
City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda

November 1, 2007

7: 00 p. m.

I. Call to Order

II. Pledge of Allegiance

III. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition
Remind Attendees to Turn Off Cell Phones
Proclamation - National Hospice Month

George Martin, PTC Running Club - Presentation to Police Dept. Vest Fund
Presentation of Appreciation from Touch the World and the Rotary Club

IV. Public Comment

V. Agenda Changes

VI. Minutes

October 18, 2007, Regular Meeting

VII. Monthly Reports

VIII. Consent Agenda
1. Consider Contract with Fayetteville Main Street Tourism Association for Youth Council Concert

at Villages Amphitheater
2. Consider Proposed Changes to PCTA Board ( Agenda Item # 10- 07-05)

IX. Old Agenda Items

08- 07- 02 Staff Report on Traffic and Cart Path Issues on Peachtree Parkway
10- 07- 12 Public Hearing - Consider Amendment to Art. X, Sec. 1006( f),

GC Commercial District Regarding Maximum Building Heights
Consider Ordinance Amendment - Additional Alcohol Licenses for Same Location
Discuss Alcohol Ordinance - Special Events, Brown Bagging, Definition of Premises

10- 07- 17( a)

10- 07- 17( b)

X. New Agenda Items

11- 07-01 Public Hearing - Consider Rezoning, SR 74 South, GI to LUI ( SANY)
11- 07- 02 Public Hearing - Reaffirm Multi- family Moratorium
11- 07-03 Consider Bid for Street Resurfacing - Fall 2007
11- 07- 04 Consider Ordinance Amendment - Fireworks on City Property
11- 07- 05 Consider Reclassification/ Additional Positions - Library
11- 07- 06 Consider Reclassification of Position - Kedron Fieldhouse
11- 07-07 Consider Committee Report and Name for the West Village
11- 07- 08 Discuss RFP Requirements for Residential Sanitation Franchise
11- 07- 09 Consider Ordinance Amendment - Impact Fee Appeal Process
11- 07- 10 Consider Employee Dental Insurance
11- 07- 11 Consider Reclassification of Stormwater Positions to Include Crew Leader &

Heavy Equipment Operator Positions

XI. Council/ Staff Topics
Library Commission Update

XII. Executive Session

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



City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting

October 18, 2007

7: 00 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, October 18, 2007, in the City Hall Council

Chambers. Mayor Logsdon called the meeting to order at 7: 00 p.m. Other Council Members

present: Steve Boone, Mike Harman, Stuart Kourajian, and Cyndi Plunkett.

Announcements, Awards. Special Recol!nitions

Mayor Logsdon recognized Jay Hughes for 10 years of service in the Police Department and City
Engineer Dave Borkowski as the 3rd quarter Supervisor of the Quarter.

Public Comment

Bill Holland addressed Council and asked them to consider postponing any future development
until there was at least six months of water available.

Minutes

Boone moved to approve the October 1, 2007, workshop minutes and the October 4, 2007, regular
meeting minutes as written. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Consent Al!enda

1. Consider Appointments to WASA - Tim Meredith and Phil Mahler

Harman moved to approve the consent agenda. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Old Al!enda Items

09- 07- 01 Consider Rezoning - Stephens Tract, GI to LUC (Dominion- Somerby)
City Manager Bernard McMullen noted that Council had an e-mail on the dais from Bill Holland

dated October 18, 2007, with the subject, " Development proposals on the Council agenda for this

evening October 18, 2007."

John Gorecki of Dominion Partners addressed Council. He noted that the plan had been revised
three times, and they were prepared to modify it again to make it attractive to the community. They
were prepared to reduce the size by 66 units, would partner with the City and donate 50 acres of

greenbelt land along the property' s southern border as a natural buffer, and would contribute
25, 000 to the City immediately to improve the greenbelt into a usable area for City recreation. In

addition, Gorecki said they would dedicate to the City a IO- foot natural buffer along the six- acre

tract by Meade Field to clear up an existing encroachment by the City onto their property and

maintain a dedicated 40- foot buffer along the 10- foot strip to assure the City' s recreation property
was buffered from the age- restricted homes. He continued that they had agreed to assist the City
and the supporters of Meade Field to build public restrooms, athletic equipment storage, and a

concession area using their capital and in-kind donations of their architect, civil engineer, general
contractor, and a small number of subcontractors. They also agreed that when they were ready to

develop the six acres, they would offer the property to the City at their actual land basis before

proceeding with development. Gorecki said they had also agreed to construct a cart tunnel north of
their site that would connect both sides of Rockaway Road at the south property line of Meade Field

and had earmarked $ 200, 000 for the construction.
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Gorecki continued that there had been a wide array of questions and comments regarding the

community. He gave a PowerPoint presentation that he hoped would answer some of them. ( A

copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in the official meeting file.) He hoped to clear up
any misunderstandings and misinformation. From Somerby of Peachtree City, the City would
receive a facility that offered a continuum of care with related services within a residential

community. Three basic reasons comprised 75% of the moves into this type of community - one

spouse developed a health care need, one spouse died, or the family mandated a move. The other
25% sought an active lifestyle or moved to the community because their friends had. Seniors lived
an average of seven years longer when they lived in a retirement community because the

community ensured they would eat three well- balanced meals per day, they took their medications
as prescribed, they were part of an individually tailored health and wellness program, and they
stayed socially active through an activities program. The senior market was large, affluent, stable,
and they were willing to spend money. Gorecki also provided statistics on the aging population and

where they spent their money.

Gorecki continued that they planned to downsize the six -acre tract by Meade Field from 48 units to

30. The project had gone from 376 units to 310. The greenbelt areas would be donated to the City.
They had looked at what else could be done with the six- acre tract, but every tree would have to be

decimated in order for the other suggestions to work. The plan to downsize the number of condos

on the smaller tract was a win/win. The main facility would have a number of facilities within it,

including a beauty and barber shop, a dining room, a cafe, a library, a small movie theater, billiards
and game room, and some public space that would be available to residents and The Gathering
Place and civic groups for meetings. They hoped to partner with the City to provide facilities that
would take the burden off of other places. There would be 100 employees when fully occupied.
The facility would open with 50 employees in nine departments. He hoped Council understood

their product better.

City Planner David Rast noted that staff had been directed to prepare a financial impact analysis,
which was based on 376 units, not 310 as presented at this meeting. Planning Assistant Tony
Bernard presented the analysis. ( A copy of the PowerPoint presentation is included in the official

meeting file.) The model focused on the budget components funded through the general tax and fee

revenues. Phase I had a build-out rate of286 units in 16 months with a gross density of 15. 03 units

per acre. Phase II, the six-acre tract next to Meade Field, had a build-out rate of 20 units per year
after Phase I was complete and full and would have a gross density of 4.75 units per acre. Phase II
included an additional 60- unit wing on the main building for the nursing area. They would not be
built until at least five years from the start of the development and had a build-out rate of 60 units

per year. After the build-out of the property in five years, the development would be worth

approximately $ 59. 6 million. The Braelinn Village impact fee per unit was $ 1, 083. The impact
fees for Phases I and II would be $ 342, 228. Phase III would bring in impact fees of$ 64,980.

Bernard continued that, based on a total millage rate ( County, City, Board of Education, and State)
of 33. 625, the estimated annual tax would be $ 801, 935. 89. Bernard also looked at the population
growth per year. The model showed there would be 1.5 people per unit for a total population of 564
of at build- out. The City millage rate for 2007 was 5.533 mills. Bernard estimated the motor

vehicle taxes would increase by $ 16.34 per person per year, franchise taxes ( Georgia Power, Atlanta
Gas, BellSouth, Coweta- Fayette EMC, Comcast, Newnan Utilities) would increase by $ 60.46 per

person per year, selective sales and use tax revenue ( alcoholic beverage tax, mixed drink tax) would
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increase by $ 18. 01 per person per year, otherrevenue (recycling revenues, service charges for EMS,
recreation program fees, court fines, library fines) would increase by $ 53. 06 per person per year,
and the Local Option Sales Tax ( LOST) would increase by $ 194.42 per person per year. Bernard
noted that the 2007 taxes were divided by the total 2007 population to find the cost per person. The
estimated 2007 population was 36,242. Licenses and permits would increase through build-out,

which would take five years.

Bernard noted that the Stormwater Utility cost $ 3. 95 per 4,600 square feet of impervious surface.
The development would have an estimated 1.2 million square feet of streets and paths. The total
cost per year, at build- out, would be $ 12, 047. 33.

Bemard looked at operational costs for the City and used population to calculate the estimated
increase in cost. He estimated that, at buildout, the City' s operational costs would increase by

279, 000. City staff might increase by 4.4 employees to maintain the current level of service, and
the population would increase by 564 people. After buildout, the projected annual revenue to the

City was $ 34, 125. 07. The estimated revenues from the project were $ 6, 982,457, and the estimated
costs were $ 5, 540, 423, which was a cash positive surplus of $ 1.4 million. Bernard noted that the
model did not include any increases in the millage rate and stayed at current 2007 dollars. Inflation
was not reflected in either revenues or costs. Appreciation and depreciation were not calculated
into the model. The model did not allocate any of the department costs to the industrial and

commercial sectors of the City, which would reduce the operational costs per citizen. The model

was based on population and development density.

Plunkett asked Bernard if he could estimate the numbers based on the reduction in the density.
Bernard said he would have to change the density figures. McMullen said it was about one- sixth, so

the totals would be approximately $250, 000 less. Harman clarified that the numbers were based on

an average of everyone in the City, it was not age targeted. McMullen said they did not have the

ability to do something that was exact. It was a model.

Logsdon said he had looked at the facility in Birmingham recently and had been impressed. The

residents he ran into were happy. He felt it would be good product.

Boone noted that the project had come down in density, and the developer was going to contribute
land and dollars to the City. The residents would get involved with the schools, and the schools

could get involved with the residents. He liked what he saw and felt the project was a win/win for
the City.

Plunkett said she still had concerns. In her opinion, the multi-family moratorium had been lifted to

look at a nursing home- type environment. Council had not wanted to add any more traffic to the
two- lane road. People in a nursing home would not be driving the number of trips as those would
live in the six-plexes and duplexes. The number was lower, but it was still too many. The gates
also did not fit in the City. Gates made sense for a nursing home because they would keep the

people in and safe. She wanted to see an " inclusive" versus " exclusive" project. Plunkett said she
also had a problem with the density of the property by Meade Field. She could not support the

rezomng.
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Kourajian said the idea was great, and it was something the City needed for this age group. When

the idea had first been presented, it had been for those 65 and older looking for the next step in life.

He had a hard time with the six- plexes and individual homes, which was more of a community open

to everybody. Another similar community was going in another part of town. This was not what he

envisioned in this part of the City. He could support assisted living, but he did not support the

single- family homes and six- plexes in the project. He could support a higher density if it was

assisted living. He only liked the one aspect of the project.

Boone said that, from his own experience, his mother had graduated to each level of care in the

same type of community. The majority ofthe people would be older, and people at 60 and 70 could

be very active. The City was starting to age. Kourajian asked Boone if the community should be

built for those 55 and older, or for the 60 to 65- year old people. Boone said he supported all three

phases, which was a graduated progress. They had addressed the landscaping and vegetation issues,

and the developer had gone out of his way to make the project amenable to the area.

Harman said that, based on his conversations with seniors, the City did not seem to have housing
targeted for seniors. His mother-in-law had moved into his home. As people living in the City
aged, they were stuck with larger homes and yards they either did not want or were unable to

maintain. The development fit in perfectly with the City. If the City was one of the top 10 places to

retire, then it should have places such as this. He agreed the development would be great for the

schools since kids enjoyed interacting with senior citizens. The building was large, and the business

plan was aggressive. Their other facilities were doing well.

Plunkett asked Rast how many neighborhoods the City had that were designated for residents 65

plus. Rast said there were actually none. The only one that was limited to ages 55 and older was

the apartment complex going in at Crosstown Drive. Village Park and Village Green and other

developments targeted seniors, but they were not age- restricted. Plunkett said that it was not

accurate to say that senior housing was not in the mix. She had no objection to the nursing home

part, but all the individual units and the gates set a bad precedent. Other subdivisions had asked for

gates, and they had been denied.

Harman noted that this would be a community of seniors with an average age of 75 and asked

whether they needed extra security. Kourajian agreed that they needed extra security, but younger

people would be interested in the six- plexes. The main unit was a terrific idea, but he had a

problem with the single- family homes. The City had places for active seniors. He did not support
the three phases, just the last few. Logsdon said the product had always had three phases and 376

units. The developer had always said the project would allow people to establish residence, then

progress to the other phases. The gates in Birmingham stayed open until dark. The Birmingham
project was in a densely-populated area, and it fit in well. It also had three phases.

Boone said he liked the project on the southside of town, and he would rather see this type of high-
end product with lots of vegetation than what could go on the property now. Seniors had the

resources. There were restrictions on the commercial side of the property. He would rather see this

senior residential than industrial or some commercial uses.
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Kourajian said he did not disagree, but Council needed to think long and hard about a gated
community around single- family homes and condos. If the gates were allowed, others would ask
for them.

