount it would take to
implement the plan with the enhancements is $66,190. Staff believes that this shortfall could be
funded through savings due to position vacancies during the year.

Staff believes that the pay plan prepared by The Mercer Group and the process we have
recommended to deal with compression should be adopted by Council, retroactive to October 1,

2000. Our consultant is scheduled to attend the November 2 Council meeting to answer any
questions you may have about the pay study and the appeals process.

/jsm
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FROM : EUANS_STREET_PRINTING PHONE NO. @ 2527572960 Oct. 26 2008 @3:13AM P1

APPEALS RECOMMENDATIONS

After reading all submitted appeals and conducting interviews with employees and supervisors,
the following recommendations are made by The Mercer Group, Inc:

City Clerk — Nancy Faulkner
We recommend the following changes:

e Increase Factor 2: Supervision Received.
e Increase Factor 4: Guidelines.

e Increase Factor 6: Scope and Effect.

e Increase Factor 7: Contacts.

e Decrease Factor 8: Purposes of Contacts.
¢ Increase Pay Grade to 81.

“This results in the following factors for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

fem Y Cm e e e b e m—

950 450 0 275 325 450 110 20 20 &5 2605 81

Cily Planner — David E. Rast

We recommend the following changes:

e Increase Factor 3: Supervision Given.
e Increase Pay Grade to 85.

This results in the following factors for the position:

S m— mn — ——— m— — o —

1250 450 25 275 325 450 60 120 20 50 3025 85
Fire Marshal — John Dailey

We recommend the following changes:
e Increase Factor 3: Supervision Given.
e Increase Pay Grade to 84.

This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG
1250 450 25 275 325 325 60 120 50 50 2930 84

The Merecr Group, Jne. Peachtree City, Georgia
Appeals Recommendations Fage 1 October 22, 2000




FROM @ EUANS_STREET_PRINTING PHONE NO. : 2527572960 Oct. 26 2008 BS:13AM P2

Fire Office Administrator — Maxine R. Barbout.

We recommend the following changes:
s Increase Factor 7: Contacts.
e Decrease Factor 8: Purpose of Contacts.
e Increase Factor 10: Environmental Risks.

This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEWPG

— R — i m— e — —

750 275 125 125 225 150 110 20 5 20 1805 75
Facility Maintenance Manager — David McDaniel

We recommend the following changes:
e Increase Factor 3: Supervision Given.
This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

950 275 25 275 325 325 60 120 20 20 23956 79

Accounting Specialist — Marilyn DeLoose

We recommend the following:

e The position is correctly factored and classified. The employee has voiced a
concern regarding safety when making bank deposits. We recommend assistance
from the Police Department when making bank deposits.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

3 & e e Y e — —— femm m——

750 125 0 125225325 60 50 5 5 1670 74

Budget Analyst — Darlene Espinosa
We recommend the following changes:

e Increase Factor 6: Scope and Effect.

¢ Increase Factor 8: Purpose of Contacts.
This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 FS F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG
950 275 0 125225325 60 50 5 & 2020 76

Leisure Programs Manager — Carolyn Stanton

We do not recommend any changes to this position.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEWPG
950 275 125 275 325 225 60 120 20 20 2395 79

The Mercer Group, Inc. Peachtree City, Greorgia
Appcals Recommendations Poge 2 October 22, 2000




FROM : EUANS_STREET_PRINTING PHONE NO. : 2527572960 Oct. 26 200@ B39:14AM P3

Office Administrator — Jennis Rice
We recommend the following changes:
e Increase Factor 3: Supervision Given.
e Increase Pay Grade to 75.
e Change Title to Office Administrator.
This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 E3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

750 275 125 125 225 225 60 0 5 5 1845 75
Permit Specialist/Staff Assistant — Kathy Gray

We recommend the following changes:
e Change Title to Permit Specialist/Staff Assistant.
The factoring for the position remains as follows:

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 E6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG
50 125 0 125225 150 60 50 5 5 1205 72

Engineering Assistant/Projects Inspector — Wendell Madison

We recommend the following changes:

e Change Title to Engineering Assistant/Projects Inspector.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:

F1 E2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 E8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

950 275 0 125 225 225 60 120 20 20 2020 76
Court Clerk Supervisor — Laura Awnn Oles

We recommend the following changes:
e Increase Factor 5: Complexity.

o Increase Pay Grade to 77.

o The employee voiced safety concerns and a concem in the amount of time it takes
for officers to respond when there is a problem. These are issues that can be
mitigated through organizational changes and are not classification issues.

This results in the following factor for the position:

F1 E2 F3 Fa F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEWPG

550 450 125 125 325 325 110 80 5 20 2085 77

The Mercer Group, Inc.
Appeals Recommendations Page 3

Peachtree City, Georgia
October 22, 2000




FROM :

EUANS_STREET_PRINTING PHONE NO. : 2527572960 Oct. 26 20080 @3:14AM P4

Police Sergeant — Mark Brown

We do not recommend any changes to this position.
The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1i F2 E3 F4 F5 E6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

e w—— — —
[ T — ——

750 275 125 125 325 325 60 120 75 110 2290 79
Police Captain — Stanley L. Pye

We recommend the following changes:
o Increase Factor 2: Supervision Received.
o Decrease Factor 9: Physical Demands.
e Increase Pay Grade to 85.

This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 E3 F4 F5 Fé6 F7 F8 E9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

& L e N — — — —

1250 450 125 275 325 450 60 120 20 50 3125 85
Firefichter EMT — Mary B. Rowe and Joseph Fannin

We do not recommend any changes to this position.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:
Fi F2 F3 F4 Fs F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

550 275 25 125 225 225 60 120 75 110 1790 75F

Firefighter Paramedic — Chris Campbell, Chester Cannaday. John Dunlap, Sandy Faulkner,
Robert Harkins, James Wayman Luke, Royce Clifton Miller, Jack Albert Routon,_and David
Winkles, Jeremy Carlisle

We do not recommend any changes to this position.
The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1 F2 E3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

T A& 2 e — = 1Y

750 275 25 125 325 225 60 120 75 110 2090 T7F
Fire Licutenant — EMT — Jeffrey C. Koldoff

We do not recommend any changes to this position.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1 F2 F3 Fa4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

1€ 1>~ 8 e — — . —

950 275 125 275 225 325 60 120 75 110 2540 80F

The Mercer Group, Inc. Peachtree City, Georgin
Appeuls Recommendations Page 4 October 22, 2000
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FROM @ EVANS_STREET_PRINTING PHONE NO. : 2527572960

Oct. 26 2008 B3:15AM PS

Fire Lieutenant — Paramedic — Gary S North and Ronald Mundy

We do not recommend any changes to this position.