Logsdon asked Gorecki ifhe could eliminate the gate on the south side of the road. Gorecki said

yes. Harman asked if the entire property would be fenced. Gorecki said that it would. Harman
asked Gorecki if it would be feasible to build the project without gates. Gorecki said it was not.

The gates and the fences provided a feeling of security at night that was an important to seniors.

Kourajian said he supported a gate around a main unit, but not everything else. Plunkett agreed.
She asked if the gate could be placed further back into the property. Gorecki said he was not sure

how that could be done because of the fence. There was also a gate to the commercial area.

Fencing the facility inside the tract would not come off well.

Gorecki noted that the average age of garden home, condo, and villa residents in their other

developments was 75- plus. Most 55 year- olds would stay in their homes until one of those three
events happened that caused them to consider the move. There was one resident in the Mobile,

Alabama, development that was 55; the rest were over 70. Harman asked City Attorney Ted

Meeker if allowing gates on the main property could be a problem. Meeker said Council had to

judge each plan on its merits. By approving one, they would at least hear an argument for

approving another. It might not be binding depending on the plans.

Harman asked Kourajian about his objections. Kourajian said there were places in the City for
active adults. An active adult community would be going in on the west side. He did not see the
need for condos or single- family homes under the guise of assisted living.

Harman asked Meeker what Council had to do to make sure what was presented was what was

built. Meeker said the ordinance would ensure it. The additional conditions proffered during the

meeting should be restated in the motion and captured in the final ordinance. Harman asked if

anyone had kept track of the changes during the meeting. Rast said staff had the recording, which

would be transcribed in the minutes. Logsdon said the concessions were taking the density down to

310 units, 50 acres to be given to the City, $25, 000 contribution for improvements in the area,

75, 000 for restrooms & equipment storage at Meade Field, Gorecki ( speaking from the audience,
not the microphone) added that the 10- foot natural buffer along the six-acre tract by Meade Field
and a dedicated 40- foot buffer along the IO- foot strip, the Rockaway Road tunnel, and to eliminate
the gate on south side. Gorecki said the developer would put the tunnel where the City said to put
it.

Kourajian asked what type of foliage would be planted between Rockaway Road and the six-plexes.
David Patterson said it would include evergreen trees and berms. Gorecki noted that they would not

receive their certificate of occupancy unit the City was happy with the landscaping. Plunkett asked
if there were landscaping criteria the developer had to meet. Rast the ordinance would have

language that specifically dealt with the landscaping, height of the berms, and a continuous

evergreen screen. It also stated the landscaping had to extend along the entire Rockaway Road

frontage.
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Plunkett asked about any deed restrictions on the land that would be deeded to the City. Rast said it
was primarily floodplain. Plunkett said she would like deed restrictions that stated it was deeded for

greenbelt " in perpetuity."

Harman asked if there would be any recourse if any of the protected trees were removed. Rast said
there were penalties in the City' s landscape ordinance for removing a specimen or protected tree

without a permit. Harman said a landscaping performance bond would ensure that. Rast said that

was covered in the landscape ordinance. The property owner had to guarantee the landscaping for
two years. The City inspected the landscaping, and the owner had to replace any material that died.
Harman said that, with a bond, the City could cash it in and do it. McMullen said if the developer
did not comply with the landscape plan, then the certificate of occupancy ( CO) would not be issued.
If they did not comply after the CO was issued, then a citation would be issued to bring the matter

to the Municipal Court. Harman asked if that was adequate. McMullen said that was what

happened with all the projects.

Boone moved to approve the request by Dominion Partner to rezone the 25.4- acre portion of the

Stephens tract from GI General Industrial to LUC Limited Use Commercial for a 310- unit campus-

style three phase continued care facility, 50 acres would be donated to the City, $25, 000 would be

donated to the City for development of cart paths, restrooms at Meade Field, 10- foot buffer donated

to the City, also a 40- foot buffer would be maintained making it a setback of 50 feet, $ 75, 000 to

build restrooms, the tunnel placed where the City designated, greenbelt for perpetuity purposes on

the west side. McMullen added that the elimination of the gate on the six acres. Boone added the

elimination of the gate and the other conditions recommended by City staff and included in the

ordinance. Harman seconded.

Plunkett noted there were only 30 units on the six- acre tract. She asked if the buildings were

restricted as to the location on the tract. She wanted to ensure the number of units were site

specific. Harman suggested they add the wording, " per the shown site plan." Gorecki said he

would agree to a maximum number of units for the condos. Harman said they needed to modify the

units in the motion. Rast said the number of units in each phase was listed in the proposed
ordinance. The ordinance would have to be modified based on the discussion during the meeting.
Plunkett said they had agreed to maximum numbers in the residential portion. Gorecki agreed to 42

condos and 16 villas. Gorecki said the cart paths would be located outside the fence.

Harman asked when the six-plexes next to Meade Field would be built. Gorecki said he did not

know; the 42 units in the main area would be sold first. Harman asked Gorecki if the developer
would be willing to sell the six acres to the City before building on it. Gorecki said that he had

discussed selling the six acres for their cost, the actual land basis, with the Recreation Department.
If they could come up with the money before they were ready to build, then they would consider it.

Logsdon asked if there was any amendment to the motion regarding the developer offering the City
the opportunity to buy the land before they built on it. Boone asked why the City would want that

tract. Plunkett said for recreation since it was right next to the ball park. Plunkett said they had also

agreed to limit the number of condos and villas.

Boone amended his motion to state that the number of condos and villas on the northern section
would not exceed 42 condos and 16 villas, and Somerby would agree to right of first option on the
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six acres by Meade Field. Harman seconded the amendment. The amendment was approved 3- 2

Kourajian, Plunkett).

The main motion carried 3- 2 (Kourajian, Plunkett).

Logsdon asked that the following agenda items be considered together. There was no objection.

10- 07- 01 Public Hearing - Consider Request to Lift Multi-Family Moratorium, Outer

Marker Properties on Redwine Road

10- 07- 02 Public Hearing - Consider Step 1 Annexation, Outer Marker Properties on

Redwine Road

Jeramy Ragsdale, Outer Marker Properties, addressed Council. He said Outer Marker developed
and built assisted living facilities throughout the state. This project on Redwine Road would be a

small, neighborhood- style facility with 48 rooms, 12 dedicated for memory care. The facility would

be secured. There would be two interior courtyards. He continued that " assisted living" was a legal
definition and was a level of care prescribed by a doctor. The facility would provide healthcare up

to a certain level, full-time food service, and an activity director. The core of the business was to be

tightly woven into the community because ofthe small size. The property was 13 acres on Redwine

Road, which was contiguous to the City. Ragsdale requested that the City annex and zone the

property for the appropriate use.

The public hearing opened. Phyllis Aguayo, Phil Boswell, Robert Brown, and Beth Pullias spoke

during the public hearing. Their concerns included the following:

Multi- family moratorium was in place for a reason. If the senior housing projects failed,

they could turn into apartments.
There was a concern that senior housing could be overbuilt.

Annexation would stretch the City out too far and would create a problem for public safety.

It did not make sense to keep stretching the City boundaries out further and further.

Building permits needed to stop as long as drought continued. There was no need to annex

low- density property to build a high-density project with no water.

Annexation should include all the property in the area.

Rast showed the location of the property on an aerial photo, which showed it was contiguous to the

City. The public hearing closed.

Plunkett said she would have no problem with an annexation if it included the whole area, but she

did not want to annex it piecemeal. Plunkett moved to deny the lifting of the multi-family
moratorium and the Step 1 annexation request from Outer Marker Properties on Redwine Road.

Harman seconded.

Boone agreed with Plunkett. He wanted to see a plan for the entire area. Piecemeal annexation

bothered him. Plunkett clarified that she might not agree with multi-family zoning, but wanted to

see a plan for the entire area. Harman agreed, too. He added that the whole area would be up for

consideration at some point, but the tracts needed to be consolidated into one detailed plan. There

was too much at stake on the south side to look at just this one tract and plan.
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Boone noted that, with the issue of providing services and the drought, it was not a good move to

annex any more at this time. Logsdon said that he was also interested in seeing a plan for the entire
area, not just one piece.

The motion carried unanimously.

New Al!enda Items

10- 07- 12 Public Hearing - Consider Amendment to Art. X, Sec. 1006( 1), GC General

Commercial District Regarding Maximum Building Heights
Rast asked that the agenda item be continued to the next meeting. Staff was working with the Fire

Department on some concerns and further discussion was scheduled for the October 22 Planning
Commission meeting. Staff would have it ready for the next meeting.

Plunkett asked ifthe senior facility approved that night would meet the proposed changes. Rast said

that it would fit in with what was currently allowed, but not with the changes.

Harman moved to postpone agenda item 10- 07- 12 to the next meeting. Boone seconded. The

motion carried unanimously.

Logsdon noted there was a request for five-minute break at 8: 40 p.m.

10- 07- 13 Consider Request for Abandonment of Line Creek Circle and a Portion of Line

Creek Drive

Logsdon reported that the developer had requested a postponement during the break. Harman asked

if the developer planned to postpone it or withdraw his request. Doug McMurrain said he was

withdrawing the request. No Council action was necessary.

10- 07- 14 Consider Approval of Design Concept for Flat Creek Bridge Approaches
City Engineer Dave Borkowski gave a brief history of the project. ( A copy of the PowerPoint is

included in the official meeting file.) The bridge location was selected because there had been a

bridge and path in the same location previously. The bridge would provide residents with access to

the Baseball Soccer Complex ( BSe) via the paths planned for the area. A grant provided funding
for the bridge only. After the bridge was installed, it was eight feet above the adjacent grade, much

higher than anticipated. The fill that would be required for the approaches exceeded permit limits
and would not comply with Federal Emergency Management Agency ( FEMA) regulations. Staff

contracted with Integrated Science and Engineering ( ISE) to design the approaches and obtain

permits, and ISE designed wrapped face embankments ( dirt wrapped in geo- textile fabric similar to

a dirt burrito) with culverts tying into the existing grade. The design was in compliance with

FEMA and Army Corps of Engineers requirements. During the design and bidding of the

approaches, residents of Morallion Hills contacted staff with environmental and flooding concerns.

Borkowski continued that staff met with subdivision representatives several times and agreed to

look at alternative designs. Four design variants were developed, ranging from the wrapped face

embankments to a steel and concrete bridge that spanned the floodplain. The designs included the

1) wrapped face embankment design that tied into the existing grade ($ 382, 502); 2) wrapped face

embankments and aluminum box culverts design ($ 711, 088); 3) a bridge spanning the floodplain
971,436); and 4) wrapped face embankments and ductile iron pipes design ($ 412, 055).
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Borkowski said staff recommended the fourth option, which mitigated the wetlands impact and did

not have the large encroachment into the existing path area that the first option had. The ductile

iron pipes got the path out of the wetlands just enough to keep it dry during most rain events, but

allowed the water to overtop the path when it really flooded. The path would be usable most of the

time. The fourth option also mitigated the increases in the 100- year flood elevation to around a

maximum of 0.2 feet ( 2.4 inches) when compared to the existing conditions. Borkowski showed a

FEMA map of the existing floodplain, but noted there were inaccuracies in the horizontal

component.

Harman asked if the estimates were in today' s dollars or an estimate from a few years ago.

Borkowski said they were from this year. Harman clarified that staff was asking Council what type

of approach they wanted so the design could be finished. Borkowski said yes, it was just to finish

design and get the wetlands permit. McMullen noted that $500, 000 was included in the Bricks &

Mortar loan to cover the costs for the construction. Harman said that was the construction cost, not

the design cost. Borkowski said there was $ 20, 000 left in the budget to cover the design costs.

Plunkett clarified that the money in the construction budget would cover options one and four.

McMullen said that was correct.

Kourajian asked Borkowski which solution would be the best if there were no dollars attached.

Borkowski said all of the designs would work and met the criteria. Boone said the issue was

affordability. Plunkett said they could not be " penny wise and pound foolish." Logsdon said he

recalled that options 2, 3, and 4 all worked. Option 4 accomplished the same thing at half the cost.

Kourajian asked if all the designs did the same thing or if one was a lot better. McMullen said the

only one not recommended was the first one ( wrapped face embankment design that tied into the

existing grade) because of the way it tied into the existing grade. During a normal weather pattern,
the path would have water on it quite a number of days, which was why they had looked at the other

options. Plunkett asked whether the differences, if not engineering, were aesthetic. McMullen said

staffhad looked at the economics since all the options worked.

Plunkett said that if option 3 was going to work 150% better, then it might be more economically
feasible than the others. McMullen said constructability was also a factor. Heavy equipment would

be needed to build the bridge, which would damage the wetlands. There was not a simple answer.

The box culverts came in large sections. It would be difficult to construct either option 2 or 3

without disturbing the wetlands. Kourajian said if all the options moved the water the same, then

the question was the economics. If one option was a whole lot better, then that had to be weighed
as well as the economics. Borkowski added that the designs were all the same hydraulically. The

bridge was the more expensive and harder to maintain option.

Morallion Hills resident Kim Cort said that the bridge that had spanned the creek had been

destroyed during the 1994 flooding. She offered to show Council some video taken during the 1994

flood. She continued that the Army Corps of Engineers had denied the first option. Borkowski

clarified that option 1 had not been denied by the Corps. Because staff had been working with the

residents, the City had missed the wetland permitting opportunity. Damming up any part of the area

would seriously affect the area, which was one of three major floodplains in the County.
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Cort read from the October 11 staff memo from the City Engineer that stated " the new design would

only mitigate increases in upstream flood elevations," which indicated there would be increases in
flood elevations. She questioned why the City would want to increase the chances of homes being
damaged by floodwater. Option 4 did not employ the best management practices seen in other
construction projects. It might save money initially, but could cost more money when homes were

destroyed. It would end up costing the City and the taxpayers in the end. Plunkett clarified that
Cort preferred either no path or options 2 and 3. Cort said yes.

Beau Stephens asked whose liability it would become if their homes flooded. If Council said it
would not flood and it did, then it would cost the City a lot more money. Keith Walker said the 12-
inch pipes would stop up with branches and mud, and the path would become an earthen dam. The
box culverts were IO- feet high and would allow more water to flow. Robert Brown noted that a

span over the floodplain sounded great, but he was concerned about the damage to the wetlands due
to the construction. Bill Hall had taken photos of 11 12- inch culverts in the City, and nine were

totally clogged. There should be some extra money from the stormwater tax to help build the

bridge. Phyllis Aguayo said she was concerned for the homes, but also for the wetlands. The City
needed to learn from its mistakes from building Crosstown Road on the wetlands and other major
flood events. The City needed to do what allowed the most water to flow under the bridge.

Borkowski clarified that they could not guarantee there would be no flooding. The homes could
flood during a 500- year event without the bridge. The area was designed so the water would

overtop the path during a storm. The amount of flow was the same for all of the options, but with

option 4, the flow went over the path instead of under it. The culverts satisfied the wetlands issue
so there would be water on all sides and not cut off water. The pipes would serve the purpose for
smaller events.

Logsdon said that the cart path would not cause a flood, according to the engineers. It would raise
the floodplain 2.4 inches. Borkowski continued that they had compared the option to the FEMA
information and had gone above and beyond what FEMA had by ratcheting up the flows to take into
account the existing development and everything upstream. The homes still did not flood. Staff did
not want the liability of flooding anyone' s home either.

Cort said the models of the floodplain were not correct. In 1994, the water came to back doors of
the houses. Borkowski pointed out that the 1994 event was not the 100- year storm for this area. It
was more of a 300- year or 500- year storm.

Harman clarified that the recommended option would allow the water to flow over the path by
about five feet. The water would still go over the path with the box culvert plan about two feet.
There would be no impact on the 100- year flood mark. Richard Gruel ofISE said that when they
ran the different scenarios through the models, option 4 had 2.4 inches and option 2 had four to five
inches, which was a greater increase. Option 2 would have more risk. Kourajian clarified that

option 4 moved the water better than option 2. Gruel said yes, because the water would go over the
lower path faster.

Harman moved to approve the design for option 4. Boone seconded.
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the evidence room. Boone asked ifR.L. Ward had experience in this area. Borkowski said they
built the satellite auto shop, and the City had a good relationship with them. Boone asked if this
would take care of the problem with the roof. Borkowski said it would not, and they would get an

architect' s opinion on fixes. Plunkett asked if there was an estimate on those repairs. Borkowski
said there was not at that time.

Plunkett asked if the huge difference between the two bids was unusual, and why there were only
two. Borkowski said he was not sure why there were only two bidders. The bid was for a general
contractor that would coordinate all the subcontractors. He speculated that it might be due to their
subcontractors. McMullen noted that the scope of work for the bids was the same. It was not
unusual for a bidder to just throw in enough to cover his risks based on McMullen' s experience.

Plunkett asked if there were any guarantees that the renovations would work. Borkowski said there
would be a warranty on the floor vapor barrier for 10 years, but there was not a guarantee that the
work would solve all the problems. Staff was confident that it would work. They had dealt with
numerous consultants, and the consensus was that the work would solve the problem. The issue
was very complex with multiple causes. Plunkett asked what would happen if the contractor found
other issues were going on while doing the work. McMullen said there were contingency funds in
the 2007 and 2008 PIPs, which were the sources of the funds to cover unknowns. It was a

renovation project, and there was a good chance for change orders. There was only one way to fix
the problem, and that was to do the work. Plunkett said she was concerned the City would spend $ 1
million, and the issues would not be fixed.

Logsdon said the City had wrestled with the problem for years, and they had to do something. This
was a priority item and should have been addressed from the beginning. Council needed to make
the best decision it could. It was too expensive to bulldoze the building and start over. There

probably would be change orders, but they had to try something.

Plunkett said the City was looking at spending $ 1 million in the best case scenario. Borkowski said
the leaking roof was not in the bid, but the HV AC work was a big chunk. The fascia issues on the
outside were not part of this bid. There were gaps where air was coming in the building. McMullen
said he did not want to put a number on those repairs, but they would not be that high. The cost

could be $ 30, 000-$ 40, 000, but would not be $ 400, 000. Plunkett said they should just tear the

building down and build a new one. McMullen said the cost for a new building and land would be
3. 1 million. Plunkett said she was not sure they needed to buy more land. The building was a sick

building. Logsdon said he understood Plunkett' s concern, but felt Council should listen to the

experts.

Boone moved to award the bid for renovation of the City' s Police Department to RL. Ward, LLC,
ofNewnan, Georgia, for a lump sum bid amount not to exceed $ 593, 250. Kourajian seconded.

The motion carried 4- 1 ( Plunkett).

10- 07- 16 Consider Bids for Traffic Signal at SR 74/Wisdom Road
Borkowski said the project had been put out to bid twice. Only one bid had been received the first
time, so the project was re- bid. Two bids were received the second time - RJ. Haynie and
Associates, $ 138, 950; and Detection Engineering Technologies, $ 167, 529.
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Kourajian asked if the low bid was in line with the costs. Borkowski said it was in line with the

Stevens Entry/ SR 54 light.

Plunkett moved to approve the bid for the signal at SR 54/Wisdom Road from R.J. Haynie and

Associates not to exceed $ 138, 950. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Kourajian noted the funds for the signal installation would come from the SPLOST funds.

10- 07- 17 Consider Ordinance Amendment - Additional Alcohol Licenses for Same

Location, Catering, and Event Permits

Acting Administrative Services Director/ City Clerk Betsy Tyler addressed Council regarding the

proposed changes to the alcohol ordinance. She said Police Chief James Murray and the City

Attorney had also worked on the proposed amendments. The changes included added qualifications
to reduce fees and to set some fees. It started when the Wyndham' s representatives asked the City
to review the ordinance. They paid $22,000 for four licenses, while other municipalities had lower

fees for additional licenses at the same facilities. The City Attorney confirmed that it was a

regulatory fee that should in some way reflect the cost of regulating the activity. The Wyndham
and Aberdeen Woods were the only businesses that would be affected. It did not cost four times as

much to regulate the licenses at the Wyndham as it did at other establishments in the City. Staffhad

looked at other cities' ordinances and felt the fees for the additional licenses be adjusted to 20% of

the cost of the first license.

Tyler continued that, over the years, there had also been requests for single-day events. The City of

Newnan recently updated its alcohol ordinance. Tyler said she remembered Council issuing at least

one one- day permit in the past, which was for the Chili Cook-off when it was held on private

property. The amendment would allow locations set up for such events to pay $150 per year to be

certified as a legal location, but not to provide the alcohol. Anyone who wanted to hold an event at

a certified location would apply for one-day permit, which would cost $ 50 per day.

Tyler noted that brown- bagging had begun at some businesses in town that did not have an alcohol

license. One location had had an alcohol license in the past and would probably have one again, but

other locations had not had a license, which created a problem for the Police Department. The

proposed amendment would prohibit brown- bagging.

Harman asked what would happen with the golf courses. Tyler said the golf courses each had a

license, and they served within the facility. Kourajian asked if the entire golf course was considered

the facility. He noted that alcoholic beverages were included on the beverage carts at the courses.

Tyler explained that the courses intersected with public streets or paths, which put the patrons in the

position to violate the open container law. Kourajian asked if it was not the same thing if the

customer brought their own coolers. Meeker clarified that it was one thing for a patron to take their

own alcohol and another for the golf course to sell it. Plunkett clarified that Flat Creek would not

be able to sell alcohol from their beverage cart. Meeker said that was not a change from the current

position. Tyler added that it also put the club in the position of setting up members to break the

law. Chief Murray said it was a violation of state law for them to sell it and allow members to take

it out on the golf course. Kourajian asked what would happen if a golf course put an out building

on the course. Tyler said they would have to have an additional license at the reduced price at that

point.
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Kourajian asked if special event permits applied to fundraisers held in homes. Tyler said they were

technically selling alcohol if the people who came purchased a ticket and alcohol was at the event.

They would have to apply and prove the home was not within the prohibited distances from

churches and schools. Kourajian asked if the amendment would be an enabler. Tyler said there

were many events held in the City, such as at hangars at the airport. Currently, a resident could

have a fundraiser at their home and serve wine with the dinner. A business could also do that as

long as people coming to the event were not paying to get inside or purchasing something at the

event or activity. The amendment established a location as a qualifying location. Kourajian said he

wanted to be cautious about enabling other things. People could say they were having a fundraiser,

give 5% to the charity, then keep the other 95%. Tyler said this would actually establish the

process. Kourajian said he would rather people come to the City for a permit. Meeker said it would

be fine to take that out. Kourajian said if they did not have the requirement, then it could not be

done. Meeker said that, if an organization was charging for a function that included alcohol, then

the state considered it the sale of alcohol with goods, and a permit was required.

Tyler noted that she had to send out the alcohol renewal notices. She could delay two of them. She

asked if Council could adopt the portions about that and bring the rest back. Kourajian said he

would rather consider the amendments as two separate items on November 1. Tyler said that would

be simple to do.

Kourajian moved to postpone the agenda items until November 1. Harman seconded. The motion

carried unanimously.

10- 07- 18 Consider Ordinance - Additional Regulations for Onsite Sewage Disposal
Borkowski said that the ordinance was precipitated by the audit by the Metro North Georgia Water

Planning District. The district wanted the regulations in place to prohibit new privately- owned

community wastewater treatment systems. Plunkett asked why the ordinance did not just restrict

septic systems. Borkowski said it was designed to restrict systems where no maintenance was done.

Generally, a single homeowner would fix any problems.

Harman moved to approve the restriction on privately- owned septic systems and authorize the

Mayor to sign. Kourajian seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

10- 07- 19 Consider Right- of-way Purchase Agreements for 74 Widening Phase 2

Kourajian asked if the price was reasonable. McMullen said it was, and that Meeker had reviewed

the agreements.

Kourajian rnoved to accept the offer from the DOT to purchase the rights-of-way and easements on

SR 74 and authorize the Mayor to sign the offers and the offer of$ 217, 171. Boone seconded.

McMullen noted that some of the funds frorn the purchase would be used to replace signs at the

BSC and to help with the recycling center reconfiguration.

The motion carried unanimously.
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10- 07- 20 Consider Request to Remove Existing Vegetation, Install Landscaping and

Enter into a Maintenance Agreement for City- owned Property at the Corner of

SR 74 Sonth and TDK Boulevard

Rast reported that the DOT had shaved off quite a bit of the City-owned property at the corner of

SR 74 and TDK Boulevard. ( Copies of the photos shown are included in the official meeting file.)

The property separated the Onmi Fuels development from SR 74. The acreage was deeded to the

City many years ago. The developer had asked Council to deed or sell the property to him, and the

Council decided not to do that. The developer was not allowed to encroach beyond their property.
As part of the road-widening project, the DOT had shaved off quite a bit of the property to

accommodate the slopes for the turn lanes. In addition, the power company also shaved off another

20 to 30 feet for the power line easement. The City was left with 15- 20 scraggly trees sitting atop

the embankment. The applicant proposed to remove the remaining trees and incorporate the area

into his landscape plan and to maintain the corner as part of his development. Rast said staff

favored the proposal. The trees would start to lean or fall within the next few months, and the

applicant would bring his landscape plan to Council for approval. The applicant did not intend to

shave down the hill. The trees would be removed and the area would be shaved back into the

retaining wall. Mike Lorber was the landscape architect. The City would still own the property.

Kourajian asked Mike Hyde, the owner of the Onmi Fuels development, why he wanted to do this

since there was a significant cost. Hyde said it was a safety issue. The trees were going to fall

somewhere during the next big wind. The area would also be right in front of his corporate offices.

It was an eyesore. He wanted to see it well- landscaped. Rast said there would be a six to eight- foot

retaining wall on Hyde' s property, and the area would be shaved into that. Hyde said they would

just roll the area down. Rast said the maintenance agreement would come before Council for

approval. He said the amount of disturbance on City property and in the right-of-way provided an

opportunity to shape the corner. There were some replacement funds from DOT for the other side

of the corner. It was the gateway to the industrial park. Meeker noted that staff wanted to know if

it was alright to proceed. They would come back with a landscape plan and maintenance agreement

for Council approval.