The factoring for the position remains as follows:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 E8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG
950 275 125 275 325 325 60 120 75 110 2640 81F

Fire Captain/Operations: Fire Major/Deputy Chief — Edwin Eisweth

We recommend that upon the return of the Fire Chief that the position of Fire
Captain/Operators be changed to a Fire Major or Deputy Chief position with the following
changes:

e Increase Factor 3: Supervision Given.
e Increase Pay Grade to 86.
e Change Title to Fire Major or Deputy Fire Chief.
This results in the following factor for the position:
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 TOTAL NEW PG

e Y e —— i e — e S—

1250 450 275 275 325 450 60 50 50 S50 3235 86

Until the return of the Fire Chief, we recommend that this position remain as currently factored
and retain the title of Fire Captain/Operations.

The Mercer Group, Inc. Peachtree City, Georgia
Appeals Recommendations Page 5 October 22, 2000




RESOLUTION

ADOPTION OF A PAY PLAN AND CLASSIFICATION STUDY

WHEREAS: The Mayor and City Council of the City of Peachtree City commissioned a
Pay Plan and Classification Study to be performed by The Mercer Group;
and

WHEREAS: The Mercer Group has completed their study and forwarded the results
and recommendations to the City for review and action; and

WHEREAS: Compression concerns have been addressed by awarding increases for
outstanding evaluation scores and a longevity schedule applied to all
employees; and

WHEREAS: The City Council wishes to approve the plan and ensure implementation
of the plan and the compression schedules.

NOW THEREFORE be it resolved that the Pay Plan and Classification Study submitted
by The Mercer Group and the compression schedules are hereby adopted and staff is
charged with implementation with a retroactive effective date of October 1, 2000.

This 2" day of November, 2000

‘ ttest
Nahcy Faulkney, City Clerk
Nt

151 Willowbend Road ° Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 * (770) 487-7657




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk
VIA: City Manager%
Director of Financial Services
DATE: October 13, 2000

SUBJECT: Alcohol License -Dark Horse Pub

An application for an alcoholic beverage license is attached for your consideration. The Dark
Horse Pub, a sports pub, in Peachtree City will be located at 288 Highway 74 North. Mr. Mark
Aasen has requested to be appointed as the Licensee and License Representative.

Mr. Aasen will not be able to attend the meeting on November 2™, Mr. Tony Yeatman, an officer
of the corporation will be present to answer any questions you may have.




Peachtree City
Georgia

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

I, Chief of Police James V. Murray, for the City of Peachtree
City, do hereby certify that:

Mark Ravmond Aasen
Name

111 Belvedere Lane Peachtree City, GA 30269
Address

has been investigated and found not to have been convicted of, nor
to have entered a plea of nolo contendre, to any felony or
misdemeanor relating to the sale or use of alcoholic beverages or
illegal drugs within five (5) years prior to the date of the

application for this license.

\ - .ﬂ/’ 7
~<F /- g 77/ / /

> AV S \ —

Slgnature ///J/””

€) L R
P 1. ac¢ o, OO
Date '
(7 )
/// AN 4/3,\ /( ((//(C&\_ )
(/Mitness

151 Willowbend Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 * (404) 487-7657




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD
PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269
(770) 487-7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE ||

Business Name: Business Location:
DARK thrse Pub | 289 NHW1 74 ZenetwetCiny (b 30269
Nature of Business: Mailing Address: Business Phone Number:

V173 Pt 298 M- Hw) 2F PraedmieCing GAI6] 778 L 32-0837
Name of Licensee: Home Address: & Home Phone Number:
Marn R Araser) 1 BEwVspire [4vE 730259 | 770-¢32 083
Name of License Representative: Home Address: Home Phone Number:

In (¢ {1/

I Please indicate type of licenses applying for: I

Retail Consumption Dealer Retail Package Dealer Wholesale Dealer
X Malt Beverage Malt Beverage Malt Beveragc
I 7< Wine Wine Wine I
Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits Distilled Spirits

Please provide complete information according to type of business entity (use separate sheet if necessary):

Individual - Owner Name: Home Address: Phone Number:

BELULED
Partnership - Partner's Names: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

/o~ Brerra-fd—DR. IH—LE—HT S

124 a7

Close Corporation Name: Close Corporation Addresses: Phone Number:

30269
DARK. Hirse Veorures  LLC_|298 W, gwl 24 | PP Coh | 370 ~¢32-0672
Officers of Close Corporation: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

Q. W) 11 BELVEDERE L. Peratmee ~432 .02
rMani AASE / LA 770-432 - 0832

[0 Brevnaw DA
ANTHIVY e ipian) TYRSNE, GA 30290

Directors of Close Corporation: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

278-63/ -~y

Stockholders of Close Corporation: Home Addresses: Phone Numbers:

Corporation Name: Corporation Address: Phone Number:

Name of GA Registered Agent named for Home Address: Phone Numbers:
service process:

I Is any person who will own an interest in the license/licenses an emplo-yee of the City of FPeachtree City? /\/ ‘ z I




STATE OF GEGMI;‘}
COUNTY OF HYETTE

AFFIDAVIT

L MM/( ﬂ. A?‘?‘S 57‘/ , swear that I am at least twenty-one (21) years of age and am competent to
provide this Affidavit.

I have not, within five (5) years prior to the date of this application, been convicted of, nor entered a plea of nolo
contendere to, any felony or a misdemeanor relating to the sale or use of alcoholic beverages or illegal drugs.

@Or have not ever been ever arrested. (Please circle one). If you have been arrested for a crime, please list
details below and the disposition of the arrest. Attach a separate sheet in necessary:

dav 1492 DMVING 1y reqele wintver uci—nchM/‘-\-—(,,_/a?m“. - Fine”

I have read the Peachtree City Ordinance regarding the sale of alcoholic beverages and I understand and will comply
with the rules and regulations.

I, Mﬂﬂk ,Q > ,47+; E/J , applicant for license representative, swear that I am a manager of the business,
a resident of the State of Georgia, and my address is: /// BELVED ERE [0 )

PEACHREE C'/;‘y ) 6A 30249

I solemnly swear, subject to criminal penalties for false swearing, that the statements and answers made by me to
the foregoing questions in this application for city license for sale of alcoholic beverages are true, and no false or
fraudulent statement or answer is made herein to procure the granting of such license.