Kourajian moved to authorize City staff and the Planning Commission to work with Onmi Fuels

and The Exchange to develop a landscape plan for City-owned property at the corner ofSR 74/ TDK

Boulevard as part of the overall development. Plunkett seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics

Update on City Vehicle Accidents

Tyler reported that the City had 182 vehicles that had logged 1.3 million miles last year. There had

been 19 at- fault accidents in FY 2007. The monthly reports did not include the number for the not-

at- fault accidents because there was no cost to the City. The majority of the accidents were smaller

accidents and were not with another car or someone else. Fire and Police had more vehicles and

both chiefs were available to answer questions. Electronic eyes were being installed on all fire

station bay doors since that had contributed to several accidents. Logsdon said there should be an

emphasis on backing in the defensive driver courses, and the police should be more careful on u-

turns. Tyler said Human Resources would continue to schedule classes.
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Kourajian said that his report did not answer his question. He had expected some comparison data.

Tyler said that the number of accidents had gone up since last year, but most were actually

incidents. The dollar amount for damage had come down. The goal was to reduce both.

Update on West Village
Meeker reported that Levitt & Sons had pulled out of the West Village development, according to

an e-mail from Kathy Zickert two weeks ago. The zoning and the conditions imposed would stay

with the property no matter who developed it. There was a question as to whether some conditions

were Levitt-specific, and that would be hashed out in litigation.

Kourajian moved to extend the meeting past the II p.m. deadline if needed. Harman seconded.

The motion carried unanimously.

Harman moved to convene in executive session for threatened or pending litigation and a personnel
issue at 10: 41 p.m. Boone seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Boone moved to reconvene in regular session at 11: 10 p.m. Kourajian seconded. The motion

carried unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, Kourajian moved to adjourn. Boone seconded the

motion. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 11 :20 p.m.

Betsy Tyler, Acting City Clerk Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Pamela Dufresne, Recording Secretary





ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

MONTHL Y REPORT

For Month of: September 2007

AUl!ust- 07 September- 07 FY 2007YTD FY 2006 YTD

Human Resources

Workers Compensation Claims

Filed 2 2 25 24

City Vehicle / Equipment
Accidents 2 o 21 16

Lawsuit Legal Fees 5, 718.45 5, 462. 87 85, 209. 80 53, 543.43

Municipal Court

Fines Collected · $ 130, 229. 00 $ 104, 503. 70 $ 1, 405, 880. 95 $ 1, 392, 585. 97

Online Transactions 169 166 1, 906 1, 886

Citations Closed 863 621 7,340 7, 828

Jail Fund Balance .. $ 5, 447. 53 $ 3, 160. 37 $ 126, 717. 58 $ 80, 928. 73

Approximately 33% of the Municipal Court Fines Collected reflect mandated add-ons that pass through to State

and other agencies.

A positive Jail Fund Balance reflects a credit with the County based on jailfees paid versus number of
prisoners housed

Public Information

New Businesses Registered 20 23 340 364

Public Contacts, Questions &

Complaints *.. 87 80 1, 045 994

This includes 3 complaints against Comcast Cable Company, 1 sanitation company complaint, and 11 Open
Records/ Discovery Requests.





















Main Street Tourism Association

The Villages Amphitheater
Application For Use

Date of application: 10/1 0/ 2007 Event: Nil!hts Without Lil!hts Concert

Areas to be used ( check all that apply): Stage x Dressing Rooms x

Concessions x Parking Lot X Ticket Booth X

Date of use: 11/10/ 2007 Hours: From 50m to 110m

Production and Facilitator of event: Art Sivertsen Cell Phone: 404 307- 3124

Address: 191 McIntosh Trail

Email: vouth@oeachtree- citv.orgPeachtreeCitv. GA 30269

Organizations responsible: Citv of Peachtree City

Main Street Tourism Association (for Insurance Purposes Only)
Must be non- profit, government agency, or civic group)

Address: 191 McIntosh Trail Peachtree Citv

City:

GA

State:

30269

Zip:
Phone: 770631- 2542

Admission Fees:

Alcohol Use: Not Allowed

Beer & Wine Only)

Event Date: _$ 15 Advance Purchase: _$ 15 Table for Eight: _ N/A_

Please indicate adult, senior and children ticket prices if different: _ N/ A

770 631- 2542

For ticket and/ or event information, phone number:

500

Estimate Attendance:

Provide the name, address and phone number of the individual you wish to designate as a contact

person* for this event: Art Sivertsen 404307- 3124

This individual must be present at the facility during the event.

The " orchestra pit" may be set up for seats, tables or a combination of both. Please indicate your

preference.

Seating Only: 100 Toward Rear of "pit" No tables needed.



Charges

Facility Use Fee: N/A 1, 500. 00 per day)

Facility Supervisor Fee: N/A hours x $ 15 per hour )

Security Deposit: N/ A 500 fully refundable deposit if event is

cancelled a minimum of 30 days prior to

rental date offacility. Damages and/or

additional costs for cleaning of facility
may be taken out of deposit if necessary.

Charges for Equipment: N/A N/A)

Clean-Up Fee $ 400 Paid by Fayette County
Due two weeks prior to the concert. Make checks payable to Bryan Fishburne

Other Charges: N/A

Total Charges: $ 400

Deposit: N/A

Balance Due: Alreadv billed to Favette Countv

Make check payable to: Main Street Tourism Association

240 Glynn Street South

Fayetteville, GA 30214

Security
Security: $25 per hour per officer to be paid in cash the night of the event when contracting with

Fayetteville Police Department. Paid by Fayette County.

Number of officers/security personnel required. 4

Time security should report to site:

The following security plan is approved by the Fayetteville Police Dept.:

Number of officers/ security personnel required_

We, The City of Peachtree City, have read and agree to the attached Agreement and the above

listed charges. I understand that fees incurred for entertainment, sound, lights, ushers, security,
an electrician, insurance and other miscellaneous fees are not included in this agreement and

must be paid by The City of Peachtree City.



DateMayor City of Peachtree City

Internal Use:

Coordination with Fayette County High School Parking Lot:

Security Plan:

Approved by Main Street Tourism Association:

Signature:

Date:

Title:





SECURITY AGREED UPON BY CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE POLICE

DEPARTMENT

All costs for the provision of the physical security set forth in the approved security plan shall be

borne by the User. Off-duty officers receive $ 25. 00 per hour with a four-hour minimum when

contracting for the use of security offices from the Fayetteville Police Department. Fayette

County Parks and Recreation will pay for this service.

3.

ALTERATIONS

No alterations, additions, repairs or modifications to the contour or appearance of the

Facility shall be permitted without the express written consent of the Association. No tacks,

nails, staples, brads, or scotch tape shall be attached to the facility, or any, part thereof, nor shall

the The City of Peachtree City be permitted to paint or stain the facility. All props, sets, etc, are

to be removed immediately from premises upon completion of event unless prior arrangements

have been made. No confetti or artificial snow.

4.

CONCESSIONS

No alcohol will be allowed. The City of Peachtree City will be responsible for

concessions.

5.

RESTROOMS

The Facility is equipped with restrooms. The Association makes no representation or

warranty that any of the restrooms will be usable or serviceable on the day of the Facility' s use.

Failure to provide useable or serviceable restrooms shall not abrogate this agreement and shall

not entitle The City of Peachtree City to any rebate of fees paid.

6.

LIGHTING

The Association may provide lighting, which, in its sole opinion, is adequate with respect

to the intended use under this agreement. Failure to provide said lighting or failure of electrical

power shall not abrogate this agreement and shall not entitle the The City of Peachtree City to

any rebate of fees paid. The Show Business Sound and Lighting Company will provide stage

lighting.

7.



PARKING

The Association may provide parking, in the Fayette County High School lower parking

lot, which, in its sole opinion, is adequate with respect to the intended use under this agreement.

User agrees that all vehicles transporting equipment for the event will park in designated parking

areas. Vehicles are permitted beyond the fenced area and on walking paths for unloading and

loading purposes only and must be removed to a designated area immediately after unloading or

loading. Vehicles will not be permitted beyond the fenced area surrounding the amphitheater

once the public has been admitted. The use, possession, transportation or storage of Alcohol and

Tobacco products are prohibited by Georgia Law in the Fayette County High School parking lot.

The City of Peachtree City shall be responsible for posting and maintaining on the day of the

event signs which notify the public of this prohibition and shall otherwise notify its patrons of

these prohibited uses.

8.

TECHNICAL EQUIPMENT ( N/A)

The Show Business Sound and Lighting Company is responsible for operation of all

Technical Equipment including Sound and Lighting. Fayette County has already paid for

this service.

9.

SPECIAL ELECTRICAL NEEDS

In the event The City of Peachtree City requires electrical adaptations or additions

beyond those provided at the Facility, The City of Peachtree City shall not be allowed to begin

its scheduled event until the work has been completed by an approved, licensed electrician,

pursuant to a valid permit. The City of Peachtree City is responsible for all costs arising under

this paragraph. A list of approved electricians will be provided upon request. The Association

does not warrant the availability of electrical power at any time.

10.

INDEMNIFICATION FOR COPYRIGHT VIOLATIONS

AND ROYALTY PAYMENTS

To the extent permitted by Georgia law, The City of Peachtree City agrees to indemnify

and hold harmless the Association from and against any and all judgments, fees, damages, fines,

or claims of any persons, firms or corporations for payments of royalties or fees due as a result of

the playing or performance of any music or other artistic media protected by United States or any



other copyright law or licensing agreements. By signature of this agreement, The City of

Peachtree City covenants and warrants either that no such fees or royalties are due or that The

City of Peachtree City shall pay them as required by Law. To the extent permitted by Georgia

law, The City of Peachtree City further agrees to pay all legal expenses, attorney' s fees, court

costs, judgments, fines or damages incurred by or levied against the Association arising out of

any claim based on copyright, patent or license infringement or payments of royalties of fees.

11.

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES

The consumption of alcoholic beverage~ is prohibited.

12.

COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

The City of Peachtree City hereby agrees that it shall be bound by the valid laws of the

United States, the State of Georgia, and all valid ordinances, regulations, policies and laws of

Fayetteville, Georgia, including, without limitation those regarding the sale and consumption of

alcoholic beverages.

13.

SMOKING

Smoking is allowed only in designated locations outside of the Facility and never on

school property. If no locations are designated for smoking then smoking is prohibited

everywhere. The City of Peachtree City hereby accepts responsibility for notifying the public

of this City policy by making periodic announcements during the event and by notifying all

personnel of this policy. Smoking on school property is prohibited by Georgia law.

14.

ILLEGAL USE OF DRUGS AND ALCOHOL

Use of illegal drugs or underage drinking is strictly prohibited. If a representative of the

Association, a security officer, or the The City of Peachtree City reasonably believes one or

more attendee' s are using illegal drugs or engaging in underage drinking then the act or

performance shall be halted and the audience warned that continuance of such activity will end

the performance/ act. If after warning the attendees, the Association, a security officer or the The

City of Peachtree City reasonably believes that one or more attendees continue to use illegal

drugs or engage in underage drinking then the Association has the right to immediately cancel

and end the performance and usher the attendees to the exits to leave the Facility. In the event of





event. Payment for said services shall be made prior to the initiation of any rehearsal or

performance.

19.

INDEMNITY

To the extent permitted by Georgia law, the The City of Peachtree City agrees to

indemnify and hold the Association, its officers, agents and employees, as well as the Downtown

Development Authority, the City of Fayetteville, and all City of Fayetteville employees, agents

or volunteers harmless from any and all claims against the Association or any of them arising out

of any act or omission of the Use, its officers, agents or employees which act or mission was not

specifically contemplated by this Agreement. Indemnity shall include attorney' s fees and all

costs of defense of such action and enforcement of this provision.

20.

ADVERTISING

No advertising or publicity naming The Villages Amphitheater shall be distributed prior

to the payment of fees and the signing of a facility use contract by both parties. Such advertising

or publicity naming the facility must use the correct title of the amphitheater, specifically: The

Villages Amphitheater. For advertisement purposes, when the name of the amphitheater is stated

it may not be represented or construed to represent a logo or endorsement of any kind. Examples

of advertising and promotional materials to be used and the identity of all mediums and locations

where promotions will be displayed shall be furnished to the Association. All advertisements

must be approved by the Association prior to publication or distribution. No event at the Facility

may be sponsored by an alcoholic or tobacco product or company whose name is associated with

such products.

21.

EJECTMENT

The Association reserves the right, through its administration, to eject any objectionable

party or parties from the Facility or grounds, and may exercise this right through any of its

committees, agents, security personnel or policemen. The City of Peachtree City hereby

releases any and all clams for damages against the Association arising from the exercise of this

right. Association has no responsibility for the repayment of any fee or admission charge in the

event a party or parties are ejected pursuant hereto. The City of Peachtree City shall be

responsible for safeguarding all personal property of persons ejected.





any performance or act due to, fire, fire hazards, terroristic threats, local, state and national

emergencies, local, state and national security threats, any security threats received by or known

by local law enforcement officers. Association may cancel any performance or act upon the

advice, direction or request of local, state or federal law enforcement officers. The The City of

Peachtree City hereby assumes the risk of such cancellation and further hereby agrees to

indemnify and hold harmless the Association from and against any and all claims, suits, actions,

demands, damages and judgments of any description, from any person or entity, arising out of

the cancellation of a performance or act pursuant to this paragraph 24. The City of Peachtree

City hereby waives all claims against the Association, of any character or nature arising out of,

or related to the Associations cancellation of an act or performance pursuant hereto.