0 /3] zo00D

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT " DATE

I do hereby certify that the foregoing applicant is personally known to me, that he/she signed his/her name to the
foregoing application after stating to me that he/she knew and understood all statements and answers made therein,
and under oath actually administered to me, has sworn that said statements and answers are true. This  3,.L
day of  (Dedo lpc A9 2o

a Yiu[((‘; ALD CQ ‘ 10/ 3/ 2000
NOTARQ PUBLIC  MARCH 2, 2001 DATE




PEACHTREE CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIMINAL HISTORY CONSENT FORM

I hereby authorize the PEACHTREE CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT to receive
any criminal history record information pertaining to me, which
may be in the files of any state or local criminal justice agency.

Full Name (printed) MARK Raymord Aaser
Address /[  BELVEDERE (AVE

City/State/zip FPERCHMES @7‘7 GA 3d2¢ 9

Social Security Number 262 /F 708 Y

Driver License Number/State 604990 14\ Gevrain
Date of Birth 230 OCI~ (955

Race  Cheecntsran sex  MALE

Authorizing Signature

Notary %/Y)Wﬁw % uﬁZACQ;W

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
—VARCH2-—2001

Date /0/3 2002
7

How long have you resided at your current address? |/ VEAR.

List Previous addresses for the last 10 years.

429 LoYD RoAd PeEmcHimee Cirg GA 3029

450. S. Pereirmss fresciny M%Ghjidff- 3T
(Oco  CoTToW GuW  Rousd, Bressgono GA-

(0] LinGeR tonger De, i Orgssbote, G4

2549 Geropitt0 Cr./ Prrey Gr7 L™ g40és
27)7 Pucrsoss Df‘_/ Pm/46h7 UT FH4o64

$t30 fvea %g,f,qé @rxsm?//’/rrﬂ/m/éd—




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
VIA: City Manager,
Qg ' W/
FROM: Director of Developmental Services Z\})C
I
DATE: October 25, 2000 v

SUBJECT: Proposed Summit Rezoning

Summit Properties is currently developing a 399-unit apartment complex on a 27.273-acre parcel
south of the Cedarcroft project off MacDuff Parkway. That is an actual density of 14.63 units per
acre.

Authorization for this project was via a Development Agreement between the property owners
and the City dated April 30, 1996 (Attachment “A”). That Agreement stipulated a maximum of
399 units at a density not to exceed 14.7 units per acre. The project under construction conforms
to that Agreement.

Another stipulation of the Agreement was that the property be rezoned to the appropriate
classification for the apartment project. Summit Properties has submitted an application to rezone
their tract to GR-15 as required (Attachment “B”).

At its meeting on October 9, 2000, the Planning Commission reviewed this proposed rezoning at
a public hearing and voted to recommend that it be approved by Council.

Staff recommends approval as requested and as recommended by the Planning Commission.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “B”




DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
' EXHIBIT “A”

This development agreement is agreed to by CR Partners and Ravin Homes, Inc.,
(“Developers”) to the City of Peachtree City, Georgia (the “City”) to settle and resolve the issues
raised in two declaratory judgment lawsuits pending in the Superior Court of Fayette County
under Civil Action Nos. 95V-1571E and 96V-0164E and to provide for the orderly development

of the property described herein. _ .

1. This agreement provides for the development of the following two tracts of land which
are the subject of the referenced litigation (collectively referred to as the “Property”):

(a) A tract of approximately 38 acres along Ga. Highway 54 to be developed by CR
Partners for multi-family residential use (the “38 Acre Tract”); and

L) " A tract of approximately 63 acres adjoining the 38 Acre Tract, to be developed by
Ravin Homes, Inc. for single family residential use (the “63 Acre Tract”).

2. Developers agree to forego any multi-family development on the 63 Acre Tract, thereby
giving up a 300 unit apartment development which was planned and approved for the 63
Acre Tract. Instead, the 63 Acre Tract will be developed by Ravin Homes, Inc. solely for
single family homes, comprising up to 220 units at a density not to exceed four units per

acre.

3. The multi-family housing component of the overall development will be moved to the 38
Acre Tract portion of the Property. The total number of residential units in this apartment
community will not exceed 399 units and the density of the development will not exceed -

14.7 units per acre.

4. Developers agree that the quality of the apartment development on the 38 Acre Tract will
be equal to or better than the apartment complex in the City of Peachtree City named
“Balmoral Village.” In meeting the “equal to or better than” standard, the Developers
agree to include the following features: ’

(a) Perimeter landscape buffers at least 50 feet wide;

(b)  Heavy internal landscaping;

() Landscaped areas, including buffers, comprising at least 20% of the total site;

(d) Significant tree-save areas;

(e) Two swimming pools; X

® Two lighted tennis courts or a working agreement, acceptable to the City of
Peachtree City, with the Tennis Center;

(2) A play court with basketball and volleyball capability;

(h) A multi-purpose community room with space for parties, special events and
tenant meetings; '
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® Two laundry areas;

) A fitness studio;

(9] A central trash compactor, buffered from the living units;

1)) " Convenient areas for recycling solid waste;

(m)  Golf cart storage and recharge areas;

() A covered facility for washing vehicles;

(o) A viable tenant association that can work with management and coordinate with
the City; and

() A management group that has strict tenant rules, is willing and able to enforce
those rules, is willing to work closely with the tenants to maintain and improve
the project, and will participate with other management groups and City officials
in a community-wide tenant improvement program.

All of the above-stated features will be accomplished in a manner that is consistent with

City ordinances.

5 The City will cooperate with the Developers as it cooperates with any other developer to
assist the Developers in obtaining sewer access to serve the 38 Acre Tract and the 63
Acre Tract. In the event the Developers are unable to acquire such sewer access in time
to meet construction deadlines, nothing herein shall be construed to prevent Developers

from seeking to obtain sewer access by other means.

6. The Developers will plan and design the development to allow access to Wynnmeade
subdivision and will dedicate, at no cost to the City, sufficient right of way for such
access; however, the cost of constructing the access, should the City elect to construct

such access, will be bome by the City.

The City will not be required to pay any of the costs of infrastructure construction to
serve Developers’ projects. The Developers will reserve an 80-foot right of way for the
proposed Line Creek Parkway and a 60 foot right of way for the proposed West Village
Drive, as shown on the Conceptual Plan for Line Creek Village prepared by the
Developers and submitted as part of this Development Agreement. The Developers will
construct that portion of Line Creek Parkway from highway 54 north approximately 1700
feet to the entrance of the Cedarcroft subdivision to at least “Village Collector Standards”
(as defined by City Ordinance) and will dedicate that road and its attendant right of way
to the City at no cost to the City. The Developers will pay for and install a traffic signal
and all necessary road improvements at the Georgia Highway 54 intersection with Line

Creek Parkway in accordance with City and Georgia D.O.T. requirements.

The Developers will pay an impact fee of $1,314.00 per dwelling unit if, under Elity
ordinances, the impact fee assessment is made no later than January 1, 1997.

9. The Developers will comply with all City Ordinances and will perform all construction at
least in accordance with established city standards. :
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11.

12.

14.

The City, at its election and at City expense, is entitled to make a subdivision entrance
road connection between the Line Creek Parkway and the Wynnmeade Subdivision at or
near the point where West Village Drive intersects with Line Creek Parkway. Developers

will donate the right of way for this entrance to the City.

As part of an overall development agreement, the Developers will consent to initiate a
rezoning of the Property to single family and multi-family residential classifications
which reflect the actual uses of the Property, after the consent order and judgment
contemplated in paragraph 14 has been entered. -

The details of implementing this agreement will be handled by Developers and the
Peachtree City Planning Commission and a site plan will be prepared and submitted to

the Planning Commission for approval.

Developers acknowledge that, as an integral part of this Development Agreement, City

'Council will adopt a resolution concerning this Development Agreement (a true and

accurate copy of said Resolution is attached hereto and reflects additional obligations and

agreements of the parties). Developer agrees to abide by the terms of the said Resolution -

as though those terms were set forth herein.

The terms of this agreement will be incorporated into a consent order and judgment to be
prepared by counsel for Developers and the City and filed in Court to resolve the two

lawsuits referenced above.
’
- Al
Executed this 30 day of , 1996.

C R PARTNERS

B\f.
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REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change the zoning classification of

the following describced property:

Tm: SummiIT 74-\?;({27/\/\ a7 RACT O M/chUFF i’g«fmm/
/ SEE ATTMCHIZED ca);@w;s/\ 21213 A&zs«;/ 299 Urs
hezure Densiry = 1463 umfs/,&_:m:

This property is prescatly zoned: &C GeNEeAL (]mmﬂm%

The proposed zoning classification is: ﬂ;_r{—[{[.}g‘)% VE=ipesd TIAL

I certify that [ am the owner, or the duly authorized agent of the

owner, of the property described above:

Signature: %—’_}

Qwner: SQMN\+ Eco RMT\&S 1%“61 AH’LSAI,Q Ca P
Agent:  KobeeT P Trui'lle - Vi ca Pf@d@nf—&mﬂﬂmm&;@
Address: (o (S | Powors Fe@a,, £ ocal - Stu‘]’e soo-fHL ek GA 38337

Phone: 7O -~ C‘PBO QQBO Date: Sé/[?f" H, 2060

FEERERRRRERRERF AR KR RRR R KR FRKEX KRR R F R KRR FXF

This request, along with the required fec and supplemental documents,
has been properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the

Planning Commission and the City Council:

Sngnaturcf%w /f//%w Jamee K- [luisms )

Title: ?mu/pr %mnwgr%'rm

Date: Sefremmer 1A, 2600

Request Number: 2000 - O
Date of Planning Commission Public Hearing:_ ((r7pRvenr A, 2000

Datc of City Council Public Hearing: A)(N@mgaﬂ 2. Z060

Attachment "B"
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SUMMIT

PROPERTTIES

September 15, 2000

Mr. James B. Williams

Director of Developmental Services
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

RE: Summit Apartments
Dear Jim:

Per your request, please find enclosed the rezoning application, $273.00 check, a stamped plat of the
property and a legal description.

We are requesting this rezoning be filed in order to comply with the requirements of the Development
Agreement dated April 30, 1996, to accurately reflect the actual use of the property.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact me.
Sincerely,

Summit Properties Partnership, L.P.
By: Summit Properties, Inc., General Partner

By: Robert P. Trujillo
Vice President

RPT/csf

Enclosures

6151 Powers Ferry Road ¢ Suite 500
Atlanta, Georgia 30339

Telephone: (770) 980-0980
Facsimile: (770) 980-2030

; {1 =
www.sumnutproperties.com Attachment nugn
Page 2 of 3
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
VIA: City Manager

A
FROM: Director of Developmental Servicesv"'j,\.ﬁ;\\g\x/j
DATE: October 25, 2000 J&

SUBJECT: Proposed Rezoning: Lexington Commons

The owner of the Lexington Commons property at the corner of GA 54 and Walt Banks Road has
requested the property be rezoned to reduce the amount of retail space and increase the number

of dwelling units.

The request was heard by the Planning Commission at its meeting on October 23, 2000. At that
time, with the concurrence of the applicant, the Commission voted to continue the public hearing
to its next meeting on November 13, 2000, to allow the applicant time to respond to a number of

unresolved issues.

Consequently, the public hearing scheduled for the Council meeting on November 2, 2000, will
need to be continued to the next meeting on November 16, 2000. The staff recommends that the

applicant be granted this continuance.

IBW/jir




PALM BEACH DEVELOPMENT, INC.

505 South Flagler Drive, Suite 1300
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
(561) z-659-4422

October 18, 2000

Mr. Jim Basinger, City Manager
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, GA 30269

Re: Rezoning of Property Walt Banks Road and Hwy 54
Dear Mr. Basinger:

As a safeguard for both the City and the property owner of the above-referenced property, as part
of the submittal of the rezoning application we ask that if it is determined that the property will
not be developed in substantially the same manner as depicted on the conceptual site plan
submitted earlier this month, and each condition of that plan be substantially complied with, that
the zoning of this property shall revert back to the zoning the property currently holds (LUC-15)
- only upon written notification by the property owner within 90 days of formal rezoning action
by the City Council.

The purpose of this request is similar to the request made as part of the previous rezoning earlier
this year from LUC-7 to LUC-15.

Please include this letter as part of the submittal for rezoning so that Planning Commission and
City Council is able to include the 90-day reversionary period in any formal motion to rezone.

Sincerely,

President
Palm Beach Development Corp.

WGL/mro

oo Mr. Rick Lindsey, City Attorney
City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, GA 30269




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk
VIA: City Manager

Director of Financial Services
DATE: October 26, 2000

SUBJECT: Discussion of City Council Meeting Rules and Procedures

Councilmember Fritz asked that this item be placed on the agenda for discussion when the
ordinance was adopted in May of this year. A copy of the ordinance is enclosed for your
reference. Staff does not have any recommendations to change the ordinance at this time.




DIVISION 1. GENERALLY

Secs. 2-21--2-30. Reserved.