It is expressly agreed that in the event of a cancellation of this contract, The City of

Peachtree City shall have no claim of any character against the Association by reason of such

cancellatio.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned parties have caused this Agreement to be

executed by the duly authorized officials, the day and year first above written.

City of Peachtree City

For Association:

Mayor Chairman,

Main Street Tourism Association
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This issue surfaced during a recent Planning Commission workshop where site plans and

building elevations for two new hotels were being discussed. Both hotels would be located

within the GC zoning district, which would limit the building height to no more than 35'. One

hotel would be three stories in height (55') and the second would be four stories in height ( 60').

Staff researched the architectural plans for many of the retail and office buildings approved
during the past few years, and found a significant number exceed 35' in height. Staff also

researched building heights identified in each of the city' s zoning ordinances and found that

some zoning districts would still permit a IO- story building. We plan to review each of our

zoning classifications and recommend that amendments be adopted to ensure consistency
between each of the zoning districts.

In discussing the height issue with the Planning Commission, it was felt that the review of

buildings that exceeded a specified height should not only be based on the height, but the actual

design and aesthetics of the building. Several members of the Planning Commission

recommended that Staff research and propose enhancements to the city' s Design Guidelines

Ordinance pertaining to building height. These proposals were presented to the Planning
Commission on October 22, where they were well- received.

The proposed amendments to the GC zoning ordinance ( Attachment " A") stipulate that no

building can exceed 60' in height. If a building within this zoning district exceeds 35' in height,
the Applicant must first meet with the Fire Marshal and the Building Official to determine if the

building, circulation and site layout meets Fire and Building Codes. Additionally, if the building
exceeds 35' in height, the Applicant would also be required to submit schematic building
elevations to Staff and the Planning Commission as a part of the conceptual site plan review

process. These elevations would be reviewed in conformance with the proposed amendments to

Section 726 of the General Design Guidelines Ordinance (Attachment " B").

At their meeting on October 22, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to recommend that

the proposed amendments to the maximum height restrictions within the GC zoning district be

forwarded to City Council with a recommendation that they be approved ( Attachment " C"). The

proposed amendments to the Design Guidelines Ordinance will be considered in a Public

Hearing before the Planning Commission on November 12, and then be presented to City
Council for adoption on December 6.

Budl!et imoact:

There is no budget impact associated with this request.



Ordinance Number

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ARTICLE X, REQUIREMENTS BY

DISTRICT, SECTION 1006. 5 ( f), MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT,

OF THE PEACHTREE CITY ZONING ORDINANCE

TO PROVIDE FOR MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT RESTRICTIONS

WITHIN THE GC GENERAL COMMERCIAL ZONING DISTRICT, AND TO

ESTABLISH DESIGN REVIEW CRITERIA WHEN A BUILDING

EXCEEDS A SPECIFIED HEIGHT,

AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that Article X,

Requirements by District, Section 1006. 5 ( f) Maximum building height, be repealed in its

entirety and amended as follows:

Sec. 1006.5 ( f) Maximum building height.

The maximum height of all buildings shall not exceed 60' from finish grade to the

ridge line or the tallest portion of the roof. If the height of a proposed building
exceeds 35', as measured from finish grade to the ridge line or the tallest portion
of the roof, the proposed access, site circulation and building design shall be
reviewed by the Fire Marshal and Building Official in accordance with current fire
and building codes prior to approval of the conceptual site plan approval
process. The Fire Marshall and Building Official may impose conditions, as

necessary, on any building which will exceed 35' in height, based upon the

applicable fire and building codes.

In addition, and as a part of the conceptual site plan approval process, the City
Staff and the Planning Commission shall review the building elevations in

accordance with Division 4. Standards for Retail, Commercial and Industrial

Building Design as identified within Article VII. General Development Standards
and Design Guidelines of the Land Development Ordinance.

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

Attachment " A"













h) exposed plywood or particle board

S~C1;~ 2'8. Exterior color selection.

Material or color changes generally should occur at a change of plane.
Piecemeal embellishment and frequent changes in material and/ or color

selections will be avoided.

Facade colors should be low reflectance, and subtle, neutral, or earth-tone

colors. High- intensity colors, metallic colors, black, or fluorescent colors should

not be used.

Building colors should be carefully chosen so that each building color

complements that of its neighbors. Colors can be classified as the "base" color
used on the majority of the building surface), " trim" color ( used on the window

trim, fascia, balustrades, and posts), and " accent" color (used on signs, awnings,
and doors). The base color should consist of more subdued earth tones or brick
shades. Trim colors should have contrasting lighter or darker shade than the
base color. If natural brick is used, it should not be painted.

e~. 1'i2~. Primary color(s).

A maximum of three predominant colors should be designated as a

primary unifying element. Accent colors should not be considered predominant
colors. Flexibility may be used to allow additional colors and/ or a range of

predominant colors provided that these colors are in the same family of colors or

are similar to each other. Any color specified as a primary unifying element shall
be dominant in the building facade.

Sec.:13l). Accent colors.

Accent colors may be used as a secondary unifying element provided they
are used throughout the development.

lii~~~. Awnings.

The use of awnings on buildings is encouraged to provide protection from
sun, wind, and rain, and to improve aesthetics of the building exterior. It is
recommended that awnings be constructed with a durable frame, covered by a

canvas material. Aluminum and other metal canopies are acceptable in most

instances, particularly when integrated into shopping center designs.

Solid colors are preferred over striped awnings, but striping is permitted if

colors complement the character of the structure or group of buildings.





UNAPPROVED EXCERPT OF MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

October 22, 2007

PH-07- 13 Proposed Amendment to Article X., Section 1006, GC

General Commercial District, providing for the addition

of specific criteria addressing maximum building heights.

Mr. Rast stated that at the last Planning Commission meeting, Staff was asked to

expand upon the design guidelines that were adopted several months ago and

develop specific criteria for reviewing the architectural design of buildings that
exceeded a specific height.

Mr. Rast stated that in reviewing the zoning ordinance, he felt that the language
addressing building height and massing was not appropriate for that section.

Mr. Rast stated if architectural design was being addressed, the appropriate area to

include the language would be in section 725, under Architectural design. He also
added a section ( Sec. 726), to specifically address building height and massing.
Any questions would refer to this section.

Mr. Scott approved of the addition stating that if a building exceeded 35' in height,
a schematic building elevation would be required. He felt that incorporated the
earlier discussions. He also felt there was a problem regarding the distance from
the road and that this language should be clarified. Mr. Rast replied that although
not previously included, guidelines would now be in place for any development or

redevelopment within 500' of Highway 54 or 74 or any scenic road.

Mr. Scott asked if this would give the Planning Commission more say in the
architectural design. Mr. Rast responded that it would.

Mr. Staples stated that Division 4 did not refer to the trees, coverage or buffers and
wondered if there was a reason that was not expanded upon.

Ms. Lynda Wojcik, a resident of Peachtree City, stated that she had spoken with
several neighbors who were concerned about the removal of trees. She felt that

pine trees should be looked at as closely as specimen trees and that there should be
a clause addressing all trees that were 20' or higher. Trees were being cut prior to

the property being sold.

Attachment "e"



CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

FROM: Administrative Se

TO:

VIA:

DATE: October 26, 2007

SUBJECT: Consider Ordinance Amendment - Alcohol Ordinance

November 1, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council adopt the attached amendment to the Alcohol Ordinance and establish the

following regulatory fees as part of the City' s Fee Schedule as outlined below:

Retail Consumption Dealer - Additional License

Spirituous Liquors (pouring) $ 1, 000

Malt Beverage ( beer) $ 150

Wine $ 100

Sunday Sales $ 100

Discussion:

As discussed at the October 18 meeting, the City was approached by representatives of the

Wyndham Peachtree Conference Center regarding the four alcohol licenses purchased each year

by the facility. The total paid each year is $ 22, 000. The representative indicated that this was

extremely high, and provided samples of other municipal alcohol license fees in the Metro

Atlanta area. Several of these offered a reduced price for additional licenses within the same

facility, such as those held by the Wyndham.

The City Attorney confirmed that the licensing fees charged by a municipality were regulatory in

nature and should reflect the costs of regulating the business. Staff agrees that the Wyndham and

Aberdeen Woods, which is the only other location to hold multiple licenses, do not require the

amount of additional regulation reflected in the full license cost.

The attached Ordinance Amendment includes the following changes:



Sec. 6- 2 provides the definition for hotel (to include the additional bars within).

Section 6- 36 establishes the licensing and fees for additional licenses, which are based on

20% of the full license fee for that category, and are consistent with other fees charged in

the Metro Atlanta area.

Budl!et Impact:

This item will reduce the annual payments from the Wyndham and Aberdeen Woods by a

combined total of$ 17, 600.
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Members

VIA: City Mana

FROM:

DATE: October 12, 2007

SUBJECT: Discuss Alcohol Ordinance - Special Events, Brown Bagging, Definition of Premises

November 1, 2007, City Council Meeting

Recommendation:

That Council provide direction to staff for any additional desired changes to the Alcohol Ordinance

relating to providing a process to license special events, to address brown bagging, and to provide for

additional definition of premises.

Discussion:

At the October 18 meeting, staff presented several proposed ordinance amendments to address ongoing
requests or issues that are beginning to arise dealing with alcohol.

Special Events and Qualifying Locations

Over the years, staff has received multiple inquiries about obtaining a license for a single- day special
event. While this has happened in the past with special Council action, there is no formal permitting
process and no fees have been established. On the advice of the City Attorney, staff researched the City of

Newnan' s new alcohol ordinance, which provides for this process. The ordinance has two steps:

Qualifying Location - this application process would confirm that the location meets the distance

requirements to which we hold licensed alcohol establishments. Staff envisions approving this at the staff
level on an annual basis.

Special Event Permit - this step provides the process and establishes fees for an individual or

organization to obtain an alcohol license for a special event of a limited duration. The parties responsible
would have background checks and approval of the permit would come before Council.

Complimentary Alcohol to induce trade - Staff recommended added language prohibiting
businesses from giving away alcohol to customers, thereby avoiding the need for a permit but having the

cost of the alcohol included in the price of entry or the purchase of goods or services. This is actually
included in state law, but staff recommended inclusion locally for clarification.



Exemptions ~ Staff proposed exempting business development and non- profit events ( such as a

business after-hours ribbon cutting or an invitational groundbreaking ceremony) at which alcohol may be

served but the invited guests are not purchasing anything at the event or paying to attend. Functions at

private residences would also be exempted as long as the guests do not pay to attend or for any good or

service.

Brown Bagging

Brown bagging is the practice of an establishment that does not hold an Alcohol License allowing patrons
to bring their own alcohol in for consumption. This is currently occurring at at least one establishment in

Peachtree City, and the City has received a few complaints or queries from citizens about the practice.

The practice causes problems because the City, including the Police Department, does not have

knowledge of the practice. The location may also be within a prohibited distance of a school, church, or

alcohol treatment center. Prohibiting brown bagging, which is done in Newnan, Tyrone, and other

municipalities, would address these issues. Staff envisions continued exemption of the Frederick Brown,

Jr., Amphitheater, which is specifically granted the practice in Sec. 54- 71 of the Ordinances and provides
security for events with alcohol.

Premises, Golf Courses

Council has received requests from the local golf course owner to allow for sales on the course in addition

to sales within the clubhouse. One option is for the course to establish a second location on the course.

The City ofNewnan has the following provision for golf courses:

For golf club facilities, " licensed premises" includes not only the room wherein alcoholic

beverages are sold or served, but shall also include the entire building where the room is located

and the entire boundary of the golf course except parking lots, alleyways, streets ( private and

public), and lakes. Golf clubs are authorized to sell and serve malt beverages only in the

manufacturer' s original containerized receptacle outside the room and building on the licensed

premises as defined above. Patrons may consume the same on the licensed premises as defined

above.

The above language would need to be modified to address public streets and paths, versus private and

public streets. Expanding the premises to the entire course would also affect members' ability to bring
their own alcohol ( currently this would not be prohibited as long as they do not enter the clubhouse where
the alcohol license is).

The Police Department has expressed concerns that each of the golf courses in the City cross public
streets and cross or share public paths, exposing the members to the possibility of violating the Open
Container Law, which also applies to golf carts.

2



POSITION PAPER

Proposed Rezoning
SANY America tract ( 44.29- acres), SR 74 So

GI to LVI ,. l
City Planner/ Zoning Administrator\)Q.N\~

October 25, 2007

Situation:

Peachtree City Holdings, LLC owns a 44.29- acre tract of land on SR 74 South. The property is

zoned GI General Industrial and designated as IND Industrial on the city' s Land Use Map.
SANY America, Inc. has a contract on the property and desires to construct their North American

headquarters on the site.

The overall development would include a 50, 000 SF office building, a 50,000 SF research and

development building, associated parking and service drives. The site plan proposes extensive

tree save areas as well as formal Chinese gardens and walking trails.