DIVISION 2. CITY COUNCIL MEETING PROCEDURES AND RULES*

*Editor's note--Ord. No. 721, adopted Oct. 21, 1999, repealed § 2-31 in its entirety. Formerly,

§ 2-31 pertained to the rules of council meetings and derived § 2-1 of the 1980 Code: Ord. No.
708, adopted Feb. 4, 1999; and Ord. No. 714, adopted July 1, 1999.0rd. No. 721, added new
provisions as herein set out.

Sec. 2-31. General provisions.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Scope of rules. These rules shall govern the conduct of the city council and shall be
interpreted to ensure fair and open deliberations and decision making.

Matters not covered. Robert's Rules of Order shall govern for any matter, order or
procedure otherwise not covered by these rules.

Interpretation. These rules are intended to supplement and shall be interpreted to
conform with the statutes of the state and the city.

Quorum. The mayor and three council members, or four council members without the
mayor shall constitute a quorum as defined in the Charter, section 4. The presence of a
quorum is necessary for council to take official action on an item; however, three
affirmative votes are necessary for any motion to pass. To avoid the appearance of
impropriety, no more than two members of city council (including the mayor) shall meet to
discuss any public matter, official business, or policy unless such meeting is held
accordance with the Georgia Open Meetings Law (O.C.G.A. 50-14-1 through 50-14-6).

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 729, 1-20-00; Ord. No. 731, 2-3-2000; Ord. No. 737,
5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-32. Time and place of meeting.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Regular meetings. Regular meetings of the city council of the city shall be held the first
and third Thursday of each month at 7:00 p.m. in the city council chambers. However,
the mayor shall be authorized to cancel meetings and make temporary changes in
meeting dates when such actions are for the convenience of the public. Appropriate
notice of such cancellation or change in meeting date shall be provided to the public and
council members.

Special meetings. Special meetings shall be called by the mayor as needed. Any council
member may request the mayor to call a special meeting and such meeting shall be
called. At least 24 hours notice to the public must be provided.

Time to end meetings. No agenda item of an open meeting other than one under
consideration will be discussed after 11:00 p.m. Council shall have the authority to
suspend this requirement and adopt other procedures by majority vote.




(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-33. Agenda.

(a)

(b)

()

(d)

(e)

(f)

Preparation of agenda. Prior to each regular council meeting, the city clerk shall publish
an agenda, which contains all items the council anticipates acting upon at the meeting. A
notice shall be placed on the agenda stating: "This agenda may change at any time up to
24 hours prior to the meeting." The agenda shall be published the Friday prior to each
regular scheduled meeting.

Consent agenda. In preparing an agenda the city clerk, may separately designate items
as "consent agenda", which may be acted upon by the council as described in 2-36(f) of
this article. The consent agenda shall consist of routine, noncontroversial items, which (in
the city manager's determination) can be appropriately considered in bulk at the council
meeting.

Agenda item request. Any person may request to have an item placed on the agenda, by
filing such request in writing with the city clerk prior to 5:00 p.m. on the Friday preceding
the council meeting. Such item may not be placed on the agenda if council has already
decided the issue within 180 days.

Extra items. Items requested, or filed after 5:00 p.m., on the Friday preceding a council
meeting shall not be included on the agenda unless the mayor, a council member, the
city manager, or the assistant city manager deems the item of sufficient urgency to
warrant immediate council action. These additional items shall be added no less than 24
hours prior to the scheduled meeting. The city clerk shall record the name of the person
adding the item on the agenda.

Reconsideration of agenda items. The city clerk shall not place on the agenda any matter
for reconsideration within 180 days of council action unless sponsored by a council
member or mayor who voted on the originally prevailing side or who was absent at the
time of the original action.

Staff withdrawal of items. Only the person (or designated representative) requesting the
placement of an item on the agenda may withdraw the item prior to the council meeting.
Council shall be advised of the reason why the item is being withdrawn. The item
withdrawn may, nonetheless, be acted upon in the discretion of the council.

Council action to defer, (table), continue or not act. The mayor or a council member
wishing council to defer action or continue an item has a right to make a motion to
continue, defer or not act on any item considered before any other action, which council
may consider.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-34. Conduct of meetings.

(@)

(b)

Call to order. The mayor or mayor pro tem shall call the meeting to order at the appointed
hour. The presiding officer shall control discussion of the council on each agenda item to
assure full participation in accordance with these rules.

Order of consideration of agenda. Except as otherwise provided in these rules, each
agenda item shall be considered in numerical order. The presiding officer shall
separately announce each agenda item for the purposes of discussion and
consideration. To announce an item, it shall be sufficient to identify the item by its




(e)

(f)

(9

number unless someone in attendance requests greater specificity.

Discussion. A council member shall speak only after being recognized by the presiding
officer. A council member recognized for a specific purpose shall limit remarks to that
purpose. A council member, after being recognized, shall not be interrupted except by
the presiding officer to enforce these rules.

Presiding officer's right to enter into discussion. The mayor, or other presiding officer, as
members of the council, may enter into any discussion.

Limit on remarks. Each council member shall limit his or her remarks to a reasonable
length.

Presiding officer’s right to speak last. The presiding officer has the right to speak last on
any item.

Closing debate.

(1) At any point during a debate, except when a council member is speaking, the
mayor or presiding officer may close the debate and either make a motion, which
concerns the subject of the debate or request that such a motion be made. If the
motion is seconded, then the mayor or presiding officer shall call for the vote on
the motion unless a council member makes a superseding motion to re-open the
debate. If this superseding motion is seconded, the mayor or presiding officer
shall call for the vote on the superseding motion. If a majority of the mayor and
council members vote to continue the debate, then the debate shall be continued.

(2) At any point during a debate except when the mayor or another council member
is speaking, a council member may make a motion to limit the additional time to
debate the issue or close the debate. If the motion is seconded, then the mayor
or presiding officer shall call for a vote on the motion to either limit or close the
debate. If a majority of the mayor and council members vote to limit or close the
debate, then the debate shall be limited or closed.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-35. Public participation.

(a)

(b)

(€)

(d)

Right to address council. Persons other than council members may be permitted to
address the council only upon specific agenda items. Any person that is publicly
disparaged during the meeting by a city employee, or appointed official/contractor shall,
upon request, be granted one opportunity to address council for up to three minutes and
respond to the remarks that were made.

Manner to address council. A person who desires to address the council shall raise their
hand to be acknowledged by the mayor or presiding officer. They shall then step to the
podium, state his or her name, address, and group affiliation (if any) and speak clearly
into the microphone.

Time limit on public remarks. Persons granted permission to speak shall limit their
comments to three minutes speaking time per item unless the presiding officer grants
additional time. The presiding officer can limit the total time allocated for public input on a
subject. A majority vote of the council may extend the time limitations of this rule.