In addition, the Applicant desires to construct a total of nine ( 9) residential units on the property.
Three ( 3) of these units would be condominiums located within the office building and the

remaining six (6) units would be freestanding guest villas located at the rear of the property. The

purpose of developing residential units on- site would be to provide visiting board members,

dignitaries and guests a comfortable place to stay while visiting the headquarters facility. The

Applicant has indicated these units are an integral component of their overall master plan and

vision for this site.

Because the property is not currently zoned for this type of development, the Applicant is

requesting that it be rezoned to an appropriate classification. A copy of the Request for Rezoning
application is included as Attachment " A".

Facts:

I. The property known to us as the SANY America headquarters tract is 44.29- acres in area

and is currently zoned GI General Industrial. Peachtree City Holdings, LLC, has owned

the property for many years.

2. The subject tract adjoins the Wilden Plastics tract to the north ( zoned GI General

Industrial), the Flat Creek Nature Area to the east ( zoned OS Open Space), the Panasonic

Corporation tract to the south (zoned GI General Industrial) and SR 74 to the west.

3. The city' s Land Use Plan designates the subject tract as IND Industrial.

4. SANY America, Inc. has the subject tract under contract and desires to construct their

North American headquarters on the site. The overall development would include a

50, 000 SF office building, a 50, 000 SF research and development building, associated



Peachtree City Holdings, LLC tract ( 44,29- acres)

October 25, 2007

Page 2

parking and service drives. Each of these uses would be permitted within the GI General

Industrial zoning district.

5. The Applicant also desires to construct a total of nine ( 9) residential units on the property.
Three ( 3) of these units would be condominiums located within the office building and

the remaining six ( 6) units would be freestanding guest villas located at the rear of the

property. In order to accommodate the residential component, the overall tract would

need to be rezoned from its current designation of GI General Industrial to LVI Limited

Use Industrial.

6. The Applicant has provided a schematic master plan identifYing potential building
locations, parking areas and internal circulation. It is understood the final layout of all

buildings and site amenities would be refined as the conceptual site plan and final site

plan are developed.

7. The Applicant has indicated their desire to preserve as many of the existing trees on site

as possible and to incorporate walking trails, outdoor meeting spaces and formal Chinese

gardens into the overall development.

8. The Applicant is requesting that the overall 44.29- acre tract be rezoned to LUI Limited

Use Industrial to accommodate the proposed development.

9. The proposed rezoning was discussed in a workshop format at the September 24, 2007

Planning Commission meeting (Attachment " B").

10. At their meeting on October 22, 2007, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to

forward the proposed rezoning to City Council with a recommendation that it be

approved ( Attachment " C").

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the rezoning of the 44.29- acre Peachtree City Holdings, LLC/ SANY

America, Inc. tract be approved subject to the following understandings and conditions:

1. There shall be no more than nine ( 9) residential units on the property. No more than six

6) of these units shall be freestanding, single- family detached units located at the rear of

the site. The remaining three ( 3) units shall be condominiums located within the office

building.

2. The property cannot be subdivided so as to permit any residential unit to be sold or

conveyed to a third party. The residential units cannot be leased to any third parties who

are not employees, directors, or affiliated with SANY America, Inc. These restrictions

shall be referenced on the plat for the property.

3. The maximum floor area of each residential unit shall not exceed 4,000 SF in area.





REQUEST FOR REZONING

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY, GEORGIA

A request is hereby being made to change the zoning dassiflcaliou of the following described property;

That parcel of property located adjacent to and immediately north of

J;he. oropertv owned bv Matsushita Communication Corp. of USA d/ b/ a .Panasonic,

west of the Flat Creek ~ ature Preserve and along Highw~y 74 South of

Wilden AG consisting of 44. 29 acres

This property is presently zoned: General Indus trial

The proposed zoning classification is: Limited Use Industrial

I certify that I anI the owner, or the duly authorized agent of the owner, of the property described above:

Signature:

Owner: ( p' t)_.. Peachtr e City Holdings, LLC/ Sany America, Inc. ( option holder)

Agent: ( print) _. Richard P. Lindsey

Address: 400 Westpark Court, Suite 220, Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Phone: 770) 631- 1811 Date:

This request, along with the required fee ($ 600 + $ 25/ acre) and supplemcntal documents, has been

properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the Planning Commission and the City

Council:

Title:

Date:

Request Number:

Date of Planning Commission Public Hearing:

Date of City Council Public Hearing:

Oq~
O

Signature:

r~-z.,IW

11101106

RECEIVED SE? 1 9 Z007
Attachment "A"



Legal Description

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND lying and being in Land Lots 41, 42, 47

and 48 of the 6th District of Fayette County, Georgia and being more particularly described as

follows:

BEGINNING at the intersection of the easterly right-of-way of Georgia State

Highway 74 and the northern property line of Matsushita Communication Corp of

USAiPanasonic ( Deed Book 1244, Page 229) and thence running along the said easterly right-of-

way of Georgia State Highway 74 North II 003' 52" West 1201.94 feet to a point; running thence

North 86026' 21" East 183. 11 feet to a point; thence running North 26013' 48" East 379. 66 feet to

a point; running thence North 40039' 50" East 307. 68 feet to a point; running thence North
82001' 09" East 249. 26 feet to a point; running thence North 43053' 06' East 147. 98 feet to a

point; running thence South 60010' 19" East 386. 26 feet to a point; running thence South

33011 ' 56" East 391.85 feet to a point; running thence South 13018' 20" East 258. 75 to a point;
running thence South 58021 ' 32" East 213. 29 feet to a point; running thence South 15041 ' 41"

East 233. 56 feet to a 1/2 inch rebar found; running thence South 62023' 01" West 1719. 76 feet to

a point located on the easterly right-of-way of Georgia State Highway 74 and THE POINT OF

BEGINNING; said land consisting of 44.29 acres as depicted on that certain Boundary Survey
for Sany Group Co., Ltd. by Integrated Science & Engineering, dated June 11, 2007.

EXHIBIT " B"
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SANY America is constructing a manufacturing facility on another parcel of land in

Peachtree City. SANY America desires to also locate its North American headquarters in

Peachtree City, and most particularly, on the subject property. This headquarters complex ( the

Complex") will consist of an office building and R & D center plus nine residential units - six

ofwhich will be free-standing homes and three as separate condominiums incorporated into the

office building.

Sany intends to build a Complex that will incorporate modern architecture designs and

traditional Chinese garden style landscaping. As stated above, the Complex will consist of

several buildings, including an office building with conference facilities and a cafeteria, a

research and development center, a building with three condominiums, and six houses. All of

these structures will be linked by landscaped walkways and Chinese gardens. The houses ( the

Housing Units") will be clustered behind the office building and the R & D center, with a large
open green space in between. This open space will be landscaped with trees and flower beds and

lined with walkways, with a small pond decorated with coi fish, a man- made rock mountain and

a small arch bridge. The Housing Units will be built in a cluster surrounding a small park with a

gazebo in the center. The condos will be incorporated into the office building facing the open

space but will maintain separate entrances apart from the office building. All vehicular traffic in

and out of the Complex will go through one main entrance, which will be monitored by
company- employed security guards. See attached concept drawing.

Benefits of this design:

It maintains the integrity of the property as an industrial-use property. This design
presents a clear image that this is an office complex, consisting of many

components; and that the entire Complex is for business use.

The traditional Chinese garden style landscaping will introduce Chinese culture to

the Peachtree City community and enhance the esthetic appeal and the value of

the Industrial Park.

The structure provides a comfortable and private living environment for the

visiting guests, and at the same time provides a lot of common areas for these

visiting guests to meet, interact and collaborate.

The structure satisfies Sany' s need to providing housing to its visiting guests,
following its traditional hospitable culture.

The Housing Units are an integral part of the Complex and will never be sold to

individual homeowners.

Uses of the Housing Units:

NOT residential subdivision. Sany does not intend to build a residential

subdivision on the property. The Housing Units will be entirely for uses ancillary
to the operation ofSany' s business.

The Housing Units will primarily be used by visiting executives, and, to the extent

the Housing Units are available, scientists and researchers who come to work at

the R& D center, and out- of-town customers and business partners. No rent or

EXHIBIT " C"



other "use fee" will be charged for the use of any of the Housing Units.

The Housing Units will not require any public service independently. The

operation of the Housing Units will be part of the operation of the Complex and

the responsibility of the company. Mail service and garbage pickup will be

handled through the office building. Water, sewer and electricity will be master-

metered. Phone and internet services will be provided through the office building.
The Complex will have one street address. All structures in the Complex will be

identified by unit numbers. The Complex will not require any school bus service.

Although the Housing Units will have a kitchen, the company cafeteria will be

open to the occupants.

Other Relevant Information:

Ownership: The Housing Units are part of the Complex which will be owned by
Sany America, Inc. or by the Fayette County Development Authority and leased to

Sany America, Inc. The Housing Units will not be sold to individual

homeowners, whether or not such individuals are Sany employees.
Size and appearance: Each Housing Unit will have three or four bedrooms, with

not more than 4, 000 sf. The exterior architectural designs ofthe Housing Units

will be of the same style as the office building and the R& D center, and the entire

Complex will have a matched, coherent and integrated look.
The Housing Units will not be visible from Highway 74. Ifnecessary, tree or

other landscaped structures will be used to block any view from Highway 74.

The Housing Units will be built at the sarne time or after, but not before, the office

building is built.





















Sany America, Inc. has not prepared any development plans but intends to construct the

prosed structures simultaneously or, at the very least, to construct the office buildings first and

the residential structures second. At the present time, Sany America, Inc. anticipates that about
100 employees will work in the two buildings but that number will most likely increase over

time. There will be no impact on the local schools. As such, the proposed use of the property
should not have a detrimental impact on the surrounding area.

EXHIBIT " K"



a) Tax Base. The proposed rezoning will increase the City- s tax base due to the increased

value of the proposed improvements. Based upon the construction of two (2) 50, 000

square feet buildings, six ( 6) free- standing homes of 4, 000 square feet a piece, three ( 3)

incorporated town homes of 4, 000 square feet, the total area of construction will be

136, 000 square feet. Assuming a construction cost of about $ 150 per square foot, the

total cost for these structures will be about $20, 400, 000. 00. The land is being acquired
for $50, 000. 00 per acre or $2, 214, 500. 00. The entire value ofthe project is thus

22, 614, 500. 00. Using a 40% evaluation and the 2007 millage rates of 22. 146 for the

Fayette County Board of Education, 5.432 for Fayette County, and 5. 533 forthe City of
Peachtree City, the total tax revenue would be $ 299,515. 48 with $ 50, 050.41 coming
directly to the City of Peachtree City.

b) Public Education. The proposed rezoning will have no impact on the number of
students attending the schools, but the enhanced value of the property with improvements
will contribute approximately $ 200, 328. 29 to the Fayette County Board of Education.

c) Police and Fire Protection. Sany America anticipates that approximately 100 employees
will work at this site when it initially opens. Thus, the impact on the Police and Fire

Departments should be minimal.

d) Emere:encv Medical Service. The impact on the EMS personnel should be minimal.

e) Transportation Facilities. This project is located on Highway 74. With approximately
100 employees, the impact on the traffic should be minimal.

f) Utilities. See Exhibit (I) above.

g) Environmental Protection. The site will be developed pursuant to all local, state, and

federal laws and regulations. A detention pond will be constructed.

h) Recreation Prol!ram. The proposed rezoning will have no impact on the recreation

program of The City of Peachtree City.

i) Implementation of Overall Development Plan. Sany America anticipates construction

all ofthe improvements simultaneously.

EXHIBIT IlL.



This site is too large to locate all specimen trees and, thus, Sany America will perform
sample area calculations in conjunction with the City of Peachtree City during the design process
and will perform tree preservation and replacement design at that time. The topographical map is

attached as Exhibit (A).

EXHIBIT " M"







EXCERPT FROM APPROVED MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION WORKSHOP

SEPTEMBER 24, 2007

Review of rezoning application submitted by SANY America for proposed North American

headquarters campus ( to include office building, research and development building, and

guest villas), 44. 29 acres, SR 74 South, GI to LUI.

Mr. Rick Lindsey was in attendance to represent SANY America to discuss the proposed
development of a corporate campus for the North American headquarters to be located on a 44-

acre tract of land on SR 74 South. Also present were the president of SANY America, Mr.

Lincoln Liang, and Ms. Guanming Fang, an attorney for Wambell Carlisle who had been

instrumental in securing the deal for the State of Georgia and Peachtree City.

Mr. Lindsey stated that they were seeking a rezoning from GI General Industrial to LUI Limited

Use Industrial. He stated that he did not believe that the use of LVI was anywhere in the city.
The applicant was requesting the construction of a total of nine residential dwelling units for

company officials. He stressed that the housing was not for sale or lease but for visiting
executives, scientists and engineers for their stay here. The housing would not be for permanent
residency. The operation of the homes would be part of the operation of the Complex. They
would not require any additional public services nor would there be any children enrolled in the

school system.

Mr. Lindsey also stated that all vehicular traffic would go through one main entrance which

would be monitored by company- employed security. The space would be landscaped with trees,

a Chinese garden, walkways lining the property, and would also include a small pond with coi

fish. The nature preserve was behind the property and keeping that area environmentally
friendly was very important. Mr. Lindsey also stated that the intent was to open the gardens
once a year to our residents.