Public comment to be germane. Public comments must be directed to the subject under
consideration. The presiding officer shall rule on the germaness of public comments.
Anyone making personal, impertinent, or slanderous remarks shall be barred by the




(f)

presiding officer from further comment before the council during the meeting.

Applause. The mayor or presiding officer can determine individuals to be out of order for
applauding public comments. Applause for public comment is discouraged as it may
discourage individuals with opposing views from speaking.

Matters not on the agenda. The council may, in its discretion, allow citizens who wish to
raise a matter not on the agenda and who have not filed a request, to address the
council at the end of the regular agenda. If action is required by council, the item will be
placed on a future agenda.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-36. Council action.

(@)

(b)

(d)

(e)

()

(@)

(h)

@)

Motion and second required. A member of the council or the mayor shall move all action
requiring a vote. Motion must be seconded before the call for vote or it shall die for a lack
of a second.

Motion to reconsider. A motion to reconsider must be made by a council member or the
mayor who was on the prevailing side in the original action or by a council member
absent at the time of the original action.

Motion by presiding officer. The presiding officer can make and second motions.

Call for vote. At the conclusion of debate, the presiding officer shall call for a vote;
however, a majority of the council may also require a vote on any item.

Separate consideration. Except as otherwise provided by these rules, each agenda item
shall be voted upon separately.

Action on consent agenda. Except as herein provided, the consent agenda shall be
considered in bulk and voted upon with a single motion. At the time of consideration of
the consent agenda, a council member or the mayor may announce items they wish to
speak about or vote against. The presiding officer may also ask if any person in
attendance wishes to speak on any item. Such items shall be considered separately and
not as a portion of any motion to call for action on the remainder of the consent agenda.
The city clerk, on all matters contained in the consent agenda, shall record the yes and
no votes on each item separately as if each item had been moved and voted upon
separately.

Consideration out of order. With the consent of the council, any agenda item may be
considered out of the order listed on the agenda.

Recording names of moving members. The city clerk shall record the name of the council
member or the mayor making each motion and the member who seconded the motion.

Consideration of matters not on agenda. Any member of the council or the mayor may (at
the close of the regular agenda) bring a matter not on the agenda to the council's
attention. Council shall not act upon such matter until it has been included on a later
agenda.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-37. Miscellaneous.

(@)

Waiver of ordinance readings. A council member or the mayor may move to pass an
ordinance, as presented, in written format without reading it for the record.




(b) Applicability of rules. These rules shall apply to the council when meeting in any form.

(c) Suspension of rules. These rules, or any part thereof, may be suspended for a specific
purpose by a majority of the council.

(d) Informal relations. A member of the council or the mayor, before or during the
consideration of any matter, or in the course of a hearing, may request and receive
information, explanations, or opinions of the city manager, assistant city manager, city
attorney or any city employee.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Sec. 2-38. Public hearings.

(@) The city clerk shall prepare, as separate portions of the agenda, a schedule of public
hearings.

(b) The following public hearing procedures shall apply to any zoning matters pending before
the city council or the planning commission.

(1 The mayor or chairperson will allow each side equal opportunity to the floor and
establish time limits.

(2) Members of the city council or planning commission will become hearers. No
action on their part is in order until the mayor or chairperson declares the hearing
complete.

(3) The applicant, and those supporting the issue, including the city staff position (if
appropriate) will be heard.

4) Those opposing the issue, including the city staff (if appropriate) will be heard.

| (5) Prior to closing the public hearing input portion of the meeting, the hearers and
| any member of the public will be given the opportunity to ask questions of either
or both sides of the issue.

(6) When the mayor or chairperson is assured that input is complete, the public
hearing shall be ended and the appropriate body will then debate the issue and
render a decision.

(c) Any appeal or variance that may be brought before the city council or any commission
will follow the procedures outlined above. Exceptions are budget hearings and
administrative hearings dealing with alcoholic beverage violations.

(Ord. No. 721, 10-21-99; Ord. No. 737, 5-4-2000)

Secs. 2-39--2-65. Reserved.

ARTICLE lll. OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES*

*Cross reference(s)--Any ordinance fixing the salary of any city officer or employee saved
from repeal, § 1-6(4); personnel, ch. 62.

State law reference(s)--Personal liability of councilmembers and other municipal officers,




O.C.G.A. § 36-33-4; power to define, regulate and alter the powers, duties, qualifications,
compensation and tenure of municipal officers, agents and employees, O.C.G.A. § 36-34-2(2);
municipal or county governments not to require residence as condition of employment, O.C.G.A.
§ 45-2-5.



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk
VIA: City Manager -

Director of Financial Services
DATE: October 26, 2000

SUBJECT: Term Limits for Commissions/Authorities

Councilman Tennant asked for this item to be placed on the agenda. A copy of the current
ordinance regarding Commission/Authorities is attached for your reference.

The City Attorney has researched the matter. In the attached legal opinion he determines that
Council does not have the power to adopt an ordinance to limit the number of terms a member
may serve on any of the three Authorities.




ARTICLE V. BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND AUTHORITIES*

*State law reference(s)--Development Authorities Law, O.C.G.A. § 36-62-1 et seq.

DIVISION 1. GENERALLY

Sec. 2-336. Commission and authority, appointments, attendance.
(@) Commission and authority selection process.

(1) The administrative services division shall advertise vacancies, acknowledge
applications, schedule appointments with selected applicants and notify
applicants of decisions of the selection committee.

(2) The selection committee shall be comprised of two members of the city council,
to be appointed by the mayor, and the chief administrative officer.

(3) The chief administrative officer shall serve as selection committee coordinator
and ensure compliance with all requirements of this section.

(4) The selection committee shall:
a. Conduct interviews with applicants as scheduled by the personnel office.

b. Select and recommend to the extent possible a representative cross
section of the citizenry as appropriate to serve on the
commission/authority.

ol Forward the recommended selections to the city council.
(b) Applicant eligibility requirements. Applicants must:

(1) Be a legal resident of the state and have been a resident of the city for at least six
months prior to the date of the application:;

(2) Not be an elected official of any governmental jurisdiction in the county or
employee of the city; and

(3) Meet any other qualifications established by the enabling legislation creating the
particular commission or authority.

(c) Filling of unexpired terms. If a member of a commission or authority resigns before
completing his term of office, the city council can appoint an interim member to fill an
unexpired term of six months or less from the pool of previous applicants.

(d) Attendance criteria. Each member shall maintain an 80 percent attendance record at all
regular and called meetings for the previous 12 months. Members failing to maintain
such an attendance record, or who are absent at any three regularly scheduled
meetings, shall be immediately dismissed from the commission or authority by the mayor
based on a recommendation by the chairman. However, the chairman may excuse an
absence for medical reasons.

(Code 1980, § 2-8)
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Mayor Robert L. Lenox

City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

City Council Members
City of Peachtree City
151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

RE:  Term Limitations for Members of the Airport Authority
and Water and Sewerage Authority

Dear Mayor and Council:

The question presently pending before you is the possible term limitations for the
Authority members and the Commission members. As I briefly stated in the meeting of October
5, 2000, I had some concerns about the City Council’s power to pass an ordinance or resolution
to limit the terms of the Authorities’ members.

The Airport and Water and Sewerage Authorities were created by special local legislation
of the Georgia General Assembly. These two entities are separate and distinct from the City of
Peachtree City. The Development Authority was created by local ordinance pursuant to State
law. It is also a separate and distinct entity from the City.

First, the Airport Authority was created in 1984 by the Georgia General Assembly. In
Section 3 of its Charter, membership on the Authority is appointed by the City Council of
Peachtree City. Once a member has been appointed, the City Council has extremely limited
authority to remove a member from office and can only do so for “misconduct or in the event
[the member moved his or her] residence from Peachtree City.”

[APTC\CITY\Opinions 2000\Term Limitations for the Airport Authority and Water and Sewerage Authority.wpd




October 26, 2000
Page 2

Second, the Water and Sewerage Authority was created in 1987 by the Georgia General
Assembly. The power to appoint the members of this Authority is found in Section 2(b). As
with the Airport Authority, the City Council has extremely limited power to remove a member
from office and can only do so under the same circumstances as permitted for the Airport
Authority.

Both charters for these Authorities remain silent on term limitations; however, because of
the extremely limited power of the City Council to remove members and since these entities are
separate and distinct from the City Council, it is my opinion that the City Council cannot enact
an ordinance which purports to limit the terms of the members of these two Authorities. The
Council, on the other hand, can refuse to appoint any applicant for membership in the Authorities
for any lawful reason. Thus, as a practical matter, Council has, and always has had, the ability
to limit any particular member’s term on either Authority. It does not take an ordinance to give
to the City Council this practical authority. However, as I stated above, I believe it is illegal for
the Council to adopt an ordinance or resolution which mandates a limit of the members’ terms.

Third, as stated above, the Development Authority is also a separate legal entity, but it
was created through an ordinance pursuant to general state law. The general state law is found
at 0.C.G.A. §36-62-1, et seq. In O.C.G.A. §36-62-4, the State law grants to the governing body
of the municipality the power to appoint the members. As with the Airport and Water and
Sewerage Authorities, the State law is silent on the issue of term limits. Since the only powers
granted to municipalities to create Development Authorities is found in the above-cited statute
and since the law is silent on the issue of term limitations, it is my opinion that the City does not
have the power to limit the number of terms a member can serve by and through the adoption of
an ordinance or resolution. However, the Council always has had and continues to have the
practical power to limit the terms of the members of the Development Authority.

Therefore, and in summation, it is my opinion that the Council does not have the power
to adopt an ordinance or resolution purporting to limit the number of terms a member may serve
on any of the three Authorities. The Council has the right not to appoint a person to any of these
Authorities for any reason except those prohibited by the constitutions of the United States and
of the State of Georgia which include such things as race, creed, natural origin, sex, etc.

If you wish to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best regards.
Sincerely,

WEBB, STUCKEY & LINDSEY, LLC

7

Richard P. Linds¢y

IAPTC\CITY\Opinions 2000\Term Limitations for the Airport Authority and Water and Sewerage Authority.wpd




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger: E‘

FROM:  Jane Miller 9,,\*,
DATE: October 12, 2000

SUBJECT: City Flag

Councilman Tennant has asked that a discussion on the City flag be held at the November 2,
2000 Council meeting. A number of years ago a contest was held to design a City flag. One of
the designs submitted was selected and an order placed for a number of flags in that design. The
City flag flew at the old City Hall building for several years until all flags other than the original
had been flown and discarded when they had become weather worn. A decision was made at
that time not to order any more flags. The design and colors in the flag were somewhat dated,
which [ believe was part of the reason the flag was “retired.” The original flag is now in Jim
Basinger’s office should any Councilmember want to take a look at it.

/jsm




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger 52

FROM: Jane Miller £

DATE: October 23, 2000

SUBJECT: Televising Council Meetings

Councilmember Dan Tennant has requested that a discussion on televising Council meetings be
added to the November 2 Council agenda. As you will recall, Council discussed this matter in
February and March of 1998 (meeting minutes attached as attachment 1). A survey was done to
determine citizen interest and, at that time, Council decided not to proceed with this process.
There did not seem to be enough citizen interest to justify the cost.

At that time Intermedia had indicated that it would cost $16,850 to equip the building for live
broadcast. Staff had obtained a price proposal from a company to tape each meeting at a cost of
$1,000 per meeting (attachment 2). ~Since Councilmember Tennant asked staff to look into this
matter again, staff has met with Mr. Kenny Faust, General Manager of AT&T, and he has agreed

to equip the building at no cost. Staff believes that there would still be significant expense to
hire a firm to video the meetings.

/jsm




Attachment 1

City Council Meeting
February 5, 1998
Page 6

Brooks said he felt the remaining violations were adjacent to buffers and would not
impact anyone. He also felt it would not be aesthetically appealing to bring the
violations into compliance by cutting off part of the decks.

Brooks made a motion to approve the variance for the remaining 6 violations with the
condition that the other violations were brought into compliance through the purchase of
additional property. Pace seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

,._> 02-98-9 Consider Request to Televise Council Meetings

Lenox explained that this item would be conducted as a public forum and asked that
anyone with comments on the issue address Council at the podium. Vivian Conduff
addressed Council and requested they consider televising council meetings. She felt that
many citizens were not well informed because only 20% voted in the recent election.
She said many citizens she asked said they would watch the meetings if they were on
television and that it was not a new concept because many cities did televise their
meetings. She said she investigated the cost involved said the cost would depend on
how elaborate the system was.

Dan Lech from Danovision, a company that televises meetings, spoke in favor of the
idea. He explained in great detail the technical aspects of televising meetings and the
possible costs involved. He quoted a price of $1,000 per meeting for his company to
record the meetings.