Mr. Staples asked if the applicants would have any problem with time restrictions for their length
of stay. Mr. Lindsey replied that he would discuss that with the applicant but did not foresee that

as a problem. He also stated that the visitor' s stay could be from two weeks to one year or more

but never for permanent stay.

Mr. Staples asked if the detention area was designed to support any other properties. Mr.

Lindsey responded that it was not and that the surrounding sites had detention areas already. Mr.

Rast stated that this was the perfect site for what SANY was proposing. He did hope that they
would preserve as much vegetation as possible. He also felt that was the intention of SANY.

Ms. Fang came forward to stress that SANY manages its facility by frequently rotating their

management. They like the employees to be able to get to work immediately. They would be

unable to gauge the length of stays but would be happy to come up with a reasonable time

length.
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UNAPPROVED EXCERPT OF MINUTES

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

October 22, 2007

PH- 07- 14 Proposed Rezoning, SANY America tract, proposed
North American headquarters campus ( to include office

building, research and development building, and guest
villas), 44,29 acres, SR 74 South, GI to LVI

Mr. Rick Lindsey was in attendance to represent SANY America and to present the

proposed rezoning of a 44.29- acre tract of land on SR 74 South. Also present were

Mr. Jianguo (Jack) Tang, the Vice-President of SANY America; Mr. Tony Tong, the

Chief Technology Officer of SANY America; and Mr. Jerry Peterson of Peterson

Planning. The property was currently zoned GI General Industrial and designated as

IND Industrial on the city' s Land Use Map. SANY America currently had a

contract on the property and desired to construct their North American headquarters
on the site.

Mr. Lindsey stated that the tract adjoined the Wilden Plastics tract to the north, the

Flat Creek Nature Area to the east, the Panasonic Corporation tract to the south and

SR 74 to the west.

Mr. Lindsey stated that the overall development would include a 50,000 SF office

building, a 50,000 SF research and development building, associated parking and

service drives. SANY America was requesting a rezoning from GI General

Industrial to LUI Limited Use Industrial because of the desire to construct a total of

nine residential units on the property. 1bree of these units would be condominiums

located within the office building with the remaining six to be guest villas located at

the rear of the property.

Mr. Lindsey emphasized that the residential portion of the property would never

be subdivided, sold or leased. The homes would only be used by visiting
employees, managers, directors or dignitaries from China. SANY' s philosophy of

operating was to transfer its management staff to their various locations. The

Peachtree City facility would serve as their North American headquarters. The

time of stay could vary from several days to a year. He stressed that many of the

visitors would be limited in their communication skills and would not have drivers

licenses. He continued to state that hospitality was greatly emphasized in the

Chinese culture, with the desire to care for the needs of visitors. He also stated the

homes would be owned and maintained by SANY and would be architecturally
similar and would compliment the development. He also indicated the residential

units would not be separately metered but would be maintained by the cornpany. If
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Unapproved Excerpt
Planning Commission Meeting
October 22, 2007

the property was ever sold and the buyer did not wish to use the residences as

proposed, SANY would demolish the homes and remove them from the property.

Mr. Lindsey referred to the workshop that took place on September 24, 2007, at

which tirne Mr. Staples questioned the length of time a guest might be staying in

one of the residential units. Mr. Lindsey stated that he had spoken with Mr. Ted

Meeker, the City Attorney, who was not necessarily concerned about the length of

stay but about the property being subdivided.

Mr. Lindsey stated that all vehicular traffic would go through one entrance and

parking would be limited. He continued that several walking paths would be

throughout the development, as well as a Chinese garden and a srnall pond with

coi or large gold fish.

No one else spoke in favor of the proposed rezoning.

Ms. Lynda Wojcik, a resident of Peachtree City, carne forward and stated that she

was not in favor of or against the proposal but wanted to ask if anything was in

place to limit the use of the property if the zoning was changed as requested. Mr.

Rast replied that with Limited Use zoning, the site plan would be adopted as a part
of the zoning. In addition, the specific items were indicated on the rezoning
application. If any changes were made, they would need to come back to the

Planning Commission for approval.

Ms. Victoria Perez, a resident of Peachtree City, asked what size the

condominiums would be to which Mr. Lindsey responded that residences would

be no more than 4,000 SF.

Mr. Mike McKernan, a resident of Peachtree City, noted that the millage rate was

high, and wondered whether the residential units were being treated differently or

whether they were being treated like the other residents of the City. Mr. Lindsey
responded that the property was going to be treated like everyone else' s for tax

purposes; in addition the property would be taxed as an industrial use or office use

meaning that they would not receive the homestead exemption. As a result they
would pay more to have the homes on the property.

Another resident came forward but did not state his narne. He asked where the

manufacturing facility that was associated with the project would be located. Mr.

Rast responded that this property was for the office buildings and residences. A

288- acre tract of land was purchased behind Cooper Lighting for the

manufacturing facility. He also stated that the tract was zoned GI General

Industrial which would permit that type of use.



Unapproved Excerpt
Planning Commission Meeting
October 22, 2007

Ms. Wojcik asked if the trees would be cut down. Mr. Lindsey stated that the area

where the Chinese gardens would be located was near the flood plain. Ms. Wojcik
stated that she would like to see fewer trees removed. Mr. Lindsey responded that

they were saving many more trees than was required.

Mr. Staples asked to be reminded of what SANY would do for cornrnunity
outreach. Mr. Lindsey stated that annually in China, SANY Day was celebrated.

Mr. Tang stated that in China, on March 1, their property was opened for

celebration. The intention was to continue the tradition here at the North

American facility as well.

Mr. Staples also asked how many non- onsite residential employees would be

working at the facility. Mr. Lindsey stated that he had seen the nurnber of 100 but

was sure it would not be a traffic burden to Highway 74.

Mr. Staples asked if there would be access to the golf cart path through the

security points. Mr. Lindsey responded that he had seen plans which would have

the path at the rear of the property. Mr. Rast stated that a sewer easement ran

along the back of the property and went to Crosstown Drive. He stated the long
range plan was to make the connection from Crosstown Drive to the new bridge
on Flat Creek. He continued to state that there would be security concerns and

that there had been conversations with Panasonic in reference to access of their

property.

Mr. Scott asked what Panasonic' s response was to the plan. Mr. Rast stated that

they liked the idea but were concerned about the security entrances and that the

campus would be accessible to employees only.

Mr. Scott pointed out that Peachtree City would receive the higher portion of taxes

from this project.

Mr. Roach noted that in condition number three it should state " the maximum

floor area of each residential unit shall not exceed 4, 000 SF in area," versus the

minimum that was stated.

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Scott, seconded by Mr. Staples, and

unanimously adopted that the proposed rezoning of the SANY America tract from

GI to LUI be forwarded to City Council with a recommendation that it be

approved subject to the following understandings and conditions:



Unapproved Excerpt
Planning Commission Meeting
October 22, 2007

1. There shall be no more than nine ( 9) residential units on the property. No more

than six ( 6) of these units shall be freestanding, single-family detached units

located at the rear of the site. The remaining three ( 3) units shall be

condominiums located within the office building.
2. The property cannot be subdivided so as to permit any residential unit to be sold

or conveyed to a third party. The residential units cannot be leased to any third

parties who are not employees, directors, or affiliated with SANY America, Inc.

These restrictions shall be referenced on the platfor the property.
3. The maximum floor area of each residential unit shall not exceed 4, 000 SF in

area.

4. The schematic site plan submitted as a part of the rezoning request is illustrative

only. The Applicant shall prepare a detailed conceptual site plan, which must be

approved by the Planning Commission as a part of the established review and

approval process. It is understood the general layout of the buildings, parking
and internal circulation may change once final engineering documents are

prepared.
5. The Applicant shall coordinate with the Fayette County Water Department and

the Peachtree City Fire Department to ensure appropriately sized water lines are

constructed as a part ofthis development.
6. The Applicant shall coordinate with the Peachtree City Building, Fire and Police

Departments to ensure their understanding of the proposed development, building
design, internal circulation routes, emergency response and fire safety issues.

7. Existing vegetation within all designated tree save and landscape buffers shall be

preserved to the greatest extent practicable prior to, during and following
construction activities.

8. The developer shall pay impact fees for each residential unit within the

development as identified within the city' s Impact Fee Ordinance.

The Applicant agreed to the conditions.



Ordinance Number LUI- 1 )

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE

PEACHTREE CITY ZONING ORDINANCE
TO REZONE A 44. 29- ACRE TRACT OF LAND,

KNOWN TO US AS THE SANY AMERICA, INC. HEADQUARTERS TRACT

TO ACCOMMODATE A RESIDENTIAL COMPONENT WITHIN THE CITY' S
INDUSTRIAL PARK,

AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PEACHTREE CITY, and it is hereby ordained by authority of the same, that a 44. 29-
acre tract of land within the city's Industrial Park and known to us as the SANY America,
Inc. headquarters tract be rezoned from its current designation of GI General Industrial
to LUI- 1 Limited Use Industrial by adding Section 1014A Specific limited- use industrial
areas and adding Section 1014A.1 as follows:

Section 1014A.1) Limited- use industrial district no. 1

a) A tract of land as described below shall be rezoned from its present classification
of GI General Industrial to LUI- 1 Limited Use Industrial, subject to the conditions
set forth herein. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of this
ordinance and the regulations of the LUI Zoning District, the most restrictive

regulation shall apply.

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND lying and being in Land Lots 41, 42, 47 and
48 of the 6th District of Fayette County, Georgia and being more particularly described as

follows:

BEGINNING at the intersection of the easterly right-of-way of Georgia State Highway 74

and the northern property line of Matsushita Communication Corp of USA/Panasonic
Deed Book 1244, Page 229) and thence running along the said easterly right-of-way of

Georgia State Highway 74 North 11003' 52" West 1201. 94 feet to a point; running thence
North 86026' 21" East 183. 11 feet to a point: thence running North 26013' 48" East 379. 66
feet to a point; running thence North 40039' 50" East 307. 68 feet to a point; running
thence North 82007'09" East 249. 26 feet to a point; running thence North 43053' 06" East
147. 98 feet to a point; running thence South 60010' 19" East 386. 26 feet to a point;
running thence South 33011' 56" East 391. 85 feet to a point; running thence South
13" 18'20" East 258. 75 to a point; running thence South 58021' 32" East 213.29 feet to a

point; running thence South 15041' 41" East 233. 56 feet to a 1/ 2 inch rebar found; running
thence South 62023' 01" West 1719. 76 feet to a point located on the easterly right- of-way
of Georgia State Highway 74 and THE POINT OF BEGINNING; said land consisting of

44. 29 acres as depicted on that certain Boundary Survey for SANY Group Co., Ltd. by
Integrated Science & Engineering, dated June 11, 2007.
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b) This tract is illustrated on the Boundary Survey prepared by Integrated Science
and Engineering ( dated June 11, 2007), a copy of which are attached hereto as

Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by express reference.

It is intended that the LUI- 1 zoning district be established specifically for a 50,000
SF office building, a 50,000 SF research and development building and not more

than nine (9) residential units (to include three ( 3) condominiums within the office

building and six ( 6) single-family detached guest villas) to be developed
substantially in accordance with the conditions set forth in this ordinance.

c) Development shall take place substantially in conformance with the schematic
master plan prepared by Peterson Planning for " SANY Corporate Office, R& D
and Residence" dated September 12, 2007 ( Exhibit " B"). It is understood the

layout of individual buildings, internal circulation, parking areas and stormwater

detention areas may change once detailed site and grading plans are prepared;
however, any increase in the total number of residential units or any of the
conditions and requirements of this section shall require a new rezoning action.

Section 1014A.1. 1) Permitted uses.

1. No more than nine ( 9) residential units shall be permitted on the property,
with the total number of units not to exceed three ( 3) condominiums
located within the office building and six (6) single-family detached guest
villas.

2. Office building.

3. Research and development center.

4. Building, facility or land for the distribution of utility services.

5. Building, facility or land for non- commercial park, recreation or open space
purposes solely for the use of the occupants, staff, and guests of the

development.

Section 1014A.1. 2) Conditional uses.

No conditional uses shall be permitted within this zoning district.

Section 1014A.1. 3) Other requirements.

1. Maximum number of dwelling units: A total of nine ( 9) residential units as

described herein.

2. Maximum floor area per dwelling unit: 4,000 SF.

3. Minimum zoning lot area: As described herein and shown on the



schematic site plan approved as a part of the rezoning.

4. Minimum lot width: As described herein and shown on the schematic site

plan approved as a part of the rezoning.

5. Minimum front building setback: 50 feet. No automobile parking or

service areas shall be permitted within the required front setback depth

6. Minimum side setback: 20 feet.

7. Minimum rear setback: 50 feet.

8. Maximum building height Unlimited, but if over 35 feet, the height must

be approved by the fire department and, if applicable, by federal air space

regulatory agencies prior to any construction.

9. Parking: As set forth within the city' s parking ordinance. Dumpsters,
loading and service areas shall not be located within any building setback
areas and shall be properly screened from view in accordance with city
ordinances.

10. Signs: As set forth within the city' s sign ordinance.

11. Tree save and landscape buffers: No less than a 60' tree save and

landscape buffer shall be provided adjacent to SR 74 South.