Bill Wheeloch addressed Council and opposed the idea. He did not feel it would
accomplish the objective of informing the citizens and he did not want the Council to
spend money on the project. He felt the presence of a television camera would make
actors out of people at the meetings and would cause the objective of the meetings to be
lost.

Mildred Harris spoke in favor of televising meetings.

McMenamin felt Peachtree City was a small community and felt Council encouraged
people to attend meetings. She felt if they had a choice of watching City meetings or
prime time shows, they would not watch the city meetings. She could not justify
spending money on televising meetings but would support the high school if they would
like to tape meetings. She also believed that televising meetings might inhibit people
from speaking their minds.

Lenox said it would not cost the City anything to “air” meetings on the City’s information

channel but he did not want the meetings televised unless it was done on a professional
level. He said based on the information given to them by Mr. Lech, they could televise

B
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City Council Meeting
February 5, 1998
Page 7

24 meetings for about $24,000 a year. He did not know if citizens would be interested
enough in watching the meetings to warrant spending $24,000.

Pace felt it was important to better inform citizens and suggested the City conduct a
survey on the issue. He also felt they could televise meetings on a trial basis.

Brooks felt it was important to increase citizen awareness and felt that televising
meetings would bring more recognition to employees and other people receiving awards.
He agreed with Pace and felt it was important to conduct a survey on the issue before
making a decision.

Brooks made a motion to table the issue and to put a survey in the next edition of the
“UPDATE” and ask if citizens wanted to spend the money to televise meetings and if
they would watch it.  Pace seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.
McMenamin requested that the original survey be sent to City Hall and that no copies be
accepted.

02-98-10 Consider DOT ROW Agreement - Willow Road Storm Drain

Basinger explained the right-of-way agreement to be considered related to the
signalization of the intersection of Highway 74 and Paschall Road. He said the
project was going to result in the need for some work and improvements to the
downstream drainage basins located above and below Willow Road. He said while
the City earmarked local funds for the drainage work, DOT had agreed to assist in
providing some funding through a DOT/City contract. He explained the contract was
the first step in obtaining the DOT funds and would commit the City to provide and
maintain the right-of-way to ensure all utilities are relocated, remove any obstructions
and indemnify the DOT.

Brooks made a motion to approve the agreement. Pace seconded the motion. Motion
carried unanimously.

Lenox made a motion to adjourn the meeting to Executive Session to discuss a legal
matter. Brooks seconded the motion.

Executive Session

No action was taken in executive session and the meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.

Nancy Faulkner, City Clerk
Attest:

Mayor
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City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting
March 19, 1998
7:00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met in a regular session Thursday, March 19, 1998, at 7:00
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers.

Mayor Lenox led those attending in the pledge of allegiance. Other council members present
were: Carol Fritz, Annie McMenamin, Robert Brooks, and Jim Pace.

ANNOUNCEMENTS, AWARDS, SPECIAL RECOGNITION

Mayor Lenox announced the City Council Retreat to be held April 3 & 4 at the Wyndham
Peachtree Conference Center.

Mayor Lenox presented the Employee of the Month award to Linda Gravley.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

McMenamin made a motion to approve the minutes of March 5, 1998 as presented. Pace
seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Mayor Lenox announced he would be out of town and would not be able to attend the April
16 City Council meeting at which a proposed smoking ordinance was to be presented to
Council for consideration. He asked Council if anyone had an objection to rescheduling the
hearing until May 7. No one objected and the hearing was rescheduled.

OLD AGENDA ITEMS

02-98-9 CONSIDER REQUEST TO TELEVISE COUNCIL MEETINGS

Jim Basinger, City Manager, explained that at Council’s request, a survey asking for
resident input regarding televising City Council meetings was included in the March issue of
UPDATE Peachtree City. The UPDATE was delivered to local residences on March 3 and
4, and 208 responses had been returned to City Hall; a 2.1% response rate. He said the
results were as follows:

1. Do you feel that televised City Council meetings, at a cost of $1,000 per meeting, is a
service that the City of Peachtree City should provide for its residents?

YES 44 21%
NO 264 79 %
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City Council Meeting
March 19, 1998
Page 2

2. Would you watch televised City Council meetings?

YES 65 31%
NO 139 67%

Brooks said it was apparent that most of the people who took the time to answer the survey
were opposed to the issue and made a motion that Council not authorize the televising of
Council meetings. Fritz seconded the motion. Pace said that perhaps the City could televise
special events such as the Fourth of July celebration or the annual budget hearings. Lenox
called for a vote on the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

03-98-05 Consider Alcoholic Beverage License - Kmart

Mayor Lenox explained that Kmart had submitted an application for a license to sell beer
and wine. The manager of the store, Mr. Charles Baker had applied to be the license
representative and Mr. John Ronan, an officer of the corporation and resident of Michigan
had applied to be the licensee. Lenox explained that Mr. Ronan’s criminal history
background had not been received from Michigan. McMenamin asked Mr. Baker if he
would contact the police department to ensure proper training was provided for his
employees. He said he would.

McMenamin made a motion to approve the alcohol license contingent upon receiving
favorable background information on Mr. Ronan and to appoint Mr. John Ronan as the
licensee and Mr. Charles Baker as the license representative. Pace seconded the motion.
Motion carried unanimously.

03-98-06 Consider Alcoholic Beverage License - Agnes and Muriel's

Mayor Lenox explained that a new restaurant, Agnes and Muriel’s, had submitted an
application for a license to sell beer and wine. The restaurant would be located at 217
Commerce Drive, formerly Famous Steaks and Seafood. The owner and manager of the
store, Mr. Glenn E. Powell, had applied to be appointed as the licensee and the license
representative.

Pace made a motion to approve the alcohol license and appoint Mr. Glenn Powell as the
licensee and license representative. Brooks seconded the motion. Motion carried
unanimously.




Attachment 2

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council
FROM: City Manager §
DATE: January 29, 1998

SUBJECT: Televising Council Meetings

A resident has requested that Council consider televising Council Meetings on Cable Channel 2.
City Staff has gathered preliminary pricing for equipment and services that would be necessary to
undertake this project.

Staff has held discussions with Mr. Jim Brown, General Manager of Intermedia, who has provided
information on a one time cost to prepare this facility for live broadcast (Attachment 1). Mr.
Brown plans to be at the Council meeting and can answer any questions you may have.

Estimated one time cost for live-broadcast equipment: $16,850

Staff has also held discussions with Mr. Dan Lech of Danovision, who submitted a proposal for
his company taping the council meetings (Attachment 2). Staff estimates no significant additional
costs to broadcast the meetings live while recording.

Estimated per meeting cost to broadcast meetings (taped or live): $ 1,000