12. Internal buffers and tree save areas: Tree save areas shall be delineated
with tree save fencing and approved by the City Landscape Architect prior
to any land disturbance activities. These areas shall be maintained with
natural vegetation and/ or enhanced with berms, fencing and landscaping.
No vegetation shall be removed from these areas without prior city
approval.

13. Curb cuts: The overall development shall be limited to no more than one

full-turning curb cut on SR 74 South, which is designed with appropriate
deceleration and turn lanes.

14. Site lighting: A complete site lighting plan, including all lighting proposed
on the exterior of each building, shall be developed and submitted to the

City Planner for review and approval prior to installation. All lighting shall

comply with the city' s Lighting Ordinance.

15. Landscape concept A complete landscape plan for the overall

development shall be prepared in accordance with the city' s landscape
ordinance and submitted to and approved by the Planning Comrnission.

16. Stormwater detention: The overall development shall comply with the

city' s post- construction stormwater runoff management ordinance and

provide water quality Best Management Practices ( BMP' s) on greenbelt
areas dedicated to the city.



17. Delineation of floodplain: The location of the floodplain shall be field
located and surveyed prior to preparation of the engineering drawings.
Absolutely no development shall be permitted within the floodplain.

18. Use of residential units: The property cannot be subdivided so as to

permit any residential unit to be sold or conveyed to a third party. The
residential units cannot be leased to any third parties who are not

employees, directors, or affiliated with SANY American, Inc., and any
successors or assigns. These restrictions shall be referenced on the plat
for the property.

19. Impact fees: The developer shall pay impact fees for each residential unit
within the development as identified within the city' s Impact Fee
Ordinance. Impact fees for the entire development shall be due prior to

approval of the final site plan.

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

Done, Ratified and Passed this _ day of 2007.

Harold K. Logsdon, Mayor

Attest:

City Clerk































CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

QUESTIONNAIRE SHEET

The undersigned guarantees the truth and accuracy of all statements and answers herein contained.

i. How many years has your organization been in business as a Highway Contractor?

Si nr..p FAhrllRry lQLa.fl

2. What is the last project of this nature that you have completed? Give project name and describe the

scope of the project, contact person, address and telephone number.

Please see attached

3. Have you ever failed to complete work awarded to you: if so, where and why?
No

4. The following are named as all relevant corporations or individuals for which you have performed work

in the last three ( 3) years: ( Give company name, contact person, address, telephone number

and the project name).

Please see attached

use additional pages as needed)

5. Have you personally inspected the proposed work and have you a complete plan for its performance?

Yes

6. Will you sublet any part of this work? If so, specify all possible contractors, giving business name, phone,
contact and type of work:
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use additional pages as needed)

7. State the true, exact, correct and complete name of the partnership, corporation, or trade name under
which you do business, and the address of the place of business. ( If a corporation, state the name of the
President and Secretary. If a partnership, state the names of all partners. If a trade name, state the names of the
individuals who do business under the trade name.) It is absolutely necessary that this information be furnished.

Q. William Hammack, Jr" President & C. O. O
C. W. Matthews Contracting Co.. Inc. James C. Scott, Jr., Secretary

Correct Name of Bidder

a) The business is a W""",:i. l,;.:s!lii\lf (1?!I' lf'l8<sIlifj) (Corporation).

b) The address of principal place of business is:

1600 Kenview Drive

c) The telephone number and facsimile number are:

770) 422- 7520 and ( 770) 422- 9361

d) The names of the corporate officers, or partners, or individuals doing business under a trade name are
as follows:

Please see attached)

Name Title

Name Title

Name Title

Bidder

e) The name( s) of the agent of the corporation registered with the Secretary of State and address:

John H. Ross

Name

Vice President

Title

1600 Kenview Drive. Marietta. GA 30060
Address

END OF SECTION

OS- 2















2007 Street Resurfacing Program
Number of Manholes per Street

No. of

Streets to be Paved Manholes

Wynnmead Parkway 8

South Fairfield 7

Cloister Drive 9

Skiff Trace 5

Adams Fall 1

Braelinn Court 7

Tammerlane 6

Sprinoridge Ct. 2

West Manor 5

North Fairfield 14

Terrace Tay 2

Bedford Park 6

Lonoer Drive 9

Maonolia Lane 5

Pinegate Road 13

Northmead Drive 6

Beaver Dam Road 4
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council Member~.

vI IL
City Manage~ ~/

f~ r .

Financial Serves D' tor

Assistant Finance Di ctor Q::J ~
Acting Administrative Serviges Director l[ ,
Human Resources Manager ~

Leisure Services Director(JJ)j

VIA:

FROM:

DATE: October 19, 2007

SUBJECT: Consider Staff Restructuring, Library
For November 1, 2007 Council Meeting

Recommendation: That the Mayor and Council consider and approve one additional part-time library
assistant position (grade 268) and reclassification of the Library Manager (grade 281) position to

Circulation Specialist ( grade 276).

Discussion: A number of key personnel changes within the last few months at the Library have given
staff the opportunity to examine staffing to determine if higher operational and budget efficiency could be
achieved. This need has been intensified by escalating operational tempo in most categories of the

Library' s fimctions since re- opening after the expansion and re- modeling two years ago. For example,
circulation increased 25% from 2005- 2006 and this year an additional 20% increase. This now makes

Peachtree City Library the busiest library in the county as well as in the Flint River Regional Library
System and the 4th busiest of the 256 libraries in the state PINES system. The Library has seen a 40%

increase in foot traffic since the renovated library reopened in November of2005 and can expect over

250,000 people to walk through its doors in 2007. These trends don' t seem to be slowing down. While

the workstations at the Circulation Desk are constantly processing transactions, Internet usage has also
increased 33% this year, adding additional strain on the library' s two T- llines, which handle the majority
of the library' s data transfer.

Adding one additional cross- trained, part-time library assistant would provide flexibility to schedule help
during heavy traffic times or when staff are on vacation or otherwise absent from work. Because the

circulation desk has become so busy that long lines often form, a circulation specialist assigned full- time

there would help provide faster, more efficient customer service.

Budl!et Impact: Excess funding exists in the FY2008 budget to cover these actions, with an overall

savings of $6, 405.









Twice- weekly trash pickup
Back door service ( for additional cost except for older and disabled residents with a letter

from doctor)

Recycling service ( at a separate optional price or included in the overall price for trash

pickup)
Weekly/ Monthly/Quarterly yard trimming pickup
Bulky waste ( per appointment or on monthly/ quarterly basis)

Recycling - As noted above, there are two possible approaches to recycling service. The

contract could continue the current practice of residents who wish to recycle paying separately
for that service. The second option would be to include the price of recycling in the base price
for all customers. Based on previous proposals, this would bring the price of recycling down by
at least 50% and would encourage more residents to recycle. In the survey, residents indicated

recycling participation would increase if costs were reduced.

Special Services - Contractor would provide dumpster service at no extra charge to City-owned

facilities.

Customer Service Standards:

Missed Collections resolved within twenty- four (24) hours

Cash Performance Bond with forfeiture of $1 00 per unresolved legitimate complaint.
Direct contacts separate from customer service for complaints
Customer Service Records and Complaint Reports

Evaluation Criteria - Staff recommends evaluating proposals based on the on the following
criteria and rating system:

Cost Proposal ( less than current market costs and in comparison
to other proposals 40%

Experience and record of performance in previous contracts

of similar size and scope 25%

Experience, ability, capacity, skill, and financial resources

to provide the requested services 25%

Experience and record of performance in responding to

customer service requests in a timely manner 10%

Budl!et Impact:

Undetermined until a contract is negotiated, but should provide cost savings in City trash

collection in addition to providing cost savings to the residents. The ultimate goal would be to

save the residents money on their quarterly trash service.
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Procedures for doing the work have been established and a number of

specific guidelines are available. The employee uses judgment in

locating and selecting the most appropriate guidelines, references and

procedures for application and may make minor deviations to adapt the

guidelines in specific cases or determine which of several established
alternatives to use.

I FACTOR 5: Complexity

The work typically includes varied duties requiring many different and

unrelated processes and methods. Decisions involve the assessment of

unusual circumstances, variations in approach, and incomplete or

conflicting data.

The work requires many decisions concerning such things as the

interpretation of large amounts of data, planning of the work, or refining
the methods and techniques to be used.

I FACTOR 6:  Scope and Effect

The work product or service affects a wide range of organizational
activities and/or the physical well-being of a number ofpersons.

I FACTOR 7: Personal Contacts

The. majority of personal contact is with individuals or groups from

outside the organization in a moderately unstructured setting or involve

attempts to enforce ordinances, regulations, or rules where conflict or

diverse interpretations may result.

I FACTORS: Purpose of Contacts

The purpose is to plan, coordinate, or advise on work efforts or to resolve

operating problems by influencing or motivating individuals or groups
who are working toward mutual goals and who have basically
cooperative attitudes.

I FACTOR 9:  Physical Demands

Job Description
The City of Peachtree City, Georgia

CREWLEADER- STQRMWATER. docSTORMW ATER

Page 2 The Mercer Group, Inc.





REAVY EOillPMENT OPERATOR- STORMW ATER

JOB DESCRIPTION
Job Code: 427

Position:

Division:

Reports to:

Overview:

Heavy Equipment Operator-Stormwater
Public Services

Stormwater Supervisor
This position operates equipment used in street repair and maintenance.

I FACTOR 1: Education & Directly Applicable Experience

High School diploma and five to less than seven years directly related

experience or

Two years of college or Associate' s Degree and less than two years

directly related experience

I FACTOR 2:  Supervisory Controls

The work is performed under general supervision; the supervisor
provides continuing or individual assignments by indicating generally
what is to be done, limitations, quality and quantity expected, deadlines,
and priority of assignments. The supervisor provides additional, specific
instructions for new, difficult or unusual assignments including suggested
work methods or advice on source material available.

The employee uses initiative in carrying out recurring assignments
independently but refers deviations, problems and unfamiliar situations
not covered by instructions to the supervisor for clarification and
direction.

I FACTOR 3: Supervision Given

This position does not supervise any other positions.

I FACTOR 4: Guidelines

Procedures for doing the work have been established and a number of

specific guidelines are available. The employee uses judgment in

locating and selectinl! the most aporooriate l!Uidelines, references and

Job Description
The City of Peachtree City, Georgia

HEAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR-STORMWATER.doc

Page I The Mercer Group, Inc.



procedures for application and may make minor deviations to adapt the

guidelines in specific cases or determine which of several established
alternatives to use.

I FACTORS: Complexity

The work typically includes varied duties requiring many different and

unrelated processes and methods. Decisions involve the assessment of

unusual circumstances, variations in approach, and incomplete or

conflicting data.

The work requires many decisions concerning such things as the

interpretation oflarge amounts of data, planning of the work, or refining
the methods and techniques to be used.

I FACTOR 6:  Scope and Effect

The work product or service affects the design or operation of systems,
programs, or equipment; the adequacy of such activities as field

investigations, testing operations or research conclusions; or the social,

physical and economic well being of a number ofpersons.

I FACTOR 7: Personal Contacts

The majority ofpersonal contacts are with individuals or groups from

outside the organization in a moderately unstructured setting or involve

attempts to enforce ordinances, regulations, or rules where conflict or

diverse interpretations may result.

I FACTOR 8: Purpose of Contacts

The purpose is to obtain, clarify, or give information regardless ofthe
nature of the information, i.e. the data may range from easily understood

to highly technical.

I FACTOR 9:  Physical Demands

The work requires physical exertion such as walking over rough or

difficult terrain; recurring standing, stooping, climbing or walking;

Job Description
The City of Peachtree City, Georgia

REAVY EQUIPMENT OPERATOR- STORMWATER.doc
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

STORMWATER FUND

PROPOSED PROMOTIONS

FISCAL YEAR 2008

Maintenance Maintenance Difference

Technican III Technican III Proposed 2008 Bud9et vs.

FY 2008 Budget Actual at 10/ 412007 Crew Leader Proposed

Salary $ 32, 056 $ 33, 026 $ 35, 028

Social Security 1, 987 2,048 2, 172

Medicare 465 479 508

Health Insurance 4,500 9, 900 9,900

L. T. Disability 103 103 114

Dental Insurance 350 350

Life Insurance 108 108 119

Retirement 4,872 4,872 4.872

Retirement Match 641 861 701

Workers' Comp 1. 095 1, 095 1, 209

45,827 $ 52, 642 $ 54, 973 $ 9, 146

Heavy Equipment Maintenance Proposed

Operator Technican II Heavy Equipment
FY 2008 Budget Actuai at 10/412007 Operator

Salary $ 28, 593 $ 26,045 $ 28,593

Social Security 1, 773 1, 615 1, 773

Medicare 415 377 415

Health Insurance 9, 900 9, 900 9, 900

L. T. Disability 92 92 92

Dental Insurance 350 350 350

Life Insurance 96 96 96

Retirement 4,872 4, 872 4, 872

Retirement Match 572

Workers' Comp 977 977 977

47, 640 $ 44,324 $ 47, 068 $ ( 572)

Additional Fundin9 Required to Make Proposed Changes  $ 8,574






